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We present both exact and numerical results for the behavior of the Casimir force in O(n) systems
with a finite extension L in one direction when the system is subjected to surface fields that induce
helicity in the order parameter. We show that for such systems the Casimir force in certain temper-
ature ranges is of the order of L™2, both above and below the critical temperature, T, of the bulk
system. An example of such a system would be one with chemically modulated bounding surfaces,
in which the modulation couples directly to the system’s order parameter. We demonstrate that,
depending on the parameters of the system, the Casimir force can be either attractive or repulsive.
The exact calculations presented are for the one dimensional XY and Heisenberg models under
twisted boundary conditions resulting from finite surface fields that differ in direction by a specified
angle and the three dimensional Gaussian model with surface fields in the form of plane waves that
are shifted in phase with respect to each other. Additionally, we present exact and numerical results
for the mean field version of the three dimensional O(2) model with finite surface fields on the
bounding surfaces. We find that all significant results are consistent with the expectations of finite

size scaling.

PACS numbers: 64.60.-i, 64.60.Fr, 75.40.-s

I. INTRODUCTION

Casimir forces result from, and provide insight into,
the behavior of a medium confined to a restricted space,
canonically the region between two plane, parallel sur-
faces. In the case of the electromagnetic Casimir force
[IH5], the medium is the vacuum, and the underlying
mechanism is the set of quantum zero point or temper-
ature fluctuations of the electromagnetic field. The now
widely-investigated critical Casimir force (CCF) results
from the fluctuations of an order parameter and more
generally the thermodynamics of the medium supporting
that order parameter in the vicinity of a critical point [6-
9). In fact, the free energy of a confined medium can me-
diate a Casimir force at any temperature provided its ex-
citations are long-range correlated ones. This fact, along
with the wide range of options for a mediating substance
opens up a range of possibilities for the study and ex-
ploitation of the Casimir force arising from a confined
medium.

One of the principal influences on the Casimir force
is the nature of the bounding surface. With respect to
the CCF, published investigations have been focused, al-
most exclusively, on systems belonging to the Ising uni-
versality class. On a basic level, based on the behavior
of coupling in the vicinity of the surface, there are three
universality classes—extraordinary (or normal), ordinary
and surface-bulk (or special), ones 7, [8, [10]. Experimen-
tal investigations into the influence of surface universal-
ity classes on the Casimir force have been reported in
[IIHI7]. Most of them focus on the behavior of colloids
in a critical solvent. They probe the dependence of the

force between boundaries on temperature, the concen-
tration of the components of the solvent and the relative
preference of the surfaces of the colloids for the compo-
nents of the solvent. For example, in [I4] the critical
thermal noise in a solvent medium consisting of a binary
liquid mixture of water and 2,6-lutidine near its lower
consolute point is shown to lead to attractive or repul-
sive forces, depending on the relative adsorption prefer-
ences of the colloid and substrate surfaces with respect
to the two components of the binary liquid mixture. On
the theoretical side, the influence of the surface fields has
been studied on the case of two dimensional Ising model
via exact calculation [I8-21], using the variational for-
mulation due to Mikheev and Fisher [22] 23], with the
help of density-matrix renormalization-group numerical
method [24H27], via conformal invariance [28] [29], Monte
Carlo methods [28], and numerically using bond propaga-
tion algorithms [30]. The three dimensional Ising model
has been studied with Monte Carlo methods in [31H37],
mean-field type calculations [38H43] and renormalized lo-
cal functional theory [44]. In general, it has been shown
that the Casimir force depends on the strength of the
surface fields h; and ho and that it can change sign as
the magnitudes of the surface field, the thickness of the
films, and the temperature of the system are varied.

For the general case of O(n) systems there is no sim-
ilarly thorough classification [45]. References [2, 46H53]
report on studies of the Casimir force in liquid crystals,
and [54-60] describe investigations for *He and *He—*He
mixtures. In the case of Helium films, however, it is
generally accepted that the boundary conditions are de-
termined, in the region where the liquid behaves as a
quantum liquid, by its quantum nature and, thus, can-



not be easily influenced by modification of bounding sur-
faces, in that there are no surface fields that couple to
the order parameter in such systems. In that respect
liquid crystals seem much more readily adjustable, and
in particular more amenable to the influence of bound-
ary conditions. For example, in Ref. [46] it is shown that
director fluctuations in nematics induce long-range inter-
actions between walls, which are attractive with symmet-
ric boundary conditions, but may become repulsive with
mixed ones. In smectics such forces are longer ranged
than van der Waals ones.

In [48] the authors concluded that in the case of finite
surface coupling, the fluctuation-induced forces for ne-
matics are weaker than in the strong anchoring limit. In
the example of three-dimensional lattice XY model with
nearest neighbor interaction, it has been shown [6I] that
the Casimir force depends in a continuous way on the pa-
rameter « characterizing the so-called twisted boundary
conditions when the angle between the vector order pa-
rameter at the two boundaries is & where 0 < o« < 7. The
effect is essential; depending on « the force can be attrac-
tive or repulsive. By varying o and/or the temperature T
one can control both the sign and the magnitude of the
Casimir force in a reversible way. Furthermore, when
«a = 7, an additional phase transition, which occurs only
in finite systems, has been discovered, associated with
the spontaneous symmetry breaking of the direction of
rotation of the vector order parameter through the body
of the system.

In the current article we show that the strength and
the mutual orientation of surface fields—as well as struc-
turing on the surface via chemical or other alternations
that can be described in terms of surface fields—lead to
interesting and substantial modification in the behavior
of the force between the confining surface. Such modi-
fication includes the change of the sign of the force, as
well as non-monotonic behavior, appearance of multiple
minima, of a longitudinal Casimir force, and also an am-
plification of the force in regions with strong helicity ef-
fects. We will demonstrate the above with the example
of few models: the one dimensional XY and Heisenberg
models, the three dimensional Gaussian model and the
three dimension O(2) XY model.

We start with the one-dimensional XY and Heisenberg
models.

II. 1D CONTINUUM SYMMETRY MODELS
WITH BOUNDARY FIELDS

Here we consider two one-dimensional models with
continuous O(n) spin symmetry: XY (n = 2) and Heisen-
berg (n = 3) chains of N spins with ferromagnetic inter-
action J between nearest-neighbor spins, the boundary
fields H; and Hs of which are at an angle 0 < ¢ < 7 with
respect to each other. Obviously, such systems do not
exhibit spontaneous ordering at non-zero temperatures
given their low dimension and the short range nature

of the interactions between spins, as has been shown to
follow rigorously from the Mermin-Wagner theorem [62].
Nevertheless, they posses an essential singular point at
T = 0 and will, in that limit, support spontaneous or-
der. We will demonstrate that when the boundary fields
are non-zero the Casimir force, Fg,s, of these systems
displays very rich and interesting behavior. We also
show that near T = 0 the force has a scaling behavior
and that, depending on the angle between the boundary
fields and the value of the temperature scaling variable
x ~ NkgT/J, this force can be attractive or repulsive.
More precisely, we will establish that:

i) For low temperatures, when z = O(1) and

1 1
N>»>J|—+ — 2.1
> ( T, + H2> (2.1)
the leading behavior of the Casimir force can be
written in the form
BFcas(T, N,H, Hy) = N~ X (¢, ), (2.2)
with = a scaling variable and X a universal scaling
function. Equation (2.2)) implies that, under con-
straint Eq. (2.1]), Xcas depends only on the scaling
variable x defined in (2.12]) and the angle ¢. The
latter parameter effectively describes the boundary
conditions on the system. Note that, unlike the
Ising model, the boundary conditions depend here
continuously on one parameter—in our notation 1.

ii) When z — 0+ the scaling function of the Casimir
force becomes positive, i.e., the force turns repulsive
provided that 1 # 0. In that case Xcas ~ ! and,
thus, the overall N-dependence of the force is of
the order of N72.

iii) When « 2 1 the scaling function has a sign that
depends on the sign of cos(): for 0 < || < m/2
the force will be attractive, while for /2 < |¢p| <7
it will be repulsive. For x > 1 the force decays

exponentially to zero.

iv) For any ¢ such that 0 < |¢)| < 7/2 the Casimir
force changes from attractive to repulsive when the
temperature decreases from a moderate value to
zero for fixed system size, N.

v) When ¢ = 0 the force is attractive for any value of
the scaling variable z.

These 1d models have been studied analytically in the
case of free (frequently termed “open” or Dirichlet) and
periodic boundary conditions [63H67], but we are not
aware of any investigation of them in the presence of
boundary fields, which are responsible for the effects of
interest in this article.



A. The 1d XY model

We consider a system with the Hamiltonian

N-1
H=-J) SiSi—H.S —HySy (2.3)
i=1
where S;, with Sf =land$S; €Z% i=1,---,N, are

N spins arranged along a straight line. The Hamiltonian
can be written in the form

N-1
H=—J Z cos (i1 — i)
i=1

—Hjcos (1 —p1) —

where the surface magnetic field angles 1, ¥s and indi-
vidual spin angles 1, --- , N are measured with respect
to the line of the chain which is taken to be, say, the x
axis. The free energy —SFy of this system is given by

(2.4)

Hpy cos (YN — on),

2 N .
exp (<8P = [ em(-an) J[52 (29)

i=1 |

6FCas =

Performing the requisite calculations (see Appendix[A)
one obtains

exp (—BFN) (2.6)
= Y exp(ik) I (h) I (K)N 7' I, (hy)
k=—o0
where
¢E(¢1_¢N)7KEBJ7h1EﬁHlthEBHN (27)

Here I () is the modified Bessel function of the first kind
[68, [69]. Note that the free energy depends only on the
difference in angles, (¢¥1 — ¥n), and not on ¥; and ¥y
separately. For the Casimir force in the system, i.e., for
the finite size part of the total force, see Eq. , one
then has the ezact expression

I,(K) | Ii(h1) In(h
2 72, cos k(1 — o)) log [Ig K” (h1) (IO(K)) Izghzg (2.8)
o0 ] Lxthn) In(h '
142332, cos k(i — )] 2elie) (B0 duth)

From here on we will be interested in the behavior
of the system in the limit 8 > 1 ie when T — 0.
Obviously, when 8 > 1 from Eq. (| one has h1 > 1,
hy > 1 and K > 1, which means that in Eq. ( one
uses the large argument asymptote of Ix(2) for z >> 1.
We will use the asymptote in the form reported in [70]

z2—v?/22 1 2
Vo [rare(s)]
2rz 8z 22

Retaining only the first term in the above expansion, one
obtains

L(z) = (2.9)

1
BFcas(z) = THXCaS(¢a$, he) (2.10)
where
X, 220:1 k2 cos (k1)) exp [_%k,Q (he_ﬂ} i a:)]
Cas = — T = 3 ’
1225, con (k) exp [= 382 (b + )]
(2.11)
and
N, 3 B -
r= KH’ h€f¥l:h11+h21a Neg = N — 1.
(2.12)

Here, x is the scaled version of the reduced tempera-
ture variable, which in systems with a non-zero transi-
tion temperature takes the form z = t¥ L, with ¢ the re-
duced temperature oc T'— T,, L the characteristic size of

(

the finite system and v the correlation length exponent.
Recall that with an effective transition temperature of
T =0and K « 1/T, the definition in is consistent
with this definition under the assumption that v = 1.

Obviously, when Eq. is fulfilled one has x > heff ,
and one can safely ignore hcf—f in Eq. ( - Then the
behavior of the force is exactly as stated in Eq. .

The representation of X5 given by Eq. - is con-
venient for all values of x except in the limit x < 1.
For that limit, using the Poisson identity Eq. , one
obtains

X

XCas(wﬁU; heff) = _m (2.13)
eff
0 2 _ (2nm41p)?
N x Zn:—oo (2nm +v)" exp [ 2(m+heﬁ1)]
—1)\2
2 (.’E + heff) ZZO:_OO exp [m]
T Regr

Under the assumption that the constraint (2.1) is fulfilled
and given the asymptotic behavior of Xg.s from Egs.

(2.11)) and (2.13]), we derive

z — 0+
1 (2.14)

_ 1 + Lxdﬁ +o,
Xcas(¥, ) = { —; c052(1/J)€XP(—9C/2)=
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FIG. 1. (Color online) The scaling function Xcas of the XY
model as a function of the scaling variable x, see Eq. (2.12)),
for different values of the phase change 1.

FIG. 2. (Color online) The surface of the scaling function
Xcas(¥, ) of the XY model as a function of the scaling vari-
ables z and . The horizontal plane marks the Xcas = 0
value.

From Eq. (2.13)) one can also derive an expression for
the low T behavior of the system that retains the depen-
dence on H; and Hs. The result is
1 1
2(J/Hy +J/Hy+ N —-1)

1 (V1 — Yw)?
+-K 5

2 (J/Hi+J/Hy+ N —1)

BFCas = -

(2.15)
J

( T )(1\’—1)/2 s
2K 2vhihy =

_ sinhhy sinh Ay |sinh K
ol hn

exp (—BFN)

where 1, is the angle between the vectors H; and Hy
and we have used that I /5(x) = /2/(mx)sinh(z). Here

> @0+ 1P, (cosyn) L1 ya(ha) Lsrj2(hy) [Lngay2(K))]

N-1 e8]
= } {1+;(2n+1)PH (cosip)

This result can be also directly derived by realizing that
the ground state of the system is a spin wave such that
the end spins are twisted with respect to each other at
angle ¥ =91 — ¢n.

Equations ([2.11)), (2.13)), ([2.14) and confirm the
validity of the statements i)-iv) in the first part of this
section. For example, Eq. demonstrates that when
1 = 0 the force is attractive for any value of the scal-
ing variable z; Eq. then confirms this behavior for
small and large values of the scaling variable x.

The behavior of the scaling function Xcas(, x) for dif-
ferent values of 1 as a function of the scaling variable x is
shown in Fig. [I] Fig. 2]shows a 3D plot of this function
for x € [0,10] and ¢ € [—m,7].

B. The 1d Heisenberg model

The Hamiltonian of the system is again given by
Eq. with the conditions that now the N spins S;,
i = 1,--- N, again arranged along a straight line, are
three-dimensional vectors S; € Z3, i =1,--- ,N.

S
angle ¢
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FIG. 3.

(Color online) The scaling function Xcas of the
Heisenberg model as a function of the scaling variable x, see
Eq. (2.21), for different values of the phase change .

As shown in Appendix [B|the free energy of the system
is given by the exact expression

Nt (2.16)

Lny1/2(h1) Ing12(h) [In+1/2(K)]N_1
Lija(h)  Lijp(hn) | Lij2(K) 7

I, 41/2(2) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind
of half-integer index, P,(x) is the Legendre polynomial



of degree n and K, hy and hy are defined in accord with
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K =BJ,hy = BH,, hy = SHx. (2.17)

When hy — 0 and hy — 0 the system considered be-
comes the one with Dirichlet boundary conditions, a case
that was studied by M. E. Fisher in [63]. Taking into ac-
count that I, i/(z) = [2"F1/20(n + 3/2)] 12" +1/2
O(2°/**™) and that Py(z) = 1, one concludes that only
the term with n = 0 will contribute to the free energy in

J

this case. One obtains

exp (-08w) = ()"

_|sinh K N-1
= e .

[y2(K)] " (218)

The last expression is precisely the result derived in [63].

From Eq. one can easily derive the correspond-
ing ezact expression for the Casimir force for the one
dimensional Heisenberg model. One has

ﬂFCaS =

0o I, K)] I, h) I, ha) [1, K)]N-1
Zn:1(2n+1)Pn (cosz/;h)ln[ Ij/l;(z[({))} t1/2(R1) Lngi/a(hn) [ 11/2( )]

Iy/2(h1)  Iij2(hn) I, /2(K)

In the limit T"— 0 when by > 1, hy > 1 and K > 1
from Eq. (2.9)) one obtains

1
Neff

BFCas(x) = XCas(whaxaheﬂ) (2'20)

J

N_1
14307 (2n+1)P, (cosp) Lny1y2(h1) Tngayo(h) [In+1/2(K)]

>y n(n+1)(2n+ 1) Py (costhp) exp [—gn(n +1) (z + heg )]

(2.19)

Iija(h1)  Iija(hw) I 2(K)

(

where the scaling variable x, as well as heg, are as defined
in Eq. (2.12)) while the scaling function Xc,s is

1
XCas("/)h>m7 heff) = -z

As in the case of the XY model, when Eq. is ful-
filled one can ignore heg in the above expression. If not
stated otherwise we will always suppose this to be the
case. Then the scaling function Xc,s depends only on
the scaling variable x and the angle v, that parametrizes

the boundary conditions on the system, exactly as set
forth in Eq. (2.2). The representation of X¢,s given by

J

2 1+ >0 (2n+1)P, (costp) exp [—%n(n +1) (a: + h;ﬂ})]

(2.21)

(

Eq. is applicable for all values of x except in the
limit < 1. Keeping in mind that P;(cosy) = cosp,
and in light of the fast decay off the terms in the sums
in Eq. , it is clear that for those very small values
of x the sign of the force will be determined by the sign
of cosy,. For the leading behavior of the Casimir force
when x < 1 one obtains

1
h—l 1— coth (T) —1
Xcas(¢h7x’heﬂ) =1+ 71eff l’( _1COSw;z) _hleff-i-x 5 (222)
hog T (heg + ) (hegr + )
[

which follows from Eq. (B16). One can also derive the  from Eq. (2.22) one obtains
first three terms in that expansion by considering the N 1
dependence of the ground energy of the 1d Heisenberg BFcas = —
model, assuming it to be in the form of a spin wave. (J/Hi+ J/Hy + N —1)
Explicitly, for the behavior of the Casimir force for T' — 0 1 —cosn (2.23)

K .
(J/Hy + J/Hy + N — 1)

The behavior of the scaling function Xc¢as(t), ) for dif-
ferent values of ¢ as a function of the scaling variable z
is shown in Fig. [3] while Fig. [4] shows a 3D plot of this
function for z € [0,10] and ¢ € [—m,w]. Thus, for the



overall behavior of the Casimir force as a function of ¥,
one arrives at the same set of conclusions for the Heisen-
berg model as for the XY model as a function of ¢, as
summarized in statements i)-v).

FIG. 4. (Color online) The surface of the scaling function
Xcas(9, x) of the Heisenberg model as a function of the scaling
variables x and 1. The horizontal plane marks the Xcas =0
value.

III. THE 3D GAUSSIAN MODEL

The Gaussian model [8, [67], or Gaussian Approxima-
tion [71], assumes spins with continuously variable ampli-
tude and a polynomial free energy that is at most second
order in the amplitude of the spins. Here, we focus on
such a system with scalar spins. This means that, strictly
speaking, there is no helicity. However, the surface fields
that influence the order parameter will have sinusoidal
variation along the film boundaries, conforming to the
behavior of the individual components of a field that in-
duces helical order in a multi-component system. We
therefore expect that the results to be derived and dis-
cussed in this section will be germane to corresponding
behavior in such a system. We consider a planar dis-
crete system containing L two-dimensional layers with a
Hamiltonian

L-1

M N L
_/BH = Z Z {K| Z Sz7y,z (Sa:-‘rl,y,z + Sw,y-l—l,z) + KL Z Sm,y,zsm,y,z+1 + hlsz,y,l COS (kwm + kyy)
z=1

z=1y=1

L
+hpSgyrcos(ky (x4 Ay) +ky(y+4Ay))—s Z Sﬁ,w}
z=1

which describes a system with short-ranged nearest
neighbor interactions possessing chemically modulated
bounding surfaces situated at z = 1 and z = L. Here
hy = BHy, and hy = BH| are the external fields acting
only on the boundaries of the system. In the specific
example considered the modulation depends on the co-
ordinates x and y in a wave-like way specified by the ap-
plied surface fields hq cos (kgx + kyy) = hi cos(k.r) and
hr coslky (x + Az) + ky (y + Ay)] = hrcos(k.(r + A)),
the phases of which are thus shifted with respect to each
other by A, in x direction and by A, in y direction.
Here r = (z,y), k = (ks,ky) and A = (A;,Ay). Peri-
odic boundary conditions are applied along the z and y
axes, while missing neighbor (Dirichlet) boundary con-
ditions are imposed in the z direction. These boundary
conditions are expressed as follows:

Sl,y,z = SM+1,y,za Sr,l,z = S:E,N-‘,—Lz (32)

and
Seyo=0 and

Spyri1=0. (3.3)

z=1

(

Given those the boundary conditions, the Hamiltonian
in Eq. (3.1)) can be rewritten in the form

M N L

—fH = Z Z Z Sw,y,Z{Kl (Set1,y,2 + Sz y+1,2)

rz=1y=12=1
+ K+ Sy 21 + 01 2Ry cos [k.r]

+0p, .hr cos[k.(r + A)] — s Sw,y)z}. (3.4)

Since we will be considering the limit M, N — oo we
can always take the wave vector components k;, and k,
to coincide with (27p)/M and (27q)/N for some p =
1,---,M and ¢ = 1,--- , N, respectively. In Egs. (3.1)
and one has

Kl'=pJl,  and K+ =38J", (3.5)
where JII and J* are the strengths of the coupling con-
stants along and perpendicular to the L layers of the
system. The parameter s > 0 on the right hand side of
(3.4) is subjected to the constraint that it has a value

that ensures the existence of the partition function of



the system. It is easy to check that 2K/l + K+ — s =
B(2J + J+) — s = 0 determines the critical temperature
B of the bulk model, i.e., one has
Be = s/(2J1 + JH). (3.6)
For the model defined above the Casimir force acting
on the bounding planes at z = 1 and z = L has both
orthogonal, ﬁFéig, and lateral, ﬂFéléL’sa), a=zxora=y,
components, which can be written in the form

JL

BFéas) =L3 (JI) Xé%) (x4, g, x1,2L), (3.7)

where (- - ) stands for either (L) or (||, @), with a = z or
a =y. Here
h h
T = \/LKHK—lL, T = \/LK”K—LL, (3.8)
are the field-dependent scaling variables, x; is the

temperature-dependent one with

3, Jl Jl

(3.9)
with k = | /k2 + k2 is the scaling variable related to the
surface modulation. When hy = O(1) and hy = O(1)

we will see that Féas) has a field dependent contribution
which, in this regime, will provide the leading contribu-
tion to the force of the order of L~2.

The Hamiltonian can be easily diagonalized in a
standard way—see Appendix[C] The resulting free energy
of the system, F, is

F = AFy + AF,, (3.10)

where

1
~pAFy = MNLInw (3.11)

is the field independent part of the free energy and AFy,
the field dependent contribution, is
i) when either p # M or ¢ # N:

s (3.12)

h3 —2hphy(—1)' cos(k.A)]

sin? (L’T—ll) [h%

S s~ K1 [eos (52) + cos ()] — K+ cos (2 )

ky = 2mp/M,k, = 2mq/N), and A =

ii) when p = M and ¢ = N:
MN

—— X

2(L+1)

sin? (L+1) [h1 — hr(=1)! cos (2m(A, + Ay))]2

s — 2Kl — KL cos (L’zl)

—BAF), = (3.13)

Note that there is a fundamental difference between the
sub-cases in Eqs. and ; while in the first sub-
case i) the average field applied on the surfaces is zero
when spaially averaged, in the second sub-case ii) it is a
constant. In the last sub-case one can think of hy, as a
constant field acting on the second surface being twisted
in direction with respect to the constant field hq applied
to the first one with a twist governed by A, and A,,.
Obviously

2mm 2mn 7k
_ Kl 2nie N AR T B 7 N _h
s— K {cos(M)—l—cos(N)] K cos(L )

= @/ [l 4 K] e 1o ()

+Kl {2 — cos (T) — cos (i@")] >0 (3.14)

for B < B.. The above implies that the statistical sum of
the infinite system exists for all 5 < .. The statistical
sum of the finite system exists, however, under the less
demanding constraint that

(Be/B—1) [2J” + JL} +Jt [1 — cos (”ﬂ > 0.

L+1
(3.15)
In the remainder we will assume that the constraint given
by Eq. is fulfilled for all temperatures considered
here.
For the contribution of the field-independent term to
the transverse Casimir force

5AF((3(;SL) (5Af0), (3.16)
with
AF,

Alo= R N (8:17)

it is demonstrated in Appendix [C] that

(0,1) dfdbs

ﬂAFCaS = _7/4 _ﬂ&[coth((l—i—L)(S) —1) === o
(3.18)

where 6 = 9 (91,62\66/5, J”/JJ-) is given by the expres-

sion
I
coshd =1+ (% - 1) (1 + 2;) (3.19)

JH

Jl (2 — costy — cosbs).



The result in Eq. (3.18) is an ezact expression for

BAF((;(;:‘); no approximations have been made. Since
coth(z) > 1 for x > 0 one immediately concludes that

AFéOa’SL) < 0, i.e., it is an attractive force, for all values
of L. In order to obtain scaling and, thus, the scaling
form of AF((J(;J‘) we have to consider the regime L > 1.
Obviously, then Casimir force will be exponentially small
if 0 is finite. For the scaling behavior of the force—see
Appendix [C}—one obtains

AFOH 3 (1) xob 2
ﬂ Cas W Cas (xt) (3 O)

where X, ((Joa’j )(xt) is the universal scaling function

1
X((joz;sl) (xt) = 87T{L13 (6721%) + 2$tLiQ (672‘“)

—2z7In (1 — e ") } (3.21)
and the scaling variable x; is
B Ji
xt:L\/Q (ﬁ_l 1—|—2J—l , (3.22)

in accord with Eq. (C33]).

Xéoa’sj' )(J:t) is a monotonically increasing function of x;.

The behavior of Xéoa’sL )(xt) is visualized in Fig.

It is easy to show that

0.00] :

~0.01' ;
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Xt

FIG. 5. (Color online) The scaling function Xéoa’:‘>(xt) as

a function of the temperature dependent scaling variable

The horizontal line marks the Casimir amplitude X g;j )(0) =
—((3)/(8m).

At the critical point one has x; = 0 and then one im-
mediately obtains the well known Casimir amplitude for
the Gaussian model under Dirichlet boundary condition

X0 (2, = 0) = - &)

- (3.23)

It is easy to show that

— o exp(—2z;) [1 + 2z (1 + 2)], @ > 1

(0,1)
XCas -

—8%TC(3) + 48%:& (6 — 4z +a7), x — 0.
(3.24)
For the field component of the transverse Casimir force

sardd = -2 (saf,) (3.25)
oL
where
. AFy,
Afn= Mmooy (3:26)

one derives, see Egs. (C21) and (C22)) in Appendix
i)ifp# M or q# N:

(h)J_) - /\SiIlh()\)
T

1+ L
X { [hf + h% — Qthl COS(k.A)]2 CSCh2 |:;){|

(3.27)

1+L
— [12 + B2 + 2hphy cos(k.A)]” sech? {;A] } .

and
it)ifp=M and ¢ =N

(h,L) o )\sinh(/\)
BAF, = 39Kl (3.28)
1+ L
X {[hl — hp cos 2m(A, + A,))? csch? [42—/\}
1+ L
—[h1 4+ hp cos2m(A, + Ay)]2 sech? [—’2—)\} } .

Here we have introduced the helpful notation

coshA = A (3.29)
for the case when A > 1 and
cosA = A (3.30)

in the opposite case when A < 1, where
B, Jl
A=1 ——1)|2=—+1
+(B grt

Lo (27 o (229)]

e when hy = O(1), hy = O(1) and

Note that

w=L\/2 (3.32)
is such that w = O(1), the Casimir force is of the
order of O(L~2) despite the fact that the system
is at a temperature above the bulk critical one.



o If hy and hy are such that the field-dependent
scaling variables 7 = O(1) and x;, = O(1), see
Eq. (3.8), then, in terms of w, the Casimir force
BAF((;Z’S” reads

JJ_

BARG = 170 (7 ) XD )

= (3.33)

where the scaling function Xg;’sj')(w, x1,xp) 1s
i)ifp# M or g # N:

1
X8 (w, 2y, 1) = ng (3.34)

x {[z? + 27 — 2212 cos (k.A)]esch®w

—[2? + 22 + 2x177 cos (k.A)}secth} ,

and
it)ifp=M and g=N
x® b 122

Cas (W, x1,21) = i

x {[z1 — zp cos2m (A, + A,)Pesch?w
—[z1 + zp cos2m(A, + Ay)]*sech’w} .

(3.35)

The latter expression implies that in the regime
considered here the field-dependent part of the
force if of order of L ™3, as it is the field-independent
part of it.

The asymptotic behavior of AF((;};ZSL) for w > 1 can be

easily obtained from Egs. (C23)) and (C24]). The result

1S

2uw?

(R, L)
ﬁAFCas - KLLQ

cos (k.A), p#M or q#N,
X{COSQW(Az+Ay)a p=M,qg=N. (3.36)

e 2hhy

which implies that in this limit the transverse component
of the force is exponentially small in L and attractive
or repulsive depending on the product hyhy, coslk.A] or
hihg cos2m(A, + Ay).

For the field contribution to the longitudinal compo-
nent of the Casimir force along the a axis, where o = x, y,
one has

0

h,a
BAFGL (L) = — 53— (3.37)
Thus, from Egs. (C21)) and (C22|) one derives
i)ifp# M or q# N:
(h,a) o _hth . smh()\)
FAFGas (L) = =T R sin(eA) S 5 =]
(3.38)

and

it)ifp=M and g= N

_ wsin2r(Ag + Ay)]

(hy0) _
ﬁAFCas (L)_ 2KJ_

y { . sinh(})

hi (3.39)

—|—hL COS[QW(Aw + A’l})] A— tm] }

When LA > 1 the above simplifies to
i)if p#£ M or q# N:

BAFG (L) = — Ko iAo~y sin (k.A)

2K+
(3.40)
and
it)ifp=M and ¢ =N
BAFGM (L) ~ (3.41)

2

why . .
— TR sinfdm(Ag + Ay)] {A — sinh[A]}

—% sinh[Ne” EHDA by sin[2m (A, + A)].

Note that in the first sub-case the L > 1 limit of the
lateral force is zero, in the second sub-case, when the av-
erage value of the external field on the upper surface is
not zero the lateral force tends to a finite, well defined
limit which is proportional to the surface area of the sys-
tem. Obviously, this force has the meaning of a local
purely surface force.

Subtracting from AFéZ’Sa) its L-independent part we
obtain the lateral force that will act on the upper surface
due to the presence of the lower one if we act in lateral
direction on the upper one. In the case p = M and ¢ = N
one obtains

BIFG(D) = B[AFU (L) — Jim AFEY (L))

= ;I];i sin[2m(A, + Ay)] sinh()\){hl/sinh[(L + 1))

+hp cos[2m(A, + Ay)][1 — coth(L + 1))\]}. (3.42)
In the other sub-case when p # M or ¢ # N one has that
BSFUY(L) = BAFGY (L).

In scaling variables for 55Fg;f)(L) one has

ﬁaFé’;S>(L)=L—3( >xg;s>(w,x1,m, (3.43)

Jir
where w is the scaling variable defined in (3.32)), and
i)ifp# M or q# N:

X(CZ’:) = —mx1xp, Po sin(k.A) v

NG (3.44)

where p, = p for a = z, and p, = ¢ for a = y.



ii) if p=M and ¢ = N:

X8 = —rzpwsin2m(A, + Ay)] (3.45)

X {wl/ sinh[2w] 4+ x 1, cos[2m(A, + Ay)][1 — coth 2w] }

Eq. implies that in the scaling regime the longitu-
dinal Casimir force is of the same order of magnitude as
the orthogonal component of the force.

Let us now clarify the physical meaning of the regimes
w = O(1) and w > 1 in terms of the temperature T.
Taking into account Eq. one has

B Be Jl I ok | o ky
A_H_(E 1 2J_J_+]' +2J_J_ sin ?+Sln DA

(3.46)
where k, = 2np/M, k, = 2mq/N, as well as all the other
terms in the sum determining A are dimensionless. We
again have to consider two sub-cases:

i)if p# M or ¢ # N.

In this case, in order to have A small, one needs to have
B/B. = 1, and ky — 0, & = z,y. Under this conditions
one has

I
A~ \/2 (% —1> [25—1—#1} +jT (k2 +k2]. (3.47)

(3.48)

1
w= 5\/1}24—1’%,

where z; and xj, are defined in Eq. (3.9). From Eq.
it is clear that in order to have w = O(1) one needs to
have simultaneously z; = O(1) and x;, = O(1). Taking
into account that ¥ = 1/2 for the Gaussian model, one
has that =7 is in its expected form a;t LYV, with t = (T —
T.)/T.. The condition x = O(1) implies that in order
to encounter the regime w = O(1) one needs to have a
modulation with a wave vector k& < L~! which includes,
e.g., the k = 0 case. If x; > 1 one will have, even at
the critical point § = . that w > 1 and, according to
Eq. , that the field contributions into the Casimir
force will be exponentially small then.

it)if p=M and ¢ = N.

As it is clear from Eq. , this sub-case reduces to
the previously considered one with k; = k;, = 0. The
last implies that, then, w = /2.

When w = O(1), from Egs. and with
hi = O(1) and hy = O(1) one has that AFCZ’SL) =
O(L7?), i.e., the longitudinal force in this case is in an
order of magnitude larger in L than the usual transverse
Casimir force, which is of the order of O(L™3).

The behavior of the function X g;j ) (w,x1, ) is visu-
alized in Fig. |§|if i) p# M or g # N and in Fig. Eif i1)
p=Mand qg=N .

We observe, inspecting the legends, that the maximal
values of the function X((jha’sl) (w,z1,2r) are in this case
smaller than in previous case shown in Fig. [6]

FIG. 6. (Color online) The scaling function Xé’;’j) (w,z1,2L),

see Eq. (3.34)), as a function of w € (0,10] and (k.A) € [0, 27]

for 1 = x, = 1. As wee see, Xg;’sl)(w,xl,mL) can be both

positive and negative, depending on the values of its argu-
ments.

-0.2

T
27T(A,+4,) 3n
2 10

FIG. 7. (Color online) The scaling function Xg;’sl) (w,z1,2L1),
see Eq. (3.35)), as a function of w € (0,10] and A, + Ay €

[0,1] for z1 = zr = 1. As wee see, also in this case
Xg;’sl) (w,z1,z1) can be both positive and negative, depend-

ing on the values of its arguments. Let us remind that in this
sub-case w = z4/2.

Let us turn now to the behavior of the total orthogonal

Casimir force F(r). From Eqs. (3.10), (-16), (B-17),
1|3.20|i, 1|3.25|) and 1|3.33|) one has

S,

1 L h,L
FSD) = AR 4 AR (3.49)
and
o (Tt
ﬂFC(T{;S) =L 3 (ﬂ) éﬁg(xt7xk)x17xlz)~ (350)

The behavior of the scaling function of the total or-
thogonal Casimir force Xétg(xt, Xk, T1,2r) is depicted in
Figs. — for the case when i) p # M or ¢ # N and

in the Figs. for the case i) p = M and ¢ = N with



a2 = 0. Let us note that in the case i) the function Xg;g

is symmetric about x; and xp, while in the case i) that
is not so. The last implies that when x; # xy, in the case
i1) we have to consider separately the sub-case x; > xp,
and r1 < xp.

an
2

FIG. 8. (Color online) The scaling
Xéﬁg(wt,xk,xl,wL) as a function of zy € (0,10] and
k.A € [0,27] for z, = 0.1, z1 = 2, = 1. As wee see, Xéii
can be both positive and negative, depending on the values
of its arguments.

function

Figs. [§ and [I1] show the behavior of the force for for
equal values of the field scaling variables 1 = zy. When
they are not equal this behavior is visualized in Figs.

and [10] for the case i) and in Figs. and [14] for
the case ). Figs. |§| and represent the situation when

z1 > zp, namely x; = 10z, while Figs. and
represent the results for the case when z; = —z = 1.

The comparison of these figures with Figs. @ and @
shows, as it might be expected from the data presented
in Fig. , that the contribution of Xg;’sl)(mt) to the
overall behavior of the force is quite small, at least in the
depicted cases.
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-0.025

FIG. 9.

(Color
Xéti(zt,xk,xl,xL) as a function of z¢ € (0,10] and
k.A € [0,27] for zx = 0.1, z1 = 10z, = 1. As wee see, the
scaling function in that case is predominantly positive.

online) The scaling function
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FIG. 10. function

(Color
X((;S)(xt,xk,:cl,x];) as a function of z¢ € (0,10] and
k.A € [0,2n] for z, = 0.1, z1 = —xr = 1. As wee see,
the scaling function in that case can be both positive and
negative, depending on the values of its arguments.

online) The scaling

an
2

p T
2 25t(Ax+A))

FIG. 11. (Color online) The scaling function Xéig (e, 1 =
0,z1,21) as a function of z; € (0,10] and A, + A, € [0,1]
for x1 =z, = 1. As wee see, Xétg can be both positive and

negative, depending on the values of its arguments.

Let us now consider the behavior of the longitudinal
Casimir force. We first note that it does not have a con-
tribution that is field-independent. Thus, the scaling fuc-
tion, which characterizes this force, is given by Eq.
and Eq. (3.45). Because of the term sin(k.A), multiply-
ing the expression for the force in the first case, and to
sin[2m (A, 4+ Ay )], in the second case, the scaling function
Xg;sa ) can be both positive and negative, independently
on the values of 21 and/or xp,.



T 2m(A+A,) [l 02

FIG. 12. (Color online) The scaling function Xéj;z (ze,xp =
0,z1,zr) as a function of z; € (0,10] and A, + A, € [0, 1] for
x1 = 10z = 1. As wee see, the scaling function in that case
is predominantly positive.
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FIG. 13. (Color online) The scaling function Xéj;g (ze, 26 =
0,z1,zr) as a function of z; € (0,10] and A, + A, € [0, 1] for
1021 = 21, = 1. As wee see, the scaling function in that case
can be both positive and negative.

IV. THE 3D MEAN-FIELD XY MODEL
A. With infinite surface fields

In Ref. [6I] the XY model characterized by the func-
tional

Flmit.1) = [

—L/2

" lé'd_m
2

1
Fqolml']. (@)

has been studied in the presence of what have been
termed twisted boundary conditions.
Switching to polar coordinates,
m(z) = (P(z) cos p(z), P(2) sinp(z)), (4.2)

these boundary conditions can convenietly be defined by
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0.2

FIG. 14. (Color online) The scaling function Xéj;z (ze, 26 =
0,z1,zr) as a function of z; € (0,10] and Az + A, € [0, 1] for
x1 = —xr = 1or 1 = —xzr = —1. As wee see, the scaling
function in that case can be both positive and negative.

FIG. 15.

(Color
Xg;’sa)(w,acl,x);), see Eq. l) as a function of w € (0, 3]
and (k.A) € [0,27] for 1 =z = 1.

online) The scaling function

requiring that

P(£L/2) = £a/2,

B(+L/2) = o, (4.3)

i.e., the moments at the boundaries are twisted by an
angle « relative to one another. It has been shown that
the Casimir force has the form

BFcas(t, L) = gL—4Xg;>S(mt>, (4.4)
where & = a/b, § = g/b, v, = atL* and
47,2
@y Xolp*=(A+7)], @=0
XCas(xt) - { X(A)L[pQ _ (1 + 7_/2)2]7 7, <0 : (4'5)

Here

, [ dx
T—ﬂ?t/Xo,XO_/l \/(m_l)[m2+m(1—|—7)+p2]’
(4.6)
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FIG. 16. (Color online) The scaling function

Xg;’sa)(xt,xl,xL), see Eq. 1i as a function of w € (0, 3]
and Ay + Ay € [0,1] for 1 = z, = 1. Let us remind that in
this sub-case w = x¢/2.

150

100

Cas

-50

FIG. 17. (Color online) The scaling function Xé?s(xt) of the
XY model under twisted boundary conditions as a function of

¢ and « for h = 0. The plane surface marks the ng)s (z¢) =0
value of the force: the force is repulsive above it and attractive
below it.

and p is to be determined for any fixed value of x; so that
the twisted spins at the boundary make the prescribed
angle a.. Let

- % [+ 1) = VT T T 4] (4.7)

be the roots of the quadratic term in the square brackets
in the denominator of the integrand in Eq. . There
are two subcases: it A) the roots are real, and B) the
roots are complex conjugates of each other.
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A) The roots x4 are real. Then

2 Ty — T
Xo = K |4/ 4.8
0T Tz [ 1—a_ (48)
and
D, ¢
v 3t
T_

_ Xo\/f_TH [x_x_ 1’@ } (4.9)

‘We note that

T=—1—z_ —x4, p=+|r_xi] (4.10)
B) The roots x4 are complex.
One has
Xy = 2 K (w) (4.11)
0= \/F w), .
and
_ pXo ap [
= 1—r+r2—1 1—w?
r—1\> w
x II , . (412)
r+1 w? —1
where
r=r(_,ry)=vV0 -z )1 —2y)
=V2+7+p? (4.13)
and
T_+x
1 —+ -1
w? =w?(r_,xy) ==+ L

2 2/T-a )0 - as)

1
N ST L A (4.14)
2 2¢/2 47+ p?

The scaling function X((;O;)s(ﬂﬁt) of the XY model under
twisted boundary conditions as a function of z; and « is
shown in Fig. We recall that, as shown in Ref. [GI]

the asymptotic expression for Xéa;)s(xt)

1 1
Xéo;)s(mt) =~ 50‘2 |:|1't| + 4/ 2|xe| + 3 (48 _ 3042)] 7

(4.15)
when z; = —oo. According to Eq. (4.4)) the last implies
that in this regime

—

b 1ab
2202, L% = - L2t L2,
29

BFcas(t, L) ~ - (4.16)

[\V]
kS

i.e., its leading behavior is of the order of L2 there due
to the existence of helicity within the system.



B. With finite surface fields

The model described immediately above constrains the
spins at the surface of the film to point in particular
directions. The physical realization of a such a system
is much more likely to be one in which the spins at the
surfaces to be under the influence of finite surface fields.
Here, we consider a model for such a system. In order to
do so, we employ the approach utilized in Section II and
Appendix A of [61], in which the spin system occupies
sites on a lattice that is infinite in extent in two directions
and that consists a finite number of layers (here labeled
1 to L) in the third dimension. As in the case of infinite
surface fields, the boundary conditions are open, in that
we assume the spins on the surface to be coupled to an
external layer of spins with amplitude zero. We impose
surface fields that couple in the standard way to the spins
on the leftmost layer, labeled 1, and the rightmost layer,
labeled L. The magnitude of each of those fields is hg,
and the angle between them is a. In our mean field
approach, the free energy is minimized by adjusting the
expectation value of the amplitude and direction of the
spins in each layer. The Casimir force follows from the
difference between the free energies with L and L + 1
layers; because of the numerical nature of the free energy
results, we are unable to take the derivative with respect
to film thickness, as in Section [T}

We find that the Casimir force is consistent with the
following scaling form

FCas = L_4f(tL27 hCL) (417)

where ¢ is the bulk reduced temperature. Furthermore,
for small enough h. and t higher than the value at which
the film orders spontaneously, the function f on the right
hand side of has the form

F(EL2 hel) = fo(tL?) + fi(tL2) (heL)? + O ((hCL)4>
(4.18)
Because of this, it is possible to envision for small hg the
behavior of the Casimir force that one encounters in the
Gaussian model.

Figure [18] is a plot of the scaled Casimir force versus
the scaled reduced temperature and scaled surface fields
for two values of the film thickness, L. The perspective
highlights the departure from the behavior in that
occurs when the temperature is sufficiently far below the
bulk critical temperature that the moments in the film
order spontaneously. The films in question consists of
L = 50 and L = 100 layers, and the angle between the
two surface fields is & = w/3. As is clear from the figure,
the difference between the two plots is quite small.

As indicated in Fig. [I8] L = 50 is sufficiently large that
the difference between the function and the scaling limit
is quite small. Figure[19|illustrates the dependence of the
scaled Casimir force on the scaled surface field amplitude
for various values of the scaled reduced temperature. For
all reduced temperatures greater than —z2, the initial de-
pendence on scaled surface fields is quadratic, consistent
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FIG. 18. (Color online) Scaled Casimir force, L*Fcas, as a
function of the scaled reduced temperature, tL? and scaled
surface field amplitude, hs L. The number of layers in the two
films are L = 50 and L = 100, and «, the angle between the
surface fields, is m/3. The difference between the two plots is
barely discernible, indicating that the difference between the
scaling function for L = 50 and the infinite L limit is quite
small.

FIG. 19. (Color online) Scaled Casimir force, L*Fcas, as a
function of the scaled surface field, hsL for various scaled
reduced temperatures, tL?. Here, L = 50 and o = /3.
When ¢L? > —7? the small h, dependence of the Casimir
force is quadratic, consistent with . Below that value
of the scaled reduced temperature, the small hs dependence
is linear in the absolute value of that quantity, as exemplified
by the curve for tL? = —15.

with . In fact for temperatures at and above the
bulk critical temperature (¢ > 0) the second term in the
right hand side of is the leading non-zero contri-
bution to that expansion. This is consistent with the
amplification of the Casimir force that one finds in the
Gaussian model—see Section [[TT} However, such ampli-
fication only occurs when there is spontaneous ordering
in the film. Figure shows the scaled Casimir force
as a function of the scaled surface field for tL? = 5 and
tL? = —5, above and below the bulk transition but above
the threshold for film ordering. This plot illustrates the
saturation of the Casimir force when the reduced temper-
ature is above the threshold for film ordering, tL? = —m2.
The Casimir force changes sign as L increases for fixed
a, T and hs. This is displayed in Fig. 21} We also note
that the force changes sign for moderate values of L. It
can readily be established that the overall behavior of
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FIG. 20. (Color online) Dependence of the scaled Casimir
force on the scaled surface field for two values of scaled re-
duced temperature above the point, tL? = —x2, at which
spontaneous ordering occurs in the film. Here, L = 50 and
a = 7/3. The plots illustrate the saturation of the influence
of the surface fields, at odds with the amplification effect seen
in Section [[I} The figure also illustrates the fact that the
Casimir force can change change sign as the temperature is
varied. This is due to the fact that there is a range of tem-
peratures below the bulk critical temperature in which the
bulk system orders while the film remains disordered. For
T > T both the bulk and the finite system are disordered.
For |hs| > 1 the Casimir force approaches its value for fixed
boundary conditions, the case considered in Subsection [[VA]

LzF('u.x
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FIG. 21. (Color online) Scaled Casimir force, L?Fcas, as a
function of L, for fixed values of temperature t = 0.001, helic-
ity a = 7/3 and value of the surface field amplitude h, = 0.1.

the Casimir force is in accord with Eq. ; see, for
instance, Fig.

If spontaneous ordering is possible, then amplification
of the Casimir force does occur. Figure[22)plots the newly
scaled Casimir force L?Fg,s against system size L, illus-
trating the enhanced force amplitude as a function of
system size, L, expressed in terms of the scaled variable
tL?. Here, the reduced temperature is fixed at t = —0.05,
while the surface field amplitudes are set to 0.05, « = /3
and the system size varies from L = 2 to L = 3,000. The
behavior displayed is a direct result of the energy stored
in the helical spin configuration, a response to the surface
fields that are tilted with respect to each other. Of addi-
tional interest in this plot is the variation of the Casimir
force for smaller values of L, shown in the inset. Note
the change in the sign of the Casimir force. A Casimir
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FIG. 22. (Color online) Ilustrating the L dependence of the
Casimir force for a negative value of reduced temperature,
t = —0.05 with surface field amplitude hs = 0.05 and o =
m/3. The plot is generated by varying the film thickness L
for fixed values of ¢, hs and a. The large graph shows how
LQF(;as varies over an extended range of film thicknesses L,
and the inset shows the L dependence over a much smaller
range.

force going as L~2 is consistent with the energy associ-
ated with a helicity modulus, which is natural given that
the XY system supports such a modulus in the regime
in which it spontaneously orders. In this case the surface
fields play the essential role of enforcing a helical struc-
ture on the order parameter when spontaneous ordering
occurs.

The enhanced Casimir force is consistent with the scal-
ing form of ([{.17). Figure 23] displays the dependence of
the scaled Casimir force L*Fc,s on the scaled variable
tL?. An important feature of this plot is its linear de-

L4F Cas
4+

' ' ' ' 2
-200 ~150 ~100 250 i

_4t

FIG. 23. (Color online) The scaled Casimir force, L*Feas, as
a function of the scaled variable tL?. The thickness of the
film is L = 50, the surface field amplitudes have been set to
0.01 and the angle between them, a, is /3.

pendence on the scaled reduced temperature when it is
sizable and negative. This leads to an overall L depen-
dence going as L~2. Another significant property of the
critical Casimir force plotted in Fig. is its change in
sign in the vicinity of the bulk critical point. In this



sense, the Casimir force is tunable—and can be changed
from attractive to repulsive—through a variation in tem-
perature.

Finally, Fig. displays the dependence of the scaled
Casimir force, L*Fc,s, on scaled reduced temperature,
tL? and scaled surface field amplitude, h L for a vari-
ety of values of the angular difference, «, between the

(T-Tor?

C

16

two surface fields. As shown in the plots, when « in-
creases from 0 to 7 the minimum of the force becomes
shallower and the region of parameters tL? and h,L in
which the force is repulsive expands. We also note that
the amplitude of the force for any fixed combination of
the parameters tL? and h,L is a monotonically increas-
ing function of a. The force is attractive in the whole
region of h,L and tL? values only for o = 0.

w
S

125

100

FIG. 24. (Color online) Scaled Casimir force, L* Fcas, as a function of the scaled reduced temperature, ¢tL? and scaled surface
field amplitude, hsL. The number of layers in the film is L = 50. The values of «, the angle between the surface fields are,
reading left to right and then top to bottom are a: 0, b: 7/2, c: 27/3 and d: =.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUDING
REMARKS

The Casimir force has provided an unexpectedly rich
and varied set of phenomena for study and potential ex-
ploitation. In this paper, we have attempted to demon-
strate that interactions between the bounding system and
the media that supports the Casimir force allow for the
possibility of utilizing those interactions, here parame-
terized as surface fields, to control—and in certain cases
greatly amplify—that force. Our focus has been the crit-

ical Casimir force, but a number of our results extend
far beyond the critical regime. We find that the angle
between surface fields can significantly affect the magni-
tude and the sign of the Casimir force, that variations in
temperature can also have such an effect, and that the
strength of the critical Casimir force can undergo sub-
stantial amplification as a consequence of the application
of surface fields. Such fields represent a useful and likely
accurate quantification of the action of modifications of
the structure or composition of bounding surfaces in the
medium giving rise to the Casimir force. Thus, the re-



sults presented here could well be utilized or expanded
upon to motivate experimental investigations of the ef-
fects of surface patterning on the Casimir force.

The key findings reported here are twofold. First,
the combination of helicity and surface fields allows for
the manipulation of both the sign and the amplitude of
the Casimir force. In certain circumstances—particularly
when the system supports helicity in the bulk—the force
can be greatly amplified in magnitude. The second find-
ing is that the expressions describing the Casimir force
are consistent with the expectations of finite size scaling,
as embodied in Egs. (2.11)), (2.20), (3.20)), (3.33), (3.43),
and (LT3

One possible setting for an experimental study might
be a nematic liquid crystal film. Here, the order param-
eter is quadrupolar, rather than dipolar as in the case of
the XY or Heisenberg models, but the continuous sym-
metry with respect to rotation of the order parameter is
nevertheless in the same general class as in the systems
considered here. In fact, a class of Liquid Crystal Dis-
play (LCD) devices operates on the basis of inducing of a
helical structure in liquid crystalline films [72]. It is also
possible that the results reported here are applicable to
the case of a liquid Helium film in the superfluid state
in which a temperature gradient exists between the sub-
strate on which the film has condensed and that gas phase
bordering its free surface. Such a temperature gradient
induces flow in the superfluid component, which entails
a rotation of the superfluid wave function in the complex
plane [73] [74].

The models investigated here are unlikely to be directly
realized in nature, either because of their low dimension-
ality, or because they neglect important phenomena such
as saturation of the order parameter as in the Gaussian
model or are based on approximations, such as the mean
field theory. Nevertheless, we are confident in the the
overall import of our results: that surface fields and he-
licity in the medium that generates the Casimir force are
likely to prove quite significant as experimentally accessi-
ble modifiers of that force. How those surface fields are to
be generated will vary from system to system, but there
is every reason to anticipate that ways will be found and
that the result will be a greater insight into the Casimir
force and, one hopes, new and useful applications of this
interaction.
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Appendix A: Calculation of the free energy for the
1d XY model with boundary fields

The simplest way we are aware of for calculation of the
free energy of the 1d XY model is based on the identities
[68, [69]

zcoaG Z eznGI (Al)
and
2 )
Ono = 5- emdp. (A2)
From Egs. (2.4) and (B3] one then obtains
2 dg01
exp (—BFy) = H (A3)
0 . .
Z 61711(1/11*901)]7“(]11) Z em2(901*902)]n2([() X
nyg=—o0 Nng=—00
YD e L (K)x ()
nN—-1=—0o
S emwlen = (b)), (A5)
nNy=—oo

wherefrom, usmg Eq. (A2)), one obtains Eq. . Obvi-
ously, Eq. (| can be wrltten in the form

exp (~BEx) = Io () To(K)N "I () (A6)
1 JrQZcos k) Ik (h1) <Ik(K)>N1 I (hN)] .

Iy (h1) \ lo(K) Iy (hn)

From Eq. (Ag) for the total pressure
[BFN]

0
BFion = =5 (A7)

exerted by the end points on the system one then obtains

Io(K) | Io(h1) \ {o(K)

ﬂFtOt = 11’1[0(K> +

1+23°72  cos k(¢

; (A8)

N-—1
I h I. (K I (h
— o)) 20 (U Ll



wherefrom one immediately derives the expression ({2.8)
for the Casimir force given in the main text.
Using the Poisson identity

i exp (ika — k2b) \/7 Y ex [ 2”";““)}

k=—o0 n=-—0o0
(A9)
one can derive expressions for the scaling function of the
Casimir force convenient for values of the scaling variable
x ranging from moderate to large values of z and one
convenient for small values of .

Appendix B: Calculation of the free energy for the
1d Heisenberg model with boundary fields

Let us write the vectors in Eq. (2.3]) in spherical coor-
dinates supposing the spin chain to be along the z axis.
One has

H; = H; {sin ] cos 0}, sin ¢! sin 07, cos o'} (B1)
Hy =Hy {singo}]{, cos A% sin f, sin9N7cos<pN}
S; = {siny; cos 0;,sin @, sinb;, cos ;} ,i =1,--- , N.
Then for the scalar products one obtains

H,.S, =H, [sin <p? sin @1 cos (0? — 91) +
coscp’f cosgol] = H; cos Y,
Hy. Sy = Hy [sinap}](, sin p cos (0?\, - GN) +
cos cosgoN]

Si-si+1 = sin ©i sin $Yi+1 COS (91 —

= Hy cosyn,
Oiy1) +

COS (p; COS ;11 = COS ¢y, (B2)
where the angle ¢;, i =1,--- , N — 1 is between the spins
S; and S;;1, and the angles ¢ and ¥ are between the
vectors H; and Si, and the vectors Hy and Sy, respec-
tively.

The free energy —SFn of this system is

or N do
exp (—8F :/
(=BFn) ; };[1 g

(B3)
|

h1 cos zpl

TL10

47‘(‘ th Z In1+1/2 hl

7L10

x N
Z/ Hdgoi sin; exp (—fH),
0 =1
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where the normalization is over the solid angle 47 because

2m ™
/ d@/ dp sinp = 4. (B4)
0 0

In order to perform the integrations we use the expansion

reond \f;)znﬂ Iosrja(2)Palcost)  (B3)

combined with the addition theorem for the spherical
harmonics [68], [69)]

47
2n+1

Z <pz+la z+1)Yn m(‘Pia 91)

Here I, 11/2(2) is the modlﬁed Bessel function of the first
kind, P, (x) is the Legendre polynomial of degree n and
Y,,.m(p,0) is the spherical harmonic. We remind the or-
thogonality relation that holds for the spherical harmon-
ics

P, (cos ¢;) = (B6)

T 271
/O dy /0 40 500 Vi, s (2, 0V (910)
2511,126m1,m2' (B7)

From Eq. (B3] we obtain

2T
exp (—fFN) = / H / Hd<Pi sin @; (B8)
=1
Xehlcoswl (H Kcos¢i> ethosz’

=1

where K, hy and hy are defined in accord with Eq. (2.17]).
Now we have to take into account that, according to Egs.

and (BG),

th Z (21 + 1)Ly 1/2(ha) Py (cos 91) (B9)

ni

Z Y’n:,ml (Splael)ynlyml (SD?’G?)’

mi1=—ni
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ehn cos v — 1/ Z (2nn + 1)y s1/2(h) Pay (cos i) (B10)
nN =0
477 “ Z InN+1/2(hN) Z nN my <PN70N) nN,mN(SONveN)
mN=—nNnnN
and
K cosdi _ 1/ Z (2ni1 + 1)1, 41/2(K) Py, (cos ;) (B11)
+1=0
p [oe) MNi41
\/T Z Im+1+1/2 ) Z Y:Hl,miJrl(@i-l-lv9i+1)Yn1+1,m1+1(@ia0i)a (B12)
Mit1=—"i41
[
with ¢ = 1,--- N — 1. Inserting the above expres- the orthogonality relations Eq. (B7). One derives that

sion into Eq. (B8) one can easily perform the integra-
tion over ¢; and 6;, i = 1,--- | N taking into account

J

exp (—fBFN) = (47) \/;\/; (\/;)

N
an+1/2 hi)lns1/2(hn) [Ins1/2(K)) ! Z Yo,m (@), 07)Y,

n=0

(N-1)/2
= (ﬁ) QW Z 2n + 1) P, (cos¥n) Iy y1/2(h1) It /2(h) [In+1/2(K)} )

where, in the last line, we have again used the addi-
tion theorem for the spherlcal harmonics Eq. ( . In
Eq. (B13) %y, is the angle between the vectors H; and
Hy where

cos ¥y, = sin go}f sin @5‘\, cos (0;‘ - 07\,) + cos go'f cos 507\,.
(B14)

J

3200120+ 1) P (cos gn) In [ 2522050

n=ng=---=ny=n,andm; =mg=---=my=m
and, thus, from Eq. (B8]) we obtain
(B13)

m (P8, 0%)

m=—n

N-1

From Eq. (B13) and Eq. (2.16) for the total pressure
exerted by the end points on the system one derives

Inp1/2(h1) Ing1/2(hn) |:In+1/2(K):| N-1

I /2 (K) Iij2(h1)  Iij2(hn) I /2 (K)

BFiot = _%[BFN] =In

sinh K n
K

From here one derives the exact result for the Casimir
force reported in Eq. in the main text. From it one
can extract the corresponding scaling behavior reported
in Eq. which is convenient for evaluation of the
behavior of the force for moderate and large values of

1+ 22021(2,” + 1)Pn (COS ¢h> Inp1/2(h1) Ing1/2(hn) |:I71.+1/2(K)

s

Iija(h1)  Iij2(hn) I, /2(K)

(B15)

(

the scaling variable . Here we present the corresponding
derivation of the representation convenient for extracting
the behavior of the force for small values of the scaling
variable. Let us start by considering the sum
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M8

S(whvhlvhNaK) = (2n+1)P’ﬂ (COSwh)

Lny1j2(h1) Tt ja(hn) [Inﬂ/g(K)} V-t
Lija(hy)  Iija(hy) I 5(K)

1= (n41/2)%/(2h1) ghn—(n+1/2)?/(2hy) leK<n+1/2>2/<2K>] Nt

3
Il
_

(2n + 1)P, (cosvp,)

I
NE

V2rhilijo(hy)  V2rhnIjs(h) V2r KT, jo(K)
exp [—% (n+1/2) (h—ll + ﬁ + %)}

SIS )

3
I
-

I
M8

(2n 4+ 1) P, (cosp)

n=1
3 Intuye ( =1 ) - Int1y2 (%)
~ Z(Qn + 1)Pn (COS'[ph) % — Z(Qn _|_ 1)Pn (Coswh) # —1
R Rem
cos ¢y cos P,
2 exp [h}fhr};c} 1 exp {h}f1+’;}
“\ 7 (hg + 2) 1 _1:(h—1+ ) TN b (B16)
m X x 3
eff I (he—“1+z) eff sinh (he_ff1+$>
[
Appendix C: Calculation of the free energy for the i)ifp# M or q+# N:
3d Gaussian model MN
—BAFY" = SV (A, L) x (C3)

L+1)K+

In the current appendix we will outline some technical 8(2 + 2)
steps needed to obtain the free energy of the Gaussian [h1 +hi —2hphy cos(k.A)] )
model under the considered boundary conditions.

and
Performing the Fourier transform VN
—_BAF odd _ odd AL 4
. BAFH = e SAL) (Y
1 2T 27 2 2
S, = — cos | —muz | +sin | —mz hi+ hi + 2hphy cos(k.A)],
ewe= 737 32 o (5 +on (57 [ |
N i)ifp=Mand g=N
< aw o () oo (57 iy
— cos | —ny sin | —ny
N N N _BAFSM — "' geven(p T a5
VNS BAR = g prr O (WL (69)
L
2 (T g hi — hp cos2m(A, + A,)]
_z —12)85,,. C1 [h1 rcos2m(Ay + Ay,
L+1ZSID(L+1 Z) i (C1)
=1 and
in Eq. (3.4), one can easily diagonalize the Hafnilto— —BAFPId = MN ~ SOdd(A,L) ~ (C6)
nian. Then, performing the integrations over Sy, i, 8(L+1)K
m=1,-- 5M7 n = 1a 7N and [ = 17 7L one im- [h] +hLCOSQ7T(AI+Ay>]2.
mediately obtains Eqgs. (3.11)) and (3.12) for the filed- )
independent and field-dependent parts of the free energy In the above expressions
reported in the main text. In what follows we explain
how to perform the summations in these terms. We start (L D/2 sin® (f%ﬁ)
with the term that depends on the applied surface fields. SE(A, L) Z T o\’ (C7)
=1 A —cos (L—L)
1. Evaluation of the field dependent term (L-1)/2  gip2 (71'(2l+1))
L+1
Sedd(A, L) Z i (C8)

21+1)
Taking L, for definiteness, to be odd number, we start =1 — Cos ( (L+1 )
by rewriting Eq. (3.11)) in the form
and A is defined in Eq. (3.31).
AF AFOdd + AFﬁven7 (02) It is easy to show that

1 .
where SN L) = (L= DA+ (1= A%)S(A, L) (C9)



where
(L—1)/2
SVAL) = > (C10)
=1 A —cos (5?1)
and that
Sedd(A L) = %(L F1)A+ (1= A2)SPN(A L) (Cl1)
where
(L=1)/2 )
Hodd _
SN L) = > " oy (C12)
=1 [ —Co8 (ﬁ)

The summations in Eq. (C10) and Eq. (C12)) can be per-
formed using [75] the identities

n—1 i 21k
coshnx — cosny = 2 H coshx —cos |y + —
n

k=0
(C13)
and
= 2k
cosnz — cosny = 2" H {cosx — cos (y + )} .
k=0 n
(C14)

With the help of the variable A, introduced in Eq. (3.29)

and Eq. || for the sums Se"e“(A, L) and SOdd(A7 L)
we obtain

A

1
—|—2(1—|—L)coth [2(1—|—L))\} cosh()), A>1
and
goen(a L) = 2 (C16)
1 A2
,%(1 + L) cot [;(1 + L))\} csc(A), A<
for Seven(A, L), while for the sum S°I4(A, L) one has
. 1 tanh [5(1+ L))
odd _ =t 2 >
SY(A, L) 2(1 +1IL) Y ,A>1,(C17)
and
. 1 tan [2(1+ L)A]
(A L)=-(1+L)—*——= A< 1.(C1
s, 1) = S+ )Ry < (cig)

Obv1ously, the two palrs Eq. ( and Eq. , and
Eq. ( and Eq. ( represent a contlnuatlon from
real to purely complex Values of A. Because of that, in the

remainder we will report only one of the corresponding
representations concerning the sums.

From Eq. (C9) and Eq. (C15]) one obtains

o [E 0] o)

(C19)

Seven(A,L) L;—l{A
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whereas from Eq. (C11)) and Eq. (C17)) one derives

Sedd(A L) = % {A ~ tanh [L;_l/\} sinh[)\]} .

(C20)
Using the above expressions and taking into account Egs.

(C2)) - (C6) for Afr, see Eq. (3.26)), one obtains

1)if p#£ M or q# N:

—BAfh = T6KL {[h? + h3 — 2hhq cos(k.A)]
X [A — coth { } sinh[A }
+ [hT + hE + 2hphy cos(k.A)]

[A—ta h[)\] sinh[] } (C21)

ii)ifp=M and ¢ =N

2
_BAfh = W {[hl — hy, cos 27T(Am + Ay)]

X [A — coth [[/—2’—1)\] sinh[)\]]
+ [h1 + hp cos2m(A, + Ay)]2

8= e | £ s £ c22)

Note that in deriving the above expression no approx-
imations have been made - it is an ezact result.
If LA > 1 from the above one immediately obtains

i)ifp;«éMorq;éN:

—BAfn ~

KJ- {A —sinh[A]} {nT + ]}

+

sinh[Ne”F+DAh hy cos (k.A) ,(C23)

1
2K+
and

ii)ifp=Mand g=N

“BAf, ~ (C24)

8Kﬁ{A sinh[A]} {h] + cos2m(A, + Ay)hT }

+

sinh[Ne™ EHDA by cos 2m(A, + A,),

1
2K+
wherefrom one derives the surface part A f,(ls) of the field-
dependent term in the free energy

i)ifp#£ M or q# N:
—ﬁAf“)_Ml(l (A —sinh\} {2 £ h2) . (C25)

and
i)ifp=Mand g=N

s 1 .
~AAf = g (A —sinh[A]}
x{h2+cos27rA + A, h } (C26)



From Eqs. (C21) and (C22) one can determine both

the transverse and the longitudinal field contribution to
the components of the Casimir force. The corresponding
results are reported in the main text.

2. Evaluation of the field independent term

We are interested in the L-dependent behavior of the
field-independent part of the statistical sum of the sys-

tem, see Eq. (3.17)), where AFy is given by Eq. (3.11)). It

is easy to see that

1 1

1 T 2m 2m
—BAfy— =LIn — = —= 2
ﬁ fo B n KJ- B (27T)2 /0 del o deg (C 7)

1 1 27 27 Bc J”
:—§WA del/o d92 SO (B,ﬂyL‘HDGQ)

where
. J
SO (%’JL"L 91,92) = (028)
L
5 Kl wk
I;ln [KJ- ~ %I (cos b1 + cos ) — cos LH]
L
Be JI Tk
=S |2 -1) (1425 1-
;n[(ﬁ ><+JJ- + cosL+1
JI
+JT (2 — cos by —00592)]

and we have used Eq. (3.6]).
The expression in Eq. (C27)) can be evaluated in several

ways. Let us briefly sketch one of them. By doing so we
will also obtain an expression for the free energy that has
not been derived before and which are valid not only for
large, but for any positive value of L.

Using the identity in Eq. one can show that

B, Jl
SO (67 ﬁ?L

91792> = _LIn2+1n [smh(lJrL)(S] ,

sinh
(C29)

22

where § is defined in Eq. . For the contribution
of the field-independent term to the transverse Casimir
force BAFC(%SL), see Eq. 1) from Eq. and
Eq. (C29) one derives Eq. (3.18)) given in the main
text. In order to derive the scaling form of AF((;Z’SJ‘ )
we have to consider the regime L > 1. Obviously,
then Casimir force will be exponentially small if ¢ is fi-
nite. In order to avoid that, one needs § — 0 so that
(L+1)0 = O(1). When § goes to zero, however, both
(Be/B—1)(1+2J1/J+) = 0 and 6;,60; — 0. Then, from

Eq. (3.19)) one obtains

5 B. Jl Jh
§ _2<ﬂ—1) (H?ﬂ) +ﬁ(91+92). (C30)
Passing to polar coordinates, from Eq. (3.18)) one obtains,
up to exponentially small in L corrections

BAFYH — 1 / 22 [coth((1 + L)z) — 1] du (C31)
2 Smin 2T
where
Be Jl
Omin =4/2 —=——1 14+2—|. C32
\/ ¢ TR (€52
Noting that
Ty = L(Smim (033)
using that
oo
cothz =142 e 2 (C34)

k=1

and performing the integration in Eq. (C31)), one derives

Egs. (3.20) and (3.21) given in the main text. From
Eq. (C31)) and taking into account the definition (C33))

one immediately concludes that Xéoa’j )(xt) is a monoton-
ically increasing function of x.
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