arXiv:hep-th/0206143v2 10 Jul 2002

Confined quantum fields under the influence of a uniform magnetic field

E. Elizalde^† Institut d’Estudis Espacials de Catalunya (IEEC/CSIC) Edifici Nexus, Gran Capità 2-4, 08034 Barcelona & Departament d’Estructura i Constituents de la Matèria Facultat de Física, Universitat de Barcelona Av. Diagonal 647, 08028 Barcelona, Spain and F. C. Santos^‡ and A. C. Tort^{♭,⋆} Departamento de Física Teórica - Instituto de Física Universidade Federal do Rio de Janeiro C.P. 68528, 21945-970 Rio de Janeiro, Brazil

24th December 2018

Abstract

We investigate the influence of a uniform magnetic field on the zero-point energy of charged fields of two types, namely, a massive charged scalar field under Dirichlet boundary conditions and a massive fermion field under MIT boundary conditions. For the first, exact results are obtained, in terms of exponentially convergent functions, and for the second, the limits for small and for large mass are analytically obtained too. Coincidence with previously known, partial result serves as a check of the procedure. For the general case in the second situation —a rather involved one— a precise numerical analysis is performed.

† e-mail: elizalde@ieec.fcr.es ‡ e-mail: filadelf@if.ufrj.br ♭ e-mail: tort@if.ufrj.br ⋆ Present address: Institut d’Estudis Espacials de Catalunya (IEEC/CSIC) Edifici Nexus, Gran Capità 2-4, 08034 Barcelona, Spain. E-mail: visit11@ieec.fcr.es

1 Introduction

The Casimir effect [1] is a very fundamental feature common to all quantum field theories, which arises in particular, as is well known, when there is a departure from the topology of the ordinary flat spacetime towards non-trivial topologies. It has been studied intensively in the last years due to its importance in elementary particle physics, cosmology and condensed matter physics —see Ref. [2] for a recent review on the theoretical and experimental aspects of this effect, and also Refs. [3].

Whenever we deal with a confined charged quantum field, it is a natural question to ask for the influence of external fields on their zero-point oscillations and to investigate its consequences on the Casimir effect. The influence of external fields on zero-point oscillations of unconfined charged bosonic and fermionic fields and the construction of the corresponding effective field theories (at the one-loop level) is an honorable subject and it is linked to the pioneering works of the thirties by Heisenberg, Kockel and Euler, Heisenberg and Euler, and Weisskopf [4] and of the fifties by Schwinger [5]. More recently, the influence of a uniform magnetic field was extensively treated by Dittrich and Reuter in the monograph [6], and zeta function techniques were employed to construct effective Lagrangians for scalars and Dirac fields for d = 2, 3 and higher dimensions in constant background fields (see Refs. [7] and references therein). Ambjorn and Wolfram considered the influence of an electrical field on the vacuum fluctuations of a charged scalar field [8]. Outside the context of pure QED, the influence on the vacuum energy density of a real scalar field due to an arbitrary background of an also real scalar field interpreted as a substitute for hard boundary conditions was considered in Refs. [9, 10, 11]. In the gravitational case, Elizalde and Romeo investigated the issue of a neutral scalar field in the presence of a static external gravitational field [12]. A general and valuable discussion of these aspects of quantum field theory can be found in Ref. [13] too.

The influence of external fields on zero-point oscillations of quantum fields confined by hard boundary conditions, however, has been investigated in some particular cases only. For example, the influence of a uniform magnetic field on the Casimir effect was investigated in Ref. [14] in the cases of a massive fermion field and of a charged scalar field both submitted to anti-periodic boundary conditions, and in Ref. [15] in the case of a massive charged scalar field submitted to Dirichlet boundary conditions. In the cases considered by those authors it was formally shown that the fermionic Casimir effect is enhanced by the applied magnetic field while the bosonic one is inhibited. In Refs. [14, 15], Schwinger’s proper-time method [5] was employed and explicit analytical results obtained for particular regimes of a conveniently defined dimensionless parameter μ and magnitude of the external field. In the weak magnetic field regime, some aspects of the material properties of confined charged fields were investigated in Refs. [16].

In this work we wish to resume the investigation of the influence of an external magnetic field on the zero-point oscillations of charged confined quantum fields and consider the case of a massive fermion field under a uniform magnetic field and constrained by boundary conditions of the MIT type, which states that the fermionic current through an hypothetical confining surface must be zero [17]. This is not an academic question since, for instance, in the bag model of hadrons [17, 18], we can expect the zero-point oscillations of the quark fields to be influenced by the strong electric and magnetic fields that permeate the interior of the hadronic bag (see for example [19] and references therein). We wish also to reconsider the case of a massive charged scalar field under a uniform magnetic field by investigating regimes not considered in Ref. [15]. In order to evaluate the relevant Casimir energies it is convenient, especially in the case of the massive fermion field with MIT boundary conditions, to follow the spirit of the representation of spectral sums as contour integrals [20], which allows for the incorporation of the boundary conditions in a smooth way. Here we will employ a relatively simple variant of this general procedure. This variant is described in [21] and it will be here applied without further explanation to the cases at hand (the interested reader should consult that paper for details). The outline of the present work is as follows. In Section 2 we apply our calculational tools to the charged scalar field case. In Section 3, we consider the case of the charged fermion field. For both cases, detailed numerical analysis and some special analytical limits are provided, together with an explanation of the results obtained and specific comparisons with other results. Section 4 is devoted to final remarks. Throughout the paper we employ natural units (h̄ = c = 1.)

2 The vacuum energy of a charged scalar field with Dirichlet boundary conditions and under the influence of a uniform magnetic field

Let us first briefly consider a charged scalar field under Dirichlet boundary conditions imposed on the field on two parallel planes separated by the distance ℓ whose side L satisfies the condition L ≫ ℓ. Suppose initially that there is no external field. The unregularised Casimir energy is given by [21]^1

E_0 (ℓ, μ) = α

L^2 (2π)^3 ∫ d^3p log [ 1 + K_1 (z) K_2 (z) ] , (1)

where K_1 (z) and K_2 (z) are functions constructed from the boundary conditions as described in Ref. [21]. The dimensionless parameter α takes into account the internal

1Notice that in the absence of external fields we could have started from Eq. (21) in Ref. [21], but for our purposes here it is more convenient to start from Eq. (18).

degrees of freedom of the quantum field. For Dirichlet boundary conditions we begin by writing F (z) = sin z. (2) Since z = 0 is a root of F (z) we divide this function by z, thus removing z = 0 from the set of roots without introducing a new singularity: This is equivalent to removing the zero mode. Define G (z) = sin z z . (3)

The function K (z) = K_1 (z) + K_2 (z), with K_1 (z) = K_2 (−z), is then obtained by performing the substitution z → iz, that is

K (z) := G (iz) = e^z − e^{−z} 2z , (4)

where z is the function

z = z (p_{1,}p_2, p_3) = ℓ √ p^2_1 + p^2 + p^2_3 + m^2. (5)

Since K_1 (z) = −e^{−z}/2z and K_2 (z) = e^z/2z we have

E_0 (ℓ, μ) = α

L^2 2 ∫ d^3p (2π)^3 log [ 1 − e^{−2z} ] . (6)

To shorten these initial steps let us set m = 0. Then after expanding the log we obtain, simply, E_0 (ℓ) = − αL^2 4π^2ℓ^3 ∞∑ k=1 1 k ∫_∞ 0 dx x^2e^{−2kx}, (7) where we have defined x := p_3ℓ. The integral can be evaluated with the help of the Mellin transform A^{−s}Γ (s) = ∫ dt t^{s−1}e^{−At}. (8) and after, simple manipulations, we obtain the well known result

E_0 (ℓ) = − α L^2 π^2 1440 ℓ^3

. (9)

For α = 2 we get the result valid for photons. A more complex example of the usefulness of Eq. (1) is provided in Ref. [21].

Let us consider now the same type of field and boundary conditions in the presence of an external magnetic field which we will suppose to be uniform and perpendicular to the two Dirichlet planes. We will assume also that eB points towards the positive OX_3 direction. Equation (1) reads now E_0 (ℓ, μ, eB) = α ( eB 2π ) L^2 2 ∞∑ n=0 ∫_∞ −∞ dp_3 2π log [ 1 − e^{−2z} ] , (10)

where we have taken into account that for a charged spin zero boson the Landau levels are given by p^2_1 + p^2 = eB (2n + 1) , n = 0, 1, 2, 3, ... . (11) The factor eB/2π is the degeneracy factor and for a charged scalar field α = 2. Hence, the function z reads now

z = z (p_3, n) := √ ℓ^2p^2_3 + eBℓ^2 (2n + 1) + μ^2, (12)

where μ := ℓm. It is convenient to define

M_n := √ (2n + 1) eBℓ^2 + μ^2 (13)

and write E_0 (ℓ, μ, eB) = eBL^2 2π^2ℓ ∞∑ n=0 I_n (M_n) , (14)

where I_n (M_n) = ∫_∞ 0 dx log [ 1 − e^{−2} √_{x2+M 2n} ] , (15)

and we have set x := p_3ℓ. Expanding the log and introducing the variable ω, defined by ω := √ x^2 + M^2_n, we end up with E_0 (ℓ, μ, eB) = eBL^2 2π^2ℓ ∞∑ n=0 ∞∑ k=1 1 k I_{kn} (M_n) , (16)

where I_{kn} (M_n) := ∫_∞ M_n dω ω (ω + M_n)^{−1/2} (ω − M_n)^{−1/2} e^{−2kω}. (17)

In order to evaluate this integral, we first introduce an auxiliary integral defined by

I_{kn} (M_n, λ) := ∫_∞ M_n dω (ω + M_n)^{−1/2} (ω − M_n)^{−1/2} e^{−2kωλ}. (18)

To evaluate the auxiliary integral we make use of (c.f. formula 3.384.3 in [22]) ∫_∞ μ_1

dx (x + β)^{2ν−1} (x − μ_1)^{2ρ−1} e^{−μ2 x} =

(μ_1 + β)^{ν+ρ−1} μ^{ν+ρ}_2 exp [ (β − μ_1) 2 μ_2 ]

×Γ (2ρ) W_{ν−ρ,ν+ρ−} 1_2 (μ_1μ_2 + βμ_2) , (19) which holds for μ_1 > 0, |Arg (β + μ_1)| < π, Re μ_2 > 0 and Re ρ > 0. The auxiliary integral then reads I_{kn} (M_n, λ) = (2μ)^{−1/2} (2kλ)^{1/2}

Γ (1/2) W_{0,0} (4kM_nλ) , (20)

where W_{μ,λ} (z) is the Whittaker function [23]. The Whittaker W_{0,0} (z) function is related to the modified Bessel function of the third kind through [22]

W_{0,0} (4kM_nλ) =

(4kM_nλ)^{1/2} π^{1/2} K_0 (2kM_nλ) . (21)

Taking the derivative of Eq. (20) with respect to λ, and setting λ = 1 to obtain I_{kn} (M_n), we have I_{kn} (M_n) = 2M_n d dz K_0 (z = 2kM_nλ) |_{λ=1} = −M_nK_1 (2kM_n) . (22)

Hence the vacuum energy reads E_0 (ℓ, μ, eB) = − eBL^2 2π^2ℓ ∞∑ n=0 M_n ∞∑ k=1 1 k K_1 (2kM_n) , (23)

or, more explicitly, E_0 (ℓ, μ, eB) = − eBL^2 2π^2ℓ √ eBℓ^2 + μ^2 ∞∑ k=1 1 k K_1 ( 2k √ eBℓ^2 + μ^2 )

− eBL^2 2π^2ℓ ∞∑ n=1 √ (2n + 1) eBℓ^2 + μ^2 ∞∑ k=1 1 k K_1 ( 2k √ (2n + 1) eBℓ^2 + μ^2 ) (24)

This representation is an alternative to the one obtained in [15]. In a very strong field, such that eBℓ^2 ≫ μ^2, the decaying exponential behavior of the Bessel functions of the third kind allows us to keep only the term corresponding to k = 1 in the first parcel of the vacuum energy and, thus, in this limit we have E_0 (ℓ, eB) L^2 ≈ − (eBℓ^2)^{5/4}

π^{3/2}ℓ^3 e^{−2} √ eBℓ^2 , (25)

in agreement with [15]. Notice that for zero magnetic field the vacuum energy as given by Eqs. (24) and (25) is zero, that is, the zero of the energy is automatically shifted with respect to the vacuum energy in the absence of the external field (which serves, therefore, as the natural origin of energies).

2.1 Numerical analysis for the scalar case

For arbitrary values of the parameter μ and of the scaled field eBℓ^2, a numerical evaluation of Eq. (23) is still possible. The graphs of Figs. 1a, 1b, 2, and 3 exhibit some representative examples.

Figure 1: Plot of the energy in terms of the dimensionless quantity b(= eBℓ^2) corresponding to the magnetic field, for a fixed value of the dimensionless mass μ (here μ = 1). Fig. 1a shows in detail the formation of a smooth minimum and its precise value.

In the first two graphs (Fig. 1) we plot a dimensionless version of Eq. (23) as a function of the scaled magnetic field b := eBℓ^2, for μ = 1 and a convenient range of b that clearly shows the behavior of the energy (Fig. 1b). Notice that initially the external field decreases the value of the vacuum energy up to a certain value of b for which the vacuum energy attains a minimum (which is most clearly depicted in Fig. 1a). After reaching this point, the energy grows as remarked in Ref. [15]. This situation is the opposite of what happens with a fermionic field, in which case the energy decreases linearly with b, for large values of b (as will be clearly seen in the next section).

Fig. 2 shows the behavior of the energy in terms of the mass μ for a fixed value of the magnetic field b (chosen here as b = 1, but the shape of the curve is very similar for a wide range of values of b). It starts at a non-zero value, for zero magnetic field. Also this is quite different from the behavior in the case of a fermionic field.

Finally, in Fig. 3 the energy is depicted vs the variable t = b/μ^2, that measures the magnitude of the dimensionless magnetic field b in terms of the dimensionless mass μ^2. Notice that, although for μ = 1 we obtain the same curve as in Fig. 1, for any other value of μ the precise shape of Fig. 3 is valuable, as a way of representing the energy in terms of the unique quantity t (the magnetic field in units of mass squared).

Families of curves corresponding to different values of one of the variables, and also two-dimensional graphs are easy to obtain, in a reasonable amount of time, from our

Figure 2: Plot of the energy in terms of the dimensionless mass μ, for a fixed value of the dimensionless magnetic field b (here b = 1). For a wide range of values of b one gets a curve with a similar shape.

formulas in this section.

3 Confined fermion field in a uniform magnetic field

As in the case of the charged bosons, the uniform magnetic field is here perpendicular to the (hypothetical) parallel MIT constraining surfaces. The distance between them is ℓ and eB is again supposed to point towards the positive OX_3 direction. The starting expression reads E_0 (ℓ, μ, eB) = −2 × 1 2 × ( eBL^2 2π )_∞ ∑ n=0 ∑ α∈{−1,1} I_{nα}, (26)

where the multiplicative factor 2 takes into account the particle and antiparticle states, and we have defined I_{nα} := ∫_∞ −∞ dp_3 2π log [ 1 − z − μ z + μ e^{−2z} ] , (27)

where again (with μ := ℓm) z = z (q, n, α) := √ ℓ^2p^2_3 + (2n + 1 − α) eBℓ^2 + μ^2 n = 0, 1, 2, 3... . (28)

Figure 3: Plot of the energy in terms of the dimensionless variable t = b/μ^2, that measures the magnitude of the dimensionless magnetic field b in terms of the dimensionless mass μ^2. It is clear that, at μ = 1 we recover the same shape as in Fig. 1.

Expanding the log as before we obtain log [ 1 − z − μ z + μ e^{−2z} ] = ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^{k+1} k [z + μ]^{−k} × [z − μ]^k e^{−2kz}, (29) and performing the sum over α, we arrive at E_0 (ℓ, μ, eB) = −2 × eBL^2 2π^2ℓ ∞^′∑ p=−1 ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^{k+1} k I_{pk} (M_p) , (30)

where

I_{pk} (M_p) := ∫_∞ 0 dx [( x^2 + M^2_p )_{1/2} + μ ]_{−k} [( x^2 + M^2_p )_{1/2} − μ ]_k e^{−2k}(^{x2+M 2p} )^{1/2,} (31) with x := p_3ℓ and M^2_p := 2 (p + 1) eBℓ^2 + μ^2, p = −1, 0, 1, 2, 3, ... . (32) The prime in Eq. (30) means that the term corresponding to p = −1 must be multiplied by the factor 1/2. Let us define, as before, a new variable ω through ω = ( x^2 + M^2_p )_{1/2} . Then

I_{pk} (M_p) = ∫_∞ M_p dω ω (ω + M_p)^{−1/2} (ω − M_p)^{−1/2} (ω + μ)^{−k} (ω − μ)^k e^{−2kω}. (33)

The integral defined by Eq. (33) is non-trivial. Here we will solve it analytically in two limits, to wit: the large– and the small–μ limits. A numerical integration of Eq. (33), however, is feasible to conveniently complete the analysis. We will show the results later.

3.1 The limit μ ≪ 1

If we set μ ≈ 0 we have to solve a much simpler integral for I_{pk} (M_p). In fact,

I_{pk} (M_p) = ∫_∞ M_p dω ωe^{−2kω} √ ω^2 − M^2_p

. (34)

This integral can be evaluated with the help of (cf formula 3.365.2 of [22]) ∫_∞ a x e^{−bx} √ x^2 − a^2 = aK_1 (ab) , a > 0, Re a > 0. (35) For a = 0 this integral reads ∫_∞ 0 e^{−bx} = 1 b , (36)

as can be easily seen by recalling that, for z → 0, K_1 (z) ≈ 1/z. There are three types of contributions to the vacuum energy: corresponding to p = −1, p = 0, and p = 1, 2, 3, ..., respectively. They read E_0 (ℓ, μ ≈ 0, eB) = − eBL^2 2π^2ℓ ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^{k+1} k I_{−1k} − eBL^2 π^2ℓ ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^{k+1} k I_{0k} − eBL^2 π^2ℓ ∞∑ p=1 ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^{k+1} k I_{pk} , (37)

where the integrals in the partial sums are given by

I_{−1k} = 1 2k , (38)

I_{0k} = √ 2eBℓ^2 K_1 ( 2k √ 2eBℓ^2 ) , (39) I_{pk} = √ 2 (p + 1) eBℓ^2 K_1 ( 2k √ 2 (p + 1) eBℓ^2 ) . (40)

It follows then that the first sum can be exactly evaluated by using the eta function, η_R (z) = (1 − 2^{1−s}) ζ_R (s). In fact, we have ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^{k+1} k I_{−1k} = π^2 24 . (41)

Therefore, the Casimir energy in this limit reads E_0 (ℓ, μ ≈ 0, eB) = − eBL^2 48 ℓ − eBL^2 π^2ℓ ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^{k+1} k √ 2eBℓ^2 K_1 ( 2k √ 2eBℓ^2 )

− eBL^2 π^2ℓ ∞∑ p=1 ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^{k+1} k √ 2 (p + 1) eBℓ^2 K_1 ( 2k √ 2 (p + 1) eBℓ^2 ) . (42)

From this result we can easily extract the limit eBℓ^2 ≫ 1. Due to the decaying exponential behavior of the modified Bessel function, the leading contribution is given by the first term in Eq. (42). Hence E_0 (ℓ, μ ≈ 0, eB) ≈ − eBA 48 ℓ

, eBℓ^2 ≫ 1. (43)

This result has the same sign —and one fourth of the magnitude— of the corresponding problem with anti-periodic boundary conditions in this same limit [14]. This difference can be readily understood if we recall that the anti-periodicity length corresponds to 2ℓ, and that the number of allowed modes is twice the number of modes of the MIT case for massless fermions. Therefore, the result given by Eq. (43), in that particular limit, is compatible with the one given in Ref. [14].

3.2 The limit μ ≫ 1

In this limit only the term corresponding to p = −1, M_{−1} = μ, contributes. Therefore, we have to calculate

I_{−1k} (μ) = ∫_∞ μ dω ω (ω + μ)^{−k−1/2} (ω − μ)^{k−1/2} e^{−2kω} (44) The trick to evaluate this integral we have learned it above. One should write the auxiliary integral I_{−1k} (μ, λ) := ∫_∞ μ dω (ω + μ)^{−k−1/2} (ω − μ)^{k−1/2} e^{−2kωλ} (45) and evaluate it with the help of formula given by Eq. (19). The result is I_{−1k} (μ, λ) = Γ (k + 1/2) (4μkλ)^{1/2} W_{−k0} (4μkλ) . (46)

For large values of the argument, the Whittaker function behaves as W_{νμ} (z) ≈ z^ν e^{−z/2}, (47) hence for μ ≫ 1 we can write

I_{−1k} (μ, λ) ≈ Γ (k + 1/2) e^{−2μkλ} (4μkλ)^{k+1/2} , (48)

and since I_{−1k} (μ, λ) = − 1 2k d dλ [ Γ (k + 1/2) e^{−2μkλ} (4μkλ)^{k+1/2} ] λ=1 , (49)

we finally have I_{−1k} (μ, λ) = Γ (k + 1/2) 2^{2k+2} k^{k+3/2} [ (k + 1/2) μ^{k+1/2} + 2k μ^{k−1/2} ] .e^{−2μk} (50) The vacuum energy in this regime is given bay E_0 (ℓ, μ ≫ 1, eB) ≈ − eBL^2 8π^2ℓ ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^{k+1} 2^{2k}k^{k∗5/2} Γ (k + 1/2) [ (k + 1/2) μ^{k+1/2} + 2k μ^{k−1/2} ] e^{−2μk}, (51) a result that is new and incorporates the first mass corrections.

The most relevant one is the k = 1 term ,which yields E_0 (ℓ, μ ≫ 1, eB) ≈ − eBL^2 32π^{3/2}ℓ e^{−2μ} μ^{1/2} , (52)

that is sufficiently small. This is not the same result as the one obtained for anti-periodic boundary conditions though the damping exponential appears in both cases. The factors multiplying the exponential are different, it must be remembered though that for μ ≠ 0 the MIT and the AP spectra are not comparable. When μ = 0 the MIT and the AP spectra for each component of the fermion field differ by a factor of 4.

3.3 Numerical analysis for arbitrary mass

For arbitrary values of the mass and the magnetic field or, correspondingly, of their dimensionless counterparts, μ and eBℓ^2, the integral defined by (33) is very hard to evaluate analytically. In fact, even if we would give it in terms of hypergeometric functions this would not improve our knowledge of the dependence of the energy on the mass and the magnetic field. Fortunately, a numerical analysis based on Eq. (30) is possible and leads to very precise, easily understandable results.

To this end, first we rewrite Eq. (30) under the form

ℓ^3E_0 (t, μ) L^2 = − tμ^3 π^2 ∞^′∑ p=−1 ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^{k+1} k J_{pk} (t, μ) , (53) where J_{pk} (t, μ) := ∫_∞ 0 dy [( y^2 + 2 (p + 1) t + 1 )_{1/2} + 1 ]_{−k} [( y^2 + 2 (p + 1) t + 1 )_{1/2} − 1 ]_k

×e^{−2kμ}(^{y2+2(p+1)t+1})^{1/2} (54)

with y := x/μ and t = eBℓ^2/μ^2.

Figure 4: In the fermionic case, plot of the energy in terms of the dimensionless magnetic field b, for a fixed value of the dimensionless mass μ (here μ = 1). In Fig. 4a, detail the formation of an inflexion region, and the inflection point; in Fig. 4b, the intermediate region; finally, in Fig. 4c, asymptotic behavior for large values of b.

The result of the numerical evaluation of Eq. (54) for a sample of values of μ and b is shown in Figs. 4 and 5. Fig. 4 shows the dependence of the energy on the magnetic field b for different ranges of this quantity, to better show the inflexion region (Fig. 4a, low values of μ), the intermediate region (Fig. 4b) and the asymptotic behavior for large values of b (Fig. 4c). The intermediate region is most interesting, showing a smooth

Figure 5: Plot of the energy in terms of the dimensionless mass μ. In Fig. 5a we see the behavior for small mass, with the formation of a smooth minimum, which looks much sharper in Fig. 5b, where the asymptotic behavior for large μ is clearly established.

transition from the case of small magnetic field (with a good zero field limit) to the linear asymptotic behavior corresponding to a large field. And this situation is common for any particular value of the mass μ. The transition is given by a smooth inflexion point of nearly horizontal tangent. It looks like a minimum could almost be formed, but not quite. In Fig. 5 the dependence of the energy on the dimensionless mass μ is depicted, showing the behavior in the region of small mass (Fig. 5a) and the asymptotic behavior for large μ (Fig. 5b). Needless to say, the asymptotic behavior corresponds to the the analytic expressions obtained before. For the intermediate region we see a smooth behavior connecting the two regions with a minimum that is very easily obtained with good precision, for any particular value of b.

The same observations as for the bosonic case can be done here, namely, that the graphs shown are only a very small sample of the ones that can be easily obtained from our general formulas in this section, corresponding to the fermionic case, for different values of the variables, and including two-dimensional plots. We should warn the reader, however, that the computation time is drastically increased now.

4 Final remarks

In this paper we have considered the influence of an external uniform magnetic field on the Casimir energy associated with charged quantum fields confined by hard boundary conditions. The method employed incorporates, in a relatively simple way, the hard boundary conditions of the Dirichlet or MIT type imposed, respectively, on a massive bosonic field and a massive fermionic field plus, for both cases, the effect of the magnetic field, and leads to expressions for the vacuum energy especially suited for numerical calculations. The analytical and numerical results show that, in the bosonic case and Dirichlet boundary conditions, the effect of a large, applied magnetic field is to suppress the vacuum energy, and in the case of fermionic field confined in a slab-bag with MIT boundary conditions, the effect of the applied field is to enhance (in absolute magnitude) the vacuum energy. For small and for intermediate values of the scaled magnetic field, however, a more interesting behavior of the vacuum energy shows up. Since here the calculations were performed in the general framework of an effective field theory, the details of the interaction between the quantum field and the external magnetic field —represented by the generation of the Landau levels and the hard boundary conditions— remains hidden. It would be interesting to understand the behavior of the vacuum energy under the circumstances considered here in terms of a more fundamental model of the structure of the confined quantum vacuum.

Acknowledgments

A.C.T. wishes to acknowledge the hospitality of the Institut d’Estudis Espacials de Catalunya (IEEC/CSIC) and the Universitat de Barcelona, Departament d’Estructura i Constituents de la Matèria and the financial support of CAPES, the Brazilian agency for faculty improvement, Grant Bex 0168/01-2. The investigation of E.E. has been supported by DGI/SGPI (Spain), project BFM2000-0810, and by CIRIT (Generalitat de Catalunya), contract 1999SGR-00257.

References

[1] H. B. G. Casimir, Proc. K. Ned. Akad. Wet. 51, 793 (1948); Philips Res.Rep. 6. 162 (1951)

[2] M. Bordag, U. Mohideen and V.M. Mostepanenko, Phys. Rept. 353 (2001), 1; G.

Bressi, G. Carugno, R. Onofrio, and G. Ruoso, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 041804 (2002).

[3] V. M. Mostepanenko and N. N. Trunov, Sov. Phys. Usp. 31, 965 (1988); V. M.

Mostepanenko and N. N. Trunov, The Casimir effect and its applications, (Oxford, Clarendon, 1997); G. Plunien, B. Müller and W. Greiner, Phys. Rep. 134, 664 (1987);

S. K. Lamoreaux, Am. J. Phys. 67, 850 (1999); E. Elizalde and A. Romeo, Am. J. Phys. 59, 711 (1991).

[4] W. Heisenberg, Z. Phys. 90 (1935) 209: H. Euler and B. Kockel, Naturwissensch. 23 (1935), 246; W. Heisenberg and H. Euler, Z. Phys. 98 (1936), 714; V. S. Weisskopf, K. Dan. Vidensk. Sels. Mat. Fis. Medd. 14 (1936), 3, reprinted in J. Schwinger ed., Quantum electrodynamics (Dover, New York, 1958) and translated into English by A. I. Miller, Early Quantum electrodynamics, a source book (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1994).

[5] J. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 82 (1951), 664.

[6] W. Dittrich and M. Reuter, Effective Lagrangians in QED (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1985).

[7] E. Elizalde, S. D. Odintsov, A. Romeo, A. A. Bytsenko and S. Zerbini, Zeta function regularization techniques with applications (World Scientific, Singapore, 1994); E. Elizalde, Ten physical applications of spectral zeta functions (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1995).

[8] 1983J. Ambjorn and S. Wolfram, Ann. Phys. NY 147 (1983), 33.

[9] M. Bordag, J. Phys. A: Math.Gen. 28 (1995), 755.

[10] M. Bordag and J. Lindig, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 29 (1996), 4481.

[11] A. Actor and I. Bender, Phys. Rev. D 52 (1995), 3581.

[12] E. Elizalde and A. Romeo, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 30 (1997), 5393.

[13] A. A. Grib, S. G. Mamaev and V. M. Mostepanenko, Vacuum quantum effects in strong fields ( Friedmann, St. Petersburg).

[14] M. V. Cougo-Pinto, C. Farina and A. C. Tort, Fermionic Casimir effect in external magnetic field, in The Casimir effect fifty years later — Proceedings of the Fourth Workshop on Quantum Field Theory under the Influence of External Conditions, ed. by M. Bordag, World Scientific, Singapore, (1999) 235: see also Braz. J. of Phys. 31 (2001), 84.

[15] M. V. Cougo-Pinto, C. Farina, M.R. Negrão and A. C. Tort, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen.

32 (1999), 4457.

[16] M. V. Cougo-Pinto, C. Farina, J. Rafelski and A. C. Tort, Phys. Lett B 434 (1998), 388; M. V. Cougo-Pinto, C. Farina, M. R. Negrao and A. C. Tort, Phys. Lett. B 483 (2000 )144.

[17] K. Johnson, Acta Phys. Polonica B6 (1975), 865.

[18] A. Chodos, R. L. Jaffe, C. B. Thorn and V. Weisskopf, Phys. Rev D 9 (1974) 3471;

A. Chodos, R. L. Jaffe, C. B. Thorn, Phys. Rev D 10 (1974), 2599; G. E. Brown and M. Rho, Phys. Lett. B 82 (1979) 177; G. E. Brown, A. D. Jackson, M. Rho and V. Vento, Phys. Lett. B 140 (1984) 285; K. A. Milton: Phys. Rev. D 22 (1980) 1441; Phys. Rev. D 22 (1980) 1444; Ann. Phys. 150 (1983) 432; J. Baacke and Y. Igarashi, Phys. Rev. D 27 (1983); G. Cognola, E. Elizalde and K. Kirsten, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 34 (2001), 7311.

[19] D. Kabat, K. Lee and E. Weinberg, QCD vacuum structure in strong magnetic fields, hep-ph/0204120 v2.

[20] M. Bordag, E. Elizalde and K. Kirsten, J. Math. Phys. 37, (1996) 895: M. Bordag, E.

Elizalde, B. Geyer and K. Kirsten, Comm. Math. Phys. 179, (1996) 215; M. Bordag, E. Elizalde, K. Kirsten and S. Leseduarte, Phys. Rev. D 56, (1997) 4896; M. Bordag, E. Elizalde and K. Kirsten, J. Phys. A 31, (1998) 1743; K. Kirsten, Spectral functions in mathematics and physics (Chapman & Hall/CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 2001).

[21] E. Elizalde, F. C. Santos and A. C. Tort, The Casimir energy of a massive fermion field confined in a d + 1 dimensional slab-bag, hep-th/0206114.

[22] I.S. Gradshteyn and I.M. Ryzhik, Table of integrals, series, and products, 5th ed.

(Academic Press, San Diego, 1994).

[23] E. T. Whittaker and G. N. Watson, A course in modern analysis, 4th ed. (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1990 ); M. Abramowitz and I. Stegun, Handbook of mathematical functions with formulas, graphs and mathematical tables, 9th printing, (Dover, New York)