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Abstract.

We discuss the radiative level shifts of an atom moving with uniform acceleration near
an infinite reflecting plate. We first consider the case of a two-level system interacting with a
massless scalar field in the vacuum state. The acceleration of the two-level atom is supposed in a
direction parallel to the conducting plate. We evaluate the contribution of vacuum fluctuations
and of the radiation reaction field to the energy shift of the atomic levels, and discuss their
behaviour as a function of the atomic acceleration and of the atom-plate distance. Then, we
investigate the more general case of an hydrogen atom accelerating near a perfectly reflecting
plate and interacting with the electromagnetic field in the vacuum state.

1. Introduction

A remarkable consequence of Quantum Field Theory (QFT) is that the vacuum state, which is
the state of lowest energy of the field, possesses an infinite energy and exhibits fluctuations of the
fields, even at zero temperature. These fluctuations are at the origin of many observable effects,
such as atomic energy-level shifts, Casimir effect and Casimir-Polder forces. Casimir effect and
Casimir-Polder forces are long-range interactions between neutral polarizable bodies (see [1, 2]
for a review). These effects have been extensively investigated under very general conditions, for
example in the presence of boundary conditions and/or at temperature different from zero [3].
Fluctuations of the atom-wall Casimir-Polder force have been also investigated [4,5]. Also, both
the Casimir effect and the atom-wall Casimir-Polder forces have been recently measured with
remarkable accuracy [6-8].

Recently, the properties of quantum vacuum in accelerated frames have been investigated
also. In particular, the problem of the interaction of an accelerated neutral atom (or of a
charge) with a quantum field has received much attention in recent years. This problem has
been investigated in connection with the Unruh effect, according to which accelerated atoms
perceive vacuum fluctuations as a thermal bath at temperature Ty = ha/(2wckp), a being
the atomic acceleration [9,10]. Actually, the problem of the appearance of the vacuum in an
accelerated frame is a widely controversial problem [11,12]. A closely related phenomenon is the
dynamical Casimir effect, which concerns with the emission of electromagnetic radiation from
a single accelerated mirror in the vacuum. These phenomena clearly show that the quantum
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vacuum possesses dynamic properties that are at variance with those of vacuum in classical
physics: quantum vacuum can be perturbed and these perturbations leads to observable effects.

Radiative properties of accelerated atoms in vacuum have been extensively investigated from a
theoretical point of view until very recently [13-20]. Unfortunately, both the Unruh effect and the
dynamical Casimir effect are extremely weak and their detection is very difficult. For example,
in order to obtain Unruh radiation corresponding to a temperature of 1 K, an acceleration of
the order of 10%2 ¢cm/ s? would be necessary. Experimental schemes have been recently proposed
for detecting phenomena related to the Unruh effect, aimed at enhancing the Unruh radiation
under very specific circumstances [21].

This paper is devoted to discuss the Casimir-Polder interaction between a uniformly
accelerated atom and an infinite conducting plate. We are interested in investigating if thermal
effects due to the acceleration of the atom can modify the Casimir-Polder interaction between the
atom and the infinite plate. This is indeed expected because, as it is well-known, Casimir-Polder
interactions are directly related to vacuum field fluctuations [22]. The interest on this subject is
also related to the fact that the static Casimir-Polder interaction between an atom at rest and
a wall has been recently measured with good precision [7,8,23,24]. This suggests the possibility
of an indirect detection of the Unruh effect by a measurement of the Casimir-Polder interaction
between the accelerated atom and the reflecting plate. Also dynamical Casimir-Polder forces
have recently attracted much interest in literature [25-29].

In this paper we first consider a neutral two-level atom interacting with a massless scalar
field and uniformly accelerated in a direction parallel to an infinite plate. We calculate the
energy level shift of the accelerated atom in the presence of the mirror [30]. As it is well-known,
the presence of the reflecting plate changes vacuum field fluctuations. The correction to the
Lamb-shift of the atom contains terms depending from the atom-mirror distance, yielding the
atom-wall Casimir-Polder potential. We identify the contributions of vacuum fluctuations and
of radiation reaction to the Casimir-Polder interaction, and discuss their dependence on the
acceleration of the atom in the limits of small and large accelerations. The relation with the
Unruh effect is then considered, as well as observability of the results obtained.

Then we extend our investigations to the case of an hydrogen atom interacting with the
electromagnetic field in the vacuum state and in the presence of a conducting wall. We calculate
the energy level shifts of the atom and we compare the results with those obtained in the case
of a scalar field.

2. The energy level shift of a uniformly accelerated two-level system interacting
with a massless scalar field in the presence of an infinite plate

Consider a two-level system interacting with a massless scalar field in the vacuum state and in
the presence of a perfectly reflecting plate located at z = 0. The Hamiltonian describing this
system in the instantaneous inertial frame of the atom is [14,15,30] (h = c¢ = 1)

H(r) = Ha(7) + Hp(7) + Hap(7) (1)

where 7 is the proper time and

Ha(T) = woS:(7) (2)
dt
Hp(r) = ZwkaLakd— (3)
- T
Hap(t) = pS2(r)é(2(7)) (4)
ax and aL are the bosonic operators of the scalar field, and g is the atom-field coupling
constant. We have also introduced the pseudospin operators S. = (| e)(e | — | g){g |),
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and Sy = £(S_ — S;), where S_ =| g)(e | and Sy =| €)(g | are the atomic lowering and raising
operators. Finally, ¢(x,t) is the scalar field operator,

=% s F06.) [alt) + al ()] (5)

where f(k,x) are the appropriate mode functions taking into account Dirichlet boundary
conditions for the field operator. The mode functions satisfy the normalization condition

1
7 [ A7 %) = b (©)
The Hamiltonian Hp(7) in (3) governs the evolution of the field in terms of the proper time 7
in the instantaneous inertial frame of the atom. It reduces to the usual free-field Hamiltonian
in the simple case of an atom at rest, where dt/dr = 1.
We are interested in evaluating the vacuum field fluctuations and radiation reaction field

contributions to the energy level shift of the accelerated atom. As discussed in [14,15,30], these
quantities can be obtained from an effective Hamiltonian H% consisting of the sum of two terms

Hf) = [ ar F (et ishie) sk (™
it == [ alo), 2 He, s ®)
where
CF (alr),a(r") = 500 {8, a)} 10 (9)
X (a(r)a(r)) = §<or[¢f<<>>7¢f<m<r’>>1|o> (10)

l\?

are the correlation function and the linear susceptibility of the field, respectively, and [,] and
{,} denote commutator and anticommutator.
The expectation values of H, ejff and Hff f on a generic atomic state | a) give the vacuum

fluctuations and the radiation reaction contributions to the radiative shift of the atomic level a
(0Eq)oy = —ip? | dr'CF (2(7),2(r") (x)a(r, T, (11)

(6B = —iti® [ de'x" (@(r), () (CN)alr, ') (12)

70

where (C4)4(7,7') and (x?)a(7,7') are, respectively, the symmetric correlation function and the
linear susceptibility of the atom in the state |a)

(€4l ™) = 3o | {85r), S5} | )

5 a | S2 ’ b> ’2 ( twep(T—7") + e—iwab(r—r’)) (13)
b
(X)a(r, 7)) = f<a | 184(r), S{()] | a)
1 {a| S2(0) | b) ’2 (e twep(T—7") _ e—iwab(T—T')) (14)
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Thus the calculation of the energy level shifts of accelerated atom reduces to the calculation of
the statistical functions for the atom and the field.

Let us suppose that the atom is at a distance zy from the mirror and that it accelerates along
the = direction. In the laboratory frame, its trajectory is described, as a function of the proper
time 7, by the equations

1 1
t(r) = —sinh(at), (1) = — cosh(ar),
a a
y(r) =0 2(7) = 20 (15)
where a is the proper acceleration. The statistical functions C*' (z(7), z(7')) and x' (z(7), z(7")),

in the presence of the reflecting plane boundary, can be calculated from the Wightman function,
G(z(7),z(7")) satisfying the Dirichlet boundary conditions on the mirror, ¢(z) |,—o= 0,

G(a(r), () = (0| ¢(x(7))p(z(7")) | 0) (16)

This function describes the field correlations at two different points of space-time, x(7) and
z(7"). In the presence of a boundary, it consists of the sum of two terms: the empty-space
contribution (G (z(7),z(7'))) and a part which depends on the presence of the boundary
(GO (x(7), z(1))) [31]

G(a(r),2(r") = GO (a(7),a(r)) + GO (a(7), 2(r))

1 1 1
22 [(A(X))Q — (At — in)? B (mp — (At — in)? ’ (17)

(n — 0T) where we have introduced the variables A(x) =| x(7) —x(7’) | (the difference between
atomic coordinates x(7) taken at two different proper times) and A(x) =| x(7) — ox(7’) | where
ox(7') is the point corresponding to the reflection of point x(7’) on the mirror, with

10 0
c=01 0 (18)
00 -1

Finally At = ¢(7) — t(7"). Substituting (15) into (17), we obtain

1 a?
1672 giph2 w
1 a?
1672 ginh2 w — 22a?

G(z(r),2(r) =

; (19)

The symmetrical correlation function and the linear susceptibility of the field can be obtained
from (19). After some algebra (detailed calculations are given in [30]) we get

1 oo . , ) ,
CF(y;(T),:E(T’)) — _@ {/ dww Coth(%) (ezw(r—r ) + e—zw(T—T ))
0

1 o0 W
_2z0N1/2/0 dw(coth(a)

X sin (ZW sinh_l(az§)> (eiw(T_T/) + e—iw(r—r’))> } (20)
a
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and

F Ny _ 1 o iw(t—T1") —iw(T—7")
X (x(1),2(1")) = 32 /0 dww (e —e )

_2201]\71/2/0 dw sin <2:J sinh_l(azo)>
(6iw(777”) i efiw(TfT/))} (21)

where N = 1+ 22a?. Substituting Eqs. (13), (14), (20) and (21) into (11) and (12) and taking
the limits 7 — —o0, 7 — 00, we obtain

12
(0Ba)os = ¢ 5 > {al S2(0) | b) |2
b

00 1 2w sinh ™!
x/ dow | 1 — sin w st (z02)
0 22owN1/2 a

1 1 2
P — 1+ —+—— 22
P loran ) () &

and

12
(6Eq)rr = _QZ | {a | S2(0) [ b) ’2
b

0o ik —1
" / dow [1— 1 sin 2wsinh™ " (zpa)
0 220w N1/2 a

1 1
xP[ + }, (23)
W — Wy W — Wab

where P denotes the principal part. These expressions give the contributions of vacuum
fluctuations and of the radiation reaction field to the energy-level shift of the accelerated atom
near the mirror. In contrast to the case of the unbounded space (where the radiation reaction
term is not affected by the acceleration of the atom), in the present case, both contributions

explicitly depend on the acceleration of the atom, due to the presence of the plate,. In the
( 2wsinh ™1 (zga)
a

limit z9p — oo, the function f(z9) = 1 — 5 sin ) tends to 1 and the results

2zow1Nl/
obtained for an accelerated atom in unbounded space are recovered [15]. As discussed in [30]
Eq.(22) shows that the effect of the uniform acceleration is a thermal-like correction with the
Unruh temperature Ty = ha/2nckp, due to the term containing the coth(nw/a) function in the
symmetric correlation function.

We now focus our attention on the Casimir-Polder interaction between the two-level atom
and the wall. In analogy with the case of an atom at rest near a plate, this quantity can be
obtained considering only the zp-dependent terms in Eqgs. (22) and (23). For a ground-state
atom we get

Ecp = ESY) + BGp (24)
where

w1

- 8m2 829 N1/2

. -
/ o sin <2w sinh™" (zpa) )
0 a

1 1 2
P - 14+ —"F7— 25
8 [w—wo w+wo] ( +627““/a—1) (25)

R -
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and
E(T‘T‘) _ LQ 1
CP ™ 812 87y N1/2
oo 2wsinh ™!
X / dw sin (w > (zoa)>
0 a
1 1
x P { + ] (26)
w—wy W+ wy

Using the relation

. 2w sinh ™! (zpa)

9 oo sin (T
f(ﬂsinh_l(zoa)):/ dw ( )
a 0

w + wo

the expressions above can be written in the following form

peh _#1
cp 8712 829 N'1/2

2 2
X (—2f(w0 sinh ™! (zpa)) + 7 cos(ﬂ sinh™!(zga))
a a

= (cos <2w0 Sinf;_1<20“)> - 1)) (28)

and

2

(rr) _ M 1 2wy . g
ECP = ﬁm COS (a sinh (Z[)CL)) (29)

As expected, the Casimir-Polder interaction depends explicitly on the acceleration of the
atom. It is now interesting to investigate the behaviour of the Casimir-Polder interaction as
a function of a and zg, in the limits (2wp/a)sinh™!(z0a) < 1 and (2wp/a)sinh™!(zpa) > 1.
These two limits define two different regions of the space, zp < a~!sinh(a/2wp) and zy >
a~!sinh(a/2wp), respectively, in analogy with the near- and the far-zone limits of the inertial
atom-wall Casimir-Polder interaction. In other words, in the case of accelerated atoms, we
can define a new near-zone and a new far-zone limit for the Casimir-Polder interaction, which
depend on the acceleration of the atom too. We now investigate the behavior of the Casimir-
Polder interaction in these two regions and in the limits a < wy and a > wg. This is equivalent
to considering the two cases, kT < wg and kT > wy.

In the limit of acceleration small compared with wg, the two regions defined above coincide
with the usual near-zone and far-zone of the stationary Casimir-Polder interaction for an inertial
atom. jFrom Egs. (28) and (29) we obtain

2
(vf) poo 1
YD - K
cp 872 8z
X (=2 f(2wpz) + m cos(2wozp)) (30)
and
2
(rr) pe o1
B = B~ rcos(2 1
cP = g3 8zo7rcos( wo20) (31)
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where we have approximated 2wg/a sinh ™! (zpa) ~ 2wpzg. Thus, in the limit of small acceleration
we recover, as expected, the well-known stationary atom-wall Casimir-Polder potential,

P

Ecp = 872 82 near-zone (32)
2
7] 1
Ecp = 872 8o 22 far-zone. (33)

This shows that, in the case of a scalar field, the Casimir-Polder force between an atom at
rest and a plate is repulsive.

We now consider the case a > wqg. For typical values of the atomic transition frequency
(wo ~ 10' s71)  this corresponds to an acceleration larger than a ~ 10?5 cm/ s?. In this limit,
2uwo/asinh ™ (zpa) < 1 and from Egs. (27) and (28) we obtain

2
1

E — E(”f) E(TT) ~ L

op = Bop TP N R g T )

X (7‘(’ + wio <cos <2Z0 sinhl(zoa)> - 1)> (34)

which explicitly depends on the acceleration a. For distances such that zpa < 1, we have

2
1
Eop =BG+ BGP ~ 5

X (7r + wio (cos (2(:0 sinh_l(z()a)) - 1)) (35)

In the limit zpa > 1, we obtain

o1
872 8z3a

X (7[' + wﬁo <cos <2:0 sinh_l(zoa)) - 1)> (36)

which gives the Casimir-Polder interaction between the accelerated atom and the wall for high
accelerations. The most striking effect of the acceleration of the atom is the presence of an
oscillatory term in the interaction energy, which modulates the interaction as a function of z
and a. This oscillatory behaviour is reminiscent of the stationary Casimir-Polder interaction
between an excited atom and a mirror, where a spatially oscillating term is also present [32].
This can be explained observing that the limit a > wy corresponds to a temperature T' > wy/kp.
In such limit the excitation probability of the atom is nonvanishing and this is reflected in
the oscillatory behaviour of the Casimir-Polder interaction. We emphasize that in the far-zone
limit the Casimir-Polder interaction is essentially due to the vacuum-fluctuation contribution,
where a ”thermal” term is present, due to the acceleration of the atom. Thus our results show
that thermal effects of acceleration may induce observable effects in the far-zone Casimir-Polder
interaction between an accelerated atom and a wall, at least in the case of a scalar field. In fig.1,
the energy shift Fop is plotted as a function of the atom-plate distance zg, for different values
of atomic acceleration. A comparison between the different curves shows that the oscillatory
behaviour of potential Ecp drastically decreases for acceleration smaller than 104 cm/ s2. Also,
depending on the distance zg, the Casimir-Polder interaction can be attractive or repulsive, in
contrast with the stationary case of a ground-state atom, where the force is always repulsive.
Similar features have been recently discussed in the case of dynamical Casimir-Polder interaction

Ecp
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between an atom and a plate [29]. In Fig. 2, we have plotted the quantity EgPO/E‘é?O, as a
function of zg. We observe that for given values of zy the correction to the potential due to

the atomic acceleration is of the same order of the static Casimir-Polder interaction between an
atom at rest and a plate.

| - - -~ a=10®cm/s?
[ PSS a=10%* cm/s?
| a=0 cm/s?
[
|
|
|
[
l

| I

! | \ ) S —— = >
'\ | \\0.0002/ - 0.0004  0.0006 0.0008 2
| | -7

|

|

v

Figure 1. Casimir-Polder interaction as a function of the atom-plate distance 2y and for different
values of the atomic acceleration. Red, cyan and black (long-dashed-dot, dashed and continuous
lines, respectively) represent the interaction for a = 10%5cm/ s? a = 1024cm/52, a=0 cm/sz,
respectively.

Ecp(@/Ecp(0)

54

AWAN

~ 0.0002 0.0004 0.0006 0.000: 0.001 Zp
-1}

Figure 2. Ratio between the atom-plate Casimir-Polder interaction with accelerated atom
(a = 10%cm/s?) and the atom-plate Casimir-Polder interaction with the atom at rest.

We conclude comparing our results with the Casimir-Polder interaction between an atom
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at rest and a plate immersed in a thermal bath. As it is well-known [33], the atom-wall
Casimir-Polder interaction at temperature T is proportional to the temperature of the bath.
A comparison of the results in [33] with Eqgs. (34)-(36), immediately shows that the Casimir-
Polder interaction between the accelerated atom and the plate is qualitatively different from
the static counterpart at the Unruh temperature Ty, because of the nontrivial dependence
from the acceleration a in (35) and (36). This consideration indicates that, in general,
uniformly accelerated atoms behave differently from static ones in a thermal bath at the Unruh
temperature. In a different context, this aspect has been discussed in [19,20]

3. Energy shifts of an accelerated hydrogen atom interacting with the
electromagnetic field in the presence of a conducting plate

In this section we extend our investigation to the case of the electromagnetic field. Recently,
the radiative level shifts of an accelerated atom interacting with the electromagnetic field in
the vacuum state have been considered [16] and significant differences compared to the case of
scalar field have been found. This motivates us to consider the case of a uniformly accelerated
hydrogen atom interacting with the electromagnetic field in the presence of a perfectly reflecting
plate.

Let us consider a uniformly accelerated hydrogen atom interacting with the electromagnetic
field in the vacuum state near a perfectly conducting plate. The Hamiltonian that describes
the time evolution of this system with respect to the proper time 7, in the multipolar coupling
scheme, is [16]

H(t)=Ha(r)+ Hp(7) + Hap(7) (37)
where
Hy(r) = Z Wi Omm (T) (38)
.t
Hp(r) = 3 whay o —— (39)
kj
Hyp = —er(7) - E(z(1)) = —lezm ~E(z(7))owmm (1) (40)
Im

where oy, =| £)(m | and er = Y, ftom0em is the atomic electric dipole moment.

We wish to evaluate the energy level shift of the atom accelerating along the x direction
parallel to the plate. Our approach generalizes the method used by Takagi [34] to the case in
which boundary conditions are present. The trajectory of the atom is described by equations
(15) of the previous section.

In order to calculate the statistical functions of the field, we consider the Wightman’s function
for the photon field in the presence of a boundary condition, which can be expressed as a sum
of two terms

(M0 ] Ag(2)Ap(") | 0ar) = (M0 | Aa(z)Ap(2) | Oar)o + (M0 | Aa(x)As(2’) | Onr)s
= 165G (2, 2") + (Nap — 2nang) GO (z, ') (41)

where Aq(x) is the electromagnetic 4-vector potential, G (z,2’) and G®)(z,z’) are the
Wightman’s functions of the scalar field discussed in the previous section. Also, x = (t,x),
| Oar) is the Minkowski vacuum, 7,3 = diag(—1,1,1,1) and n, = (0,0,0,1). We now focus
our attention only on the boundary-dependent term, which is relevant for the calculation of the
Lamb shift of the accelerated atom in the presence of a reflecting plate. The Wightman function
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for the fields (in the laboratory frame) follows from differentiating Eq.(41),

b

Gs(aa') = (M0 | Fap(@)Frs() | Oy

= (Uﬁ&aoﬁ; - "76780(8(,5 - 7)0«53/53/7 + navaﬁag)

—2(ngnsdad’, — ngn,0a0s — nansdpd., + nan,dpds)

x GO (z, ) (42)
where Fa@(a:) = 3aAﬂ — 85Aa.

We are now interested in calculating the two-point correlation function of the electric field in

the reference frame co-moving with the atom. The electric field E(7) observed at proper time 7

by the atom accelerating along the x direction (at a fixed distance zp from the plate) is related
by a Lorentz transformation to the electromagnetic field in the laboratory frame

E; = Fig = (A)¥(Ar)g Fag (43)

where E indicates the electric field in the instantaneously inertial frame, and

cosh(ar)  —sinh(ar) 0 0

| —sinh(ar) cosh(ar) 0 O
A= 0 0 10 (44)

0 0 01

After some algebra we obtain
9 (r = 7') = (O | Ee()Em(7) | Oar)s
= 12; [5gm (sinhQ(a(T —7/2) + a22(2)> — 2ngn,y, sinh?(a(r — T/)/2)]
1 _ a’ [
[sinhZ(a(T —7)/2) + a2z§}3 167
sinh?(a(r — 7')/2)

X (45)
[sinhQ(a(T —71/2) + a?z%}s

X

2a223 (Oem — kokm) + 2azp (nekm + kmm)}

where k; = (1,0,0). This expression reduces to the two-point field correlation function obtained
for an atom at rest near a reflecting plate in the limit of a — 0.

JFrom relation (45) we can obtain the symmetrical and anti-symmetrical correlation function.
In analogy with the case of the scalar field, we may express the field correlation function and
the field susceptibility as integrals over frequencies. After some algebra, we obtain

Clm(@(7),2(1")) = %(MO\ {Ee(2(7)), Em(2(r))} | Oar)

1 1 oo
B (220)*N /o {Uenfnm(w; 20, @) + 20% 25040 Gnm (W5 20, @) + azohem (w5 20, a)}

872 (220)3N
W . ’ . ’
th(=—= iw(T—7") —iw(T—7") 46
x coth( , )(e +e ) (46)
and

Xt (@(7), 2(1")) = ip10 | {Ee((7)), Em(2("))} | Opr)

1 1 b
=-igs 020N /0 dw {f2ognfnm(w; 20,0) — 2a% 220 pn Grm (W5 20, @) — 2a20hem (w5 20, a)}
« (eiw('rf’r’) _ efiw(TfT/)> (47)
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where

fram(w; 20,a) = \/L {(5nm — N ) (2w20)? sin(2w/a sinh ™! (zga))

+ (Opm — 3npnpm,) { cos(2w/asinh ™! (zpa)) — %sin(Qw/a sinhl(zoa))} } ;o (48)

L 1
Inm(w; 20,a) = N {(25nm 3nnnm) (2wzg) cos(2w/a sinh 1(zoa)) — NiE
X [(5nm —dnpng) — 20228 (Spm — 2nnnm)] sin(2w/a sinh_l(zoa))} ; (49)
him (w; 20, a) = azo (azo (Sem — kekm) + nokm + kenm)
X {(2(;)20)2 sin(2w/asinh ™! (zga)) — 231?0 (1 —2a222) cos(2w/asinh ™ (z0a))
1+ 4a?23
— — Vgin(2w/asinh ™ (zpa 50

We are now ready to calculate the energy level shifts of the accelerated atom in the presence
of an infinite reflecting plate. The symmetric and antisymmetric correlation functions for the
accelerated hydrogen atom are

Cib(r ) = Sa | {re(r),xm()} | a)

= 352 [{@ [ 7e(0) [ B)(b | 7m(0) | @)eer™=7) 4 (@ | 7, (0) | BY(b | 72(0) | aeerl=T] (51)
Xibn(r, ) = (a\[re( ).tm(7)] | @)

=i 50 (@ 7e(0) | B)(b | 7 (0) | a)e =70 —{a | 7, (0) | b)(b | 74(0) | a)eer(™=T] (52)

Using Eqs.(46),(47),(51) and (52) in (11) and (12), we obtain

5 ab , ba 1 e
E = _ d
( 4 A2 Z (luf Mm) 2N(22’0>3 /0 w
X (Uénfnm(w; 20, a) + QQQZSO'Engnm(W; 20, a) + Zoahém(w§ 20, a))
1 1
x coth(mw/a)P — 53
(ﬂ— / ) (w+wab w_wab> ( )
and
(0E, ) 47r2 2 (ﬂ?b/ﬁ%) m Jo~ dw
X (Ten frum(w; 20, @) + 20° Zoafngnm(w;z07a) + 20ahem (w3 20, 0)) P(grom + o=o)  (54)

Equations (53) and (54) give the correction to the energy level shifts of the accelerated atom
due to the presence of boundary.

The total energy level shift is obtained by summing the contributions of vacuum fluctuations
and of the radiation reaction field

6E, = (0E.) Y + (0B, (55)
Equations (53) and (54) have several interesting properties. First, while in the case of the

unbounded space only the contribution of vacuum fluctuations depends on the acceleration,
in the presence of a boundary both vacuum fluctuations and radiation reaction depend on the
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atomic acceleration, in analogy with the case of the scalar field discussed in the previous section.
In particular, in the limit of small acceleration, they reduce to the usual Lamb-shift for an atom
at rest near a reflecting plate. Secondly, when zy goes to infinity the boundary-dependent terms
vanish and we obtain the results for the Lamb-shift of an accelerated atom in the unbounded
space [16]

[o¢] a2
(F) = e Sy (a1 |9) P[5 dass (1 + ) coth(m/a) Py — 55)  (56)
and
BEN T =~ Sl p ) P [T dwtP2—+—) (1)
1272 s 0 WFWep W— Wap

Finally, the effect of the acceleration is not simply a thermal correction given by a term
coth(rmw/a). In fact, the functions fy,(w; 20, a), gen(w; 20, a) and hgy, (w; 20, a) depend explicitly
on the atomic acceleration. Thus, in analogy with the scalar field case, also in the case of
electromagnetic field we find a non-thermal correction to the vacuum fluctuation contribution,
due to the presence of the boundary. This point will be discussed in detail in a future publication.

4. Conclusions

In this paper we have discussed the energy level shifts of a uniformly accelerated two-level
system interacting with a massless scalar field in the presence of an infinite plate with Dirichlet
boundary conditions. In particular, we have considered the contributions of vacuum fluctuations
and of radiation reaction to the Casimir-Polder interaction energy and we have discussed their
dependence on the acceleration of the two-level atom, in the limits of near- and far-zone. We
have shown that the atom-wall Casimir-Polder interaction in the limit of small accelerations
coincides with the stationary atom-wall Casimir-Polder potential. In contrast, for high atomic
accelerations the Casimir-Polder interaction depends explicitly on the acceleration of the atom
and exhibits an oscillatory behaviour in space. Therefore it appears that effects due to the
acceleration of the atom may become evident in the atom-wall Casimir-Polder interaction.
Finally, we have discussed the case of an hydrogen atom moving with constant acceleration
near a perfectly conducting plate and interacting with the electromagnetic field in the vacuum
state. The results obtained have been compared with those of the scalar field case.
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