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Quantum effects due to a moving Dirichlet point
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We study quantum effects induced by a pointlike object that imposes Dirichlet boundary conditions
along its worldline, on a real scalar field ¢ in 1, 2, and 3 spatial dimensions. The boundary conditions result
from the strong coupling limit of a term quadratic in the field and localized on the particle’s trajectory. We
discuss the renormalization issues that appear and evaluate the effective action. Special attention is paid to
the case of two spatial dimensions where the coupling constant is adimensional.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum field theory predicts that an open system is
capable of evolving, from the vacuum, to a state charac-
terized by a nonvanishing number of (real) quanta [1].
That is indeed the case, among other related phenomena, of
the dynamical Casimir effect (DCE), one of the most
studied manifestations of quantum dissipation [2]. The
DCE consists of the emission of real quanta when a field is
subjected to time-dependent boundary conditions, an
example being the presence of one or more moving mirrors,
namely, of objects imposing nontrivial boundary conditions
on the field. In the usual understanding of the term, a
boundary condition acts on a region having codimension
one, i.e., which is determined by a single equation. It is
worth noting that, in the context of the DCE for a real
scalar field, which we consider here, different kinds of
boundary conditions, besides the “perfect” ones (Dirichlet
and Neumann), have also been studied. Those “imperfect”
conditions describe mirrors which have more realistic
responses to the action of the field’s modes. Among that
kind of condition, a relatively simple one amounts to
Dirichlet-like boundary conditions: they result from the
addition to the action of a term localized on the space-time
region which is swept by the mirror during the course of
time. When the strength of that term tends to infinity, one
gets Dirichlet conditions on the region on which the term is
localized. It is our concern in this paper to study the DCE,
for the case of a real scalar field ¢ in d + 1 dimensions
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(d =1, 2, 3), coupled to pointlike objects which implement
precisely that kind of Dirichlet-like boundary conditions.
In other words, we shall add to the scalar field Lagrangian a
term proportional to a 6 function of the (time-dependent)
position of the particle, and to the square of ¢. The strength
of the term is determined by a coupling constant which,
by taking the appropriate limit, will be used to impose
Dirichlet boundary conditions.

We shall follow our previous work for scalar and
spinorial vacuum fields [3,4] in which we used the par-
ticularly convenient functional approach proposed by
Golestanian and Kardar [5]. The approach is based on
the use of auxiliary fields to deal with the role of the
mirrors, on the calculation of the functional integral for the
in-out effective action. An important feature of the systems
that we consider here is the following: except ford =1 a
curve, like the particle’s worldline, has codimension bigger
than 1; this fact results in qualitatively different UV
properties during the calculation of the effective action.
Indeed, the UV problems which will arise here are rather
similar to the ones corresponding to Dirac § potentials in 2
and 3 dimensions, a system which has been extensively
studied by following many different approaches and frame-
works (see, for example, [6-9]). Note that the classical,
static Casimir effect for small objects is one of the problems
considered in [10], by using a multipole expansion. What
we have in mind here is the evaluation of the dynamical and
quantum version of that kind of object.

In this paper, we shall first review the d = 1 case, as
a previous step to dealing with d =2, and d = 3. The
main distinction between d = 2 ord = 3 and d = 1 are, as
we shall see, due to the different UV properties induced by
the coupling between the particle and the field. Indeed, the
usual renormalization which is required to make sense of a
o-like potential in quantum mechanics in two and three
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spatial dimensions, also manifests itself here; moreover, the
resulting divergences can be cured by applying a similar
procedure.

The d = 2 case will also be relevant for future develop-
ments regarding the quantum properties of center vortices,
and support the construction of phenomenological ensem-
bles for these magnetic defects. They are topological
variables that are believed to capture the infrared behavior
in Yang-Mills (YM) theories. For a given realization, the
calculation of the effective action involves regularity field
conditions on worldlines and world surfaces in three and
four Euclidean dimensions, respectively, which are prob-
lems of codimension 2. The effective action for a single
center vortex without curvature was analyzed in Refs. [11-
15]. This may involve singular spectral problems with
different gyromagnetic ratios and regularity conditions on
the YM off-diagonal sector, which depend on how the
fluctuations are parametrized.

The structure of this paper is as follows: In Sec. II we
introduce the kind of system that we study, as well as some
general expressions for its effective action in the small
departure limit, in the path integral framework. Then, in
Sec. III we evaluate the effective action for the massless
field, by considering a perturbative expansion in powers of
the departure of the worldline from the one of a static
particle, assuming the mirror moves nonrelativistically, for
d =1 and d = 3. Because of its particularities, related to
scale invariance of the coupling between field and mirror,
the d = 2 case is considered separately in Sec. IV. Finally,
in Sec. V we present our conclusions.

II. THE SYSTEM

The system that we shall deal with throughout this paper
consists of a real scalar field ¢ in d + 1 dimensions, with
d =1, 2 or 3, coupled to pointlike objects which are meant
to implement Dirichlet-like conditions.

For an object imposing Dirichlet conditions, the effective
action will be denoted by I'(C), since it is a functional of the
worldline C. In a functional integral approach, and using
Euclidean conventions,'

) _ Z(0)
e 1O = Z, (1)

where Z(C) (Z,) denotes the Euclidean vacuum transition
amplitude corresponding to the scalar field in the presence
(absence) of the particle.

Z(C) and Z, are given, explicitly, by

2(C) = / Dybe(@)e=So0), 2, = / Dpe=Si0),  (2)

'A Wick rotation back to real time will be performed after-
wards when dealing with the calculation of its imaginary part.

where Sy is the action which describes the free propagation
of the field, and a functional § function has been introduced
to account for the Dirichlet conditions; namely, the vanish-
ing of the field at the position of the particle. The former is
given by

Su(0) = [ (Buo0d,00) + m). ()

where we have introduced a shorthand notation for the
integration, in this case over all of the spacetime coor-
dinates x = (xg, xy, ..., x;). Namely, in the case above,
J.. = | d""'x. Greek indices will be assumed to run over the

values 0,1,...,d, and space-time is endowed with the
Euclidean metric: g,, = J,,.

The functional §¢(¢) should select, among the configu-
rations appearing in the functional integration measure, just
the ¢-field configurations which satisfy Dirichlet boundary
conditions on C. As already advanced, those conditions will
be reached as the limit of a local term, namely: we add to
the free action a term, quadratic in ¢ and localized on C,
with a strength 4 which, when 1 — oo, imposes Dirichlet
boundary conditions:

(€)= im[(C), e =2,(0)/20  (4)

where

20 = [ Do exp{-solo) - [ Va2
5)

where we have assumed that 7 — y, (1) (g=0,1,...,d)isa
parametrization of C, and g¢(z) = y,(7)y,(r) (we have
ignored, as customary in the functional integral context,
irrelevant factors which in this case are independent of the
curve and the field). The /g(z) factor has been introduced
in order to have reparametrization invariance. In the limit
A — oo, the mass of the degrees of freedom of the field
localized in C becomes infinite, and therefore the effect of
this quadratic term in the action becomes equivalent to that
of the 8.(¢) mentioned in Eq. (2)

5e(e) = [ [o(0(3(2))). (6)

It is rather convenient to use an auxiliary field £(7), in
order to have an alternative representation for the functional
above, where ¢ may be integrated out in a simpler fashion.
Indeed,

Z,00) = /D(ppé:e—%fx(3M¢3y(/1+m2¢2)+iﬂfc(ﬂ—ﬁff\/9(7)[5(1)]2’

(7)
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where we have dropped a factor corresponding to the
integration of £ in the absence of sources, since it gives rise
to a divergence proportional to the mirror’s mass. Also, we
defined

_ / VIER)S(x - y(1)). (8)

Integrating out ¢, we see that

— % / Dfe_%fr.a EoK(z)e) 9)
with a kernel K which may be rendered as follows:

5(s(z) = s())

Kiene) = Vo

+<y(f)|(—32+m2)“|y(f’)>] g(«), (10)

where s(z) denotes the Euclidean version of the proper
time, namely, the arc length, and we have used a bra-ket
notation for the kernel of an operator.

Then, integration of the auxiliary field yields

Z,(C) = Zo(det K)~1/2, (11)

and finally
1
I,C) = ETr log K. (12)

We proceed in the next section to perform a perturbative
expansion of the effective action in powers of the departure
of the particle as measured with respect to a static situation.

III. SMALL-DEPARTURE EXPANSION
FOR THE MASSLESS FIELD

We consider a worldline C parametrized with the “Lab”
time 7=t=x, Therefore, (y,)= (y.(t)) = (t.n,(1))
(i =1,...,d), and we assume that 7,(), the departure from
a static situation, (z,0), is small. By an adequate choice of
the spatial origin, we can always assume that the average
position of the particle is 0; thus: [, 7;(z) = 0. Besides, we
deal with nonrelativistic motions, so that the \/E factors will
be replaced by 1.

We proceed to perform an expansion in powers of #;(t).
Using an index to denote, in a given object, the order in #;
in that expansion, we shall have

r,c)=r%c) +r’c)+r¥e) +... (13)

where the explicit form of the first few terms is

1
r'%c) = 5 Trlog K,

1
r}(0) = S Tr((K )~ K],

1
7€) = 5 Te((K®) K]

_%Tr[(;am)—l;c(l)(;C(m)—ucm]_ (14)

It goes without saying that the Fﬁo) (C), independent of
the particle’s motion, may be safely discarded, and we shall
do so (it only contributes a constant to the static vacuum
energy).

To evaluate the remaining terms, we need to consider the
kernels K, i =0, 1, 2. We see that

KOt 1) = %5@ — 1) + (1,0/(=0*)7!|7, 0)

dw twt ) (0)
— [ Srem R o) (15)
where
- 1
K (@) ==+ 1(w). (16)
where
dk 1
I(w) = / S (17)

(we have used w to denote the k; component of the
momentum).
It is rather straightforward to see that IC

1 . dCU io(t—t'
K (2, ) Zl/ge (=)

< | G i =1t = .

vanishes

(18)
Regarding ICEIZ), we obtain
B 1/ ) / dk  kik;
2) 22°¢ (27)7k? + »?
X (ni(2) = mi () (n; (1) = m;(7)). (19)
Or,
(2) A _i dﬁ io(t—1") / ddk k2
Ko ==25] 2z¢ 20K + o
x (mit) = m;()*. (20)

065014-3



C.D. FOSCO, D.R. JUNIOR, and L. E. OXMAN

PHYS. REV. D 101, 065014 (2020)

We see that
K2 (0.0) = g [ Soe™ 0 @)(0) - (1))
=l + o)) [ 52

1 do . .,
—an(ont) [ SEeane). @1

eim(t—t’) 0)21(60)

It is evident that the first-order term FSI)

then calculate I 512), the only surviving contribution:

vanishes. Let us

2y 1 2
m>=§nmny> (22)

with A = (ICEO))‘I. Then

1
=2 / ALK (7. 1)
¢

- / 90RO (@) oK (¢ 1)

2
=2 [0 [ 2R @) i)
3 [ 52 o))l (23)

where #; is the Fourier transform of #;, and

1) =3 [ PR ) 0. 24

Note that the first term in the second line of (23) is a
renormalization in the mirror’s mass; we shall focus in what
follows on the properties of the second one. The treatment
of such a term differs depending on the number d of spatial
dimensions. Indeed, we see that f depends on /(w), both
explicitly and also through INCE()), and /(w) diverges, except
for d = 1. We note that the very same divergence appears
when considering the J-function potential in d > 1. This
requires one to renormalize the coupling A, something
which we will implement here as well.

One can also see that, since K(!) vanishes, the expression
for the fourth-order term simplifies to

1

1Y (€)= 5 T kW)

~ SO K ()], (25)

A.d=1

The d = 1 case has been previously studied [3]. In this
case, no renormalization of A is required, since the integral
I(w) is convergent. Indeed,

1

=Sl (26)

H(@)]]4=1

The v integral in the expression for f can then be explicitly
evaluated, the result being

Flw) = -g [2|a) —ﬂ(l +%|w|> ln<1 +%|w|>].

To obtain this result, the zero frequency contribution had to
be subtracted. For details, see Sec. II A. of Ref. [3]. A large-
A expansion of the previous expression yields

(27)

A 1
flw) = sz o o + 027", (28)

where one observes the different nature of the terms; the
second one is the well-known Dirichlet result, and the first
one amounts to a renormalization of the kinetic energy of
the particle.

B.d=3

In three spatial dimensions, we see that

A _lol

H(@)] =3 = 2 4n’ (29)

where A is a frequency cutoff. Inserting this into I~Cﬁo>, we
now obtain instead

(0) 1 o
== 30
() = 7~ (30)
where
1 1 A
— = 31
PRI (31)

Let us evaluate the kernel f(w) for d = 3, for the case
A, = o0. We see that, after dropping divergences propor-
tional to the mass and kinetic energy of the mirror,

Fo@) = @) =5

dv |v?

27lv+o|

(32)

The last integral may be obtained as
fo(w) = f(w:-3/2.1/2).

1 [dv 1
flw; apaz)] = _§/§U2|al [(y_i_w)z}az’ (33)

where, after a standard calculation, we find
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f(w? ay, (12)]
_ _F(a1 +a,—1/2)[C(3/2 —a; —a)]? o172 )
3(47)' 2T (a))T(ay)T(3 = 2, — 2a,) ’
(34)
Thus,
folw) = _%6 ol. (35)

We can also calculate explicitly the subleading terms. We
have found that all the terms involving even powers of the
frequency o, and therefore not contributing to the dis-
sipative effects (imaginary part of the analytically contin-
ued I'), are divergent. The terms which are odd in ||,
including the 1, — oo one, are finite:

1 7> 64

4 1
@) = = g5gloP + S0l =S ol +0( ). (36)

Therefore, performing the rotation back to real time,

2 1 dﬁ()~
mlr?) =3 [ 2 i)l

647"
344

o]~ — } (37)

IV. THE d =2 EFFECTIVE ACTION AND s-SPACE
RENORMALIZATION

A.m=0

In d = 2, we note that the integral in /(®) is logarithmi-
cally divergent. Introducing an UV cutoff A, we see that,
for large values of A,

()]s = - log

o (38)

A
-
Following the usual treatment of the o-function potential,
we introduce a renormalization scale y, and rewrite

1 Al 1 )
I _, = —log|—| ——log|—|. 39
s =5 Toe| o] - 10 2] (9
Inserting this into ICEO), we see that
_ (0 1
K (@) =+ 1, (). (40)

where we have introduced the renormalized coupling
constant

(41)

and the scale-dependent function

1

1,(0) = 2ﬂlog

%‘ (42)

Note that /(w) also appears in the denominator of (24);

using (39), one sees that
A dv .~ 0 _
o [Ser e

+w/§ﬁﬁ%ww]+nwm (43)

1

fl@) =~ log

where the first two terms amount to renormalizations of the
mass and kinectic energy of the mirror, while

Fulw) = —%/;Z—Z [%r—l—lﬂ(v—l—w)}_lvzlﬂ(v), (44)

which does not involve divergent objects in its integrand.
Let us now evaluate the previous integral, which may be
rendered in the following fashion:

% d
fuw) =3 | 75

o 27710g|”’7‘”e_%|

log | £
e[l V2, (45)

where we have indicated the range of integration explicitly.
To perform the integral, we first perform a shift in the

integration variable, and symmetrize it explicitly with

respect to v. Then we obtain the equivalent expression:

fulw) =

-— —(v+ w)?
4 Jo " [log|Le|

1 o lo vto
d”l gl

log [ )
+4|(1/—a)) . (46)

log [£ e
og|=e +
glye

The last integral is UV divergent; to cope with those
divergences, we subtract from the integrand its Taylor
expansion around @ =0, up to the second order. This
procedure does not erase information related to dissipation,
as the subtracted terms give rise to a renormalization of the
kinetic term and the of the particle. This leads (after some
algebra) to the subtracted integral f:

1 [ d 2
o= [t (€ oo
4r Jo log|/%eT| v
+210g‘y+wya)—3a)2} (47)
V-

The previous integral is UV convergent. Performing a
rescaling in the integration variable,
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FIG. 1. (a) w(y) as a function of y € [107°, 10*]; here we considered a logarithmic (linear) scale for the horizontal (vertical) axis.

(b) w(y) as a function of y € [107%,10] (with linear scales).

w

fol@) = Iw|3u/<‘ .

e'ﬁ), (48)

where
1 o dx 5 1
= 1) log|l — —
v0) == [ oatr [+ Dtog1 -
x+1
2xlog| ——| = 3]. 49
+ 2etog T -3 (49)

w(y) may be evaluated numerically, and it turns out to be
finite and smooth for every y > 0, as can be seen in Figs. 1
and 2, which were generated with Mathematica.

As usual, the choice of the subtraction point is para-
metrized by the arbitrary mass scale y which has appeared
in the problem. Upon substituting f(®) in (23), we see that,
for a given p and 4,, there will be a wide range of
frequencies receiving a negative contribution to the effec-
tive action from this term. More specifically, departures of

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

-0.005

T

-0.010
-0.015[

-0.020f

-0025; [ S
(@)

FIG. 2.
slope.

the mirror with frequencies @ such that y(y) is negative
will be energetically favored by this term. We have thus
succeeded in renormalizing the codimension 2 case in
d = 2. Since d = 2 exhibits interesting features, let us now
consider, for the sake of completeness, also a massive field
with mass m.

In what follows, we shall consider the arc length (s) of
the curve, and introduce a regularization in s-parameter
space. Our starting point is Eq. (12),

I,C) = %Tr log (1 + 4H,) + const, (50)

where the kernel of the operator He, obtained from
Eq. (10) as
1 e~ ()=l
Azy(s) =y
(51)

He(s,s') = (y(s)|(=0% +m?)7Hy(s"))

-0.020 -
—0.021f
—0.022f
-0.023f
—0.024f
0025 T _

-0.028

4

I I I 1 1 L 1 1 L 1 1 L 1
0.90 0.95 1.05 1.10

(a) Closeup of y(y) in the interval y € [1077, 1]. (b) Closeup of y(y) at the first local minimum of y(y), which shows a regular

065014-6



QUANTUM EFFECTS DUE TO A MOVING DIRICHLET POINT

PHYS. REV. D 101, 065014 (2020)

is singular when s — s’. This object can be treated by
means of a regularization which enables the identification
of the singular part in the sense of distributions. For
example, we could wuse dimensional regularization
(d =2 -¢) and, of course, introduce a mass parameter

A — Au° so as to keep A adimensional:

Hels.s) = <2,:>% <|y<s> 8 y<s/>|>l;

Ki(mly(s) = y(s")])- (52)
Another possibility is to consider the regularized quantity

HC(S, S/) — HE(S, sl) = g_mb7(5)_y(s/)|z-(€z(s’ S,), (53)
_ #
A ly(s) = y(s")|'=

In order to simplify the (s-independent) finite part, which
will be absorbed in the renormalized coupling constant, we
shall adopt the second procedure. It is easy to see that in the
limit m — O this coincides with the usual dimensional
regularization.

Z6(s, ") (54)

1. Regularization in s-space

We can initially rewrite

6 =D+ Hf, De(s,s") =He —Hy  (55)
where H{ is the contribution of a line. In fact, the regulator
can be removed in D¢, as D = H, — H, is regular when
s = s'. To see this, we can expand y(s’) around s:

H5) = 3() = V) =)+ 2 (3 o
+ y/;(!s) (s =) + ..., (56)
and use that for the arc-length parameter it is verified
) = ¥'(5)
el)R =1, e(s) ) =0, els) - "(5) = ~|e)P
(57)
In other words,
() = ()] = Is = 101+ A ),
h(s, ') = é;&‘) (s— )2+ ... (58)

where the dots represent orders higher than (s —s')°.
Therefore,

D(s,s') =

1 (e—mw(s)—y(s')
4m \|y(s) — y(s')]

is manifestly regular when s approaches s’. In particular

=

s —s

D(s,s) = limD(s,s") = 0. (60)

§—=S

Now, let us analyze

1 ut
Te€ , N — ,
I(SS) 471"S—S/|1_€

(61)

which is the product of a regular factor times a distribution
with singularities. It is well known that the distribution |x|*
has a simple pole at « = —1 whose residue is 25(x) [16].
Then, defining the dimensionless variable x = u(s —s'),
subtracting and adding the polar part of Z¢(s, "), and then

multiplying by the regular factor e=15='|, we get

HS (s, s') = eI (s, "),

1
¢(s,s") = R°(s,s") + =—8(s — &'
HS (s, s") (s,s)—i—zﬂ_eé(s s'),

Ré(s,s") :Hf(s,s’)—zi”ecﬁ(s—s’). (62)

We can check that R¢(s, ) is regular when ¢ — 0 by acting
on a test function

[T asrss)

[se]

1 Me )
= e _m|S—S‘ A
Joa® am e = 1)
1 ﬂe )
d N e—— / ) 63
+A—5’Zﬁ s 47‘[|s_s/|1—ee f(S) ( )

Indeed, this is well defined in the limit € — 0. Then,
introducing the renormalized coupling constant 4,.,

11
=t 64
27 e (64)

the contribution to the effective action is obtained from the
€ — 0 limit of

1 1

up to an irrelevant constant.

2. The weak A, limit

We may perform an expansion for small 4,:

;) =or"(Cc) + TP (C) + ... (66)
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The first and second order contributions read, respectively,

5F511)(C) = %/dsD(s, s) +%/dsRe(svs)7 (67)

2
(0 == [ s 0%.)

+2D(s, s )RE(s', s) + R%(s,5")). (68)

Because of Eq. (60), the first term in Eq. (67) vanishes,
while the second term, in spite of the regularization, is still
an ill-defined divergent quantity. The same happens with
the R? contribution in Eq. (68). However, any improved
regularization that keeps the natural dependence of R in
s —§', which represents the translation symmetry of the
contribution along the line, will give a divergence propor-
tional to the length of the curve [ds =L — oo. This is
associated with a renormalization of the string tension.
In the € — O limit, the cross term in Eq. (68), integrated
over s, gives [cf. Eq. (63)]

/12
_Zr/ dsds'R(s,s')D(s, s")

22 /oo / 1 e—mls=sl
=-_" ds ds'——D(s, s
2 —c0 \s—s’|2yl 4 |S - S/| ( )

A} [ 1
- d ds ————
2 /—oo s/s—s’ls}l ’ 4r |S - S/|

x (e7"5=5ID(s', s) = D(s, 5)). (69)

This expression is, by construction, regular. Since

D(s,s) = 0, this can be written in a simpler form:

2 1 e=5ID(s,s")
- [ dsds' ——————"—~. 70
2 / = ls — | (70)

Note that D(s, s") > 0, so that this is a negative contribution
to the effective action, as well as that originated from the
D? term.

3. The small curvature limit

An interesting physical situation to analyze is when the
acceleration of the particle is small, so that, due to the mass
gap, it does not radiate. To obtain the lowest order contri-
bution of acceleration, it will be useful to perform an
expansion of I';(C) in powers of D, which tends to zero
when C — [. For this objective, we can rewrite

I;,(C) :%Trlog (471 + R°) —I—%Trlog(l + (471 + R)7'D),
1
[(C) =T,(1) +5Tr((2 + R)7'D)
1
—ZTr((A;1 +R)T'D(T +RE)TID) + ...

Let us analyze the second term,

%Tr<<%+ R€>_ID) - / ds / ds'Q(s - 8)D(s. s
(71)

where Q(s — s’) is the kernel of the operator (1;' + R¢)~!.
The term proportional to ¢*(s) can be obtained by using
Eq. (58)

=My (s)=y(s")| e—mls='l e;"—4é2|s—s’\3
() =y s =] (1= 558%s = s'])
e—m\s—s’\

=——+(s)P(s=5') + ...,

s = ]

1 /
P(s—5)=—(|s=5|+m|s—s|?)e =,

24
D(s,s') =& 45;‘) P(s—s'), (72)
Tr((A7' + R)™'D) = /dsé4—(:)/ ds'Q(s —s")P(s —s)

_ / dsé:(;) / duQ)P(u).  (73)

Now, if the kernel of the operator R¢ is R°(s — s’), then, in
terms of the Fourier transforms

P = [P, R = [ SR, (74)

we have

ac P
j’l‘
P(w) is found to be
tee 1 —mu| ,—ilu 3 4_6 2€2_C4
[ g e = 2

(76)

The explicit form of R¢(s—s’) is obtained from
Egs. (61), (62)

e —m|s—s'| 1

ue e

R =) = o " 2me

8(s—s). (77)

Performing the Fourier transform, using that for e > 0 [16]

FemH[x|el) = Femxs™) + Femxe)
= ie' @5 (e)(=¢ + im) ™ +c.c.,  (78)

we arrive at
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FIG. 3. y as a function of m, for y = 1 and 4, - .

(79)
Here, we can safely take the limit ¢ — 0O to conclude

lim RE(¢) = =L — L log

(¢ +m?)
e=0" 2 4rm u '

5 (80)

Finally, to get rid of y, we redefine u — pue™”, which
implies

/ duQ(u)P(u) = ¢ / T

Then, to lowest order, we find

6m>¢? + ¢+ —3m*
2 an N
(m? + ) (— 4+ 10g 27

(81)

n@—nm—ﬂmm/mém, (82)

1 [+ 6m>? 4+ ¢ = 3m*
967 J_

(m* + ) log <—” gjfmz e‘ﬁ_f)

(83)

where I')(/) is the effective action of a straight line, and
x(m,pu) is a constant that depends on the mass and the

arbitrary scale p. For m > yef, x 1s finite and negative. In

Fig. 3, we show the dependence of the y coefficient with m
in this regime.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have defined and studied quantum
dissipation in a moving DCE setting involving ¢ inter-
actions with codimension larger than one. Specifically,
we studied a real scalar field in d + 1 dimensions (d = 2,
3) coupled to an imperfect one dimensional mirror. We
found that the singular nature of the problem requires a
renormalization of the coupling (1) between the field and
the mirror. In particular, for d = 3, there is a finite scale-
independent imaginary part for the effective action. In the
Dirichlet limit, similarly to the well-known d = 1 result,
this imaginary part contains a |w|*> dependence, which is
what one expects on dimensional grounds, assuming no
renormalization scale dependence is generated.

The case d = 2, where 1 is dimensionless, is special, for
the coupling not only gets renormalized but also acquires a
dependence on a mass scale u. This phenomenon parallels
that observed when dealing with the § potential in quantum
mechanics for a planar system [8]. In this case, we have
shown how the mass scale u is generated for the massless
field, and how it intervenes in the construction of the
renormalized effective action, in the small-departure
approximation. We have also found that, for a massive
field in d = 2, apart from inducing renormalizations for the
kinetic energy and the mass of the mirror, the Euclidean
effective action is finite and negative for small A,. Finally,
we considered a massive field coupled to an imperfect
mirror with small acceleration, where no imaginary part is
expected, and found that the effective action is lower than
that of a static mirror.

It would be very interesting to extend this analysis to
other cases with codimension 2 that arise when considering
quantum fluctuations around vortexlike defects in three
and four Euclidean dimensions. In particular, it would be
important to study the singular problem associated with
curved thin center vortices in Yang-Mills theories, and
obtain quantum properties such as stiffness from a funda-
mental point of view.
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