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Abstract

We argue that already at classical level the energy-momentum tensor for a scalar field on
manifolds with boundaries in addition to the bulk part contains a contribution located on
the boundary. Using the standard variational procedure for the action with the boundary
term, the expression for the surface energy-momentum tensor is derived for arbitrary bulk
and boundary geometries. Integral conservation laws are investigated. The corresponding
conserved charges are constructed and their relation to the proper densities is discussed.
Further we study the vacuum expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor in the cor-
responding quantum field theory. It is shown that the surface term in the energy-momentum
tensor is essential to obtain the equality between the vacuum energy, evaluated as the sum
of the zero-point energies for each normal mode of frequency, and the energy derived by the
integration of the corresponding vacuum energy density. As an application, by using the
zeta function technique, we evaluate the surface energy for a quantum scalar field confined
inside a spherical shell.

PACS numbers: 03.50.Kk, 03.70.+k, 04.62.+v, 11.30.-j

1 Introduction

In many problems we need to consider the physical model on background of manifolds with
boundaries on which the dynamical variables satisfy some prescribed boundary conditions. In
presence of boundaries new degrees of freedom appear, which can essentially influence the dy-
namics of the model. The incomplete list of branches where the boundary effects play an
important role includes: surface and finite-size effects in condensed matter theory and statisti-
cal physics, theory of phase transitions and critical phenomena [1, 2], canonical formulation of
general relativity (see [3]), the definition of the gravitational action, Hamiltonian and energy-
momentum [4]-[16], path-integral approach to quantum gravity and the problem of boundary
conditions for the quantum state of the universe (see, for instance, [17] and references therein),
bag models of hadrons in QCD, string and M-theories, various braneworld models, manifolds
with horizons and the thermodynamics of black holes, AdS/CFT correspondence [18], holo-
graphic principle [19, 20]. In recent years, the study of the boundary effects in quantum theory
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has produced several important results. For example, an interesting idea is to consider the black
hole event horizon as a physical boundary [21]. This induce an extra term in the action, having
as consequence the existence of a central charge in the algebra of generators of gauge transfor-
mations. Using this central charge it is possible to determine the asymptotic behavior of the
densities of states and in this way to get the entropy for a black hole [22]. In the context of
string theory, the D-branes are natural boundaries for the open strings, having very interesting
effects in the theory.

In quantum field theory the influence of boundaries on the vacuum state of a quantized field
leads to interesting physical consequences. The imposition of boundary conditions leads to the
modification of the zero—point fluctuations spectrum and results in the shifts in the vacuum
expectation values of physical quantities, such as the energy density and vacuum stresses. In
particular, vacuum forces arise acting on constraining boundaries. This is the familiar Casimir
effect. The particular features of the resulting vacuum forces depend on the nature of the quan-
tum field, the type of spacetime manifold and its dimensionality, on the boundary geometries
and the specific boundary conditions imposed on the field. Since the original work by Casimir in
1948 [23] many theoretical and experimental works have been done on this problem, including
various types of bulk and boundary geometries (see, e.g., [24]-[31] and references therein). The
Casimir force has recently been measured with a largely improved precision [32] (for a review
see [28, 33]) which allows for an accurate comparision between the experimental results and the-
oretical predictions. An essential point in the investigations of the Casimir effect is the relation
between the mode sum energy, evaluated as the sum of the zero-point energies for each normal
mode of frequency, and the volume integral of the renormalized energy density. For scalar fields
with general curvature coupling in Ref. [34] it has been shown that in the discussion of this ques-
tion for the Robin parallel plates geometry it is necessary to include in the energy a surface term
concentrated on the boundary (see Refs. [35, 36] for similar issues in spherical and cylindrical
boundary geometries and the discussion in Ref. [37]). However, in Refs. [34, 35, 36] the surface
energy density is considered only for the case of the Minkowski bulk with static boundaries. In
the present paper, by using the standard variational procedure, we derive an expression of the
surface energy-momentum tensor for a scalar field with general curvature coupling parameter
in the general case of bulk and boundary geometries. It is well-known that the imposition of
boundary conditions leads to a vacuum expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor with
non-integrable divergences as the boundary is approached [38, 39, 40]. The role of surface ac-
tion to cancel these divergencies is emphasized in Ref. [40], where it has been shown that the
finiteness of the total energy of a quantized field in a bounded region is a direct consequence of
renormalization of bare surface actions. How boundary corrections are implemented by surface
interaction and the structure of the corresponding counterterms in the renormalization proce-
dure are discussed in Ref. [41] within the Schrédinger representation of quantum field theory.
By suitably modifying the classical action with boundary corrections, in Ref. [42] it has been
shown that for scalar fields confined in a cavity familiar functional methods can be applied and
the functional measure is constructed by treating the boundary conditions as field equations
coming from a variational procedure. Surface terms play an important role in the recently pro-
posed procedure [11] (see also [12]-[15] and references therein) to regularize the divergencies of
the gravitational action on noncompact space. By adding suitable boundary counterterms to
the gravitational action, one can obtain a well-defined boundary energy-momentum tensor and
a finite Euclidean action for the black hole spacetimes.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 the notations are introduced for the geometrical
quantities describing the manifold and the structure of the action is discussed. In Sec. 3 the
variations of the bulk and surface actions are considered with respect to variations of the metric
tensor and the expressions for the bulk and surface energy-momentum tensors are derived. The
integral conservation laws described by these tensors are studied in Sec. 4. The expressions



for the corresponding energy-momenta are derived and relations to the proper densities are
discussed. The vacuum expectation values of the energy-momentum tensor for a scalar field on
a static manifold with boundary are considered in Sec. 5. It is argued that the surface part
of the energy density is essential to obtain the equality between the vacuum energy, evaluated
as the sum of the zero-point energies for each normal mode, and the energy obtained by the
integration of the corresponding vacuum energy density. As an application of general foemula,
in Sec. 6 we consider the surface energy for a quantum scalar field confined inside a spherical
shell. Section 7 concludes the main results of the paper. An integral representation of the partial
zeta function needed for the calculation of the surface energy on a spherical shell is derived in
Appendix A.

2 Notations and the action

Consider a D + 1 - dimensional spacetime region M with metric g;z and boundary M. We
assume that the spacetime M is foliated into a family of spacelike hypersurfaces ¥ defined by
t = const. The boundary of M consists of the initial and final spacelike hypersurfaces ¥; and
Y9, as well as a timelike smooth boundary 0M; and, hence, OM = X1 UXoUIM,. The boundary
of each ¥ we will denote 0%: 0¥ = ¥ N 0M;. The corresponding spacetime region is depicted
in Fig. 1 for a three dimensional M. The inward pointing unit normal vector field on M is
denoted nf. This vector is normalized in accordance with n;n’ = €, where ¢ = 1 and —1 for
spacelike and timelike boundary elements, respectively. We define u’ as the future pointing unit
normal vector to the spacelike hypersurfaces ¥. On the hypersurfaces 31 and Yo this vector is
connected to the vector n' by relations: u’ = n’ on ¥; and u’ = —n’ on 3. In the consideration
below we will not assume that the timelike boundary 0M; is orthogonal to the foliation of the
spacetime. We define @’ as the forward pointing timelike unit normal vector field to the surfaces
0Y in the hypersurface OM,. By construction one has ii‘n; = 0. We further define 7’ as the
vector field defined on OM, such that 7’ is the unit normal vector to 0¥ in hypersurface ¥ and,
hence, by construction u‘f; = 0. It can be seen that the following relations take place between
the introduced vectors (see, for instance, [8, 10, 16])

it = A (nZ - nui) .t =\ (ul + nni) , (2.1)

where n’ is understood as the normal to dMj,, the variable n = wu'n; measures the non-
orthogonality and A = 1/4/1+n2. For n = 0 the foliation surfaces are orthogonal to the
boundary M. Note that the quantity A is connected to the proper radial velocity v by the
relation [16] A = V1 — v2.

In the present paper we deal with a real scalar field p(x) propagating on the manifold M.
The action describing the dynamics of the field we will take in the form

S =5,+ 85, (2.2)
where the first term on the right,
1 .
Sy = 5/ d"xy/lg] (VipV'ie — m?e? — (R¢?) (2.3)
M

is the standard bulk action for the scalar field with curvature coupling parameter ¢, R is the
Ricci scalar for the manifold M, V; is the covariant derivative operator associated with the bulk
metric g;x (we adopt the conventions of Ref. [43] for the metric signature and the curvature
tensor). The second term on the right of Eq. (2.2),

Sy = —e/ dPz/|h| (CP°K + mgp?), (2.4)
oM
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Figure 1: Manifold M with boundary OM = ¥, U ¥ U 0M; foliated by spacelike hypersurfaces
Y. with boundaries 9. n’ and u’ are unit normal vector fields to the hypersurfaces 9M, and ¥
respectively. 7’ is the unit normal vector to the (D — 1)-surface % in the hypersurface 3, and
@' is the unit normal vector to OX in the hypersurface OM,.

is the surface action with a parameter ms. In Eq. (2.4), h is the determinant of the induced
metric h;, for the boundary OM,
hik = gik — eniny, (2.5)

which acts as a projection tensor onto OM, K is the trace of the extrinsic curvature tensor Ky
of the boundary dM:

K = ¢" Ky, = " Ky, Ky, = hihPVing,, bl = g% hy. (2.6)

For the most important special cases of minimally and conformally coupled scalars in Eq. (2.3)
we have ¢ = 0,(D — 1)/4D, respectively. Note that in Eq. (2.4) the term with the extrin-
sic curvature scalar corresponds to the Gibbons-Hawking surface term in general relativity,
—€ f M ar m\/w K. This term is required so that the action yields the correct equations of mo-
tion subject only to the condition that the induced metric on the boundary is held fixed. Note
that for non-smooth boundary hypersurfaces it is necessary to add to action (2.2) the corner
terms (for these terms in the gravitational action of general relativity see [7, 9, 10, 16]) with
integrations over (D — 1)-hypersurfaces at which the unit normal n’ changes direction discon-
tinously. As we have assumed a smooth boundary dMj, in our case these hypersurfaces are
presented by the (D — 1)-surfaces 031 = X1 NOM; and 0%9 = 39 N IM, and the corresponding
corner term in the action has the form

02
S, = —(/ dP~te+/|o] ? arcsinh(n), (2.7)
0%

where f 862212 = f 0%, — f 0%, and o is the determinant of the metric tensor
Oik = Gik + NNk — Willy, = Gy + MiTg — U (2.8)

induced on 0¥. In this paper we are interested in the variation of the action with respect to
the variations for which the metric and field are held fixed on the initial and final spacelike
hypersurfaces ¥; and Y5, and consequently on 0%; and 9%5. In this case the corner terms
will not contribute to the variations under consideration and we will omit them in the following



consideration (see, however, the discussion after formula (3.27) in Sec. 3 for the total divergence
term in the variation of the action, located on the boundary). Note that the contribution of the
corner terms will be important in the case of a non-smooth boundary M, having wedge-shaped
parts.

3 Variation of the action and the energy-momentum tensor

3.1 Variation of the bulk action and the volume energy-momentum tensor

In this subsection we consider the variation of the bulk action (2.3) induced by an infinitesimal
variation d¢;; in the metric tensor. As the careful analysis of the surface terms is crucial for our
discussion we will present the calculations in detail (for the corresponding calculations in general
relativity see, for instance, [16]). To find the expression for the energy-momentum tensor of the
scalar field with action (2.2), we need the variation of this action induced by an infinitesimal
variation dg;; in the metric tensor.

First of all we consider the variation of the term involving the Ricci scalar:

5g/ dPtly |9|<,02R=/ dPzv/|g] ® <59ikGik+9ik5Rik), (3.1)
M M

where R;, and G, = R, — giR/2 are Ricci and Einstein tensors, respectively. To evaluate the
second term in the braces on the right we note that the contracted variation ¢g'’*§ Ry, is a pure
spacetime divergence,

g*6Ry = -V, W', Wl = giksTl, — gilork (3.2)

with I‘ék being the Christoffel symbol. In order to find the variations of the Christoffel symbol
in this formula, note that from the identity 6(V;gx;) = 0 it follows

gFoTh, = —gloTE + g™ g'PV 0 g (3.3)
Combining this with the relations
1 m ) m
5F§k = Vi(6In/|g]) = —§glmvi(59l )s Qlkg pvp5gik = _vm((;gl )s (3.4)

one finds '
W = g"gem Vi(6g"™) — Vi (5g™). (3.5)

By taking into account formula (3.2) and using the Stoke’s theorem
/ AP /Ig] ViV = —e/ Pz /TRl naV", (3.6)
M oM

for the term with the variation of the Ricci tensor one has

/ dP /g o9 Ry, = / dP /gl WiV ? + 6/ dPz\/|h| P W (3.7)
M M oM
For the first term on the right, using formula (3.5), we find
/ a7t /lg WiVt = / AP a/lgl 89" (ViVig? = 6" g ViVinis?)
M M

+6/ dPx+/|h| 6g%* <nivk<,02 - giknlvm<p2> . (3.8)
oM



Substituting this into formula (3.7) and taking into account formula (3.5), for the term containing
the variation of the Ricci scalar, Eq. (3.1), we obtain the formula

dg /M dPHly lg] ©’R = /M APt/ lg] (59““ <¢2Gik — gikglmvlvmcp2 + V,-chp2)
—i—e/ dPx |h] {(59““ <n,~vk<p2 — giknlvlcpz) (3.9)
oM
+ <p2 {gkmnivi(égkm) — nlvm(églm)} } .

This leads to the following variation of the bulk action

s = 5 [ AoVl T 4 5 [ aPe IR {sg™ (~nivi?
oM
+ Cgin'Vip ) + (p? [nsz@glm) —gkmnivi@gkm)} } (3.10)

(vol)

where T, is the standard metric energy-momentum tensor for a scalar field with a curvature
coupling parameter ¢ (see, for instance, [43]):

2

VO. 1 m m
Ti(k l) = VioVip— = gind Vlsﬁvm@—i‘ 0 gik — CO?Gin +Cgingd ™ ViV e — (Vi Vip?. (3.11)

2 2

Note that this expression can be also written in the form

VO. 1 m
TR =Ty + 5 Yik (g’ ViV + (R + mzs@) : (3.12)
where .
Ti(kl) =VipVip + KC - Z) 9ikd"™ ViV — (Rt — Cvivk} . (3.13)

This tensor does not explicitly depend on the corresponding mass. For the covariant divergences
of tensors (3.11) and (3.13) it can be seen that

iy = <glszVm<p + (R + szo) Vi, (3.14)

i 2 L/ m
VZ-TIS) = —%Vk [; (gl ViVie + (R<p+m2<,0>} . (3.15)

From formula (3.10) it follows that the surface term in the variation of the bulk action contains
the derivatives of the variation for the metric. In next subsection we will see that these terms
are cancelled by the terms coming from the variation of surface action (2.4).

3.2 Variation of the surface action and the surface energy-momentum tensor

Now we turn to the evaluation of the variation for surface action (2.4) induced by the variation
of the metric tensor. This variation can be written in the form

1 .
8gSs = —e/ dPz+\/|h [Ccp%gK—i— §h2kégik (Ccp2K+mScp2) . (3.16)
oM

First of all we note that for the variation of the extrinsic curvature tensor trace one has

(5gK = 5g(gikvmk) = 6gikvmk + gikviénk — nlg“‘féfﬁk. (3.17)



By making use formulae
1
on; = §en,~nknlégkl, Ving = K + enin'Ving, (3.18)
and formula (3.3) for the contracted variation of the Christoffel symbol, it can be seen that
ik € oo ik ikl 1
5gK = —K"0g;, + §Kn n"dg;r, + n'h <§Vzégkl — Vkégil> . (319)
Substituting this relation into formula (3.16), for the variation of the surface action one finds

g5 = ﬂg/ dPz mm2hm<fmh+hm*+5Km Mﬁ
oM 2 2 2¢

; 1
+n2hkl <§V2‘59kl — vk59il>:| . (3.20)
By taking into account that in Eq. (3.10) we can replace

WV (69"™) = gemn'Vi(8g5™) = ¢" 0 [V1(0gkm) — Vin(Sgix)] » (3.21)

and using formulae (3.10) and (3.20), for the variation of the total action one finds

595 _ / dD—i—lx /’g 5gsz (vol) 2/ de ’h‘{égzk [_Cnivkw2+hikms§02
oM
+ Cgun'Vip? — ¢ (2K, — Khyy, — enka)} + C‘P2nihlmvl(59im)} : (3.22)

Let us consider the last term in the figure braces on the right which is the only term containing
the derivatives of the metric tensor variation on the boundary. To transform this term, we write
it in the form

' N (8gim ) = Vi(n A ™8 gim) — 0gim Vi(nihI™). (3.23)
To proceed further we note that for an arbitrary vector field V* one has
V,Vt =DV + en'ny Vi,V = DIV + en'Vi(m V) — en' VIV, (3.24)

with D; being the covariant derivative projected onto OM. This allows us to write the first term
on the right of Eq. (3.23) in the form

Vl(nihlmégim) = Dl(nihlmégim) — eninkhlmégkmvim, (3.25)

where we have taken into account that n;h!™ = 0. Now using the second formula in Eq. (3.18),
one finds ' ' ' '
n’hlmvl@gim) = Dl(n’hlmégim) — 0k (K’k — en’nkK> . (3.26)

Substituting this into formula (3.22), we receive to the final expression for the variation of the
total action

595 — / dD—i—lx /’g 6gszV01 / de ]h\{égm [hikms%@2
2 Joum
+ Chin'Vig? = Co? (K — Khag) | + CDy(@*n'h ™6 gi) | (3.27)

An important feature of this form is that the derivatives of the metric tensor variation are
contained in the form of a total divergence on the boundary (the last total divergence term in
the figure braces). To see the relation between this total divergence term and the variation of



the corner term (2.7) in the action, note that using formula (3.18) for the variation dn;, it can
be seen that h!™n'dg;, = —héc&nk. With this replacement, decomposing the integral with the
total divergence term into integrals over OMj, 31, X9 and using the Stoke’s theorem, we can see
that

) 1 0o
E/ dPz\/|h| Di(*n A6 gs) = —/ dP 7 z/lo| o (aon® + npou®)
2 Jom 2 Jox,

039

= / dP=tz\/|o| 26 arcsinh(n). (3.28)
)3}

In obtaining the second equality we have used relations (2.1) (for similar calculations in general

relativity see, for instance, [16]). Now we see that the total divergence term is cancelled by the

corresponding term coming from the variation of the corner part of the action, Eq. (2.7).

Now we return to the variation given by Eq. (3.27). Using the Stoke’s theorem, we can
transform the integral with the total divergence term into the integrals over (D — 1)-surfaces
0%1 and 0X9. We consider variations for which the metric is held fixed on the initial and final
spacelike hypersurfaces ¥ and Y5 and, hence, on 9% and 9¥,. Consequently, for the class of
metric variations d¢** with 5gik|2j =0, j = 1,2, the variation of the action takes the form

VO 1 3
/ dPzy/|g] 5glkT 2 2/ dPz/|n| 8¢y, (3.29)
OMs
where we have introduced a notation
Tik = Co? K, — hiy, (CCPQK +(nlvip? + ms<,02> ; (3.30)

and have taken into account that e = —1 for the timelike hypersurface 9Mj.
Using the definition of the metric energy-momentum tensor as the functional derivative of
the action with respect to the metric, one finds

2 68 (vol) (surf)
Tip = T Ty -
CVlglogt *

Here the part of the energy-momentum tensor located on the surface is defined by relation

(3.31)

TS = 63 OM,)Tir | (3.32)
and the ’one-sided’ d-function §(x; 0M;) is defined as

/dD+1:E\/|g|5(x;8MS):/ P /Thl. (3.33)
M OMs

An important property of the surface energy-momentum tensor is that it is orthogonal to the
normal vector field n’: '
T — 0 (3.34)

which directly follows from the expression for the tensor 7;,. Another important point is that,
the surface energy-momentum tensor does not depend on the foliation of spacetime M into
spacelike hypersurfaces . Using expressions (3.11) and (3.32) for the volume and surface
energy-momentum tensors and the Gauss-Codacci equation

AL VK = hi hFN Ky + hi n* Ry, (3.35)
the following relation can be derived

Dyt = iy T = by (BVirf = mi ) = =i, (260K + 2mup +0!Vie) Vi (3.36)



on the boundary 9Mj.

Note that in all relations obtained so far we have not used the field equation for ¢(z). Now
we turn to this equation and corresponding boundary condition for the field following from the
extremality of the action with respect to variations in the scalar field. The variation of action
(2.2) induced by an infinitesimal variation d¢ in the field has the form

0p8 = —/ d" /9| [g’mVNmso +mp + CRsD}
M
—e/ dPa\/Th] 8 (2@1{ Vg + 2m5<p> . (3.37)
oM

For the variations with d¢p = 0 on the initial and final hypersurfaces ¥; and g, this leads to
the following field equation on the bulk

9" ViVmp +m*p + (Rp =0, (3.38)
and to the boundary condition of Robin type,
2CK +myg)p +nlVip =0, (3.39)

on the hypersurface 0M,. Note that the Dirichlet boundary condition is obtained from here in
the limit my — oo.

From relation (3.12) for the tensors Ti(,:d) and Ti(kl) we see that on the class of solutions to

field equation (3.38) these tensors coincide: 1}(,:01) = Tl(kl) An advantage of the form Tl(kl) in

calculations of the vacuum expectation values of the energy density in the corresponding quan-
tum theory is that it is sufficient to evaluate only two quantities, (0|2 (x)|0) and (0](9p¢p)?|0).
In the case of TZ.(;OI), due to the second term on the right of Eq. (3.11), we need the vacuum
expectation values for all derivatives (0|00 p|0). In fact, this is the reason for our choice of
the form Tl(kl) in investigations of the Casimir densities for various types of geometries. Note
that, using boundary condition (3.39), the surface energy-momentum tensor can be also written
in the form

sur 1
Tz(k D= d(x; OM,) |:<S02Ki - (2{ - 5) hikgonlvlgo} . (3.40)

The surface energy-momentum tensor in this form does not explicitly depend on the parameter
ms. From relations (3.14) and (3.36), by making use field equation (3.38) and boundary condition
(3.39), we see that on the solutions of the field equation the volume energy-momentum tensor
covariantly conserves,

v,V =0, (3.41)

and for the surface energy-momentum tensor one has
Diri = myhi TV (3.42)

The last equation expresses the local conservation of the boundary energy-momentum tensor up
to the flow of the energy-momentum across the boundary into M. Integral consequences from
formulae (3.41) and (3.42) we will consider in Sec. 4.

The traces for the volume and surface energy-momentum tensors are easily obtained from
(3.13) and (3.40):

T = D(C = ¢ VIV + mPe?, (3.43)

Ti(surf)i = —6(z;0My) [D(C — 'V + mep?] (3.44)



where (. = (D — 1)/4D is the curvature coupling parameter for a conformally coupled scalar
field. Hence, for a conformally coupled massless scalar with ms; = 0 both these traces vanish.
The latter property also directly follows from the conformal properties of the action (2.2).
Indeed, it can be seen that under conformal transformations of the metric g;x = Q%(z)g;, and
the corresponding transformation of the field @ = QU=P)/2¢  action (2.2) with m = mg = 0,
transforms as

. D_1 .
S(Gik, @) = Slgik, ] + D(¢ — Cc)/ dPz/lg] [ZW%DVZ- mQ— —— P*V;InQVinQ|,
M

(3.45)
and, hence, is conformally invariant in the case ( = (.. In order to obtain (3.45) we have used
the standard transformation formula for the Ricci scalar and the corresponding formula for the
extrinsic curvature tensor:

Kik = QK + hiknlle . (3.46)

From the conformal invariance of the action it follows that boundary condition (3.39) is also
conformally invariant when mys = 0 and ( = (.. In this case it coincides with the conformally
invariant Hawking boundary condition [40]. This is also directly seen from the relation

WUKG+aV,5 =05 [2(1(@ + 0V +2D(C — ()enlV, In Q| | (3.47)

where 7! = Q~'n!. Note that for general mg, under the conformal transformations the surface
energy-momentum tensor transforms as

TR o(2)] = §(a; OM,)7F[p(x)]
= P T p(@)] - DIC - ()o@ OM)AEP R Vi Q |, (3.48)

(3
where &(z; M) = Q716(x; 0Mj). For ¢ = (. this transformation formula is the same as for the
volume part of a conformally coupled massless scalar field.

As an example let us consider the special case of a static manifold M with static boundary
OM,. In an appropriately chosen coordinate frame one has ggg = 0 and the components ggo,
98p> B,p = 1,2,...,D, do not depend on the time coordinate. Taking into account that in
static coordinates n® = 0, for the 00-component of the extrinsic curvature tensor we find Koy =
%nﬁaggoo. Substituting this into Eq. (3.40), for the surface energy density we obtain the
expression

sur 1
TO( bo d(x; 0Ms) [Cgp%ﬁag(ln V900) — <2C — §> gpnﬁ(?ggp]

= C¢P0(m; OMS) [4¢n” B5(In \/goo) + (4C — D)KL +my /)] (3.49)

where in the second line we have used boundary condition (3.39). In the particular case goo = 1
the first expression coincides with the formula of the surface energy density used in Ref. [40)]
to cancel the divergence in the vacuum expectation value of the local energy density for a
quantized scalar field and in Refs. [34, 35, 36] to evaluate the vacuum expectation values for
flat, spherical and cylindrical static boundaries on the Minkowski background. Note that in
this case the surface energy vanishes for Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions. A simple
example when the term with goo in Eq. (3.49) gives contribution and the formula used in the
papers cited above is not applicable, corresponds to an infinite plane boundary moving with
uniform proper acceleration a~! in the Minkowski spacetime. Assuming that the boundary is
situated in the right Rindler wedge, in the accelerated frame it is convenient to introduce Rindler
coordinates (7,&,x) related to the Minkowski ones (¢, z',x) by transformations

t=¢sinhr, 2! = Ecoshr, (3.50)

10



and x = (22,...,2") denotes the set of coordinates parallel to the boundary. In these coordi-
nates the metric is static, admitting the Killing vector field 9/97 and has the form
gir, = diag(€2,-1,...,-1). (3.51)

The boundary OM; is defined by £ = a. For the boundary normal and nonzero components of
the extrinsic curvature tensor one has

n'=0l, Kop=¢ K=1/¢. (3.52)

Now for the components of the tensor 7F in expression (3.32) for the surface energy-momentum

tensor we find
F = 2902 o0k +(ac—-1)(1+ msa/g)éf] . i,k=0,2...,D, (3.53)

and 71 = 0. As we see from here, now for non-minimal coupling the surface energy density
does not vanish for Neumann boundary condition (realized for ms = —(/a). An application of
formula (3.53) will be given in Sec. 5.

4 Integral conservation laws

Integral conservation laws are associated with the symmetries of the background manifold. These
symmetries are described by the Killing vector n; satisfying the equation

Ving + Vin; = 0. (4.1)

By virtue of the symmetry of the tensor TZ.(;OI), from equation (3.41) one can obtain

1 .
) / (vol)ik _

Integrating this equation over the spacetime region M and using the Stoke’s theorem one obtains
the relation

RE By = [ T, (43
OM;
where
PX(:VOI) :/EdD:E\/muinkT(vol)zk (44)

is the volume part of the energy-momentum, and u’ is the future pointing normal vector to
the spatial hypersurface ¥. In Eq. (4.4), v is the determinant for the metric ~;; induced on
the surfaces ¥ by the spacetime metric: v = gix — w;ug. As we see from (4.3), the volume
energy-momentum, in general, is not conserved separately.

Projecting the Killing vector onto the boundary we find the corresponding vector for the
boundary geometry. We will denote this vector by the index b:

b
0" = hl. (4.5)
The equation satisfied by this vector field is obtained as the projection of Eq. (4.1):

b b
D + D" = o0. (4.6)
In order to construct global quantities let us write equation (3.42) in the form

Dy™® = hjn TR (4.7)
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Multiplying this equation by n-(b)

;. , using the symmetry properties of the surface energy-momentum

tensor and Eq. (4.6), and noting that from the orthogonality relation n;7* = 0 one has
772@7'“f = 07, we find
Ok ( |h|m7ik) VIR oDk (4.8)
We integrate this relation over the hypersurface 0M,. After using the Stoke’s theorem for the
term on the left and noting that hinz(b) = 77,(;7), one receives
f f v
Phl — P = | P/l T (1.9

Here we have introduced the surface energy-momentum
P = / d” /o] ™, (4.10)
ox

where 4; is the forward pointing unit normal to the boundary 0% in the hypersurface 0M; and
has been introduced in Sec. 3, ¢ is the determinant of the metric (2.8) induced on 9.
Now summing the relations (4.3) and (4.9), we arrive at the formula

Py, — Py, = / dP z+/|h| ngngntnTVV* (4.11)
OM;

Here Ps is the total energy-momentum on a hypersurface 3 being the sum of volume and surface
parts:

Py = PLY 4 Pl (4.12)

As it follows from (4.11), for any Killing vector tangent to the hypersurface OMj, n'n = 0, the
total energy-momentum Py is a conserved quantity. The subintegrand on the right of formula
(4.11) can be interpreted in terms of the normal force acting on the boundary. This force is
determined by the volume part of the energy-momentum tensor. The total energy-momentum
can be also obtained from the total energy-momentum tensor (3.31) by integrating over the
hypersurface >:

sz/dDa: Iyl T (4.13)
b

To see this, first note that using the relations (see, for instance, [8]) \/|g| = Nv/|7], V|7 =
NXy/|o| with the lapse function N and taking infinitesimaly close 31 and s, from Eq. (3.33)

we obtain
/ dP /|y 6(x; M) :/ dP~ e /o] A . (4.14)
by o%

From the orthogonality relation n;7%* = 0 and the second formula in (2.1) we have
T = (4.15)

Hence, by taking into account (3.32) and (4.15), the integral with the surface energy-momentum

tensor gives
/de\/\’y]uka(S“rf)ik:/ dP= e/ |o| Mugmpr® Pé;lrf), (4.16)
X )

with Pg;lrf) defined as in Eq. (4.10).

To see how the quantities Pgd) and Paszurf) are related to the corresponding proper densities
(for a similar discussion in general relativity see [6]), let us define the proper energy volume den-
sity e(¥°D | proper momentum volume density p(*°V?, and spatial stress p("*V% on the hypersurface

3 as
(vol) (vol)kl

= upw T , plvoli =

e _ ,7 w, T(Vol) p(vol) = ] ’Yk T(Vol) (417)

12



The following relation can be easily checked:
ulT(Vol)il _ z—:(VOl)ui _|_p(vol)i ’ (418)

and, hence, expression (4.4) for the volume energy-momentum can be written in terms of proper
quantities as

Pgol) :/Edpx ] e (E(vol)uk+p(vol)k) . (4.19)

Similarly, we can define the proper energy surface density glurf) - proper momentum surface

density p®"i and spatial stress pC™D% on the surface 9%:
lsurf) _ iy Tkl’ p(surf)i _ O_Iig i Lkl : p(surf)ik _ Uli O-fn Llm ’ (4.20)
with the relation
it = gurhgi 4 psurd)i (4.21)

The latter allows us to write expression (4.10) for the surface energy-momentum in the form
Pa(szurf) _ /8 dP—14 B <€(surf)ﬂk _|_p(surf)k) ) (4.22)
)X

(0)

%

© _ 4

If a Killing vector field ; = 1, exists which is timelike and has unit length, n(o)ini

we can take a foliation ¥ with u’ = n(0)?, In this case n}go) pl°V% = 0, and from (4.19) one finds
E(EVOD = / dPz+/|] gvel) (4.23)
)

which is the total proper energy on the hypersurface . Similarly, noting that ukaf = 0 and,
hence, upp®E = 0, from (4.22) we receive

surf —
B >:/aEdD o

E(surf)
V1—vZ’

where we have introduced the proper radial velocity v by using the relation \/1 + 72 = 1/v/1 — v?
(see Sec. 2). For a static boundary 0% one has nlnl(o) =0 and n =v =0 and, as it follows from
(4.11), the total energy does not depend on the hypersurface ¥ and is a conserved quantity.

Note that, in general, this is not the case for volume and surface parts separately.

(4.24)

5 Vacuum expectation values for the energy-momentum tensor
on manifolds with boundaries and the vacuum energy

In this section we will consider a quantum scalar field p(z) on a static manifold M with boundary
OM;. In a static coordinate frame, gog = 0 and the components goo, g3, 3,0 = 1,..., D, do not
depend on the time coordinate and n® = 0 on the boundary OM,. The quantization procedure
more or less parallels that in Minkowski spacetime. Let {@q (), ¢%(z)} be a complete set of
positive and negative frequency solutions to the field equation, obeying the boundary condition
(3.39) on the boundary OM,. Here a corresponds to a set of quantum numbers, specifying the
eigenfunctions. These eigenfunctions are orthonormalized in accordance with [43]

(bar par) = —i /E a7z Iy 04 (2) Ok par () — par (€) 0P ()] = Gaars (5.1)
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where the integration goes over a spatial hypersurface ¥ of the manifold M with the future
pointing normal u*. It can be seen that scalar product (5.1) does not depend on the choice of
the hypersurface . Indeed, for the corresponding difference for two hypersurfaces ¥; and Yo,
from the field equation, by using the Stoke’s theorem, one finds

(90117 (100/)21 - (‘paa ‘;00/)22 = —1 /8M dD:E |h|nk [@Z(x)ak‘po/ (:E) - sﬁa'(x)ak@:;(iﬂ)] : (5'2)

Making use boundary condition (3.39) for the functions ¢, (z), we conclude that the integral on
the right vanishes. Due to the staticity of the problem the time dependence of the eigenfunctions
can be taken in the form e™<!, with w, being the corresponding eigenfrequencies. By expanding
the field operator over the eigenfunctions ¢, (), using the standard commutation rules and
the definition of the vacuum state, for the vacuum expectation values of the energy-momentum
tensor one obtains

(01T (@)10) = Y T pal), 05(2)}, (5:3)

where |0) is the amplitude for the corresponding vacuum state, and the bilinear form 7}, {¢, 1}
on the right is determined by the classical energy-momentum tensor. The mode-sum on the
right of formula (5.3) is divergent. Various regularization procedures can be used to make it
finite (cutoff function, zeta function regularization, dimensional regularization, point-splitting
technique). In the formulae below, it is implicitly assumed that some regularization procedure
is used and the corresponding relations take place for regularized quantities.

To find the total vacuum energy on M, we need the vacuum expectation values of the energy
density (0|T9|0). For the points z ¢ OM; the latter can be evaluated by the formula

OITS10) = 37 [w2 + (C = 1/4)9009"" ViVim + (T30 3 = CRoo| pa(@)pi(@).  (54)

In the static case we have
I 1 =~ ~
Fgo = 576PV0'9007 ROO = _—,go—ovﬁvﬁ\/gT7 /87 p= 17 s 7D7 (55)

where @ﬁ is the covariant derivative operator associated with the D-dimensional spatial metric
Ygp = —9pp- For the nonzero components of the timelike Killing vector 7% and the normal
vector u’ one has n(00 =1, 40 = 1/4/goo. Substituting these into formula (4.4) and by taking
into account relations (5.5), for the total volume energy one finds

pvol) /Ede |g|<0|T(§V01)0|0>

_ Z{%+ /ade—lsc |g|nﬂ[<<—1/4>aﬁ—<<agln\/gm>1goa<x>wz<:c>},(5.6>

«

where 0X is the boundary of ¥. As we see, the total volume energy, in general, does not
coincide with the vacuum energy evaluated as the sum of zero-point energies for each elementary
oscillator. The total surface energy can be found integrating the corresponding energy density
from Eq. (3.49):

sur surf
B~ [ P glioprs ™o

= - /aZdD‘lav gIn? [(¢ — 1/4)95 — (95 1n\/goo)] wa (z)@h(2).  (5.7)
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For the total vacuum energy one obtains

1
o vol surf) __
E = EC) 4 E( >_§§ajwa. (5.8)

As we have seen, the surface energy contribution is crucial to obtain the equality between the
vacuum energy evaluated as the sum of zero-point energies of each elementary oscillator, and
energy obtained by the integration of the corresponding energy density.

As an example let us consider vacuum expectation value of the surface energy-momentum
tensor for a massless scalar field induced by an infinite plane boundary moving with uniform
proper acceleration a~! through the Fulling-Rindler vacuum. The vacuum expectation value
of the volume part of the energy-momentum tensor for this problem is investigated in Refs.
[44, 45] (see Ref. [46] for the case of two parallel plates geometry). The corresponding total
Casimir energies for a single and two plates cases are recently evaluated in Ref. [47] by using
the zeta function technique. In the consideration below we will assume that the plate is situated
in the right Rindler wedge and will consider the region on the right from the plate (RR region
in terminology of Ref. [45]) corresponding to £ > a in the Rindler coordinates (see Sec. 3). The
boundary condition (3.39) now takes the form

<A + a(%) =0, A=2({+msa), &=a. (5.9)

For the region £ > a a complete set of solutions to the field equation that are of positive frequency
with respect to /97 and bounded as £ — oo is

Yalr) = CKiw(kf)eikx_iw, a = (w, k), (5.10)

where k = |k| and K;,(z) is the MacDonald function with the imaginary order. From boundary
condition (5.9) we find that the possible values for w have to be roots to the equation

AK,(ka) + kaK],(ka) = 0, (5.11)

where the prime denotes the differentiation with respect to the argument. This equation has
infinite number of real zeros. We will denote them by w = w, = w,(k), n = 1,2,.... The
coefficient C' in Eq. (5.10) is determined by the normalization condition and is equal to

1 L, (ka)

C? = —
(27T)D_1 %sz(ka) ’w:wn

, (5.12)

where I;,(x) is the Bessel modified function and for a given function f(z) we use the notation

f(z) = Af(2) + 2f'(2) (5.13)

(not to be confused with the bared notations in the conformally transformed frame in Sec. 3).

Substituting the eigenfunctions (5.10) into the mode-sum formula (5.3) with the surface
energy-momentum tensor and integrating over the angular part of k, for the corresponding
vacuum expectation value one finds

k 2CaP 0 <k k
O17f10) = ——p2r—— 0786 + (4¢ = 1) (1 + mea /)]
(4m) = T (P
S = Jiu (@)K
></ de*ZM, I,k=0,2,...,D, (5.14)
0 n—1 a_wKiW(‘T)’W—Wn



with T'(z) being the gamma function and (0|7}|0) = 0. Expression (5.14) is divergent and needs
some regularization with the subsequent renormalization. One can introduce a cutoff function
and then can apply to the sum over n the summation formula derived in Ref. [45] from the
generalized Abel-Plana formula. An alternative approach is to insert in Eq. (5.14) a factor w,,®,
to evaluate the resulting expression in the domain of the complex s plane where it is convergent,
and then the result is analytically continued to the value s = 0. This approach corresponds
to the zeta function regularization procedure (see, for instance, [48, 49] and references therein).
The analytic continuation over s can be done by the method used in Ref. [47] for the evaluation
of total Casimir energy. The corresponding results will be reported elsewhere. Note that on the
plate £ = a, energy-momentum tensor (5.14) is of perfect fluid type with the equation of state

(surf) _ _ ¢ (surf)
5 = 1+(4C—1)(C+msa) P ; (5.15)

and effective pressure defined by (0]7’f\0> = —5;“77(S“rf), I,k=2,...,D. For a minimally coupled
scalar field this corresponds to a cosmological constant induced on the plate.

6 Surface energy on a spherical shell

As an application of the general prescription described in previous section, let us consider a
spherical surface with radius a as the boundary 0% and the interior region as the manifold M in
the case D = 3. As the vacuum expectation values for the volume part of the energy-momentum
tensor and the total Casimir energy in this problem are well-investigated in literature (see, for
instance, Refs. [28, 50, 51, 35]), here we will concentarte on the surface energy. Now in boundary
condition (3.39) one has K = —2/a, n' = —4! and, hence,

<As + a%) =0, As=4(—2msa, r=a. (6.1)

Inside the sphere the complete set of solutions to the field equation, regular at the origin, has
the form

%(x):@Jywmn(e,@e—iwt, —1<n<l, 1=0,1,2,..., V:l—l—%, (6.2)

Jr

where A = Vw? —m?2, J,(2) is the Bessel function, and Yj;(6, ¢) are the spherical harmonics.

The coefficient (3, can be found from the normalization condition and is equal to
2 _ AT, (Aa) z

32 — T,(z) = (22 —12)J2(2) + 22T2(2)

(6.3)

From boundary condition (6.1) for eigenfunctions (6.2) one can see that the possible values for
A have to be solutions to the following equation
1

AT (2) +2J(2) =0, z=Xa, A=A,— 3 (6.4)
For real v > —1 all roots of this equation are simple and real, except the case A < —v when there
are two purely imaginary zeros. In the following consideration we will assume that A > —1/2
with all zeros being real. Let us denote by A, i, k =1,2,..., the zeros of the function AJ, () +
zJ),(z) in the right half plane, arranged in ascending order. The corresponding eigenfrequencies

are defined by the relation w, j, = , //\?j /0% +m?2. Note that for the massless case the existence
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of purely imaginary zeros for Eq. (6.4) would mean that the corresponding quantum state is
unstable.

Substituting Eq. (6.2) into Eq. (5.7) and using the addition formula for the spherical
harmonics, for the surface energy one obtains

2

(surf) 4< /\uk
By 4>y ,
=0 k=1 (AL + A% =) /AL +

As it stands, the right hand side of this equation clearly diverges and needs some regularization.
We regularize it by defining the function

= ma. (6.5)

[e.e]

Zin(s) = ZVC(in)V(S)7 (66)

=0

where the related partial zeta function is introduced:

0o )\2 + 2\—s
Z vk 2Vk /;) 2 (67)

(Here and below we use the subscripts in and ex to distinguish the quantities in the interior and
exterior regions.) In accordance with the zeta function regularization procedure, the surface
energy is obtained by the analytic continuation of Zi,(s) to the value s = 1/2:

surf 4C
B = 2T A Z(9)| oy - (6.8)

The starting point of our consideration is the representation of the partial zeta function (6.7) in
an integral form. This is done in Appendix A by making use the generalized Abel-Plana formula
(for applications of the generalized Abel-Plana formula see also Refs. [34, 35, 36, 45, 46]). The
corresponding integral representation for a general case of a massive scalar field is given by
formula (A.6). Below we will concentrate on the massless case for which from (A.6) one has

__sinws [ 1—9sLu()
<(in)u(3)— . /0 dxx m (6.9)

This integral representation is valid for 1/2 < Re s < 1. For the analytic continuation of the
integral on the right to s = 1/2 we employ the uniform asymptotic expansions of the modified
Bessel functions for large values of the order (see, for instance, Ref. [53]). From these expansions
one has

t wi(t) 1
~ = R — 1

where the coefficients wy(t) are combinations of the corresponding coefficients in the expansions
for I,(vxz) and I}, (vx). In our consideration the first three coefficients will be sufficient:

1 1
=1 =(=—A)t—=t3
wn(®) =1, ()= (5-4) -5,
wy(t) = S_ar) ey (a-2)eile (6.11)
8 4 8
Note that the functions wy(t) have the structure
k .
t)=> witHF, (6.12)
j=0
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where the coefficients wy; depend only on A. Following the usual procedure applied in the
analogous calculations for the total Casimir energy (see, for instance, Refs. [50, 52, 28]), we
subtract and add to the integrand in Eq. (6.9) N leading terms of the corresponding asymptotic
expansion and exactly integrate the asymptotic part. By this way Eq. (6.9) may be split into
the following pieces

Climpw (5) = G, (5) + Gy, (9); (6.13)
where
¢ () = pAi-9) sinms /OO da x'=2 f: LI0) (6.14)
(in)v _— 2T
. . N
1) _ L 2(1-s)SILTS 1-2s | Lo(ve) o twg(t)
Q(in)u(s) = v - /0 dx x [1:,,(1/3;) kzzo R | (6.15)

The number of terms N in these formulae is determined by the condition of convergence for the
expression Y ;2 v, ((ig)u(s) at s = 1/2. It can be seen that it is sufficient to take N > 2. For larger
N the convergence is stronger. Now by taking into account Eq. (6.12) and the expression for ¢,
the integral in Eq. (6.14) is easily evaluated in terms of gamma function. For the corresponding
sum over [ this gives:

0 N C k=1
(as) 1 r (] + 5+ S)
Zi (s) = Z VC(m W <23 + k-2, 5) Z Whkj 7 R (6.16)

=0 k:

where we have introduced Hurwitz zeta function (y(s,a). In the following calculations we will
take the minimal value N = 2. The expression on the right of Eq. (6.16) has a simple pole at
s = 1/2 coming from the poles of Hurwitz and gamma functions. Laurent-expanding near this

pole one receives
Z(as)

(as) o (as) .
Zy, (s) = s=1/2 + 7y +0(s—1/2), (6.17)
where
(as) 2 1+ 1
ze = o <A A+ 20) (6.18)
as 1 A
789 = = [Az(’y+3ln2)+§(l—’y—3ln2)
1, 3In2+~vy-38
| Qe 7o
oh(-1)+ 22 P
= % (0.0382 —0.5524 + 2.657A2) , (6.19)

with the Euler’s constant gamma and Riemann zeta function (g(s).

As regards to Eq. (6.15), for N > 2 it is finite at s = 1/2 (the series over [ converges as
1/1?) and we can directly put this value and evaluate the integral and sum numerically. Now
the expression for the surface energy contains pole and finite parts:

(surf)  (surf) (surf)
E;, = E(in)p + E(in)f ) (6.20)

where for the separate contributions one has

1—4¢ AsZ(_als) (surf) 1—4¢

surf as = 1
g — B = ——4, |2 )+Z;u§((hj)y(1/2) . (6.21)

(imp g 5 —1/2’
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It is well-known that the total vacuum energy inside a spherical shell also contains pole and finite
contributions [28, 50, 51]. In particular, the asymptotic part of the total Casimir energy inside
a spherical shell has a structure similar to Eq. (6.16) and the corresponding pole part comes
again from the poles of Hurwitz and gamma functions. Note that taking interior and exterior
space together, in odd spatial dimensions the pole parts cancel and a finite result emerges. Now
let us see that the similar situation takes place for the surface energy.

Consider the scalar vacuum outside a spherical shell on which the field satisfies boundary
condition (6.1). To deal with discrete spectrum, we can introduce a larger sphere with radius
R, enclosing one of radius a, on whose surface we impose boundary conditions as well. After
the construction of the corresponding partial zeta function we take the limit R — oo (for details
of this procedure see Ref. [50] in the case of the exterior Casimir energy and Ref. [35] for the
corresponding vacuum densities). As a result for the surface energy in the exterior region one
obtains

) _ 1—T4< A Zex(5)| 412 (6.22)
with
Zun(s) = iyg (5), Cluny(s) = ST / " -2 Er(®) (6.23)
ex £ (ex)v\°)s (ex)v . ) %, (x) . .

In deriving Eq. (6.23) we have assumed the condition A < 1/2 under which the subintegrand
has no poles on the positive real axis. The corresponding expression differs from the interior
one by the replacement I, — K,. This relation between the interior and exterior quantities is
well-known for the total Casimir energy and vacuum densities. Now the analytical continuation
needed can be done by the way described above for the interior case using the uniform asymptotic
expansions for the function K, (z). The corresponding formulae will differ from Eqs. (6.14)-
(6.16) by replacements I, — K, and wy(t) — (—1)*t1wy(t). Now we see that in the sum

79 (s) = 72 (s) + 229 (s), (6.24)

the summands with even k and, hence, the poles terms cancel (recall that the pole terms in
the separate interior and exterior surface energies are contained in £ = 0 and k£ = 2 terms).
Moreover, for s = 1/2 the term with k = 1 in the expression for Z(9)(s) vanishes as well due
to ¢(i(0,1/2) = 0. In particular, the asymptotic part of the total surface energy vanishes for
N = 2. Taking this value N and using the expression of the function wy (t), for the total surface
energy one obtains

E(Surf) _ E(surf) + E(

14, & > I(z) K,(x) 1 z?
= A o R e (e )| o)

where we have changed the integration variable vx — x. In Fig. 2 we have plotted the quantity
aBG) /(1 - 4¢) as a function on the Robin coefficient A,. This function vanishes at A, ~ 0.37,
has a maximum at A, ~ 0.07 and a local minimum at Ag ~ 0.54.

surf)
X

7 Conclusion

On background of manifolds with boundaries the physical quantities, in general, will receive
both volume and surface contributions and the surface terms play an important role in various
branches of physics. In particular, surface counterterms introduced to renormalize the diver-
gencies in the quasilocal definitions of the energy for the gravitational field and in quantum
field theory with boundaries are of particular interest. In the present paper, continuing the
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Figure 2: The total surface energy for a spherical shell, a £ /(1 —4(), as a function on the
coefficient A in boundary condition (6.1).

investigations started in Refs. [34, 35, 36], we argued that already at classical level there is a
contribution to the energy-momentum tensor of a scalar field, located on the boundary. We
have considered general bulk and boundary geometries and an arbitrary value of the curvature
coupling parameter for the scalar field. Our starting point is the action (2.2) with bulk and
surface contributions (2.3) and (2.4) (see also (2.7) for the corner term). The surface action con-
tains the generalization of the standard Gibbons-Hawking surface term for the problem under
consideration, and an additional quadratic term. We evaluate the energy-momentum tensor in
accordance with the standard procedure, as the functional derivative of the action with respect
to the metric. In the variational procedure we held fixed the metric on initial and final spacelike
hypersurfaces ¥ and 39 (see Fig. 1) and allowed variations on the timelike boundary dM;.
The surface energy-momentum tensor is obtained as the functional derivative with respect to
the variations of the metric tensor on 9Ms. As the various surface terms arising in the variation
procedure are essential for our consideration, the corresponding calculations are presented in
detail for the bulk and boundary parts of the action in Sec. 3. The bulk part of the energy-
momentum tensor has the well-known form (3.11) and the surface energy-momentum tensor is
given by expression (3.32) with 7;; from Eq. (3.30), and the delta function locates this part
on the boundary OMjg. The surface part of the energy-momentum tensor satisfies orthogonality
relation (3.34) and does not depend on the foliation of spacetime into spacelike hypersurfaces.
Similar to the metric variation, taking the variation of the action induced by an infinitesimal
variation in the field, we have fixed the field on the initial and final spacelike hypersurfaces X1
and Yo and allowed variations on the hypersurface 9Mg. From the extremality condition for the
action under the variations of the field on M, we have received the boundary condition on dMj,
given by Eq. (3.39). On the class of solutions to the field equation, the volume part of the energy-
momentum tensor satisfies the standard covariant conservation equation (3.41), and for the
surface part we have obtained equation (3.42) which describes the covariant conservation of the
surface energy-momentum tensor up to the flow of the energy-momentum across the boundary
into the bulk. For a conformally coupled massless scalar field both volume and surface energy-
momentum tensors are traceless and the boundary condition for the field on My coincides
with the conformally invariant Hawking boundary condition. Further we have considered the
surface energy density for a static manifold with static boundary and have shown that the
expression for this quantity, previously used in Refs. [40, 34, 35, 36], is obtained as a special
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case with gog = 1. As an example of geometry when the formula used in the papers cited
above needs a generalization, we considered a plate moving with uniform proper acceleration
in the Minkowski bulk. In Sec. 4 the integral conservation laws are investigated which follow
from the covariant differential conservation equations (3.41) and (3.42). Under the presence
of Killing vectors the corresponding volume and surface conserved charges are constructed by
formulae (4.4) and (4.10). The total energy momentum is obtained as a sum of these parts. The
difference of the total energy-momentum for two spacelike hypersurfaces 31 and X5 is related
to the projected onto normal n’ part of the volume energy-momentum tensor by Eq. (4.11).
The subintegrand on the right of this formula can be interpreted in terms of the normal force
acting on the constraining boundary. This force is determined by the volume part of the energy-
momentum tensor only. Further, we have shown that the total energy-momentum can be also
obtained by integrating the total energy-momentum tensor over a spacelike hypersurface 3. We
have expressed the volume and surface energy-momenta in terms of the proper energy volume
and surface densities and proper momentum volume and surface densities, formulae (4.19) and
(4.22). A special case is considered when a timelike Killing vector exists for the bulk metric.
By choosing an appropriate foliation we have seen that in this case the corresponding volume
energy-momentum coincides with the integrated volume proper energy. For the general case of
the non-orthogonal foliation the integrated surface energy is given by formula (4.24). In the
case of an orthogonal foliation, which corresponds to a static boundary, the total energy is a
conserved quantity. We have emphasized that, in general, this is not the case for separate volume
and surface parts.

In Sec. 5 we have considered a massive quantum scalar field on a static manifold with static
boundary. By integrating the vacuum expectation values of the energy densities we have found
the volume and surface parts of the vacuum energy. We have shown that (i) the integrated
volume energy, in general, differs from the vacuum energy evaluated as the sum of zero-point
energies for each normal mode and (ii) this difference is due to the additional contribution coming
from the surface part of the vacuum energy. These results for the special cases of flat, spherical
and cylindrical Robin boundaries on the Minkowski bulk have been discussed previously in
Refs. [34, 35, 36]. As an application of general formulae we have derived a formal expression
for the surface energy-momentum tensor induced on an infinite plane boundary moving with
uniform proper acceleration through the Fulling-Rindler vacuum. This tensor is of barotropic
perfect fluid type with the equation of state (5.15) and in the case of a minimally coupled scalar
corresponds to a cosmological constant on the plate.

As an application of a general formula for the surface energy-momentum tensor, in Sec. 6
we have evaluated the vacuum expectation value of the surface energy for a quantum scalar
field for interior and exterior regions of a spherical shell. As a regularization procedure we have
used the zeta function technique. An integral representation for the related partial zeta function
well suited for the analytic continuation is constructed in Appendix A, by using the generalized
Abel-Plana summation formula over zeros of a combination of the Bessel function with deriva-
tives. Subtracting and adding to the integrands the leading terms of the corresponding uniform
asymptotic expansions, we present the interior and exterior surface energies as sums of two
parts. The first ones are finite at s = 1/2 and can be easily evaluated numerically. In the sec-
ond, asymptotic, parts the pole contributions are given explicitely in terms Hurwitz and gamma
functions. The remained pole terms are characteristic feature of the zeta function regularization
method and have been found for many cases of boundary geometries. For an infinitely thin shell
taking interior and exterior regions together, the pole parts cancel and the total surface energy
is finite and can be directly evaluated by making use formula (6.25). The cancellation of the pole
terms coming from oppositely oriented faces of infinitely thin smooth boundaries takes place in
very many situations encountered in the literature. It is a simple consequence of the fact that
the second fundamental forms are equal and opposite on the two faces of each boundary and,
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consequently, the value of the corresponding coefficient in the heat kernel expansion summed
over the two faces of each boundary vanishes [48]. In even spatial dimensions there is no such a
cancellation.

In the consideration above we have assumed a smooth timelike boundary OMg. For non-
smooth boundaries the corner terms in the action will be important. In this case, in the variation
of the action with respect to the metric, terms will appear with the integration over the corners.
This terms will lead to the additional part in the energy-momentum tensor located on the
corners.
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A Integral representation for the partial zeta function

In this appendix we will derive an integral representation of partial zeta function (6.7). For this
we use the summation formula over zeros A, derived from the generalized Abel-Plana formula
[54, 55] (see Eq. (3.26) in Ref. [55]):

o 1 00
ST OO = 5 [ def@) )
k=1

1 [ K

2m 0 [I/(x)
where the function 7T,(z) is defined by Eq. (6.3) and we use the notation indroduced in Eq.
(5.13). This formula is valid for functions f(z) analytic in the right half plane and satisfying

the condition

() | f(xe™?) + fze™™?)|, (A1)

M,
1f(2)] < ﬁ a>0, |z[— oo, (A.2)
with a constant My. To transform the first integral on the right of formula (A.1), let us apply
this formula to the case A = 0 (the sum is over zeros of the Bessel function J,,(z)). Now the left
hand side is zero and from (A.1) one receives

/ dz f(x)J*(x / dz I,( (x) [f(:nem/z) + f(a:e_m/z)} . (A.3)
The resubstitution into Eq. (A.1) yields
—  Auif(Ai) L= I(x) /2 —mi/2
) ) - - T ™ A‘4
; N T AT 2, T [f(xe )+ (e )] ’ (84)

where we have used the relation 7, (A1) J2 (A k) = A i/ (A2 skt A% —1?) and the Wronskian for
the Bessel modified functions. As a function f(z) in this formula let us choose
z

= - A5
16) = e (A5
which satisfies the condition (A.2) for Re s > 1/2. We obtain
i Aik()\z’k + pu?)e _ sinms /°° e {,,(x) z (A.6)
Pt AL+ A2 =02 T Ju I, (z) (22 — p?)s

This formula gives an integral representation of the partial zeta function introduced in section 6.
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