arXiv:2005.14217v1 [hep-th] 28 May 2020

IFT-UAM/CSIC-20-60

A non-perturbative approach to the scalar Casimir effect with Lorentz symmetry violation

C. A. Escobar^a, A. Martín-Ruiz^b, O. J. Franca^b, Marcos A. G. Garcia^c

aInstituto de Física, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, Apartado Postal 20-364, Ciudad de México 01000, México bInstituto de Ciencias Nucleares, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, A. Postal 70-543, 04510 Ciudad de México, México cInstituto de Física Teórica (IFT) UAM-CSIC, Campus de Cantoblanco, 28049 Madrid, Spain

Abstract

We determine the effect of Lorentz invariance violation in the vacuum energy and stress between two parallel plates separated by a distance L, in the presence of a massive real scalar field. We parametrize the Lorentz-violation in terms of a symmetric tensor h^{μν} that represents a constant background. Through the Green’s function method, we obtain the global Casimir energy, the Casimir force between the plates and the energy density in a closed analytical form without resorting to perturbative methods. With regards to the pressure, we find that F_c(L) = F_0(L̃)/ √ −det h^{μν}, where F_0 is the Lorentz-invariant expression, and L̃ is the plate separation rescaled by the component of h^{μν} normal to the plates, L̃ = L/ √ −h^{nn}. We also analyze the Casimir stress including finite-temperature corrections. The local behavior of the Casimir energy density is also discussed.

Keywords: Casimir effect, thermal Casimir effect, Lorentz violation.

1. Introduction

The existence of a zero-point vacuum energy is one of the main tenets of the quantum formulation of the laws that we believe govern our Universe. In a Quantum Field Theory (QFT), the presence of fluctuating zero-point fields implies the existence of a non-vanishing macroscopic force between the boundaries that delimit a spatial region [1], due to the difference in the spectrum of quantized field modes inside and outside this region. When the boundaries of this delimited spatial domain take the form of two parallel plates, this manifestation of the vacuum fluctuation is known as the Casimir effect [2]. The computation of the Casimir force in QFT is a standard textbook exercise [3– 5], and its existence, in the case of Quantum Electrodynamics, has been verified to a high precision [6–9].

The Casimir effect is now behind many experimental and theoretical pursuits. It is used as a tool to place constraints on Yukawa-type interactions [10, 11], and it has been suggested as a potential probe for the detection of feebly-interacting axionlike dark matter [12]. Casimir forces cannot be neglected at the nanoscale, and must be accounted for in the design of microelectromechanical systems [13]. Among theoretical extensions one can list its generalization to spacetimes with nontrivial topologies [14, 15], dynamical boundary conditions [16], and non-Euclidean space-times [17–19]. In the latter case it offers an independent derivation of the Hawking temperature from particle production from black holes [20, 21]. Modifications of the Casimir effect in the presence of weak gravitational fields have been extensively studied [22–28]. In this context,

Email addresses: carlos escobar@fisica.unam.mx (C. A. Escobar),

alberto.martin@nucleares.unam.mx (A. Martín-Ruiz),
francamentesantiago@ciencias.unam.mx (O. J. Franca),
marcosa.garcia@uam.es (Marcos A. G. Garcia)

the Casimir effect can potentially provide clues on the connection between zero-point fluctuations and the cosmological constant [29–32].

The Casimir effect stands as a potential handle to distinguish between Lorentz-invariant and Lorentz-violating formulations of QFT. Lorentz invariance (LI) is one of the cornerstones behind QFT and general relativity, and to date there are no experimental signs of a departure from it [33]. Nevertheless, the quantum nature of the spacetime at distances of the order of the Planck length (ℓ_P) has been shown to provide mechanisms that can lead to violation of LI in certain formulations of quantum gravity [34–36]. As an example, spontaneous LI breaking can occur within some string theories [35]. Therefore, a better understanding on the consequences of the breakdown of LI at scales larger than ℓ_P would provide valuable information about the microscopic structure of spacetime. In this Letter we explore the manifestation of the spontaneous breakdown of LI, induced by a constant background tensor, on the Casimir effect for a real massive scalar field between two parallel conductive plates in flat spacetime. We also explore how thermal corrections are affected by the Lorentz symmetry breaking. Our work provides a generalization of previous studies of LI violation in the Casimir context [37, 38].

2. The model

Arguably, the most straightforward way to implement Lorentz violation is by means of the introduction of a tensor field with a non-zero vacuum expectation value (VEV). When coupled to the Standard Model fields the spontaneous symmetry breaking, induced by the non-zero VEV, is manifested as preferential directions on the spacetime, leading to a breakdown of LI. In the case of a real scalar field in flat spacetime, with the

Minkowski metric with signature (+, −, −, −), we parametrize this coupling in the following form, L = 1 2 h^{μν}∂_μϕ ∂_νϕ − 1 2 m^2ϕ^2 . (1)

Here h^{μν} is a symmetric tensor that represents a constant background, independent of the spacetime position, and which does not transform as a second order tensor under active Lorentz transformations^1. Naturally, causality, the positive energy condition and stability impose restrictions on the components of h^{μν}.

Consider now the following set-up: a pair of parallel, conductive plates, orthogonal to the ẑ-direction, located at z = 0 and z = L, on which Dirichlet boundary conditions apply for the field ϕ. That is, ϕ(z = 0) = ϕ(z = L) = 0. We now solve for the scalar field between the plates, applying the Green’s function technique [40]. Namely, we are interested in computing the time-ordered, vacuum two-point correlation function G(x, x^′) = −i⟨0|T ϕ(x)ϕ(x^′)|0⟩, which as is well known (see e.g. [41]) satisfies the Green’s function (GF) equation

O_{⃗x} G(x, x^′) = δ^{(4)}(x − x^′). (2)

Here, in the configuration space, the modified Klein-Gordon operator has the following explicit form,

O_{⃗x} = h^{00}∂^2_0+2h^{0ī}∂_0∂¯_i +h^{ī j̄}∂¯_i∂¯_j +2h^{03}∂_0∂_3 +2h^{ī3}∂¯_i∂_3 +h^{33}∂^2_z +m^2 (3) with ī, j̄ = 1, 2. In the chosen coordinate system, the GF is invariant under translations in the (x̂, ŷ)-plane. Taking advantage of this symmetry, we can express the GF in terms of the Fourier transform in the direction parallel to the plates,

G(x, x^′) = � d^2⃗k_⊥ (2π)^2 e^{i⃗k⊥·(⃗x⊥−⃗x′⊥)} � dω 2π e^{−iω(t−t′ )}g � z, z^′; ω,⃗k_⊥ � , (4) where ⃗k_⊥ = (k_x, k_y) and ⃗x_⊥ = (x, y). Henceforth we will drop the explicit dependence on ω, ⃗k_⊥ of g for simplicity. After substitution of (4) into (2), and straightforward integration of the resulting 1D boundary problem,^2 an exact solution for the reduced GF between the plates can be found,

g_‖(z, z^′) = e^{−iξ0(z′ −z)} sin(ξ_1z_<) sin[ξ_1(z_> − L)] h^{33}ξ_1 sin(ξ_1L)

. (5)

Here z_> (z_<) is the greater (lesser) between z and z^′. The coefficients ξ_{0,1} denote the following combinations of energymomenta and the Lorentz-violating tensor,

ξ_0 = 1 h^{33}

(h^{03}ω − h^{ī3}⃗k_⊥¯_i) , (6)

ξ_1 = 1 |h^{33}| � (h^{03}ω − h^{ī3}⃗k_⊥¯_i)^2 − h^{33}γ^2

�_{1/2} , (7)

1Single derivative terms, such as iϕu^μ∂_μϕ with u^μ a constant 4-vector, can be reduced to surface terms, which in absence of topological effects do not have physical contributions [39].

2An analogous step-by-step procedure can be found in [40].

where

γ^2 = h^{00}ω^2 − 2h^{0ī}ωk_{⊥ī} + h^{ī j̄}⃗k_{⊥ī}⃗k_{⊥ j̄} − m^2 . (8)

The LI limit is recovered by taking h^{μν} → η^{μν}, which implies ξ_0 → 0 and ξ^2_1 → ω^2 − k^2_⊥ − m^2. It is worth noting that the case with Neumann conditions can be trivially recovered by replacing sin → cos in the numerator of (5).

The determination of the Casimir energy and stress requires not only the GF for the two plate setup, but also the GF in the presence of no plates and a single plate. For the former, we find

g_v(z, z^′) = − i 2ξ_1 e^{iξ0(z−z′)} h^{33} e^{iξ1(z> −z<)} , (9)

while for the latter,

g_|(z, z^′) = − e^{iξ0(z−z′)} ξ_1h^{33} sin[ξ_1(z_< − L)]e^{iξ1 (z>−L)} . (10)

In order to quantify the Casimir effect, we need an expression for the vacuum expectation value for the stress-energy tensor of the scalar field, T^{μν} = h^{μα}∂_αϕ ∂^νϕ − η^{μν}L. In terms of the GF, it can be generically computed as [40]

⟨T^{μν}⟩ = −i lim_{x→x′} � h^{μα}∂_α ∂^{′ν} � G(x, x^′) − η^{μν}⟨L⟩ , (11)

while the VEV of the Lagrangian density can be written as ⟨L⟩ = −i lim_{x→x}′^1_2 � h^{μν}∂_μ ∂′_ν − m^2 � G(x, x^′).

Substitution of (4) leads to the following expressions for the energy density and the pressure in the ẑ-direction,

⟨T^{00}⟩ = − i lim_{z′→z} � dω 2π � d^2⃗k_⊥ (2π)^2 � h^{00}ω^2 − h^{0ī}ω⃗k_{⊥ī}

+ih^{03}ω∂_z � g(z, z^′) − ⟨L⟩, (12)

⟨T^{33}⟩ = − i 2 lim_{z′→z} � dω 2π � d^2⃗k_⊥ (2π)^2 � γ^2 − h^{33}∂_z∂_z′ � g(z, z^′).

(13)

where

⟨L⟩ = − i 2 lim_{z′→z} � dω 2π � d^2⃗k_⊥ (2π)^2 � γ^2 + h^{33}∂_z∂_z′

− ih^{33}ξ_0(∂_z′ − ∂_z) � g(z, z^′) . (14)

3. Casimir Effect with Lorentz symmetry violation

With the VEV of the stress-energy tensor at hand, we now proceed to compute the global Casimir energy and the Casimir stress upon the plates in the presence of Lorentz-invariance violation.

3.1. Global Casimir energy

The renormalized vacuum energy stored between the parallel plates can be computed formally as the difference between the zero-point energy in the presence of the boundary, ⟨T^{00}⟩_‖, and that of the free vacuum, ⟨T^{00}⟩_v. Namely,

E_C(L) =

�_L 0 � ⟨T^{00}⟩_‖ − ⟨T^{00}⟩_v � dz . (15)

We begin by evaluating ⟨T^{00}⟩_‖. As a first step, it can be noted after a cursory computation that the contribution from the VEV of L in (12) is L-independent and will therefore not contribute to the Casimir pressure.^3 After simplification, the remaining terms in (12) can be rearranged to lead to the following expression,

⟨T^{00}⟩_‖ = −i � dω 2π � d^2⃗k_⊥ (2π)^2 � h^{00}ω^2 − h^{0ī}ω(⃗k_⊥)¯_i

− h^{03}ω ξ_0 � g_‖(z, z) . (16)

The term inside the brackets in the previous equation is a quadratic form in (ω, k_x, k_y), with coefficients given by the components of h^{μν}. This quadratic form is different from that appearing in the argument of the GF, | h^{33}| ξ^2_1, and this makes the evaluation of (16) a non-trivial task. However, a closedform solution may be obtained by diagonalization of the latter quadratic form, mapping it into a mimic of the LI case, | h^{33}| ξ^2_1 = ω^{′ 2} − k^{′ 2}_x − k^{′ 2}_y − m^2, where primed quantities correspond to the rotated frequency and momenta. Further performing a Wick rotation ω^′ → iζ, it can be shown that (16) is equivalent to the following expression,

⟨T^{00}⟩_‖ = 1 √ −h � dζ 2π � d^2 ⃗k^′_⊥ (2π)^2 ζ^2 sinh(γz̃) sinh[γ(z̃ − L̃)] γ sinh(γL̃) , (17)

where now γ^2 = ζ^2 + k^{′ 2}_⊥ + m^2, h ≡ det h^{μν}, and

z̃ = z √ −h^{33}

, L̃ = L √ −h^{33}

. (18)

An entirely analogous procedure can be followed to evaluate the vacuum energy density ⟨T^{00}⟩_v, making use in this case of the corresponding GF (9). For it we obtain

⟨T^{00}⟩_v = − 1 √ −h � dζ 2π � d^2⃗k^′_⊥ (2π)^2 ζ^2 2γ . (19)

Finally, substituting into (15), integrating with respect to z and dropping an L-independent constant term leads to the following expression for the vacuum energy between the plates,

E_C(L) = − � h^{33} h � dζ 2π � d^2⃗k^′_⊥ (2π)^2 ζ^2 2γ L̃ [coth (γL̃) − 1]. (20)

3More precisely,

�_L 0 ⟨L⟩_‖ dz = (1/2i)

�_{dω} 2π �_{d2⃗k⊥}

(2π)2 .

This resulting integral can be recognized as the LI result, E_0, rescaled by the factor � h^{33}/h, with a rescaled separation between the plates (18) [40]. Integration gives

E_C(L) = � h^{33} h E_0(L̃) = − m^2 8π^2L̃ � h^{33} h �_∞ n=1 1 n^2

K_2(2mnL̃),

(21)

where K_2(x) is the second-order Bessel function of the second kind. Note that the Lorentz-violating result reduces trivially to the LI one as h^{33}, h → −1, which would be the case for h^{μν} → η^{μν}. Although the sum which appears in (21) does not have an analytical closed form, it can be reduced to simple expressions in the large and small mass limits,

E_C(L) ≃ − � h^{33} h × � � � � � � � π^2 1440L̃^3 − m^2 96L̃

, mL̃ ≪ 1 ,

m^2 16π^2L̃ � π mL̃ e^{−2mL̃} , mL̃ ≫ 1 .

(22)

The massless case is trivially recovered taking the m → 0 limit in the previous equation.

3.2. Stress on the plates

We now proceed to determine the Casimir stress upon the plate at z = L by direct evaluation of the normal-normal component of the stress-energy tensor (13). Denoting by ⟨T^{33}⟩_‖ the vacuum stress due to the confined scalar field, and by ⟨T^{33}⟩_| the stress due to the field above the plate, we can write

F_C(L) = ⟨T^{33}⟩_‖ − ⟨T^{33}⟩_|. (23)

In a similar fashion to the previous computation of the Casimir energy, all it takes to calculate these stresses is to substitute the corresponding reduced GFs into (13), and to repeat the quadratic form diagonalization procedure. A key difference in this analysis is the fact that the Lagrangian density does contribute to the stress.^4 Nevertheless, despite this relative complication, a straightforward calculation using (5) and (10) yields

⟨T^{33}⟩_‖ = − 1 √ −h � dζ 2π � d^2⃗k^′_⊥ (2π)^2 γ 2 coth(γL̃) ,

⟨T^{33}⟩_| = − 1 √ −h � dζ 2π � d^2⃗k^′_⊥ (2π)^2 γ 2 . (24)

Each stress contains an L-independent divergent term that is canceled by the regularization provided by (23). Substitution of these expressions into (23), and following the same steps that lead to Eq. (20), produces

F_C(L) = 1 √ −h F_0(L̃) = 1 √ −h 1 4π^2

�_∞ 0 τ^2 √ τ^2 + m^2 e^{2L̃ √τ2+m2} − 1 dτ. (25)

In this expression F_0 denotes the LI result. Expectedly, the stress in the LI violating result is proportional to the stress in

4 ⟨L⟩ also plays a fundamental role regarding the behavior of the field near the boundaries, see Section 3.3. 3 the absence of Lorentz violation, but evaluated at the rescaled length L̃. For a vanishing scalar field mass, Eq. (25) reduces to F_C(L)|_{m=0} = −π^2/(480L̃^4 √ −h).

As a consistency check, one can verify that the Casimir energy (21) and the stress (25) are connected by the elementary relation

F_C(L) = −

∂E_C(L) ∂L . (26)

3.3. Local effects

In Section 3.1 we derived an expression for the global Casimir energy by computing the integral of ⟨T^{00}⟩_‖ − ⟨T^{00}⟩_v in the region between the plates by means of the GF method. Although alternative methods exist to evaluate E_C [42], the power of the GF procedure arises clearly when studying the local energy density, which in turn reveals the divergence structure of the theory. The computation of ⟨T^{μν}⟩ is the goal of this section.

We begin with the energy density per unit volume between the plates. Without dropping in this case the contribution of ⟨L⟩ (which was discarded in the global analysis due to its Lindependence after integration), the same analysis that led to (17) in this case gives

⟨T^{00}⟩ = − 1 √ −h � dζ 2π � d^2⃗k^′_⊥ (2π)^2 × � ζ^2 2γ coth(γL̃) + k^{′ 2}_⊥ + m^2 2γ cosh[γ(2z̃ − L̃)]

sinh(γL̃) � . (27)

The introduction of the polar coordinates k_⊥ = ρ cos θ, ζ = ρ sin θ, where ρ ∈ [0, ∞) and θ ∈ [−π/2, π/2], leads to the following result

⟨T^{00}⟩ = − 1 12π^2 1 √ −h �_∞ 0 � ρ^4 γ^∗ 2 e^{2γ∗L̃} − 1 + ρ^2 γ^∗

(2γ^{∗ 2} + m^2) e^{2γ∗z̃} + e^{2γ∗(L̃−z̃)} e^{2γ∗L̃} − 1 � � � dρ . (28)

Here γ^∗ = � ρ^2 + m^2, and we have discarded an L-independent term. Denoting by U the z-independent term in the previous expression, one can easily show that U = E_C/L. Similarly, a straightforward change of variables allows us to write the zdependent term of (28), which we denote by f (z), as follows,

f (z) = − 1 192π^2L̃^4 1 √ −h �_∞

2mL̃ � y^2 − (2mL̃)^2 × � 2y^2 + (2mL̃)^2

� eyz/L + ey(1−z/L) e^y − 1 dy. (29)

In the massless limit, this function can be expressed in terms of the Hurwirtz zeta function, ζ(s, a) =

�_{∞n=0}

(n + a)^{−s},

f (z) = − 1 16π^2L^4

(h^{33})^2 √ −h � ζ(4, z/L) + ζ(4, 1 − z/L) � . (30)

Therefore we have found that ⟨T^{00}⟩ = U + f (z). U encodes the part of the vacuum energy resulting in an observable force, whereas f (z) corresponds to a local, divergent effect that does not contribute to the pressure, as the L-independence of the following integral confirms

�_L 0 f (z)dz = − 1 48π^2 � h^{33} h �_∞ 2m √ x^2 − 4m^2(x^2 + 2m^2) dx x . (31)

In the massless case this divergence is quartic as z approaches the plates, as can be appreciated from Eq. (30). For a generic mass the complex form of (29) prevents us from analytically determining the degree of divergence.

We turn now to the evaluation of the VEV for the remaining components of T^{μν}. Owing to the symmetry of the setup, these components can be easily determined. For example, rotational invariance around the z-axis immediately implies that ⟨T^{11}⟩ = ⟨T^{22}⟩. Moreover, after an explicit calculation we find that ⟨T^{11}⟩ = −⟨T^{00}⟩. The off-diagonal components of T^{μν} vanish in the LI limit, but in the presence of a non-trivial h^{μν} they are in general non-zero, although they can also be related to the 00 and 33 components by symmetry arguments. A cursory computation provides the following general expression for the VEV of the stress-energy tensor,

⟨T^{μν}⟩ = −

2h^{α3} h^{33}

(η^{μα} + n^μn^α)n^ν � ⟨T^{00}⟩ − ⟨T^{33}⟩ − f (z) � +(η^{μν} + n^μn^ν) ⟨T^{00}⟩ + n^μn^ν ⟨T^{33}⟩ . (32)

Here n^μ = (0, 0, 0, 1) is the unit vector perpendicular to the plates, and ⟨T^{00}⟩ and ⟨T^{33}⟩ are given by Eqs. (28) and (24), respectively. Clearly, in the LI limit the first term vanishes and we recover the usual structure of the vacuum stress [43].

3.4. Finite temperature effects

The Casimir effect, as described in the previous sections, is a manifestation of the fluctuations of the ϕ field in the vacuum. However, any realistic parallel plate setup will necessarily be immersed in a bath with a temperature above absolute zero. It is therefore crucial to determine the effect that thermal fluctuations would have in the Casimir stress. Luckily, in our relatively simple scenario, the stress at T > 0 case can be determined in a straightforward manner.

In the Matsubara formalism of finite temperature QFT, the Casimir stress at nonzero temperature can be obtained from Eq. (24) upon the replacement � dζ/2π → β^{−1}

�_{∞n=−∞} , together with mapping the imaginary frequency ζ to the discrete Matsubara frequency ζ_n ≡ 2πn/β [44]. Here β = 1/k_BT , with k_B the Boltzmann constant. These substitutions yield

F_C(L; T ) = − 1 β √ h +∞� n=−∞ � d^2⃗k_⊥ (2π)^2 γ_n e^{2γnL̃} − 1

, (33)

where γ_n = � ζ^2_n + k^2_⊥ + m^2. Although this expression lacks a closed form in terms of elementary functions, we can gain some insight of its behavior in the massless case for small temperature and large temperature (classical) limits. For low temperature, the above expression for the pressure takes the form

F_C(L; T ≪ 1) ≈ − π^2 480L̃^4 √ h � 1 + 1 48π^4 s^4 − 60 π^2 se^{−4π2/s} � , (34)

where s = 4πk_BT L̃ ≪ 1. Clearly this result is consistent with the Nernst heat theorem, since the associated entropy vanishes as s goes to zero.

In the opposite regime, at high temperatures, all terms in the sum of Eq. (33) except the n = 0 term are exponentially suppressed, resulting in

F_C(L; T ≫ 1) ≈ − ζ(3)k_BT 8πL̃^3 √ h − k_BT 4πL̃^3 √ h � 1 + s + s^2 2 � e^{−s}, (35)

where here s ≫ 1. The leading term can also be obtained from the Helmholtz free energy for Lorentz-violating massless bosons.

The results of equations (34) and (35) exhibit an interesting behaviour as a function of the Lorentz violating parameter h^{33} through the rescaled length L̃ = L/ √ −h^{33}. When Lorentz invariance is mildly broken, h^{33} ≈ −1, and hence the conditions s ≪ 1 and s ≫ 1 correspond to low and high temperatures, respectively. However, when Lorentz symmetry breaking is not negligible, such conditions are relaxed and possibly flipped. For example, when h^{33} ≈ 0^−, the condition s ≫ 1 can be fulfilled even for low temperatures.

4. Summary and discussion

In the present work we have obtained explicit expressions for the Casimir energy and force between two parallel conductive plates, arising from the vacuum fluctuations of a massive real scalar field, in the presence of a generic background defined by the tensor h^{μν} in Eq. (1). This background is motivated by theories in which the breakdown of Lorentz invariance manifests itself as the non-vanishing vacuum expectation value of a fundamental field.

Since no deviation from Lorentz invariance has been experimentally observed yet, the perturbative expansion h^{μν} = η^{μν} + k^{μν} is justified. Here η^{μν} is the Minkowski metric and k^{μν} is a constant tensor whose components are much smaller than one |k^{μν}| ≪ 1. Working to first order in k^{μν}, it is possible to prove that the Lorentz-violating theory described by Eq. (1) can be transformed into the standard Lorentz-invariant theory by an appropriate change of spacetime coordinates x^{′ μ} = x^μ −^1_2 k^μ_ν x^ν [45]. In this new coordinate system it is relatively straightforward to evaluate the Casimir energy. It is given by the Lorentzinvariant result, albeit with a redefinition of the separation between the plates and a global multiplicative factor arising from the Jacobian of the transformation. Let us discuss our result in Eq. (25) in this approximation. One can verify that the global multiplicative factor, 1/ √ −h in Eq. (25), corresponds to the square root of the Jacobian, whereas L̃ ≈ L(1 +^1_2 k^{33}) is precisely the transformed distance between plates. This confirms that our result, valid to all orders in k^{μν}, correctly reduces to the expected result in the limit |k^{μν}| ≪ 1.

Focusing on the massless case for simplicity, the (measurable) Casimir force explicitly reduces to first order in k^{μν} to F_C(L) = (1 − 2k^{33} −^1_2 η^{μν}k_{μν}) F_0(L). For the sake of comparison, if we consider the present experimental measurements of the Casimir force between parallel plates for the electromagnetic case (15% precision in the 0.5-3 μm range), the bound that can be obtained from this result is | 2k^{33} +^1_2 η^{μν}k_{μν}| < 10^{−2}. Note that the leading-order modification to the Lorentz invariant result only involves the component of k^{μν} perpendicular to the plates and the trace of k^{μν}. We also note that in this Letter we have assumed that Dirichlet boundary conditions apply at the plates location. Nevertheless, other types of boundary conditions, such as Neumann conditions, can be treated in a completely analogous manner since they only directly modify the Green’s function form. We have found that for this parallel plate setup, the form of the Casimir energy and force are independent of the choice of Dirichlet or Neumann conditions, as happens in the LI case.

It is worth mentioning that in Refs. [37, 38] the Casimir effect and its corresponding thermal corrections for the scalar field were studied for a particular case where h^{μν} = η^{μν} + λu^μu^ν, being λ a LV parameter and u^μ a four-vector that specifies the direction in which the Lorentz symmetry is broken. There, the authors considered separately different choices of the four-vector u^μ and analyzed, by means of the mode-summation method, the Casimir effect. One can verify that our results in Eqs. (21) and (33) for the global Casimir energy and thermal corrections to the Casimir stress respectively reduce to the ones reported in Refs. [37, 38] by setting h^{μν} = η^{μν} + λu^μu^ν. However, the local approach adopted here provides additional information regarding the local behavior of the theory, besides the generalization and flexibility that the second-rank tensor h^{μν} gives to the model.

We finish by emphasizing that our method allowed us to determine the effect of h^{μν} on the Casimir energy and stress in a non-perturbative way and did not require a smallness condition on the magnitude of the components of h^{μν}. Although this appears to be an overkill in the context of Lorentz invariance violation, our computation can be relevant for condensed matter physics and materials science because therein the internal structure of media, which generically leads to anisotropies, will play an analogous role to that of a background in empty space.

5. Acknowledgements

A. M.-R. acknowledges support from DGAPA-UNAM Project No. IA101320. C. A. E. is supported by a UNAM- DGAPA postdoctoral fellowship and Project PAPIIT No. IN111518. M. A. G. G. is supported by the Spanish Agencia Estatal de Investigación through the grants FPA2015-65929-P (MINECO/FEDER, UE), PGC2018095161-B-I00, IFT Centro de Excelencia Severo Ochoa SEV-2016-0597, and Red Consolider MultiDark FPA2017-90566-REDC. O. J. F. acknowledges support from DGAPA-UNAM Project No. IN103319.

References

[1] V. Mostepanenko, N. Trunov, The Casimir Effect and Its Applications, Sov. Phys. Usp. 31 (1988) 965–987.

doi:10.1070/PU1988v031n11ABEH005641.

[2] H. Casimir, On the Attraction Between Two Perfectly Conducting Plates, Kon. Ned. Akad. Wetensch. Proc. 51 (1948) 793.

[3] A. Zee, Quantum field theory in a nutshell, Princeton University Press, Princeton, N.J, 2010.

[4] V. Radovanovic, Problem book in quantum field theory, Springer, Berlin London, 2007.

[5] K. A. Milton, The Casimir effect: Recent controversies and progress, J. Phys. A 37 (2004) R209. arXiv:hep-th/0406024,

doi:10.1088/0305-4470/37/38/R01.

[6] S. Lamoreaux, Demonstration of the Casimir force in the 0.6 to 6 micrometers range, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78 (1997) 5–8, [Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 81, 5475–5476 (1998)]. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.78.5.

[7] U. Mohideen, A. Roy, Precision measurement of the Casimir force from 0.1 to 0.9 micrometers, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (1998) 4549–4552.

arXiv:physics/9805038, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.81.4549.

[8] A. Roy, C.-Y. Lin, U. Mohideen, Improved precision measurement of the casimir force, Phys. Rev. D60 (1999) 111101.

arXiv:quant-ph/9906062, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.60.111101.

[9] G. Klimchitskaya, V. Mostepanenko, Recent measurements of the Casimir force: Comparison between experiment and theory, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 35 (03) (2020) 2040007. arXiv:1911.04294,

doi:10.1142/S0217732320400076.

[10] V. Mostepanenko, I. Sokolov, Hypothetical long range interactions and restrictions on their parameters from force measurements, Phys. Rev. D 47 (1993) 2882–2891. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.47.2882.

[11] G. Klimchitskaya, V. Mostepanenko, Constraints on axion and corrections to Newtonian gravity from the Casimir effect, Grav. Cosmol. 21 (1) (2015) 1–12. arXiv:1502.07647,

doi:10.1134/S0202289315010077.

[12] C. Cao, A. Zhitnitsky, Axion detection via Topological Casimir Effect, Phys. Rev. D96 (1) (2017) 015013. arXiv:1702.00012,

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.96.015013.

[13] M. Bordag, G. Klimchitskaya, U. Mohideen, V. Mostepanenko, Advances in the Casimir effect, Vol. 145, Oxford University Press, 2009.

[14] B. S. DeWitt, Quantum Field Theory in Curved Space-Time, Phys. Rept.

19 (1975) 295–357. doi:10.1016/0370-1573(75)90051-4. [15] L. Ford, Quantum Vacuum Energy in General Relativity, Phys. Rev. D 11 (1975) 3370–3377. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.11.3370.

[16] B. A. Jurez-Aubry, R. Weder, Quantum field theory with dynamical boundary conditions and the Casimir effectarXiv:2004.05646.

[17] J. Dowker, R. Banach, Quantum Field Theory on Clifford-klein Spacetimes. The Effective Lagrangian and Vacuum Stress Energy Tensor, J. Phys. A 11 (1978) 2255. doi:10.1088/0305-4470/11/11/012.

[18] A. Aliev, Casimir effect in the space-time of multiple cosmic strings, Phys. Rev. D 55 (1997) 3903–3904.

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.55.3903.

[19] W.-H. Huang, One-Loop Effective Action on Rotational Spacetime: ζ-Function Regularization and Schwinger Perturbative Expansion, Annals Phys. 254 (1997) 69–82. arXiv:hep-th/0211079,

doi:10.1006/aphy.1996.5639.

[20] R. Nugaev, V. Bashkov, Particle Creation by a Black Hole as a Consequence of the Casimir Effect, Phys. Lett. A 69 (1979) 385–386.

doi:10.1016/0375-9601(79)90383-9.

[21] R. Nugaev, Particle Creation by a Black Hole as a Consequence of the Casimir Effect, Commun. Math. Phys. 111 (1987) 579–592.

doi:10.1007/BF01219075.

[22] F. Sorge, Casimir effect in a weak gravitational field, Class. Quant. Grav.

22 (2005) 5109–5119. doi:10.1088/0264-9381/22/23/012. [23] F. Sorge, Casimir energy and gravitomagnetism, Class. Quant. Grav. 26 (2009) 235002. doi:10.1088/0264-9381/26/23/235002.

[24] V. B. Bezerra, H. F. Mota, C. R. Muniz, Thermal Casimir effect in closed cosmological models with a cosmic string, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2) (2014) 024015. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.89.024015.

[25] M. Setare, Casimir effect, Hawking radiation and trace anomaly, Class. Quant. Grav. 18 (2001) 2097–2104. arXiv:hep-th/0011198,

doi:10.1088/0264-9381/18/11/307.

[26] E. Calloni, L. Di Fiore, G. Esposito, L. Milano, L. Rosa, Vacuum fluctuation force on a rigid Casimir cavity in a gravitational field, Phys. Lett. A 297 (2002) 328–333. arXiv:quant-ph/0109091,

doi:10.1016/S0375-9601(02)00445-0.

[27] G. Esposito, G. M. Napolitano, L. Rosa, Energy-momentum tensor of a Casimir apparatus in a weak gravitational field: Scalar case, Phys. Rev. D 77 (2008) 105011. arXiv:0803.0861,

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.77.105011.

[28] B. Nazari, Casimir effect of two conducting parallel plates in a general weak gravitational field, Eur. Phys. J. C 75 (10) (2015) 501.

arXiv:1508.02150, doi:10.1140/epjc/s10052-015-3732-y.

[29] R. Caldwell, Gravitation of the Casimir effect and the cosmological nonconstantarXiv:astro-ph/0209312.

[30] G. Mahajan, S. Sarkar, T. Padmanabhan, Casimir Effect confronts Cosmological Constant, Phys. Lett. B 641 (2006) 6–10. arXiv:astro-ph/0604265,

doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2006.08.026.

[31] W. Godlowski, M. Szydlowski, Z.-H. Zhu, Constraining bouncing cosmology caused by Casimir effect, Grav. Cosmol. 14 (2008) 17.

arXiv:astro-ph/0702237, doi:10.1134/S0202289308010039.

[32] M. Szydlowski, W. Godlowski, Acceleration of the universe driven by the Casimir force, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 17 (2008) 343–366.

arXiv:0705.1772, doi:10.1142/S021827180801205X.

[33] V. Kostelecky, Topics in Lorentz and CPT violation, in: Proceedings, 5th Meeting on CPT and Lorentz Symmetry (CPT 10): Bloomington, Indiana, June 28-July 2, 2010, 2010, pp. 15–19. arXiv:1010.4559,

doi:10.1142/9789814327688\_0004.

[34] G. Amelino-Camelia, J. R. Ellis, N. Mavromatos, D. V. Nanopoulos, S. Sarkar, Tests of quantum gravity from observations of gammaray bursts, Nature 393 (1998) 763–765. arXiv:astro-ph/9712103,

doi:10.1038/31647.

[35] V. Kostelecky, S. Samuel, Spontaneous Breaking of Lorentz Symmetry in String Theory, Phys. Rev. D 39 (1989) 683.

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.39.683.

[36] M. R. Douglas, N. A. Nekrasov, Noncommutative field theory, Rev. Mod. Phys. 73 (2001) 977–1029. arXiv:hep-th/0106048,

doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.73.977.

[37] M. B. Cruz, E. R. B. de Mello, A. Y. Petrov, Casimir effects in lorentz-violating scalar field theory, Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017) 045019. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.96.045019. URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.045019 [38] M. Cruz, E. Bezerra De Mello, A. Y. Petrov, Thermal corrections to the Casimir energy in a Lorentz-breaking scalar field theory, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 33 (20) (2018) 1850115. arXiv:1803.07446,

doi:10.1142/S0217732318501158.

[39] B. R. Edwards, V. Kostelecky, Riemann-Finsler geometry and Lorentz-violating scalar fields, Phys. Rev. Lett. 786 (2018) 319.

doi:10.1016/j.physletb.2018.10.011.

[40] K. A. Milton, The Casimir effect: physical manifestations of zero-point energy, World Scientific, Singapore River Edge, NJ, 2001.

[41] M. E. Peskin, D. V. Schroeder, An Introduction to quantum field theory, Addison-Wesley, Reading, USA, 1995.

[42] G. Plunien, B. Muller, W. Greiner, The Casimir Effect, Phys. Rept. 134 (1986) 87–193. doi:10.1016/0370-1573(86)90020-7.

[43] L. S. Brown, G. J. Maclay, Vacuum stress between conducting plates: An Image solution, Phys. Rev. 184 (1969) 1272–1279.

doi:10.1103/PhysRev.184.1272.

[44] J. Kapusta, C. Gale, Finite-temperature field theory: Principles and applications, Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics, Cambridge University Press, 2011. doi:10.1017/CBO9780511535130.

[45] A. Ferrero, B. Altschul, Renormalization of Scalar and Yukawa Field Theories with Lorentz Violation, Phys. Rev. D 84 (2011) 065030.

arXiv:1104.4778, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.84.065030.