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Vacuum fluctuations are a fundamental and irremovable property of a quantized electromagnetic
field. These fluctuations are the cause of the Casimir effect – mutual attraction of two electrically
neutral metallic plates in vacuum in the absence of any other interactions. For most geometries and
materials, Casimir effect is strictly attractive, leading to the only stable equilibrium configuration
with merged plates. Recent observation showed, however, that this unavoidable vacuum-induced
attraction can be mitigated by the presence of electrostatic repulsion produced by the formation of
double electric layers, and a stable equilibrium between two charged metallic plates in a solution of
an organic salt can be reached [1]. Here, we study theoretically in details equilibrium configurations
and their dynamical behavior in the system of two parallel metallic films coupled by the Casimir
and electrostatic interactions. We analyze the effect of various parameters of the system – such as
the salt concentartion and temperature – on the equilibrium cavity thicknesses, inspect resonant
properties of the resulting an-harmonic optomechanical system near equilibrium, and examine its
stochastic dynamics under the influence of thermal fluctuations of the environment.

I. INTRODUCTION

Vacuum oscillations of the electromagnetic field are a
ubiquitous phenomenon that shows up in a variety of
physical systems [2, 3]. Eigenmodes of the electromag-
netic field in free space can be treated as quantum har-
monic oscillators. Each such oscillator is characterized
by a vacuum state with a non-vanishing zero-point en-
ergy. In a large number of macroscopic scenarios dealing
with the optical response of objects and their equilibrium
behavior, the characteristics of this vacuum state can be
neglected. However, at the nanoscale, the presence of a
nontrivial vacuum state of an optical nanostructure can
play a decisive role. A telling example is the Casimir ef-
fect, which manifests itself as an attraction between two
electrically neutral metallic mirrors in free space in the
absence of any other interactions [4–6]. Furthermore, the
Casimir effect turned out to be ubiquitous for any system
featuring a wave behavior.

The conventional Casimir effect was theoretically pre-
dicted for two identical ideally conducting metal plates
separated by air [7], and demonstrated experimentally
more than 50 years later [8]. It was proved that for two
electrically neutral mirror-symmetric objects, the corre-
sponding vacuum potential always increases with the dis-
tance between the mirrors, leading to an attractive force
[9]. The attractive property of the Casimir potential in
such systems is the physical reason for the aggregation of
nanoparticles in colloids [10], and also causes undesirable
friction in nano- and micro-mechanical structures.

It was long after the original effect had been discovered
when the existence of structures with a repulsive vac-
uum potential was theoretically predicted. To implement
such an interaction, it was proposed to use materials with
magnetic or chiral response [11, 12]. Later, the repulsive
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Casimir effect was demonstrated experimentally using di-
electric media [13]. A big step forward has been made in
the recent work [14], wherein a structure with a stable
equilibrium mediated by the zero-point fluctuations of
the electromagnetic field between two metal plates sepa-
rated by two media with accurately chosen permittivity
dispersions was experimentally demonstrated (see also
refs. [15, 16] for theoretical studies of a similar system).
Stable equilibria were shown to exist in systems com-
prised by objects of finite cross-sections, for example, by
dielectric rods placed inside metallic cavities [17, 18]. Re-
cently, it was shown that the simultaneous presence of the
Casimir force and the electrostatic interaction between
metal mirrors in a liquid can similarly lead to the pres-
ence of stable configurations in a planar system [1, 19].

In this paper, we study theoretically in details equi-
librium configurations and their dynamical behavior in
the system of two parallel metallic films coupled by the
Casimir and electrostatic interactions, which reproduces
the structures studied experimentally in ref. [1]. To de-
scribe the stable configurations of the system, we combine
the macroscopic Lifhitz formalism for description of the
Casimir force with molecular dynamics simulations al-
lowing for the description of the repulsive electrostatic in-
teraction. Guided by this combined analytical-numerical
model, we analyze the effect of various parameters of the
system – such as the salt concentration and temperature
– on the equilibrium cavity thicknesses. Next, we study
resonant properties of the resulting mechanical oscillator
near equilibrium. Finally, we simulate the vertical and
in-plane stochastic dynamics of the coupled system under
the influence of thermal fluctuations of the environment.

II. THEORETICAL MODEL

The system under study is illustrated in Fig. 1. It
incorporates two parallel metallic films of thickness L
floating in a water solution of an organic salt. The char-
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FIG. 1. Sketch of the system under study. Two parallel
metallic films floating in an aqueous solution of an organic
salt. The films are balance by two interaction: the attractive
Casimir force and the repulsive electrostatic force. The at-
tractive Casimir force is the result of vacuum fluctuations of
the electromagnetic field in the region between the metallic
films, where optical cavity modes are created. The electro-
static force appears due to the formation of charged electric
double layers on the metallic surfaces.

acteristic distance between the two films lies in the range
of a few hundred nm. There are two main interaction
mechanisms that govern the behavior of this system: the
electrostatic repulsion due to the formation of electric
double layers on the surfaces of the metallic films, and
the attractive Casimir effect due to the vacuum oscilla-
tions of the electromagnetic field between the metallic
films. The total potential of the system is given by the
sum of these two interactions:

U = UC + Ue. (1)

In the following we discuss the models and approxima-
tions that will allow us to describe these two contri-
butions to the total potential in an analytical or semi-
analytical way.

A. Casimir potential

The conventional Casimir effect between two parallel
surfaces made of a perfect electric conductor (PEC) at a
distance L is described by the simple expression [7]:

UPEC
C = − ℏcπ2

240L3 , (2)

where ℏ is the reduced Planck constant and c is the speed
of light. In systems incorporating non-perfect conductors
and dispersive materials, the Casimir force deviates suf-
ficiently from this textbook expression, and may even
become repulsive [11, 13]. A more general description is
offered by the Lifshitz formula [20, 21]. In this framework
the Casimir energy is obtained by transforming the os-
cillating integral over real frequencies to an integral over
imaginary frequencies with the use of so called Wick ro-
tation [22, 23]. The resulting potential per unit area is

given by:

UC = ℏ
2π

∫ ∞

0
dξ

∫
d2k∥

(2π)2 ln det
↔
G, (3)

where k∥ is the real-valued in-plane component of the
wave vector in the gap region of thickness L,

↔
G = I −

↔
R1

↔
R2e−2K0L, and

↔
Ri =

(
rss

i 0
0 rpp

i

)
(4)

is the reflection matrix for i-th side of the system (i =
1, 2); rq

i are the Fresnel reflection coefficients for i-th sub-
system and polarization state q (q = s, p) evaluated at
imaginary frequency ω = iξ, ξ ∈ R. K0 =

√
k2

∥ + ξ2/c2

is the z-component of the wave vector in the gap between
the two mirrors evaluated at imaginary frequency.

The reflection coefficients in Eq. (3) must be evaluated
at imaginary frequencies. This requires an analytical ex-
pression for the permittivity of every component of the
planar structure, which (the expressions) admit an an-
alytical continuation into the complex plane. To that
end, we describe the permittivity of gold with the Drude
model:

εAu = ε∞ − ω2
P

ω(ω + iγD) , (5)

where ε∞ is the background permittivity, ωP is plasma
frequency, and γD is the electron collision rate. Although
in real-frequency calculations the background permittiv-
ity ε∞ is often set to ε∞ > 1 to account for the interband
transitions of a metal, we set ε∞ = 1. This is justified
by the fact that the permittivity must asymptotically ap-
proach 1 in the high-frequency limit in order to comply
with the basic analytical properties of permittivity and
permeability. Otherwise, the UV contributions to the
vacuum energy due to non-transparent mirrors at high
frequencies will dominate causing an unphysical result
[22–24]. Furthermore, we set ωP = 9 eV, which ap-
proximates well the plasma frequency of gold, and set
γD = 0 corresponding to a lossless metal, which, surpris-
ingly, yields the best agreement with experimental results
[24, 25].

The permittivity of water was described by approx-
imating the experimental data from ref. [26] with the
Debye-Lorentz analytical model:

εH2O(ω) = 1 + εD − 1
1 − iωτ

+ f
ω2

0
ω2

0 − ω2 − iγ0ω
, (6)

where ω0 = 18.4 eV, f1 = 0.8, γ0 = 13.5 eV, εD = 75 and
τ = 49000 fs. This approximation reproduces very well
water refractive index of n ≈ 1.33 in the visible, and also
correctly describes the high-frequency and low-frequency
limits (see Fig. S1 within the Supplemental Material [27]
for the plot of this approximation). In our calculations we



3

h = 10 nm
h = 40 nm
h = 5 μm

30 nm
23 nm

14 nm

FIG. 2. Casimir and electrostatic potentials in the system under study. (a) Examples of the Casimir potential per
unit area between two gold films of thickness h separated by water evaluated with Lifshitz formula, Eq. (2). (b) Examples
of the electrostatic potential between two gold films evaluated for different values of CTAB concentration C and assuming
the linear surface charge-concentration relationship, Eq. (14). Note the logarithmic scale on the y-axis. The value on each
curve is the Debye-Hückel screening length calculated for the respective concentration. (c) Examples of the total potential for
40 nm thick gold films and various CTAB concentrations. While the total potential for smaller CTAB concentration shows a
monotonic behavior, for higher concentrations the potential exhibits a series of minima (blue circle) and maxima (grey circles)
corresponding to stable and unstable equilibria of the system.

have assumed that small concentrations of the electrolyte
do not change substantially the refractive index of water.

Figure 2(a) presents the resulting Casimir potential be-
tween two gold films of thickness h in water as a function
of the face-to-face distance L between the films. All three
show monotonous potential growth with the distance. In
the following analysis we are going to stick to h = 40
nm thick films corresponding to the typical value of Au
films used in ref. [1]. Fitting the data in the double log-
arithmic scale (see Fig. S2 within the SM [27]) reveals
that the Casimir potential between Drude films can be
approximated by the power law:

UC = A

Lβ
(7)

with A = −124083 eV/µm2 and β = 2.55. We are go-
ing to use approximation (7) to describes the Casimir
potential in the following analysis.

B. Electrostatic potential

In addition to the Casimir attraction, the metallic
films experience electrostatic repulsion. This repulsion
is caused by the adsorption of the salt ions (either pos-
itive or negative) onto the metallic plates. Oppositely
charged ions are electrostatically attracted to the first
ionic layer and form the second diffuse layer, resulting in
screening of the electrostatic potential of the first layer.
The resulting picture of electrostatic interaction is called
an electric double layer (EDL) [28, 29].

One of the most commonly used models to describe
EDLs is the Gouy-Chapman model [30, 31]. In this
model, the ions in the diffuse layer near each plate are

assumed to obey Boltzmann statistics as a function of
distance x from the plate:

n+(x) = C exp (−zq0ϕ(x)/kBT ),
n−(x) = C exp (zq0ϕ(x)/kBT ),

(8)

where n+(x) and n−(x) are the densities of the posi-
tively and negatively charged ions in the solution, C is
the concentration of ions with valence z in a solution, q0
is the elementary charge, kB is the Boltzmann constant,
T is the temperature and ϕ(x) is the electrostatic poten-
tial. In general, ϕ(x) is derived from the the Poisson-
Boltzmann equation [30], which can be expressed in its
linearized form using the Debye-Hückel approximation
zq0ϕ(x)/kBT ≪ 1:

d2ϕ(x)
dx2 = κ2ϕ(x), (9)

where

κ =

√
2(zq0)2C

εε0kBT
(10)

is the inverse Debye-Hückel length, ε is the static permit-
tivity of the solution, and ε0 is the vacuum permittivity.
Taking into account the charge balance condition∫ ∞

0
ρ(x)dx =

∫ ∞

0
zq0(n+(x) − n−(x))dx = −σ, (11)

which essentially constrains total surface charge density
σ to balance the charge density in a solution, a straight-
forward calculation [30] yields

ϕ(x) = σ

εε0κ
exp (−κx). (12)
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FIG. 3. Molecular dynamics simulation of CTAB adsorption on a gold film. (a) Snapshot from the molecular dynamics
simulation showing the geometry of the computational cell with CTA+ and Br− ions dissolved in water in the vicinity of an
Au film. (b) Spatial distribution of CTA+ (blue) and Br− (red) concentrations, as well as total algebraic charge (black dashed)
in the computational cell evaluated for CTAB concentration of 9.5 mM. (c) Surface charge density σ as a function of CTAB
concentration. Black markers: the results of our MD simulations. Red markers: values obtained from theoretical analysis of
experimental data by Munkhbat et al. [1].

Finally, the expression for the potential ϕ(x) can be used
to estimate the electrostatic fields of both plates and to
calculate their repulsive force Fe and electrostatic energy
Ue per unit area, given the distance L between the plates:

Fe = 2σ2

εε0
exp (−κL),

Ue = −
∫ ∞

L

Fe(L′)dL′ = 2σ2

εε0κ
exp (−κL).

(13)

The surface charge density σ itself is a function of the
salt concentration, σ = σ(C). In the most general case,
this dependence is described by the so called Langmuir
isotherm [32, 33], which describes adsorption by assum-
ing the adsorbate behaves as an ideal gas. The particular
implementation in ref. [1] used CTAB (Cetyltrimethy-
lammonium bromide) as soluble organic salt. In the fol-
lowing we are going to analyze the behavior of this par-
ticular salt.

To analyze the salt adsorption on the surface
in the present system, we performed a series of
constant-temperature/constant-pressure molecular dy-
namics (MD) simulations at T = 300 K, P = 1 atm.
in a computational cell containing quasi-infinite golden
plate, Fig. 3(a) (see Appendix A for details). Computa-
tional cell with the size of ≈ 160 × 80 × 160 Å3 contained
65000 water molecules. The number of CTAB complexes
varied from 20 to 40. For each CTAB concentration C we
performed three independent 500 ns long MD runs with
random initial positions of molecules. Figure 3(b) shows
spatial density distribution of CTA+ and Br− ions along
surface normal for the equilibrated state of the system.
The total surface charge density σ was then evaluated by
summing all charges present within the 3 nm region from
the surface (dashed line in Fig. 3(b)).

Figure 3(c) shows the resulting evaluated surface

charge density for a series of CTAB concentrations (black
markers). Although we were not able to reach the exper-
imental concentrations of ≈ 1 mM due to the limitations
on the computational cell size, our results reasonably
agree with the values obtained in ref. [1] for concen-
trations below 1.5 mM (purple markers in Fig. 3(c)).
Munkhbat et al. estimated the surface charge density by
fitting the analytical interaction potential of the system
(Eq. (1)) to match the measured equilibrium distance
Leq (extracted from optical reflection measurements),
which yields the value of α around 1.5 mC/(mM · m2).
The extracted dependence remains linear up to about 1.5
mM, after which CTAB molecules tend to form so called
mycells – molecular clusters, which qualitatively change
the adsorbing behavior of the salt [34, 35].

For the sake of this study, we thus adopt the linear
model of the surface charge-salt concentration relation-
ship:

σ = αC, (14)

with α = 1 mC/(mM · m2), which by the order of magni-
tude agrees with both the previous experimental results,
and with our MD simulations.

Figure 2(b) shows the resulting electrostatic potentials
calculated according to Eq. (13) for different salt concen-
trations assuming the linear model of the surface charge-
concentration relationship, Eq. (14). The effect of the
salt concentration on the electrostatic potential is two-
fold. On the one hand, an increase of C proportionally
increases the surface charge density σ. At the same time,
it reduces the screening length 1/κ. As a result, the elec-
trostatic potential acquires larger magnitudes at short
distances, but starts to decay faster, Fig. 2(b).

The total potential is illustrated on Fig. 2(c) for a se-
ries of realistic CTAB concentration values. A peculiar
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FIG. 4. Evolution of the equilibrium states of the system. (a) Stable (solid) and unstable (dashed) thicknesses of the
self-assembled cavity (corresponding to the local potential minima and maxima, respectively) obtained for the linear salt-charge
relationship σ = αC for different values of α. (b) Same as (a) but obtained for a series of fixed concentration-independent
surface charge densities σ = 1, 1.5, 2.0 mC/m2. Note the logarithmic scale on the vertical axis of the plot.

interplay of the two interactions occurs depending on salt
concentration. Different functional dependence of the at-
tractive and repulsive potentials makes it possible for a
local potential extremum to appear (blue circles). For
sufficiently small salt concentration the magnitude of the
electrostatic repulsion is not sufficient to overcome the
Casimir attraction. As a result, the total potential ex-
hibits a monotonic behavior with no extrema (C = 0.2
mM, red curve). For higher salt concentrations, how-
ever, the electrostatic repulsion becomes comparable to
the Casimir attraction, giving rise to a pair of the po-
tential minimum and maximum, Fig. 2(c), correspond-
ing to a stable and an unstable equilibrium, respectively
(C = 0.35, 1 mM, yellow and green curves). In the fol-
lowing section, we examine in more details how these
equilibria of the total potential evolve with the parame-
ters of the system.

III. RESULTS

A. Stable and unstable equilibria of the system

With these models and approximations for the poten-
tial at hand, let us now examine the evolution of the
local maxima and minima of the total potential with the
salt concentration. Figure 4(a) presents the dependence
of the stable (solid) and unstable (dashed) equilibrium
cavity thickness Leq as a function of the CTAB concen-
tration, C, for a series of values of α. The data is limited
to the range of CTAB density C < 1.5mM because of the
aforementioned limited applicability of the linear model
σ = αC. For any given α both the stable and the unsta-
ble equilibrium positions vary continuously with C in a
certain range. Whereas the unstable equilibrium exhibits
a simple monotonic dependence, the stable equilibrium
thickness reaches the highest attainable value at a cer-

tain concentration, dependent on α. Furthermore, both
equilibria cease to exist below a threshold concentration,
which is also determined by α. Exactly at that concen-
tration the two equilibria coalesce in a single point, leav-
ing no equilibria for concentrations below the threshold
value.

For completeness, in addition to the linear model of the
surface charge-salt concentration relationship, we briefly
examine the existence and behavior of equilibrium con-
figurations assuming a constant surface charge density,
σ = const. This situation may correspond to the case of
saturated surface adsorption, when increasing the con-
centration of the salt in the solution does not result in
further adsorption of ions into the first layer. Alterna-
tively, this may be encountered if the metallic (or non-
metallic) films have a fixed internal charge density.

T = 280 K

T = 300 K

T = 320 K

T = 340 K

T = 360 K

T = 380 K

C = 1 mM
σ = 1 mC/m2

FIG. 5. Temperature effect on the equilibrium configu-
rations of the system. (a) Total per-unit-area potentials of
the self-assembled system for a fixed CTAB density of C = 1
mM for a series of temperature values. (b) The resulting
evolution of the stable thickness of the self-assembled cavity
corresponding to the local potential minimum with tempera-
ture.
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FIG. 6. Mechanical eigenfrequencies of the self-assembled system. (a) Complex-valued resonant mechanical frequencies
of the self-assembled cavity as a function of CTAB concentration for R = 5 µm circular flakes. Dashed curve shows the
eigenfrequencies in the hypothetical drag-less case, γS = 0. The green circle marks the bifurcation point where the two
complex-valued eigenfrequencies coalesce. (b) Dependence of critical concentration Cb on the flake radius R.

Figure 4(b) shows the resulting dependence of the sta-
ble (solid black) and unstable (dashed black) equilibrium
distances Leq as a function of the salt concentration, C,
for a series of surface charge densities σ = 1, 1.5, 2.0
mC/m2. Both equilibria exhibit a qualitatively different
behavior in comparison to the case of the linear model.
For each surface charge density both the stable and un-
stable equilibria show a monotonic behavior and coalesce
at a certain concentration, above which no stable or un-
stable equilibria exist. In contrast to the case of the
linear charge-concentration model, the equilibrium thick-
ness does not reach an upper limit and instead increases
indefinitely with decreasing CTAB concentration.

B. Effect of temperature

Next we examine the effect of temperature on the equi-
librium configurations of the system. Variation of tem-
perature has a two-fold effect of the total potential of the
system: it affects the Casimir potential, and at the same
time affects the Debye-Hückel screening length.

At room temperatures Troom ≈ 300K its effect on the
Casimir potential is negligible. Indeed, the character-
istic cavity thickness L ∼ 100 nm corresponds to the
characteristic photon energy of E ∼ ℏπc/(nH2OL) ≈ 4
eV, which is well above the thermal excitation energy at
room temperature (KBTroom ≈ 25 mev). Thus, popu-
lation of the relevant photonic modes of the cavity that
mainly contribute to the Casimir potential remains neg-
ligible, e−E/(KBTroom) ≪ 1. Thus, the Casimir potential
can be calculated as if the system were at zero tempera-
ture [36, 37].

Nevertheless, the electrostatic potential does experi-
ence significant changes even upon moderate tempera-
ture changes within the 0 . . . 100◦ C range (see Fig. S3
of Supplemental Material [27]). Increasing the solution

temperature reduces the inverse Debye-Hückel screening
length κ, see Eq. (10), thus increasing the contribution
of electrostatic repulsion to the total potential.

Figure 5(a) shows the combined per-unit-area potential
of two 40 nm thick gold films for a series of temperatures
in the range from 0 to 100 C for a 1 mM CTAB solution
(resulting in 1 mC/m2 surface charge density according
to the accepted value of α = 1 mC/(m2 · mM)). This
causes the stable equilibrium cavity thickness to shift
towards higher values with increasing temperature. At
the same time, the depth of the potential minimum re-
duces with increasing temperature. Figure 5(b) shows
the resulting equilibrium cavity thickness as a function
of temperature, which shows almost a linear dependence.

C. Optomechanical properties

The entire system of two metallic films equilibrated by
the joint action of the Casimir and electrostatic inter-
actions represents a mechanical oscillator. Detuning the
cavity thickness from the stable equilibrium position in
either way causes a restoring force directed back to the
equilibrium position. Next we study the mechanical reso-
nant properties of the system near the stable equilibrium.

For the sake of the following analysis assume the two
gold flakes are circular disks of identical size, placed on
top of each other, and can only perform motion along
the z-axis pointing from flake ’1’ toward flake ’2’. The
vertical dynamics of each flake along the z axis in the
absence of any external impact can be modelled by the
homogeneous Langevin equation [38, 39]:

mz̈1 = −γ⊥ż1 + F1(z1, z2), (15a)
mz̈2 = −γ⊥ż2 + F2(z1, z2), (15b)

where z1 (z2) is the vertical coordinate of the bottom
(top) film, m = ρSh is the mass of the metallic film
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with S = πR2 being the geometric area of a single flake,
and γ⊥ is the hydrodynamic drag coefficient for vertical
motion. The drag experienced by the flake during its
laminar motion in water can be described by Stokes’ law
[39]:

γ⊥ = 6πηRS (16)

with η being viscosity of water. The Stokes’ radius RS

of the object is determined by many factors, and it can
be further greatly affected by the close presence of the
substrate (the boundary). As a reasonable assumption
we estimate the Stokes’ radius of the disk by its geometric
radius, RS = R.

Following ref. [1], we evaluate the total restoring force
acting on films ’1’ and ’2’ within the overlap approxima-
tion by multiplying the per-unit-area potential gradient
dU/dL with the geometric area of the film:

F1 = −SdU/dL, F2 = −F1 (17)

with L = z1 − z2 being the relative vertical displacement
of the films, synonymous with the cavity thickness. The
total potential density per unit area in the vicinity of
the equilibrium can be approximated by the harmonic
potential:

U = U0 + 1
2k(L − Leq)2, (18)

where Leq is the stable cavity thickness for the particular
salt concentration and the corresponding surface charge
density, and

k = d2U

dL2

∣∣∣∣
L=Leq

(19)

is the stiffness of the quadratic potential. For reference,
we show in Fig. S4 (see SM [27]) the exact analytical
combined potential of the system, as well as the har-
monic (quadratic) approximation near the correspond-
ing equilibrium cavity thickness. The resulting potential
plots clearly show that the quadratic potential describes
the system fairly accurately in within 5-10 nm from the
equilibrium, but starts to deviate outside that range.

Subtracting Eq. (15b) from (15a) we obtain:

mL̈ = −γ⊥L̇ + F (L), (20)

where F = 2F1 ≈ −2Ak(L − Leq). The factor 2 in the
latter expression comes from the simultaneous action of
the Casimir/electrostatic force on both films. Looking for
a harmonic solution of Eq. (20) L(t) = Leq + δLeiΩt we
find a pair of eigenfrequencies of the damped mechanical
oscillator:

Ω =
iγ⊥ ±

√
8πR2mk − γ2

⊥
2m

. (21)

Figure 6(a) shows the resulting mechanical eigenfre-
quencies of the self-assembled cavity as a function of

FIG. 7. Anharmonism of the mechanical self-
assembled oscillator. (a) An example of the total per-
unit-area potential illustrating the measure of the potential
anharmonicity δ. The potential at L = ∞ is zero. (b) The
dependence of the potential density depth δ on CTAB con-
centration at room temperature.

CTAB concentration at room temperature for R = 5 µm
circular flakes. Below a certain CTAB concentration de-
fined by γ2

⊥ − 8πR2mk > 0 Eq. (21) yields two purely
imaginary frequencies corresponding to dissipate dynam-
ics of the system:

Ω = i

2m

(
γ⊥ ±

√
γ2

⊥ − 8πR2mk

)
. (22)

Above that critical density we obtain a single complex-
valued eigenfrequency:

Ω =
√

8πR2mk − γ2
⊥

2m
+ i

γ⊥

2m
. (23)

Dashed line shows the eigenfrequency spectrum corre-
sponding to the hypothetical case of a drag-free system,
γ⊥ = 0:

Ω0 =
√

2kπR2

m
. (24)

The critical concentration Cb, at which the mechani-
cal eigenfrequencies undergo the bifurcation, depends on
the film surface area S. Figure 6(b) shows the critical
concentration as a function of the circular flake radius
R, revealing a monotonic decreasing dependence. For
the typical flake radius of a few microns, the bifurcation
concentration Cb lies around the realistic value of 1 mM.

The analysis performed above clearly indicates that the
mechanical oscillator formed by a self-assembled cavity
is anharmonic. There are many ways in which we could
quantify the degree of this anharmonicity. We choose to
quantify the anharmonicity by the depth δ of the total
per-unit-area potential minimum (normalized by KBT at
T = 300 K) with respect to the potential value at infi-
nite film-to-film distance, Fig. 7(a). The smaller the δ
parameter, the more anharmonic the oscillator is. A per-
fect harmonic oscillator would have an infinite value of δ.
Figure 7(b) shows the potential depth δ as a function of
CTAB concentration (assuming the accepted value of α)
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at room temperature, T = 300 K. It reveals a nearly
linear dependence of the anharmonicity parameter on
CTAB concentration.

D. Stochastic behavior: vertical dynamics

Next we turn to the analysis of the dynamical behav-
ior of self-assembled cavities in the vertical direction near
the equilibrium state under the influence of thermal fluc-
tuations. The stochastic dynamics of the structure near
the equilibrium position can be modelled by the Langevin
equation, Eq. (20) with the added noise term [38, 39]:

mL̈ = −γ⊥L̇ + F (L) +
√

2γKBT (f1(t) + f2(t)), (25)

where f1,2(t) are two independent white noise terms with
correlation function

⟨fi(t)fj(t − τ)⟩ = δ(τ)δij , (26)

and KB is the Boltzmann constant. Note that for the
purpose of these simulations the exact potential per unit
area U(z), and not its quadratic approximation, was
used.

Figure 8(a) presents a number of simulated trajectories
of the vertical displacement L of a self-assembled cavity
formed by two R = 5 µm circular flakes for a series of
CTAB concentrations performed at T = 300 K. After
an initial transient regime every trajectory reaches its
equilibrium position determined by the CTAB concen-
tration, around which it starts to experience Brownian
dynamics. Figure S5 of Supplemental Material shows ex-
amples of simulated vertical trajectories for lower CTAB
concentrations.

The amplitude of this Brownian dynamics depends
strongly on salt concentration. The potential well gets
stiffer with increasing C, which leads to smaller devia-
tion of the system from the equilibrium position. This
is supported by Fig. 8(b), which shows the standard de-
viation σL of the cavity thickness L calculated based on
the simulated dynamical trajectories. For each CTAB
concentration the standard deviation was evaluated us-
ing the data from the part of trajectory after the initial
transient regime (t > 100 µs). Clearly, the standard
deviation gradually reduces with increasing salt concen-
tration. The resulting values in the range from 0.5 nm to
2 nm are remarkably close to the standard deviation of
the self-assembled cavities measured in the original ex-
perimental work [1], which supports the validity of our
simple dynamical model.

By comparing the calculated expected value of the
cavity thickness ⟨L⟩ with the corresponding equilibrium
thickness Leq for each salt concentration we arrive at a
remarkable conclusion: the equilibrium thicknesses Leq

(corresponding to the local potential minimum) gener-
ally lie outside of the standard deviation range ⟨L⟩ ± σL,
Fig. 8(c). The data shown in this plot is centered by sub-
tracting the time-averaged cavity thickness ⟨L⟩ for each

salt concentration. This behavior can be understood in
light of the asymmetry of the total potential around the
equilibrium point. As a result, the system spends more
time on the less stiff part of the potential (L > Leq) than
on the other side, which leads in the observed behavior.

E. Horizontal dynamics

Next we examine translational (in-plane) dynamics of
circular flakes in the horizontal plane with respect to each
other. For the sake of this analysis we consider two iden-
tical circular flakes of radius R. Assume the vertical dis-
tance between the flakes is fixed to Leq determined by the
salt concentration, Leq = Leq(C). Let x1,2 and y1,2 de-
note the in-plane coordinates of the centers of flakes ”1”
and ”2”. Writing the dynamical equations of the in-plane
motion for each flake and subtracting one from another
we obtain:

mẍ = −γ∥ẋ + Fx +
√

2γKbT (fx1(t) + fx2(t)),

mÿ = −γ∥ẏ + Fy +
√

2γKbT (fy1(t) + fy2(t)),
(27)

where

Fx,y = −2U(Leq)∂S

∂d

∂d

∂x, y
, (28)

describes the x and y components of the total restoring
force with d being the in-plane distance between the cen-
ters of the circular flakes of radius R, S is the overlap
area:

S =
{

2R2 acos( d
2R ) − d

√
R2 − (d/2)2, |d| < 2R

0, |d| > 2R
(29)

fν,i(t) are independent white noise terms describing the
impact of thermal fluctuations of the reservoir on the
flakes:

⟨fν,i(t)fµ,i(t − τ)⟩ = δ(τ)δijδµν , (30)

and γ∥ is the in-plane drag coefficient.
Figure 9(a) shows the resulting potential per unit area

as a function of the in-plane center-to-center displace-
ment d. The potential grows almost linearly near d = 0
until it reaches the zero level when the overlap vanishes
at d > 2R.

To calculate the in-plane Stokes’ drag we employ the
simple model of Couette flow [40]:

γ∥ = ηπR2

L
(31)

where L = Leq is the vertical distance between paral-
lel flakes. Figure 9(b) shows the corresponding diffusion
coefficient D as a function of the flake-to-flake distance
L:

D = KBT

γ∥
. (32)
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FIG. 8. Dynamics of the self-assembled cavity near the equilibrium under the impact of thermal fluctuations.
(a) Simulated dynamics of the vertical displacement of a self-assembled cavity L for a series of CTAB concentrations (on the
right)), all calculated for room temperature, T = 300 K. The films are assumed to be circular disks of R = 5 µm radius. (b)
Standard deviation σL of the cavity thickness L during its stochastic evolution. (c) Equilibrium cavity thickness Leq (dots)
compared against the the standard deviation range defined by ⟨L⟩ ± σL (shaded area). The data is centered by subtracting the
time-average cavity thickness ⟨L⟩ for each CTAB concentration.

Despite the simplicity of the model, it reproduces very
well numerically simulated diffusion coefficient for a sim-
ilar kind of system obtained from rigorous hydrodynamic
simulations [19].

Figure 9(c) presents a few simulated trajectories of the
in-plane dynamics of the system for a pair of R = 1 µm
circular flakes performed for the CTAB concentration
C = 1 mM at T = 300 K. Trajectories feature Brow-
nian dynamics with a characteristic displacement of a
few tens of nanometers. To study how this displacement
if affected by the size of the flake, we run repeated sim-
ulations of Eq. (27) for circular flakes of various radius
and for each series of simulations estimate time-average
center-to-center displacement ⟨d⟩. As Fig. 9(d) shows,
the time-average center-to-center displacement reduces
with increasing flake radius, which is due to the rapidly
increasing in-plane Stokes’ drag coefficient γ∥, Eq. (31).

From the data presented so far one may also conclude
that stable configuration of the system corresponding to
the minimum of the total potential should also be sta-
ble against small rotation of the flakes around horizontal
axes. The system is then no longer translationally in-
variant, and rigorous calculation of the Casimir potential
would involve Green’s tensor techniques [41, 42]. Within
the overlap approximation, however, for a small rota-
tion angle we may roughly estimate the torque acting
on both films by summing up the forces acting on the
elementary segments of the films. Indeed, consider the
situation where one of the two identical films separated
by the distance Leq experiences a fluctuation that causes
it to rotate by a small angle around a horizontal axis.
Then the segments of the films that as the result of the

initial fluctuation move away from each other will ex-
perience net attraction, while the segments that move
towards each other will experience net repulsion. The re-
sulting torque will tend to bring the system in the initial
state with parallel flakes.

IV. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

To conclude, we have studied theoretically equilibrium
configurations and their dynamical behavior in the sys-
tem of two parallel metallic films coupled by the Casimir
and electrostatic interactions. Combination of the rigor-
ous Lifhitz formalism for the Casimir potential and nu-
merical molecular dynamics simulations for the electro-
static interaction leads to a simple analytical model of
the system, allowing to describe the stationary equilib-
ria of the system, as well as its stochastic behavior near
those equilibria. With use of this analytical model we
have found the crucial role of the salt concentration on
the equilibrium states of the system, as well as the effect
of temperature. Using the same model, we have analyzed
the resonant mechanical frequencies of the self-assembled
cavity, as well as its vertical and in-plane stochastic dy-
namics under the influence of thermal fluctuations of the
environment. The results demonstrate reasonable agree-
ment with previously reported experimental data. The
analytical model developed in this paper could be used
for modelling of opto-mechanical properties of similar
Casimir-force based self-assembled nanostructures.
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FIG. 9. Translational dynamics of the system in the horizontal plane. (a) Potential of two coupled flakes upon in-plane
motion vs center-to-center distance d normalized by the potential at d = 0. Inset: sketch of the geometry of the system. Two
metallic parallel flakes separated by a vertical distance Leq experience translational in-plane motion. (b) Diffusion coefficient
D as a function of the flake-to-flake distance L. Line: analytical model, Eq. (32). Dots: data from ref. [19]. (c) Simulated
in-plane dynamics of a self-assembled cavity for a pair of coupled R = 1 µm circular flakes in a C = 1 mM CTAB solution
at room temperature, T = 300 K. All trajectories begin at x = y = 0 and span the range of t = 1 ms. (d) Time-average
center-to-center displacement ⟨d⟩ as a function of the disk radius R calculated based on the simulated in-plane trajectories for
C = 1 mM.
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Appendix A: Molecular dynamics simulations

We performed dynamics simulations simulations of
CTAB adsorption using GROMACS package [43].To de-
scribe inter-atomic interactions we applied the OPLS-AA
force field [44] with partial charges parameterized by Lig-
ParGen [45]. Interactions between CTAB and Au surface
were described using parameters from GolP force-field,
which shows good results for organics with gold [46]. The
TIP4P [47] rigid non-polarizable model was used to pa-
rameterize the water molecules. A cutoff for short-range
and non-bonded interactions was 1.2 nm. For long-range
Coulomb interactions, we used the smooth Particle-Mesh
Ewald scheme [48]. Visualization was produced using
VMD [49].
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M. Lončar, and F. Capasso, Classical and fluctuation-
induced electromagnetic interactions in micron-scale sys-
tems: designer bonding, antibonding, and casimir forces,
Annalen der Physik 527, 45 (2015).

[5] L. Woods, D. A. R. Dalvit, A. Tkatchenko, P. Rodriguez-
Lopez, A. W. Rodriguez, and R. Podgornik, Materials
perspective on casimir and van der waals interactions,
Reviews of Modern Physics 88, 045003 (2016).

[6] A. W. Rodriguez, F. Capasso, and S. G. Johnson, The
casimir effect in microstructured geometries, Nature pho-
tonics 5, 211 (2011).

[7] H. B. Casimir, On the attraction between two perfectly
conducting plates, in Proc. Kon. Ned. Akad. Wet., Vol. 51
(1948) p. 793.

[8] G. Bressi, G. Carugno, R. Onofrio, and G. Ruoso, Mea-
surement of the casimir force between parallel metallic
surfaces, Physical Review Letters 88, 041804 (2002).

[9] O. Kenneth and I. Klich, Opposites attract: A theo-
rem about the casimir force, Physical review letters 97,
160401 (2006).

[10] B. V. Derjaguin and L. D. Landau, Theory of the stability
of strongly charged lyophobic sols and of the adhesion
of strongly charged particles in solutions of electrolytes.,
Acta Physicochimica U.R.S.S. 14, 633 (1941).

[11] O. Kenneth, I. Klich, A. Mann, and M. Revzen, Repulsive
casimir forces, Physical review letters 89, 033001 (2002).

[12] R. Zhao, J. Zhou, T. Koschny, E. Economou, and
C. Soukoulis, Repulsive casimir force in chiral metama-
terials, Physical review letters 103, 103602 (2009).

[13] J. N. Munday, F. Capasso, and V. A. Parsegian, Mea-
sured long-range repulsive casimir–lifshitz forces, Nature
457, 170 (2009).

[14] R. Zhao, L. Li, S. Yang, W. Bao, Y. Xia, P. Ashby,
Y. Wang, and X. Zhang, Stable casimir equilibria and
quantum trapping, Science 364, 984 (2019).

[15] V. Esteso, S. Carretero-Palacios, and H. Mı́guez,
Casimir–lifshitz force based optical resonators, The Jour-
nal of Physical Chemistry Letters 10, 5856 (2019).

[16] V. Esteso, S. Carretero-Palacios, and H. Mı́guez, Effect of
spatial inhomogeneity on quantum trapping, The Journal
of Physical Chemistry Letters 13, 4513 (2022).

[17] M. Levin, A. P. McCauley, A. W. Rodriguez, M. H. Reid,
and S. G. Johnson, Casimir repulsion between metallic
objects in vacuum, Physical review letters 105, 090403
(2010).

[18] A. W. Rodriguez, J. Munday, J. Joannopoulos, F. Ca-
passo, D. A. Dalvit, and S. G. Johnson, Stable suspension
and dispersion-induced transitions from repulsive casimir
forces between fluid-separated eccentric cylinders, Phys-
ical review letters 101, 190404 (2008).

[19] F. Schmidt, A. Callegari, A. Daddi-Moussa-Ider,
B. Munkhbat, R. Verre, T. Shegai, M. Käll, H. Löwen,
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