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Feigel effect: Extraction of momentum from vacuum?
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The Green-function formalism for the electromagnetic field in a magnetoelectric (ME) medium is con-
structed as a generalization of conventional Casimir theory. Zero temperature is assumed. It is shown how the
formalism predicts electromagnetic momentum to be extracted from the vacuum field, just analogous to how
energy is extracted in the Casimir case. The possibility of extracting momentum from vacuum was discussed
recently by Feigel [Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 020404 (2004)]. In contrast to Feigel’s approach, we assume that the
ME coupling occurs naturally, rather than being produced by external strong fields. We also find the same
effect qualitatively via another route by considering one single electromagnetic mode.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Consider a magnetoelectric (ME) medium whose consti-
tutive relations can be written on compact form as

1
D=¢gyc-E+—x-B, (1)
MoC
U 7 L
H=-—y  -E+—u -B. (2)
MoC Mo

Here y is the ME coupling parameter, assumed in general to
be a pseudotensor, with (x7);.= xi;- We employ Systeme In-
ternational units, so that the relation eyuy=1/c? refers to a
vacuum, and we let the permittivity tensor &;, and permeabil-
ity tensor w; be nondimensional (i.e., relative), so that the
relations D;=gye; Ly and B;= uouw;H; apply in the nonchiral
case when y=0. We shall take all material quantities &, .,
and y;; to be real and frequency independent. The tensors &,
and w;, are symmetric; this being a general electrodynamic
property following from the symmetry of the kinetic coeffi-
cients [1]. No such symmetry condition exists for y, how-
ever. In some materials y;; is symmetric, x;;=g0; with g a
pseudoscalar function, or, what is of more interest in the
present context, x; can be antisymmetric. An anisotropic
crystal is called biaxial if the diagonal permittivity compo-
nents &,# &,7 ¢, along the principal axes, and is called
uniaxial if e,=¢,#¢,.

In the following we will focus attention on the situation
where the anisotropy in y;; occurs naturally. Cases where the
anisotropy is created artificially, by means of strong electric
and magnetic fields perpendicular to the direction of light
propagation (cf., for instance, Ref. [2]), are for the most part
outside the scope of the present paper.

The macroscopic theory of ME media has been known for
a long time. The reader may consult the book of O’Dell, for
instance [3], as well as classic papers [4,5]. A recent review
is given by Fiebig [6]; other relatively recent papers are Refs.
[7-10]. As explained in the Fiebig paper, two major sources
for “large” ME effects can be identified. (i) In composite
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materials the ME effect is generated as a product property of
a magnetostrictive and a piezoelectric compound. A linear
ME polarization is induced by a weak ac magnetic field os-
cillating in the presence of a strong dc bias field. (ii) In
multiferroics the internal magnetic and/or electric fields are
enhanced by multiple long-range ordering. The ME effect
can be strong enough to trigger magnetic or electrical phase
transitions.

The recent paper of Feigel [11]—cf. also the comments
[12-15]—sharpened the interest in this special kind of mate-
rials. The main idea of this paper was to suggest a new
quantum mechanical effect, namely the extraction of material
momentum from the electromagnetic vacuum oscillations.
The suggested effect is thus analogous to the well-known
Casimir effect [16], in which case it is an energy, not a mo-
mentum, that is extracted from the vacuum field. The Feigel
effect thus belongs to a very active area in modern physics.
Its main theme is the observability and the interpretation of
vacuum-induced phenomena in macroscopic media. The ef-
fect has, moreover, a bearing on the famous Abraham-
Minkowski energy-momentum problem in dielectric matter
[17,18].

This brings us to the main topic of the present paper,
which is to investigate how the Green function approach,
frequently used in Casimir-related problems, can be applied
to a ME medium. To our knowledge, such a general ap-
proach has not been developed before. We follow the same
basic field theoretical method as in the recent paper of Ell-
ingsen and Brevik [19], dealing with the Casimir effect. We
will show that, even in the presence of the complexity in
formalism caused by the ME effect, the theory leads to a
right-left asymmetry in a medium-filled cavity enclosed
within conducting walls placed at positions z=0 and a, and
thus permits the extraction of momentum from the vacuum
field, in principle. Our field theoretical formalism thus sup-
ports earlier results that were based upon consideration of
particular modes only. We will also have the opportunity to
comment occasionally on some of the papers that followed
the Feigel paper [20-22].

In Secs. II and III we establish the governing equation for
the Green functions, relate this to the two-point functions for
the electromagnetic fields, and give explicit solutions in the
presence of the two conducting plates. In Sec. IV we digress
to consider the momentum conservation equation for a ME
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medium, and show how the right-left momentum asymmetry
occurs for one single mode. In Sec. V we return to the
Green-function approach, and show how the momentum
asymmetry occurs also for the vacuum field, when summing
over all modes propagating in the +x directions.

We thus discuss the momentum asymmetry via two dif-
ferent approaches. A more detailed overview of the outline of
the paper is given in Sec. VI.

Readers interested in recent reviews on the Casimir effect
may consult Refs. [23-28]. Much information can also be
found in Refs. [29,30].

We emphasize that the formalism below is constructed
from the same main standpoint as in conventional Casimir
theory: we calculate the change in field momentum caused
by the geometric boundaries, i.e., the plates. The undisturbed
system with respect to which we regularize Green-function
expressions is an infinite medium (without plates), made up
of the same material. It is thus clear that in the limit when the
separation between the plates goes to infinity, the effect that
we calculate has to go to zero.

II. GOVERNING EQUATIONS FOR GREEN’S FUNCTION

In this section we will establish the governing equations
for the retarded Green function in the chiral medium. When
this function is known, one can find the electromagnetic two-
point functions and thus construct expressions for energy and
momentum in the field. From now on, we assume the mate-
rial to be isotropic, so that &;, =&, w;=m0d;. Important in
our context is that the coupling parameter y; will still be
permitted to be anisotropic. As already mentioned we take all
material parameters €, u, and y;, to be real and frequency
independent. They will, moreover, be assumed to be inde-
pendent of the spatial coordinates. Our medium is thus as-
sumed to be spatially homogeneous but chiral. (If the aniso-
tropy of x; is created artificially, by means of strong crossed
electric and magnetic fields, the anisotropy property of x;
holds of course only in the constant field region between the
condenser plates.)

Let us first invert the constitutive relations (1) and (2) to
get

1
E:—(D—EX-H), 3)
egg c
Cr
B=pnu H+;x ‘DJ. 4)

These expressions hold when the EM effect is small, |y
<1, what in practice is always the case. Terms of order x>
are neglected.

Consider now Maxwell’s equations in conventional form,

V-D=p, V- -B=0, (5)

VXE=-B, V XH=J+D, (6)

and take the curl of the first member of Eq. (6). Observing
Eq. (4) we then get, when neglecting terms of order x*
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throughout, the following coupled vector equation for the
basic fields E and B:

VXVXE+ 20+ By B+ BV x (o B) =— puod.
C C C

(7

If x=0, the coupling between the fields is absent. In compo-
nent form the equation can be written

EM - o . y . .
V’E;- 3(V-E) - ?Ei - ;XikBk - Xk curly E; = ppod;.

(8)

We have here defined curly = €;;d;, where € is the antisym-
metric Levi-Civita symbol with €;,3=1.

In Eq. (8), the magnetic field B, can actually be replaced
by electric field components in view of one of Maxwell’s

equations, Bk=—curlk1 E,;. We obtain
Tl M M
81V = 6,0, - 5;1?07? Xk curly d, - Xk curly d; |E

= MMojzw ©)

with d,=d/ or.

We now turn to the Green-function approach. According
to the source theory of Schwinger et al. (see, for instance,
Refs. [24] or [31]), we make the correspondence J—P, p
— =V -P. We introduce a dyad I'(x,x’) such that

E(x) = N f d*x'T(x,x') - P(x'), (10)

€o
where x=(r,). Due to causality, ¢’ is only integrated over
the region ¢’ <t. The dyad I' is the retarded Green function;

also called the generalized susceptibility. We take the Fourier
transform of I,

“d .
F(x,x’)zf z—we"‘“T(r,r’,w), r=t—t', (11)
2T

exploiting the stationarity of the system. We transform also
the electric field,

©

E(x) = g—we‘i“”E(r,w), (12)

—o0

with a similar expression for P(x). The governing equation
for the Green function then becomes

2
VXV XTI(r,r, o) - SM;D I'(r,r', o)
c
+ m—w)('[V X T(r,r',w)]
c

il VY X' -T(r,r', )]
c
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po’

6‘2

Sr-r1, (13)

or, on component form,

2 .
EMW 17220)]
|:(9[(91 - 5’JV2 - 02 51] + TXZI Curllj

; >

Luw w

- M_le Curlil:| [y(r,r’, )= £ > 0(r—r1') 5.
C C

(14)

If x;x=0 and w=1, this equation reduces to Eq. (75.16) in
Ref. [32] (their symbol D;; is the same as our —Ac’T;/ »?).

If T'y(r,r',w) is known, we can make use of the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem (which has a meaning both
classically and quantum mechanically; cf. Refs. [32,33]), to
calculate the two-point functions:

h
KE(r)Ey(r")),=— Im{l'(r.r’, )}, (15)
€0

hol
i{B;(r)By(r")),, = ——curl; curl, Im{I";,(r,r", w)},
Egw

(16)

il
(E{(r)B,(r")), = S—Zc:url,il Im{T";/(r,r’, w)}. (17)

0
Here curlj;=¢€;;J;, where d; is the derivative with respect to
component j of r’. The expressions (15)—(17) refer to zero
temperature; a factor sgn(w) is omitted throughout. The
spectral correlation tensor (E;(r)Ey(r’)), is defined accord-
ing to

(E()E(x")) = f j—j)TE‘i‘”T<Ei(r)Ek(r’)>w. (18)

[Note the meaning of the formalism here: the spectral corre-
lation tensor is related to the Fourier transform
(E{r,w)E,(r",0'")) of the two-point function (E;(x)E(x"))
via

(Ei(r,0)Ey(r',0")) = 2m(E(r)Ex(r'), 0o+ w'); (19)

cf. Eq. (122.12) in Ref. [33] or also Appendix B in Ref.
[34].] Before going on to solve these equations, we will
specify the geometry to be assumed in the rest of this paper.

III. SPECIFICATION OF THE GEOMETRY. SOLUTIONS
FOR THE GREEN FUNCTIONS

Let us assume the same setup as in conventional Casimir
theory, namely two perfectly conducting parallel plates sepa-
rated by a gap a. The geometry is sketched in Fig. 1.

As mentioned earlier, we will mainly be considering the
case where the ME effect occurs naturally. We assume ac-
cordingly that y;, is given initially and is constant every-
where in the fluid, on the inside as well as on the outside of
the plates. Because of the translational invariance in the x
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FIG. 1. Sketch of the geometry. The TM and TE modes are
shown. The tensor y;;, constant everywhere in the fluid, is given by
Eq. (20). The wave vector k is directed along the x axis.

and y directions we can transform the Green function once
more to obtain

2
I'(r,r',w) =J dk eik'<r_r’)g(z 7k, w) (20)
9 9 (27T)2 9 9 b .

We also transform the delta function:

&Ik
ARy =f a2, (21)

and assume that y;, has the following form:

0O 0 O
Xik = 0 0 Xyz |- (22)
0 x, O

Our coordinate system is thus henceforth fixed, relative to
the material. We focus attention on only one particular wave
number Kk in the following, namely k=k.e,, directed along
the x axis. In Figs. 1(a) and 1(b) the transverse magnetic
(TM) and the transverse electric (TE) modes in the cavity
corresponding to this k vector are indicated [35].

Our conventions above mean that we can let V2—>&§ —kZ.
We can now write down the governing equations for the
Fourier components g;; from Egs. (14). The simplest equa-
tion follows by setting (ik)=(yy):

2uk,.w nw? ,
c Xyz)gyy=_?5(z_z ). (23)

’igyy - <K2 -

where we have defined
K= k)zc — epw?/c?. (24)
Equation (23) is uncoupled; this being a consequence of our

choice for k implying that d,— 0.
Setting (ik)=(xx) we obtain
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2 2
([, po Epw pw
l<kx+7)(z}')azgzx_<‘9§+ 2 )gxx=75(z_z,),

(25)

and with (ik)=(zz),

. M 2uk.w nw’
l<kx+ szy>‘9zgxz+ <K2+ cx Xzy)gzzz_cz 8z-7").

(26)

The last two equations are coupled. Consider finally the non-
diagonal components: with (ik)=(zx) we obtain

2uk @

c

. Mro
l(kx+ TX‘> 0,8 + <K2 + Xzy>gu= 0, (27)

and with (ik)=(xz),

2
. pw Epw
l<kx+ TX@’)azgzz_ (&34' C2 )gxzzo' (28)

The coupling in the differential equation (25) for g, can be
removed if we make use of Eq. (27) differentiated with re-
spect to x. Some manipulations, again observing that y;; is
small, yield

K’ k,
a?gxx_Kzgxx:_‘s(Z_Z’)» K:K(] + M;sz}’)'
) € K C
(29)

Equation (23) can be rewritten similarly:

2
), ko , : ok,
dggyy_Lgyy‘_ 2 az-2"), L‘K<] T 2 Xyz)'
(30)

The differential equations (29) and (30) for the diagonal
components are convenient for further manipulation. Note
that the values of K and L are dependent on whether the
direction of propagation of the wave is to the right or to the
left. If x;=0, the expressions agree with those of Refs.
[19,36].

We now proceed to solve the equations, beginning with
Eq. (30). As E,=0 at z=0 and z=a because of the boundary
conditions, we have g,,(0,z",k,w)=g,,(a,z" ,k,w)=0. The
solution of Eq. (30) can then be written

(1)2 ’ ’
gy = %{e—uz—z | _ e—L(z+z )

2[cosh L(z—z'") —cosh L(z + z')] }
+ . (3D
exp(2La) — 1

When yx;,=0, this expression agrees with that given in Ap-
pendix C of Ref. [37] in the limit of perfectly conducting
plates.

Next considering g,,, we must analogously have
(0,7 K, w)=g . (a,7’ . k,w)=0 in view of the boundary
conditions. The solution of Eq. (29) becomes
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K

g =— 2_{6—Kz—z' _ e—K(z+z')
£

. 2[cosh K(z —z'") — cosh K(z+z’)]}. (32)
exp(2Ka) -1

The expressions (31) and (32) are fairly complicated. For
practical purposes it is possible to simplify the expressions
considerably, by omitting terms containing (z+z'). The rea-
son is that these terms do not contribute to physical quanti-
ties like the Casimir force on the plates or to the field mo-
mentum in the gap. This can be seen in two different ways.
The simplest way is to argue, as in Sec. 81 in [32], that by
putting z=z' in solutions having the argument (z+z') one
would obtain physical quantities like field momentum in the
gap varying with the position z. This would contradict the
law of conservation of momentum. Another way of examin-
ing this rather subtle point is to include the (z+z') terms
everywhere in the formalism, and to verify that they really
do not contribute in the end. In addition to the discussion in
[32], one can find more mathematical details about this point
in the paper [19] and in the thesis [38].

We can, moreover, omit the source-dependent inhomoge-
neous |z—z'| term in each of the Green functions. This term
represents the solution pertaining to the delta function source
inside a homogeneous medium filling all space. Being geom-
etry independent, it cannot contribute to any physical quan-
tity related to the geometry. All in all, we shall in the follow-
ing use the “effective” Green functions

K cosh K(z-7")

" & exp(2Ka) -1’ (33)

gXX =
2 ’
uw”cosh L(z—z")
ROz 34

Ew= e exp(2La) - 1 (34)

Consider finally the remaining diagonal component, g,.. To
this end we first observe the symmetry property

gxz(Z’Z,9k,w)=gzx(ZI’Z,_kaw)9 (35)
which is an example of the general relation
Fik(r’r/,’r) =Fki(r,’r’_ T)? (36)

when expressed in Fourier space (cf. Sec. 81 in Ref. [32]).
From Eq. (27) we have, when inserting the expression (33),

mw zy) sinh K(Z — Z') (37)

i
2K w)=— k., + — .
82,7 ko) 8( c X exp(2Ka) — 1

Now, to the required order K(—k,)=«>/K(k,), according to
Eq. (29). Thus we get from Eq. (35)
i ) sinh[ k*(z — z')/K]
il ,,k’ =" kx - T, L
8xl(07 kow) s( c XZ‘) exp(2k%a/K) - 1
(38)

where here and henceforth K=K(k,) as defined in Eq. (29).
From Eq. (26) we then finally get (delta-function omitted)
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K2k? cosh[ K*(z — 2')IK]
8= 1ie exp(2’alK) -1~

(39)

Before applying these Green-function expressions to the Fei-
gel effect, we shall in the next section follow a more sim-
plistic approach and consider the right-left asymmetry in the
field momentum considering one single mode only.

IV. ENERGY-MOMENTUM FORMALISM: RIGHT-LEFT
FIELD MOMENTUM ASYMMETRY

A. Energy-momentum formalism

Before considering the momentum asymmetry for one
single chosen direction of propagation, we need to develop
the formalism related to the -electromagnetic energy-
momentum tensor. In this section we take a general ap-
proach, allowing for external charges p and currents J. The
coupling tensor x; is allowed to be general [not necessarily
of the form given in Eq. (22)], though constant, and we allow
also for optical anisotropy by letting &8, — €, Ui — ik
with the material parameters constant.

It is convenient to write the constitutive relations (1) and
(2) in tensor form,

1
D;=gpeiEy+ — XuBrs (40)
MoC

1 1 _
Hi=-—xuE+ — w4 Br. (41)
MoC Mo

In view of Maxwell’s equations (5) and (6) we obtain the
conservation equation for energy,

V-S+w=-E-], (42)
where E-J is the energy dissipation,
S=EXH (43)
the Poynting vector, and
1
w=(E-D+H-B) (44)

the energy density.
As for the momentum conservation, it is convenient to
start from the equation

(D X B); =~ pE; - €J By + I(E;Dy + H;By)
- eyEE— 1 BBy (45)

which follows from Maxwell’s equations (here E;;= d;E;,
etc.). Introducing the Lorentz force density

ff=pE+J X B, (46)

as well as the Minkowski stress tensor [17],
1
T =ED,+HB, - E(E -D+H-B)5, (47)

we can write the momentum conservation equation as
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ATy -8l =11, (48)
where
g”=D X B (49)

is the Minkowski momentum density. (The symbol g for mo-
mentum is not to be confused with the Green functions.) It is
generally known that the above expressions hold when the
medium is optically anisotropic. It is, however, somewhat
remarkable that they hold when y;; # 0 also; there seems to
be no simple physical reason why y;; should drop out from
the formalism.

In the case of high frequency fields, in particular optical
fields, the Minkowski theory appears to be both simple and
capable of describing all experiments (cf. the analysis of one
of the present authors on this point some years ago [39];
some more recent papers are listed in Ref. [19]). However, at
low frequencies where the effect of the oscillations are them-
selves observable—notably in the Lahoz-Walker experiment
[40]—the experiments agree not with the Minkowski but
rather with the Abraham force, which accordingly can be
taken to be the most “physical” alternative at these frequen-
cies. The Abraham theory [18] consists in symmetrizing the
stress tensor,

1 1 1
T, = E(E,-Dk +ED) + E(Hin +HB,) — E(E .D+H-B)5,,

(50)

and taking the momentum density to be

g'= éE X H, (51)
the latter satisfying the relation g=S/c?, the so-called
Planck’s principle of inertia of energy.

We assume henceforth optical anisotropy so that € and u
are scalars, and also that p=0, J=0. The Minkowski and
Abraham stress tensors become thereby equal, T?,/([ =T3(. The
Abraham conservation equation for momentum can be writ-
ten as

0Ty - ¢! =[(epw—1)/c*]9,(E X H);, (52)

where the term on the right-hand side is the “Abraham term.”
It was precisely this term that was measured by Walker and
Lahoz [40]. In a high-frequency field, it fluctuates out. We
shall return to the Abraham force in Sec. VL.

B. Momentum asymmetry

Referring to Fig. 1, we consider to begin with only the
right-moving TE wave corresponding to the field compo-

nents
E = g ink i(k-x—wt) 33
=V sin k,ze , (53)

2 ik .
B, = 25 s k,ze kX0 (54)
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2k, .
B.= /== sin k,ze'®x", (55)
aw

the other components being zero. (We use the same normal-
ization of the fields as Tiggelen et al. [22].) Here k-x=k,x,
and k,=mn/a with n=1,2,3... the transverse wave number.
For a given value of k,, the eigenfrequencies w are thus
discrete. We can derive the dispersion equation by going
back to the field equation (9) for E;=E, in the source-free
case, observing that d,E;=d,E, =0, inserting the form (22) for
Xix- We obtain

(252 e
X n 2
C

Xyz) E,=0, (56)

which implies to the lowest order in x,,

) k,
w=——=\k+k l1— \/; /2—)(»2] (57)
Veu 2 + K

The right-left asymmetry is manifest. A left-moving wave is
described by the substitution k,— —k,.

Let us now calculate the field energy density, w, for the
TE mode. We get

1 ‘ #
W:Z(E-DHH-B)

80€ { c? 2 L 1 k2 2
=——| 1+—= |sin® k,z + cos” k,z;
2a sp " 2uopa P "

(58)

the y,, terms drop out when w is written in this way. It is
convenient to consider the expression integrated from z=0 to
a, thereby getting the energy W per unit length and width,

a 2k2+k2
W=f wdz=@[1+c—”—2" . (59)
0 4 EU W

Using Eq. (57) we can write this in terms of the wave-
number components,

£0€ 1\/; k.,
W=—o-|1+—-/— - 60
zl 2 wkzwz"yl o

The Poynting vector in the x direction, S,, may be calculated
as

1 k z
__X__X.L)siHZ an, (61)

1
S.=—(ExXH"), = (
2 Mopa @ foca

which means that the integrated energy flux when expressed
in terms of wave number becomes

“ gC ek, k>
R e R

Alternatively, we might calculate the energy flux as g,
=Wu,, where u, is the group velocity
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dw c k. c 63)
U, =—= ’,=— — —X .
bk NeuNki+k, &7

This agreement is as we should expect, since we are dealing
with the propagation of low-amplitude waves. The kinematic
group velocity concept and the dynamic energy flow velocity
concept should be the same.

Consider finally the Minkowski momentum density gf’ :

| k( Kk
gf:/[: —(D X B*)x= %—<1 + LCX},Z>Sin2 an. (64)
2 a o Ew

Comparison between Egs. (61) and (64) shows that the rela-
tionship g"=(eu/c?)S,, known from conventional optics,
does not hold when y,_ is different from zero. We also give
the expression (64) when integrated over z:

“ goek, k.c
Gi‘”’=J §Mdz= ; ;<1+;X},Z>. (65)
0

Again, the right-left asymmetry is manifest.

V. GREEN-FUNCTION APPROACH
TO THE FEIGEL EFFECT

Our intention now is to calculate the Minkowski momen-
tum asymmetry in the chiral medium using the Green-
function approach from Sec. III. We start from the following
general expression, reverting to real representation for the
fields,

o=t [ S [ oo X B0
(66)

We assume zero temperature, so that the brackets () mean
purely quantum mechanical average. As no thermal fields are
excited, the field momentum as well as the field energy stem
exclusively from the vacuum zero-point oscillations.
Whereas in the previous section we considered the contribu-
tion from one single selected mode only, we shall now con-
sider the effect of summing over all available vacuum
modes. We shall impose one restriction, however: the wave
number k will be required to lie either in the positive or the
negative x direction. This corresponds to our Green-function
approach in Sec. III. Mathematically, it means that we can let
[d*k/(2m)*— [dk,/27r. As the distribution of fields does not
vary in the transverse y direction, we can effectively let
d,=0 when applied to the fields. Evidently, the x component
of field momentum has to be zero in the case of a nonchiral
medium; if there is an asymmetry following from the formal-
ism this has to be caused by the presence of y;.. As before,
we assume the particular form (22) for yj.

The x component of Eq. (66) becomes (we omit the “lim”
from now on)

“do
- o

=D (r)By(r')) - (67)
We insert from Egs. (1) and (2)

) “ dk, . ,
twrf _Xeth(x—x )<Dy(r)BZ(r/)
o 27T

066605-6



FEIGEL EFFECT: EXTRACTION OF MOMENTUM FROM ...

Xyz

D,=gpeE,+ =B, (68)
MoC
_ Xay
D_.=¢ewcE, + By, (69)
MoC
and get
* d(.l) . * dkx . " ,
gil - J_w ;Te—lmf_m Eezkx(x x )|:808<Ey(l‘)Bz(l' Dok
! X) !
= 80&(E.(1)By(r") ) — =(By (1) By(r")) ot
MoC
Xyz /
+ . <Bz(r)Bz(r )>wk:| . (70)
Moc

We have thus so far expressed gf[ in terms of the two-point
functions for the fundamental fields. Using Egs. (16) and
(17) we calculate

h— ik,
<Ey(r)Bz(r,)>wk = Im 8yy» (7 1)
&)y W

Al ,
(EDB,(r )= (0 Im gy ik Im g, (72)
0

hoi .
<By(r)By(r,)>wk = __2(&? Im Exx — lkx Im ﬁzgz,x
Epgw
- ikxaz Im gxz_ki Im gzz)’ (73)

72

i
(Br)B(r"),=——7 Img,,. (74)

&y W
We have here, as above, naturally defined ( ), via the rela-
tion

E@BE D= [ Tt 05

—00

etc. We can thus express gV as

“d ) “ dk, . ,
giw _ ﬁf w e—lw’]’f _xezkx(x—x )< >, (76)

% 2T 2

where

()=—ikeImg, —e(d. Img, +ik,Img,)

ic
+ ZXzy(_ ﬁz Im g, + ik, Im J.8ct ikxﬁz Img,,

g2

ikic
+ kﬁ Img,)———x,, Img,,. (77)
D)

This expression shows that it is necessary to calculate g,,,

8.v» and g, to order y;.. From Egs. (34), (37), and (39), we
get

2

2

1
_&_[1
K C

8y="2 wd

,ukxw<
+—\1+—
c
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aégzx == &zgzx

— % 1+&[1+k_§(1 zﬂ2ka>:|
Y k.c K> d ¢ Xey [

(79)
K> 3uk w( 2ka e2Ka>
== 1- s l-— ) | 80
8z exd [ K’ 3 d Xy (80)
where d is defined as
d=e*—1. (81)

The remaining terms in Eq. (77) are, however, multiplying
Xzy OF Xy, and so need not to be expanded in y;. Thus to
sufficient accuracy

3

1
Pg. =— 2 82
- 8xx - (82)
ixk, 1
azgzx: ZgXZ: _’ (83)
e d
2
po” 1
8y = w2 d’ (84)
K1
L= 85
82=" " (85)

We now put 7=0, x—x’=0 in Eq. (76), and perform a stan-
dard complex frequency rotation whereby w— iZ, with { real
[31]. As dw/ w—d{/ ¢, it follows from Eq. (76) that of physi-
cal importance are only those terms in () that are real after
the rotation (g has to be real). Thus the first terms in Egs.
(78)—(80) do not contribute. This is what we should expect:
the asymmetry in momentum is caused by yx;;. After some
calculation we obtain, by letting [*,d{—2[gd¢, [7.dk,
—2[gdk, because of symmetry of the integrand about the

origin,
M__4ﬁﬂfoc£ m%k_i 1 _s,u§22ﬂ 2ka
Br =7 o 2m)y 2mild Kc? d e

2432 3K ka K
_?[14_ 2[:;_7(14';}6)62“])(@}' (86)

Recall that d is given by Eq. (81), where now «*=k’
+eul?/c*. The integrals are seen to be finite. This is so be-
cause we have already performed the regularization by omit-
ting those parts in the Green function that refer to the infinite
undisturbed system (cf. also the remarks at the end of Sec. I).
If the separation becomes infinite, then d— X400 and
gfy —0 as it must; all plate-induced physical effects have to
go away in this limit.

The expression (86) may be conveniently rewritten in
terms of polar coordinates. Introduce X=k,=kcos 6, Y
=(Veu/c){=ksin 0, so that
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X2+ Y =i’ (87)
The area element in the XY plane is kdxd6=(eu/c)dk,d(.

Then
A /2 ® 2d
8)1:4=_\/ZJ cos40d0f als
772 €Jy 0 d
2Kka
X{ [ 1 - tan? 0762"“]xﬂ

2
- {5 +2 tan® 6— (2 +tan> 0 %g“‘*};{w}. (88)

The integrals can be evaluated to give

hi3) |p
% Joma \ o ®9)

where {(3) is the Riemann zeta function with argument 3. Tt
is noteworthy that only one of the ME coefficients, Xzy» ap-
pears in this expression. The factor multiplying x,, in Eq.
(88) turns out to be zero. There seems to be no simple reason
for this, although the behavior is obviously related to the
complicated structure of Eq. (70) and the need to expand g,
8. and g in x;; cf. Egs. (78)—(80). Recall that the x direc-
tion has been singled out as special, and also that we have
taken the variation of the fields in the transverse y direction
to be equal to zero.

The quantity gi” is measurable, in principle. Before any
measurement can be done, the expression (89) has of course
to be augmented by contributions from all the other values of
k. Aspects connected with real experiments lie outside the
scope of the present paper.

VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

Let us first recall the assumptions on which the above
calculation is based.

(1) The tensor y;; characterizing the magnetoelectric me-
dium is given naturally over all space in the fluid, on the
inside as well as on the outside of the conducting plates. The
constitutive relations are Egs. (1) and (2), or, in inverse form,
Egs. (3) and (4) when the magnitude |y;| of the coupling is
small. In the example that we calculated in detail, y;; is given
by Eq. (22). The tensor x;; may be asymmetric, in contrast to
the permittivity &; and permeability u; which are always
symmetric.

(2) We have followed two different approaches, giving the
most weight to the Green-function approach since this does
not seem to be treated very much in the literature. We took
the temperature to be zero. The governing equation for the
dyad I';; is Eq. (14). The full solution of two of the diagonal
components, g, and g,,, introduced as Fourier components
of the I"’s via Eq. (20), are given by Egs. (31) and (32). We
have here assumed that there is no variation of the fields in
the transverse y direction. The derivation of Egs. (31) and
(32) generalizes conventional Green-function Casimir theory
[24,37] to the case of ME media. For practical purposes it
turns out to be possible to simplify the expressions consid-
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erably, by omitting terms that do not contribute to physical
quantities in the end. The arguments for proceeding in this
way are spelled out, for instance, in Ref. [32]. The relevant
reduced components of g;, in our case are given at the end of
Sec. III.

(3) In Sec. IV we deviated to follow a different, and more
simple, approach. After having established the momentum
conservation equation for a ME medium, we calculated the
right-left asymmetry for one single mode only (choosing one
of the modes considered in Ref. [22]). The results are given
by Egs. (64) and (65). Adding two similar modes, one propa-
gating in the +x direction and one in the —x direction, we
obtain a net flow of momentum, caused by the coupling y,..

(4) In Sec. V we returned to the Green-function approach,
calculating the net x component of momentum arising now
not from one single mode, but from all modes propagating in
the +x directions in the vacuum field. The main result is
given by Eq. (89). All terms independent of y;; drop auto-
matically out of the formalism, in accordance with what we
should expect beforehand.

(5) On physical grounds one may ask: where does the net
electromagnetic momentum come from? Obviously, it cannot
come from “nothing.” We are actually comparing two differ-
ent physical situations here. The first is when the conducting
plates are infinitely far separated. This is our initial
“vacuum” state. The final state is when the plates have been
brought close to each other, infinitely slowly. The calculated
quantity gf is the Minkowski momentum density extracted
during this process of change of the plate separation. The
coupling parameter y;; in the fluid is the same, all the time.
The process is thus conceptually quite close to the process
encountered in usual Casimir theory; the main difference be-
ing that it is now momentum, not energy, that is extracted.

(6) The setting of our thought experiment is similar, but
not exactly the same, as that envisaged in Feigel’s paper [11].
Feigel assumed the coupling x;; in the fluid to be the result
of applying strong electric and magnetic fields. We have de-
liberately avoided this picture since it complicates the situa-
tion in the sense that one has to deal with two sets of fields,
both the external fields, and the wave modes. When assum-
ing naturally occurring yx; instead, as we have done, the
interpretation of the effect becomes more transparent.

Before leaving this idea, let us, however, note the follow-
ing point: Assume that strong crossed fields E, and H,, are
applied between the conducting plates at the instant 7=0.
Then, during the time when the external fields increase in
strength, there acts an Abraham force in the fluid in the in-
terior. The force density is given by the expression on the
right in Eq. (52). Integrating over time, from =0 until the
external fields have become constant, we see that the follow-
ing mechanical momentum density is imparted to the fluid:

-1
gA=8“c —— (B X Hy). (90)

This is the dominant momentum given to the fluid between
the plates. In addition comes the momentum transferred from
the wave modes; these are connected with y;;. The momen-
tum (89) is actually very similar to the momentum (or more
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strictly the angular momentum) transferred to the suspended
dielectric cylindrical shell in the Walker-Lahoz experiment in
ordinary electrodynamics [40,39].

(7) Tt might appear surprising that in Feigel’s paper
a high-frequency cutoff ., is introduced, whereas in the
present treatment there is no need of a cutoff. The reason for
this behavior is that the two formalisms are constructed dif-
ferently: Feigel considers the total contribution, including
that of the infinite unconstrained system, whereas in our case
we have regularized the infinite contribution away. The case
of high frequencies leads in Feigel’s case to infinities,
whereas in our case it leads to zero. Again, this is the same
point as was emphasized at the end of Sec. I. We are gener-
ally looking at the present problem as a sort of Casimir-type
problem.

(8) What is the connection between the Feigel effect and
relativity? In this context it might be of interest to recall how
the relativistic formulation of electrodynamics in continuous
media is formulated. There is always one particular inertial
system S° here, namely the one where the medium is at
rest—this was emphasized already in the classic papers of
Jauch and Watson [41]. The relativistic formulation is ob-
tained by introducing two electromagnetic field tensors F,,,
and H,,, such that the covariant Maxwell equations

3,H =0 (91)

agree with the standard Maxwell equations in S (we assume
no external charges or currents). The -electromagnetic
energy-momentum tensor §,,, assuming Minkowski’s ex-
pression for the momentum density, is divergence-free,

OpF yy+ 0 Fyy + 0F,, =0,

3,5,,=0, (92)

meaning that the energy and momentum of the total field
constitute a four-vector. Moreover, this four-vector is space-
like, so that it is possible to find inertial systems where the
radiation energy becomes negative. A striking demonstration
of this property is found in connection with the Cherenkov
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effect, in the frame where the emitting particle is at rest. A
clear introduction to this kind of theory is found in Mgller’s
book [42], and the theory is discussed also in papers of one
of the present authors [39,43].

In our opinion there is no strong connection between the
Feigel effect and relativity. The force on the fluid, or the
momentum transferred to it, are calculated assuming the fluid
to be at rest. Relativity is as little involved here as it is
involved in the description of the Walker-Lahoz experiment.
An exceptional case is, however, if the Euler-Heisenberg La-
grangian is drawn into consideration as a model to describe
the ME effect (cf. for instance, van Tiggelen er al. [22]).

(9) Tt is of interest to have an idea about the magnitude of
the effect that we have considered. Magnetoelectric birefrin-
gence is actually found even in a vacuum, when there are
strong crossed external fields E, and H, present. The effect
is, however, extremely small. Let An=nz—ny denote the dif-
ference in the refractive index between the magnetic and
electric directions. Even with a strong magnetic field of 30 T
and an electric field of 10 V/m the birefringence is only
An=8X 1072 [7].

A more promising case is when one applies strong or-
thogonal fields to a linear isotropic liquid. Thus Roth and
Rikken [2] performed an experiment in which molecular lig-
uids were placed in such a strong field region. By passing
laser light through the liquid, perpendicular to the fields, they
obtained a linear relationship between the field strength and
the MR birefringence. With a magnetic field strength up to
17 T and an electric field of 2.5X 10° V/m the ME birefrin-
gence was found to be of order An~107'!. Thus the ME
effect is much larger in a liquid than in a vacuum.

Naturally occurring anisotropies, the case that we have
been considering, seem actually to be stronger. Thus the
crystal FeGaO; is known to be magnetoelectrically active
with ME coefficients about 3 X 107 at low frequencies. In
this crystal, as well as in analogous crystals like FeAlO;,
anisotropies of order 10~ are expected over a wide fre-
quency range from dc to x rays [44].
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