arXiv:hep-th/0308109 v3 3 Oct 2004

Stress- Energy Tensor for Parallel Plate on Background of Conformally Flat Brane-World Geometries and Cosmological Constant Problem

M. R. Setare^∗ Physics Dept. Inst. for Studies in Theo. Physics and Mathematics(IPM) P. O. Box 19395-5531, Tehran, IRAN

October 3, 2004

Abstract

In this paper, we calculate the stress-energy tensor for a quantized massless conformally coupled scalar field in the background of a conformally flat brane-world geometries, where the scalar field satisfying Robin boundary conditions on two parallel plates. In the general case of Robin boundary conditions formula are derived for the vacuum expectation values of the energy-momentum tensor. Further the surface energy per unit area are obtained . As an application of the general formula we have considered the important special case of the AdS_{4+1} bulk, moreover application to the Randall-Sundrum scenario is discused. In this specific example for a certain choice of Robin coefficients, one could make the effective cosmological constant vanish.

∗E-mail: rezakord@ipm.ir

1 Introduction

The cosmological constant was first introduced by Einstein in order to justify the equilibrium of a static universe against its own gravitational attraction. The discovery of Hubble that the universe may be expanding led Einstein to abandon the idea of a static universe and, along with it the cosmological constant. However the Einstein static universe remained to be of interest to theoreticians since it provided a useful model to achieve better understanding of the interplay of spacetime curvature and of quantum field theoretic effects. Recent year have witnessed a resurgence of interest in the possibility that a positive cosmological constant Λ may dominate the total energy density in the universe [1, 2, 3]. At a theoretical level Λ is predicted to arise out of the zero-point quantum vacuum fluctuations of the fundamental quantum fields. Using parameters arising in the electroweak theory results in a value of the vacuum energy density ρ_{vac} = 10^6 GeV^4 which is almost 10^{53} times larger than the current observational upper limit on Λ which is 10^{−47} GeV^4 ∼ 10^{−29} gm/cm^3. On the other hand the QCD vacuum is expected to generate a cosmological constant of the order of 10^{−3} GeV^4 which is many orders of magnitude larger than the observed value. This is known as the old cosmological constant problem. The new cosmological problem is to understand why ρ_{vac} is not only small but also, as the current observations seem to indicate, is of the same order of magnitude as the present mass density of the universe.

In recent years, there has been a hope to understand the vanishing cosmological constant in extera dimensional theories [4]-[15]. It is generally believed that fine-tuning is necessary for a very small cosmological constant in 4-dimensional theories [16, 17, 18]. This leads one to search for a naturally small cosmological constant in higher dimensional theories. However, for a usual compactification of a higher dimensional theory to an effective 4-dimensional theory, one ends up with a normal 4-dimensional theory, and the fine-tuning problem generically reappears. This is the case for the usual Kaluza-Klein (KK) compactification, and for the generic compactification with large extra dimension [19]. The Randall-Sundrum (RS) model [19] provides a hope of avoiding this pathology. This higher dimensional scenario is based on a non-factorizable geometry which accounts for the ratio between the Planck scale and weak scales without the need to introduce a large hierarchy between fundamental Planck scale and the compactification scale. The model consists of a spacetime with a single S^1/Z_2 orbifold extra dimension. Three-branes with opposite tension reside at the orbifold fixed points, and together with a finely tuned negative bulk cosmological constant serve as sources for five-dimensional gravity. In the present paper we will investigate the vacuum expectation values of the energy-momentum tensor of the conformally coupled scalar field on background of the conformally flat Brane-World geometries. We will consider the general plane–symmetric solutions of the gravitational field equations and boundary conditions of the Robin type on the branes. The latter includes the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions as special cases. The Casimir energy-momentum tensor for these geometries can be generated from the corresponding flat spacetime results by using the standard transformation formula[20, 21]. Previously this method has been used in [20] to derive the vacuum stress on parallel plates for a scalar field with Dirichlet boundary conditions in de Sitter spactime and in Ref. [21]to investigate the vacuum characteristics of the Casimir configuration on background of conformally flat brane-world geometries for massless scalar field with Robin boundary conditions on plates. Also this method has been used in [22] to derive the vacuum characteristics of the Casimir configuration on background of the static domain wall geometry for a scalar field with Dirichlet boundary condition on plates.(for investigations of the Casimir energy in braneworld models with dS branes see Refs. [23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28]). For Neumann or more general mixed boundary conditions we need to have the Casimir energymomentum tensor for the flat spacetime counterpart in the case of the Robin boundary conditions with coefficients related to the metric components of the brane-world geometry and the boundary mass terms. The Casimir effect for the general Robin boundary conditions on background of the Minkowski spacetime was investigated in Ref. [29] for flat boundaries, and in [30, 31] for spherically and cylindrically symmetric boundaries in the case of a general conformal coupling( For Robin-type condition see also[32, 33])^1 . Here we use the results of Ref. [29] to generate vacuum energy–momentum tensor for the plane symmetric conformally flat backgrounds, in second section we review this work briefly, further in section 3 the surface energy per unit area which located on the branes, are obtained. This surface term is zero for Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition but yields a nonvanishing contribution for Robin boundary conditions. In the general case (general coupling), the stress energy tensor diverges close to the branes. This would also be expected in the conformal case if the branes are curved [34]. In section 4 the important special case of AdS background is considered, we obtain an explicit relation between the cosmological constant of AdS_{4+1} bulk and brane tension (which is the surface energy per unit area where located on the branes), then the application to the Randall-Sundrum is discussed. Finally, the results are re-mentioned and discussed in last section.

2 Vacuum Expectation values for the Energy-Momentum Ten- sor In this paper we will consider a conformally coupled massless scalar field φ(x) satisfying the equation (∇_μ∇^μ + ξR) φ(x) = 0, ξ = D − 1 4D (1) on background of a D + 1–dimensional conformally flat plane–symmetric spacetime with the metric g_{μν} = e^{−2σ(z)}η_{μν} , μ, ν = 0, 1, . . ., D. (2) In Eq. (1) ∇_μ is the operator of the covariant derivative, and R is the Ricci scalar for the metric g_{μν} . Note that for the metric tensor from Eq. (2) one has R = De^{2σ} [ 2σ^{′′} − (D − 1)σ^{′2} ] , (3)

where the prime corresponds to the differentiation with respect to z.

We will assume that the field satisfies the mixed boundary condition

(a_j + b_j n^μ∇_μ) φ(x) = 0, z = z_j , j = 1, 2 (4)

on the hypersurfaces z = z_1 and z = z_2, z_1 < z_2, n^μ is the normal to these surfaces, n_μn^μ = −1, and a_j , b_j are constants. The results in the following will depend on the ratio of these coefficients only. However, to keep the transition to the Dirichlet and Neumann cases transparent we will use the form (4). For the case of plane boundaries under consideration introducing a new coordinate y in accordance with dy = e^{−σ} dz (5) conditions (4) take the form ( a_j + (−1)^{j−1}b_je^{σ(zj )}∂_z ) φ(x) = ( a_j + (−1)^{j−1}b_j ∂_y ) φ(x) = 0, y = y_j , j = 1, 2. (6)

Note that the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions are obtained from Eq. (4) as special cases corresponding to (a_j , b_j) = (1, 0) and (a_j , b_j) = (0, 1) respectively. Our main interest in the present paper is to investigate the vacuum expectation values (VEV’s) of the energy–momentum

1Further developments in Csimir effect can be found in [35].

tensor for the field φ(x) in the region z_1 < z < z_2. The presence of boundaries modifies the spectrum of the zero–point fluctuations compared to the case without boundaries. This results in the shift in the VEV’s of the physical quantities, such as vacuum energy density and stresses. This is the well known Casimir effect.

It can be shown that for a conformally coupled scalar by using field equation (1) the expression for the energy–momentum tensor can be presented in the form [36] T_{μν} = ∇_μφ∇_ν φ − ξ [ g_{μν} D − 1 ∇_ρ∇^ρ + ∇_μ∇_ν + R_{μν} ] φ^2, (7)

where R_{μν} is the Ricci tensor. The quantization of a scalar filed on background of metric (2) is standard. Let {φ_α(x), φ^∗_α(x)} be a complete set of orthonormalized positive and negative frequency solutions to the field equation (1), obying boundary condition (4). By expanding the field operator over these eigenfunctions, using the standard commutation rules and the definition of the vacuum state for the vacuum expectation values of the energy-momentum tensor one obtains ⟨0|T_{μν} (x)|0⟩ = ∑ α T_{μν} {φ_α, φ^∗_α}, (8) where |0⟩ is the amplitude for the corresponding vacuum state, and the bilinear form T_{μν} {φ, ψ} on the right is determined by the classical energy-momentum tensor (7). In the problem under consideration we have a conformally trivial situation: conformally invariant field on background of the conformally flat spacetime. Instead of evaluating Eq. (8) directly on background of the curved metric, the vacuum expectation values can be obtained from the corresponding flat spacetime results for a scalar field φ̄ by using the conformal properties of the problem under consideration. Under the conformal transformation g_{μν} = Ω^2η_{μν} the φ̄ field will change by the rule φ(x) = Ω^{(1−D)/2}φ̄(x), (9)

where for metric (2) the conformal factor is given by Ω = e^{−σ(z)} . The boundary conditions for the field φ̄(x) we will write in form similar to Eq. (6) ( ā_j + (−1)^{j−1}b̄_j∂_z ) φ̄ = 0, z = z_j , j = 1, 2, (10)

with constant Robin coefficients ā_j and b̄_j . Comparing to the boundary conditions (4) and taking into account transformation rule (9) we obtain the following relations between the corresponding Robin coefficients

ā_j = a_j + (−1)^{j−1} D − 1 2 σ^′(z_j )e^{σ(zj )}b_j , b̄_j = b_j e^{σ(zj )}. (11)

Note that as Dirichlet boundary conditions are conformally invariant the Dirichlet scalar in the curved bulk corresponds to the Dirichlet scalar in a flat spacetime. However, for the case of Neumann scalar the flat spacetime counterpart is a Robin scalar with ā_j = (−1)^{j−1}(D − 1)σ^′(z_j )/2 and b̄_j = 1. The Casimir effect with boundary conditions (10) on two parallel plates on background of the Minkowski spacetime is investigated in Ref. [29] for a scalar field with a general conformal coupling parameter. In the case of a conformally coupled scalar the corresponding regularized VEV’s for the energy-momentum tensor are uniform in the region between the plates and have the form

⟨T̄^μ_ν [η_{αβ}]⟩_{ren} = −

J_D(B_1, B_2) 2^Dπ^{D/2}a^{D+1}Γ(D/2 + 1) diag(1, 1, . . ., 1, −D), z_1 < z < z_2, (12)

where J_D(B_1, B_2) = p.v. ∫_∞ 0 t^Ddt (B_1t−1)(B_2t−1) (B_1t+1)(B_2t+1) e 2t − 1 , (13) and we use the notations B_j = b̄_j ā_j a , j = 1, 2, a = z_2 − z_1. (14)

For the Dirichlet and Neumann scalars B_1 = B_2 = 0 and B_1 = B_2 = ∞ respectively, and one has J_D(0, 0) = J_D(∞, ∞) =

Γ(D + 1) 2^{D+1} ζ_R(D + 1), (15)

with the Riemann zeta function ζ_R(s). Note that in the regions z < z_1 and z > z_2 the Casimir densities vanish [29]:

⟨T̄^μ_ν [η_{αβ}]⟩_{ren} = 0, z < z_1, z > z_2. (16) This can be also obtained directly from Eq. (12) taking the limits z_1 → −∞ or z_2 → +∞. The vacuum energy-momentum tensor on curved background (2) is obtained by the standard transformation law between conformally related problems (see, for instance, [36]) and has the form ⟨T^μ_ν [g_{αβ}]⟩_{ren} = ⟨T^μ_ν [g_{αβ}]⟩^{(0)}_{ren} + ⟨T^μ_ν [g_{αβ}]⟩^{(b)}_{ren}. (17) Here the first term on the right is the vacuum energy–momentum tensor for the situation without boundaries (gravitational part), and the second one is due to the presence of boundaries. As the quantum field is conformally coupled and the background spacetime is conformally flat the gravitational part of the energy–momentum tensor is completely determined by the trace anomaly and is related to the divergent part of the corresponding effective action by the relation [36] ⟨T^μ_ν [g_{αβ}]⟩^{(0)}_{ren} = 2g^{μσ}(x) δ δg^{νσ}(x) W_{div}[g_{αβ}]. (18)

Note that in odd spacetime dimensions the conformal anomaly is absent and the corresponding gravitational part vanishes:

⟨T^μ_ν [g_{αβ}]⟩^{(0)}_{ren} = 0, for even D. (19) The boundary part in Eq. (17) is related to the corresponding flat spacetime counterpart (12),(16) by the relation [36]

⟨T^μ_ν [g_{αβ}]⟩^{(b)}_{ren} = 1 √ |g| ⟨T̄^μ_ν [η_{αβ}]⟩_{ren}. (20)

By taking into account Eq. (12) from here we obtain

⟨T^μ_ν [g_{αβ}]⟩^{(b)}_{ren} = − e^{(D+1)σ(z)}J_D(B_1, B_2) 2^Dπ^{D/2}a^{D+1}Γ(D/2 + 1) diag(1, 1, . . ., 1, −D), (21) for z_1 < z < z_2, and ⟨T^μ_ν [g_{αβ}]⟩^{(b)}_{ren} = 0, for z < z_1, z > z_2. (22) In Eq. (21) the constants B_j are related to the Robin coefficients in boundary condition (4) by formulae (14),(11) and are functions on z_j . In particular, for Neumann boundary conditions B^{(N )}_j = 2(−1)^{j−1}/[a(D − 1)σ^′(z_j )].

3 Surface Energy Tensor and Branes Tension

The total bulk vacuum energy per unit physical hypersurface on the brane at z = z_j is obtained by integrating over the region between the plates E^{(b)}_j = e^{Dσ(zj )} ∫_{z2} z_1

⟨T^0_0 ⟩^{(b)}_{ren}e^{−(D+1)σ(z)}dz = −

J_D(B_1, B_2)e^{Dσ(zj )} 2^D π^{D/2}Γ(D/2 + 1)a^D

, (23) this result differs from the total Casimir energy per unit volume, the reason for this difference should be the existence of an additional surface energy contribution to the volume energy. The corresponding energy density is defined by the relation (see, [29])

T^{(surf)}

00 = − 4ξ − 1 2 δ(z; ∂M)φ∂_zφ, (24) located on the boundaries z = z_j , j = 1, 2, where now

δ(z; ∂M) = δ(z − z_2 − 0) − δ(z − z_1 + 0), (25)

where δ(z − z_j ± 0) is a one sided δ−distribution. In the general case (general coupling), the stress energy tensor diverges close to the branes. This would also be expected in the conformal case if the branes are curved [34]. But in our case from the above formula it follows that the surface term is zero for Dirichlet or Neumann boundary condition (as the factors φ or ∂_z φ would then vanish) but yields a nonvanishing contribution for Robin boundary conditions. The corresponding v.e.v. can be evaluated by the standard method explained in the [29]. This leads to the formula ⟨0 | |T^{(surf)} 00 | | 0⟩ = 4ξ − 1 2 δ(z; ∂M) ( ∂_z ⟨0 | φ(z)φ(z^′) | 0⟩ ) |_z′_{=z} (26)

which provides the energy density on the plates themselves. The integrated surface energy per unit area are given by ε^{(surf)} c = 1 a ∫_{z2} z_1 dz ⟨0 | |T^{(surf)} 00 | | 0⟩, (27)

where a = z_2 − z_1. After regularization for the surface energy per unit area one obtains

Ē^{(surf)} = aε^{(surf)}_c =^2 ∑ j=1 E^{(s)(surf)}(β_j ) − aD(4ξ − 1)ε^{(2)}_c (28)

with ε^{(2)}_c defined as following introduced notation

ε^{(2)}_c =

B_1 + B_2 2^Dπ^{D/2}a^{D+1}Γ ( 1 +^D_2 ) p.v. ∫_∞ 0 dt t^D (1 − B_1B_2t^2) (1 − B_1t)^2(1 − B_2t)^2 e^{2t} − (1 − B^2_1 t^2)(1 − B^2t^2) . (29) For Dirichlet (B_1 = B_2 = 0) and Neumann (B_1 = B_2 = ∞) scalars this term vanishes. Note that, as it follows from (28), the quantity ε^{(2)}_c is the additional (to the single plate) surface energy per unit volume in the case of the conformally coupled scalar field. As follows from Eq.(27), in our conformally curved background the surface energy per unit area which located on the branes are given by

E^{(surf)} j = e^{Dσ(zj )}Ē^{(surf)} (30)

As one can see from Eq.(28) the vacuum energy per unit hypersurface on the brane z = z_j can contain terms in the form

∑_2

j=1 E^{(s)(surf)}(β_j ) with constants β_1 and β_2 and corresponding to the single brane contributions when the second brane is absent. Adding these terms to the vacuum energy corresponds to finite renormalization of the tension on both branes.

4 Casimir Surface Energy on the Branes in AdS_{4+1} Bulk and Cosmological Constant Problem

As an application of the general formulae from the previous section here we consider the important special case of the AdS_{4+1} bulk for which

σ = ln(k_4z) = k_4y, (31)

with 1/k_4 being the AdS curvature radius. AdS space is a spacetime that has the maximal symmetry and a negative constant curvature, supported by a negative cosmological constant. For an 4 + 1-dimensional AdS space, its curvature radius is related to the cosmological constant by k_4 = ( −Λ 6 )^{1/2} (32)

Now the expressions for the coefficients B_j, j = 1, 2 take the form

B_j = b_j k_4z_j (z_2 − z_1) [a_j + 3(−1)^{j−1}k_4b_j /2]

. (33)

Note that the ratio z_2/z_1 is related to the proper distance between the branes Δy by the formula

z_2/z_1 = e^{k4 Δy} , Δy = y_2 − y_1. (34)

For the surface energy per unit area which located on the branes on has

E^{(surf)} j = (k_4z_j )^4Ē^{(surf)} (35)

Then using Eqs.(28, 29,30) the surface energy per unit area of branes in the AdS_{4+1} bulk are given by

E^{(surf)} =

Λ^2z^4_j 36 ( 2∑ j=1 E^{(s)(surf)}(β_j )

+ B_1 + B_2 16π^2a^4Γ (3) p.v. ∫_∞ 0 dt t^4(1 − B_1B_2t^2) (1 − B_1t)^2(1 − B_2t)^2 e^{2t} − (1 − B^2_1t^2)(1 − B^2 t^2)

). (36)

For a two 3-brane with brane tension σ_0, the effective 4-dimensional cosmological constant as seen by observer on the brane is taken to be zero, in the other terms for a certain choice of Robin coefficients, one could make this vanish, Λ_{ef f} = σ_0 + E^{(surf )}_{(ourbrane)}(β) − √ 6Λ^2 κ^2

= 0, (37)

where κ^2 is the 5-dimensional gravitational coupling, and Λ is the bulk cosmological constant. However, requiring (37) to cancel is still a fine-tuning. Then in our model the boundary condition is another possibility to make the cosmological constant vanish. We could obtain this result only in our interesting case (massless conformally case with general Robin boundary condition in odddimensional spacetimes).

Now we turn to the brane–world model introduced by Randall and Sundrum [19] and based on the AdS geometry with one extra dimension. The fifth dimension y is compactified on an orbifold, S^1/Z_2 of length Δy, with −Δy ≤ y ≤ Δy. The orbifold fixed points at y = 0 and y = Δy are the locations of two 3-branes. For the conformal factor in this model one has σ = k_4|y|. The boundary conditions for the corresponding conformally coupled bulk scalars have the form (6) with Robin coefficients a_j /b_j = −c_j k_4, where the constants c_j are the coefficients in the boundary mass term [37]:

m^{(b)2}_φ = 2k_4 [c_1δ(y) + c_2δ(y − Δy)] . (38)

Note that here we consider the general case when the boundary masses are different for different branes. Supersymmetry requires c_2 = −c_1. The surface energy per unit area on the branes in the Randall-Sundrum brane-world background are obtained from Eq. (36) with additional factor 1/2. This factor is related to the fact that now in the normalization condition for the eigenfunctions the integration goes over the region (−Δy, Δy), instead of (0, Δy). The coefficients B_j in the expression for J_4(B_1, B_2) are given by the formula

B_j = − e^{(j−1)k4 Δy} e^{k4 Δy} − 1 1 c_j + (−1)^j3/2

. (39)

Recently the energy-momentum tensor in the Randall-Sundrum braneworld for a bulk scalar with zero mass terms c_1 and c_2 is considered in [38], see also [39].

5 Conclusion

The Casimir effect on two parallel plates in conformally flat brane-world geometries background due to conformally coupled massless scalar field satisfying Robin boundary conditions on the plates is investigated. In the general case of Robin boundary conditions formulae are derived for the vacuum expectation values of the energy-momentum tensor from the corresponding flat spacetime results by using the conformal properties of the problem. The purely gravitational part arises due to the trace anomaly and is zero for odd spacetime dimensions. In the region between the branes the boundary induced part for the vacuum energy-momentum tensor is given by formula (21), and the corresponding total bulk vacuum energy per unit hypersurface on the brane have the form Eq.(23). Further the surface energy per unit area which located on the branes are given by Eq.(30). As an application of the general formula we have considered the important special case of the AdS_{4+1} bulk. In this specific example we can write the effective cosmological constant as Eq.(37), for a certain choice of Robin coefficients, one could make the effective cosmological constant vanish. However, requiring Eq.(37) to cancel is still a fine-tuning. The surface energy is zero for Dirichlet or Neuman boundary condition but yields a non vanishing contribution for Robin boundary conditions. Moreover, there is a region in the space of Robin parameters in which the interaction forces between two 3-brane are repulsive for small distances and are attractive for large distances [21, 39]. This provides a possibility to stabilize interplate distance by using the vacuum forces. Then may be one can say that this kind of boundary condition is more natural for cosmology. On the other hand, one can think of many quantum effects that contribute similarly to the brane tension, the Casimir energy from fields confined on the brane, or the Casimir effect from other type of bulk field, which might play a role in realistic models. An application to the Randall-Sundrum brane-world model is discussed. In this model the coefficients in the Robin boundary conditions on branes are related to the boundary mass terms for the scalar field under consideration.

References

[1] S. Weinberg, Rev. Mod. Phys. 61, 1 (1989); S.E. Rugh and H. Zinkernagel, Stud. Hist.

Philos. Mod. Phys. 33, 663 (2002); N. Straumann, astro-ph/0203330; A.D. Dolgov, hepph/0203245; T. Padmanabhan, hep-th/0212290, to appear in Physics Reports, U. Ellwanger, hep-ph/0203252.

[2] S. M. Carroll, The Cosmological Constant, astro-ph/0004075 v2 (2000). [3] V. Sahni and A. Starobinsky, Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 9, 373 (2000). [4] S. Kachru, M. Schultz and E. Silverstein, Phys. Rev. D62, 045021, (2000). [5] P. Binetruy, C. Charmousis, S. C. Davis and J. Dufaux, Phys. Lett. B544, 183, (2002). [6] S. Forste, Z. Lalak, S. Lavignace and H. P. Nilles, JHEP, 0009, 034, (2000). [7] C. Csaki, J. Erlich, C. Grojean and T. Hollowood, Nucl. Phys. B584, 359 (2000). [8] C. Csaki, J. Erlich, C. Grojean, Nucl. Phys. B604, 312, (2001); C. Csaki, J. Erlich, C.

Grojean, Gen. Rel. Grav. 33, 1921, (2001).

[9] J. E. Kim, B. Kyae and H. M. Lee, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 4223, (2001). [10] Z. Chang, S. X. Chen, X. B. Huang and H. B. Wen, hep-th/0212310. [11] K. S. Choi, J. E. Kim and H. M. Lee, J. Kor. Phys. Soc. 40, 207, (2002). [12] K. Ghoroku, M. Yahiro, hep-th/0206128 V3.

[13] U. Guenther, P. Moniz and A. Zhuk, Phys. Rev. D68, 044010, (2003). [14] S. Nojiri and S. Odintsov, hep-th/0303011. [15] J. E. Kim, B. Kyae and Q. Shafi, hep-th/0305239.

[16] E. Flanagan, N. Jones, H. Stoica, S.-H. Henry Tye, I. Wasserman, Phys.Rev. D64, 045007, (2001).

[17] P. Binetruy, C. Deffayet, U. Ellwanger, D. Langlois, Phys. Lett.B477, 285, (2000). [18] S. Forste, Z. Lalak, S. Lavignace and H. P. Nilles. Phys. Lett. B 481, 360, (2000). [19] L. Randall and R. Sundrum, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 3370 (1999). [20] M. R. Setare and R. Mansouri, Class. Quantum Grav. 18, 2695 (2001). [21] A. A. Saharian, M. R. Setare, Phys. Lett. B552, 119, (2003). [22] M. R. Setare and A. A. Saharian, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A16, 1463 (2001). [23] M. Fabinger and P. Horava, Nucl. Phys. B580, 243, (2000). [24] J. Garriga, O. Pujolas, T. Tanaka, Nucl. Phys. B605, 192, (2001). [25] S. Mukohyama, Phys. Rev. D63, 044008, (2001). [26] J. Garriga, O. Pujolas, T. Tanaka, Nucl. Phys. B655, 127,(2003). [27] G. Curio, A. Klemm, D. Luest, S. Theisen, Nucl. Phys. B609, 3, (2001). [28] W. Naylor, M. Sasaki, Phys. Lett. B542, 289, (2002).

[29] A. Romeo and A. A. Saharian, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen., 35, 1297 (2002). [30] A. A. Saharian, Phys. Rev. D63, 125007 (2001).

[31] A. Romeo and A. A. Saharian, Phys. Rev. D63, 105019 (2001). [32] D. V. Vassilevich, Nucl. Phys. B563, 603, (1999).

[33] P. B. Gilkey, K. Kirsten, D. V. Vassilevich, Nucl. Phys. B601, 125, (2001). [34] D. Deutsch and P. Candelas, Phys. Rev. D20, 3063, (1979).

[35] S. A. Fulling, J. Phys. A 36, 6529, (2003); N. Graham and K. D. Olum, Phys. Rev. D 67, 085014, (2003); K. D. Olum and N. Graham, Phys. Lett. B 554, 175, (2003); K. A. Milton, J. Phys. A 37, 6391, (2004), and, J. Phys. A 37, R209, (2004).

[36] N. D. Birrel and P. C. W. Davies, Quantum Fields in Curved Space (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1982).

[37] T. Gherghetta and A. Pomarol, Nucl. Phys. B586, 141 (2000). [38] A. Knapman and D. J. Toms, hep-th/0309176. [39] A. A. Saharian, hep-th/0312092.