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Van der Waals interaction between an atom with spherical plasma shell

Nail R. Khusnutdinov*
Department of Physics, Kazan Federal University, Kremlevskaya 18, Kazan, 420008, Russia

We consider the van der Waals energy of an atom near the infinitely thin sphere with finite
conductivity which model the fullerene. We put the sphere into spherical cavity inside the infinite
dielectric media, then calculate the energy of vacuum fluctuations in framework of the zeta-function
approach. The energy for a single atom is obtained from this expression by consideration of the rare
media. In the limit of the infinite radius of the sphere the Casimir-Polder expression for an atom
and plate is recovered. For finite radius of sphere the energy of an atom monotonously falls down
as d~3 close to the sphere and d~7 far from the sphere. For hydrogen atom on the surface of the
fullerene Csp we obtain that the energy is 3.8eV. We obtain also that the polarizability of fullerene
is merely cube of its radius.

PACS numbers: 73.22.-f, 34.50.Dy, 12.20.Ds

I. INTRODUCTION

The general theory of the van der Waals force was developed by Lifshits in Ref. [1, [2] in framework of
the statistical physics. In the case of interaction between particle and plate it is commonly referred to as the
Casimir-Polder force [3]. For small distance the potential of interaction is proportional to inverse third degree
of distance from the plate. For great distance the retardation of the interaction had taken into account and the
potential falls down as fourth degree of distance. The last advantages in Casimir effect have been discussed in
great depth in books and reviews [4-6].

The van der Waals force is very important for interaction the graphene (graphite layers) with bodies |7-14]
and microparticles [15-18]. An understanding of the mechanisms of molecule-nanostructure interaction is of
importance for the problem of hydrogen storage in carbon nanostructures [19]. The microscopic mechanisms
underlying the absorption phenomenon remain unclear (see, for example review [20]).

In the present paper we use model of the fullerene in terms of the two dimensional free electron gas [21]. This
model was applied and developed for the molecule Cgp in Refs. |22, 123], for flat plasma sheet in Ref. [24] and
for spherical plasma surface in Ref. [25]. In the framework of this model the conductive surface is considered
as infinitely thin shell with the specific wave number Q = 4wne?/mc?, where n is surface density of electrons
in the surface and m is its mass. Due to the fact that the surface is infinitely thin, the information about the
properties of the surface is encoded in the boundary conditions on the conductive surface which are different
for TE and TM modes. As it was shown in Ref. [25] the energy of the vacuum electromagnetic fluctuations for
surface shaped as sphere has a maximum for radius of sphere approximately equals to the specific wavelength
of the model Aq = 27/Q. It means that the Casimir force tries to expand sphere with radius larger then Aq
and try to shrink the sphere with radius larger then Aq. In the limit  — oo the Boyer result [26] is recovered.

In the present paper the same model of fullerene is adopted — the conductive singular sphere with radius R
in vacuum. To obtain the van der Waals energy for an atom near to this sphere we use the following approach
(see Refs. |1, 12, [13, 18]). We put the sphere inside the spherical cavity with radius L = R + d > R which is
inside the dielectric media with coefficients p,e. Then we find the zero-point energy of this system by using
the zeta-function regularization approach, and take the limit of the rared media with ¢ = 1 + 47 Na + O(N?),
where N — 0 is the volume density of the atoms and « is the polarizability of the unit atom. The energy per
unit atom with distance d from the sphere may be found by simple formula

. adE(S)
Bals) == i TN R+ a2
where F(s) is the zeta-regularized energy with regularization parameter s.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [[Il we derive the boundary conditions for conductive sphere and
the boundary of the cavity. Section [Tl is devoted to the solution the boundary conditions and obtaining the
conditions for energy spectrum. In Sec. [[V] the expression for the van der Waals energy is found which is
analyzed in the limit of infinite radius of the sphere and close and far from that sphere. Section [V]contains the
numerical calculations for hydrogen atom with fullerene Cgp. In the last section we discuss results obtained.
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II. MAXWELL’S EQUATIONS AND MATCHING CONDITIONS

Let us consider a conductive infinitely thin sphere with radius R in vacuum spherical cavity with radius
L = R+ d inside the dielectric media with parameters u,e (see fig. [[). We have two spheres and we should
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FIG. 1: The infinitely thin conductive sphere with radius R is located inside the vacuum spherical cavity with radius L = R + d
into dielectric media with e, u # 1.

consider the boundary conditions on two spherical boundaries.

I. First of all we consider spherical boundary with radius L = R + d. Inside the sphere we have vacuum,
e = u = 1 and outside — the dielectric media with e, 1 # 1. For spherical symmetric case the electromagnetic field
has two independent polarizations usually called as TE and TM modes. The Maxwell equations with oscillatory
time dependence exp(—iwt) read

rotE—YB = 0, divB =0, (1a)
C
w

rotH+ —D = 0, divD =0, (1b)
C

where we use material equations D = e(w)E and B = u(w)H. To obtain TE -mode we express B from first
equation and substitute in the second one

BTE— _rot EE, AETE — W2ueETE = 0. (2)
w
For T™ mode we express E from second equation and substitute in the first one
. 2
E™ = % ot B™ AB™ _ w—zuaBTM =0. (3)
wie c

Then we expand solutions over spherical functions and obtain the following expressions for TE and ™™ ,

B/E = —“1otEJE, ETE = f(kr)LYim, (4)
w
EM = 16t BT, BIM = f(kr)LYim, (5)

wpe

where ck = w,/pe. In spherical dribien (e,, eg, e,) we obtain in manifest form

if .
E/. = (0, S50 Yim, —zfamm) :
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and the function f obeys the radial equation
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with solutions in the form the spherical Bessel functions ji(2) = /7/22Ji41/2(2), wi(2) = /7/22Y141/2(2),
where z = rw,/ep/c.
At the boundary, L, the matching conditions read
n-[BQ—Bl]L = O, n-[DQ—Dl]L:O, (8&)
1’1><[H2—H1]L = O,I’IX[EQ—El]LZO, (8b)

where n = r/r is an unit normal to the sphere and we have to take into account that & = w/c inside the sphere
and k = w,/pé/c outside the sphere. The square brackets above denote the coincidence limit on the 7 = L.

I1. Electromagnetic fields given infinitely thin conductive surface ¥ in vacuum was considered by Fetter in
Ref. [21]. The application this model for vacuum fluctuations see in Refs. [22-25]. In this case the electrons of
conductivity on the sphere produce currency and the Maxwell equations read

rotE— XH = 0, divH =0, (9a)
c
w .

rotH+ —E = 47J, divE = 47p, (9b)
c

where p = §(x — xx)o, J = §(x — xx)j/c. The equation of continuity and Newton equations give the following
expressions for density and currency

en . éen
Vi By, j=i—— B, (10)

g =
mw?
where the superscripts | indicates the vector components parallel to the surface X, e and m are a charge and
mass of electron, and n is a surface density of charge.
On the conductive sphere with radius » = R we have another kind of boundary conditions due to conductive
electrons on the sphere

Q
n- [Hg—Hl]R = 0, n- [Eg—El]RZ EV“-E”, (11&)
1<)
nx[Hy—Hilgp = —%an”, nx [Es — Eq|r =0, (11b)

where k = w/c and Q = 47ne?/mc? is a specific wave number of plasma on the sphere. Because the sphere
is infinitely thin we may consider the Maxwell equations (@) in vacuum with zero right hand side and all
information about sphere will be encoded in boundary conditions (II]). Interesting treatment of this boundary
condition is in Ref. |27].

IIT. THE SOLUTION OF THE MATCHING CONDITIONS

Inside the cavity we consider a vacuum with g = & = 1 and outside there is a media with u,e # 1. We denote
the radial function in the following way

fin = ainjl(kr)a r<R
f =2 fout = aoutfi(kr) + bousyi(kr), R<r <L (12)
fo = achiP(kr), r>1L

where j;,y; and hl(l) are the spherical Bessel functions.
The matching conditions (§) and (1) in manifest form read

[Tfout - Tfin]R =
[(rfout)r = (rfin)y = QUrfin)lr =
[Tfout - rfa]L =

[(Tfout)/r (Tfs)/r]L =

o oo o
—~
-
w
S~—

1
I
for TE mode, and
[(rfout)/r - (rfin)Ir]R = 0,
Q
[(rfout) — (rfin) + E(Tfm);«]R =0,



fout — %Tfs]L - (14)

[(Tfout);«_ Tfs)/r]L = 0,

1
—(
ue

for TM mode. The solutions of these equations exist if and only if the following equations are satisfied

1 1
—— H(z)V5e — —H'(2.)U1g = 0, 15a
Ve~ ) (152)
1 1
—?H(ZE)\I/%'M + EH/(ZE)\I]TM = 0, (15b)
where z. = z\/ie, z = kL = wL /¢, and prime is derivative with respect the argument, and
Q
Ure(z) = J(2) + 2 J(@)[J (@)Y (2) - J(2)Y ()], (16a)
Q
Urm(z) = J(2)+ EJ/(I)[J/({E)Y(Z) — J(2)Y'(2)]. (16Db)

Here J(x) = zji(x), Y(z) = zy(x), H(z) = xhl(l)(x) are the Riccati-Bessel functions, and = kR. Therefore
the functions we need (see next section) to obtain the spectrum of the energy read (we set u = 1)

1
ETE = H/(ZE)\I/TE — ﬁH(ZE)\I’%-E, (17&)

1
ETM = H(Za) /TM — %H/(ZE)\IJTM' (17b)

For ¢ = 1 we recover the result obtained in the Ref. [25]
. ) .
ETE =1 {1 — EJ(ZE)H(I)} = ZfTE(k), (18&)
. Q y .

Erm = —iy1 = J(@)H (2) ¢ = —ifrm(k), (18b)

for real value of k, and for imaginary axis k¥ — ik we obtain from above expressions the Jost functions in
imaginary axis:

YTE

7 {1 + %sl(a:)el(a:)} = ifTE(ik), (19&)
ETM = —1 {1 - %SE(IE)GZ(ZE)} = —ifTM(ik), (19b)
because H(iz) = (—i)* e (), J(ix) = i'tls)(x) and Y (iz) = —i's;(z) — (—i)lei(z), where

1) = s, ) = | 2 Ko@) (20

are the Riccatti-Bessel spherical functions of the second kind. To avoid problem with z = 0 we multiply >1m
for 22

ETE = —1 {H/(ZE)\I/TE — %H(ZE)W%E} s (21&)
Yrvm = —iz2{H(z€)\I!’TM - %HI(ZE)\I’TM}. (21Db)

In imaginary axis k — ¢k we obtain

1
YT = %61(25)‘1#5 — €)(z)PrE, (22a)

1
ETM = 2’2 {el(zg)q)er — ﬁeZ(Za)(I)TM} N (22b)



Pre = si(z) + gw(fc)[Sl(Z)el(w) = si(@)er(z)]; (22¢)
B = si(2) — Lsf@)si(2)el () — si()er(2)], (224)
where Q = QR, z = kL, 2. = 21/e, © = kR and € = ¢(iw). For € = 1 we obtain

Ste = fre(ik), Stm = 2° frm(ik) (23)
in accordance with Ref. |25].
IV. THE ENERGY

In framework approach suggested in Ref. [28] we have the following expressions for TE and T™ contributions
in regularized zero-point energy (w = kc)

h — [
ETE(s) = ———p® Y v / dkk'=20) In Sre, (24)
1=1 0
h — [
E™(s) = ———p* Y v /O dkk' =20 In S, (25)
=1

where integrand functions are give by Egs. ([22). The summations in these expressions starts from [ = 1 because
for I = 0 electromagnetic modes () are zero.

To find the expression for energy per unit atom we need for the derivative of energy with respect d (E(s) =
ETE(s) + E™(s)) which read in manifest form

0uE(s) = hccosﬂs 252 / dlkl— 28319{ (\/_ )[gTE—i_gTM}}

where
Gre — 1O elz)  Yre
VEPTe  elz)  ez)Pre’
PTM 1 ef(ze)
Gy = ——xTM e _ XM
Py ejG) | -]

p2-1
B ei(ze) | e 2 [eE(ZE)Q)/TM,z +e(z) P2

We consider now the rared media with e(iw) = 1+ 4rNa(iw) + O(N?), where « is polarizability of the atom
and density media N — 0. In this case the Casimir energy F(s) is expressed in terms the energy per unite atom
E,(s) by relation

N/ s)4m(R + r)*dr + O(N?). (26)
From this expression we obtain that
. adE(S)
E.(s) == lim ——————— 27
() == im N R+ a2 (27)

and in manifest form

Ea(s) = — ficp s coswsz / AR50, {ka(zw) koz(iw)}, (28)

(R + d)2 GTe Gtm
where
Gre = Yte _ fre(ik)
el(z)<I>TE €] (Z)(I)TE ’
G — X1m B Jrm(ik)
™ = — =-

v2—1 v
22 [eg(z)@’TMyz—i—el(z)(I)TM } &)@y, + e1(2)Brm ey




By using definitions of functions ®1g and 1y we have the following relations
. Q,
Cre = si(2) fre(ik) — -1 (v)e(2),

(I)TM = sl(z)fTM (Zk) + QSIIQ({E)G[ (Z),

k
and express above formulas in slightly different form,
_ Q si(x)ef(2)
Gt = e
TE 6[(2)8[ (2) T fTE(Zk) )
- V-1 Q 1 2 2 2 V-1
Griy = —el(2)si(2) — () = E s [T @) + o Hed)

separating the terms which do not depend on the @ = QR. For atom in vacuum (@ = 0) there is no Casimir
energy. For this reason for renormalization we subtract terms with @ = 0 and define the energy

Bo = lim{Fa(s) - lim Fa(s)}. (29)

Then we set s = 0, integrate by part over k and obtain final formula (x = kR, z = kL)

ke & @) | i) + s e)
Eq = 7T(R+d)2;y/0 dka(zw){ Freh) Froa ) } (30)

where Jost functions on the imaginary axes read

fre(ik) = 1+ %Sz(x)el(fﬂ), (31)
Q
fru(ik) = 1= Zsi(@)ei(a) (32)
For an atom one has
g
aliw) = —= = (33)

where g, and w, are experimental parameters.

From the expression (B0) we observe that the energy is negative because the integrand is always positive for
arbitrary radius of sphere, plasmon wavevector €2 and arbitrary position of atom. The same observation was
noted in Ref. [29] for ideal case. Let us consider different limits.

1) In the Boyer limit 2 — oo we obtain

e ™ R [$@ed) st + e ()
Bo =~y ap & [ auwa ){szmez(x) S@el@) - @9

2) We can not change the limit R — oo with sum and integration in above expressions [30) and ([34) because
in this case the integrand will not depend on the [ and the series will be divergent. Indeed, we have

251(z)e1(2) | Rsoe = +€ 5 251(x)er(2)| Rooo = +1,
257(2)e)(2) | Rosoe = —e " 28(2)e} ()| Rooo = —1,
2s)(2)e1(2) | pooo = +e M,
and the sum over [ is divergent:
hc s oo o—2kd
Eo =5 Ryar dka(iw) —g — oo. 35
“ 27T(R+d)2g;y/0 O‘(W)H% o0 (35)

To find the limit R — oo we change the variable k — vk in Eq. (30)

= & 2 2 2 1- Ly
FEq = _% Z 1/2/ dka(iwu) S[Q(VI)elQ(Vz) n S/l (V,T)e/l (yz) + Sll. (V,T)G%(VZ) zé 2 | (36)
T(R+d) =1 0 Jre(ikv) frm(ikv)




_ he = 3 oo aliww st(vz)et(vz) B s (va)e'} (vz) —i—s'lz(ux)e%(uz) e
Es = 7T(R+d)2; /0 kdka(iwy) si(vx)e (ve) s)(vx)e)(ve) » (37)

and use the uniform expansion for Bessel functions (see Ref. [30]). We obtain

= e S~ 2 [ dkatiome-2 e -nen { T @H) 1+ 2()

Eq = TR+ d? ;u /o dka(iwv)e T Tt (@)i(2) +.. 0 (38)
= he = [ w)e-2vnz)-n@) [ 24z) | 1+ 8(2)

Ep = R+ d? ;V /0 dkka(iwv)e 5+ 22i(2) +., (39)

where p =1+ ﬁt(z)’ w= 1+Q§—SE), t(x) =1/V1+ 22, n(x) = \/1+x2+lnﬁ and x = kR, z=kL =
k(R + d). In the limit R — oo both expressions coincides and the main contribution comes from the first term
of expansion:

. hcg2 > 3 o dyy 6—2V[77(u)—77(y)]
E=-lim ——— 40
Reo T2 (R+d)? ; v /0 Y22 + ¢2 ut(u) ’ (40)

where u = y(1 4+ d/R), ¢, = ko R and we changed variable k — y = kR.
The sum over | may be represented in the following form

i V3672I/5 _ 1 [e%e] 27 + 17672(154’5) + 5674(t+5) _ 676(t+5) Sin 2‘]atdt (41>
i+ a2 dgay Jo e3(1H0) (e=2(tF0) — 1) y o

Taking into account this expression we change the limit R — oo and integrals and obtain

3hca(0)
EF=—-——"" 42
Srdgi > (42)
where
1 [ 1+1¢ t
S:—/ dte™t + , 43
3 )y {1% <1+%>2} )

and v = dk,. Let us consider great distance from the plate dk, > 1. Taking the limit v — oo we obtain § =1
and therefore we have the Casimir-Polder (~ d~%) potential

3hea(0)

=2
8md4

(44)

For small distances dk, < 1 we change the variable ¢ — 7 = t/2v and take the limit v — 0. We obtain in this
case S = 7v/3 and potential has the form ~ d—3

_hea(0)k,

E= 8d3

(45)

as should be the case. The numerical simulation of the S as function of v = dk, is shown in Fig.

3) Let us analyze the energy for great (d > k;!,d > R) and small (d < k;',d < R) distances for finite
and R. To find expression for energy for great distance d — oo from the shell we use the Eq. ([B0). We change
integrand variable k = y/d and take limit d — oo, then we take integrals over y and make summation over I
and obtain the series over R/d:

~ 3hea(0)
8mrd*

T (R (T (20 +3) Q (1+1)(812 + 120 + 3)
3(§+1)2;<5) 4ZF2(Z+%)F(Z+%){Q+2Z+1+ 1(41+3) } (460)

Eq =

SQ, (46&)

The sum may be expressed in terms of the hypergeometric functions. The main contribution comes from [ =1
and we arrive with expression

hea(0)R?

Fom——/ 0
¢ 83+ Q)dT

(53Q +138). (47)
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FIG. 2: The plot of S as the function of the v = kd,. It tends to unit for great v (E ~ d~%) and it is linear over v (E ~ d~3) for
small distances from plate. The relation of the energy and S is given by Eq. {2).

Comparing this expression with Casimir-Polder interaction of two atoms with polarizations o and a

23 hea(0)a (0)

- _ 48
4 d’ (48)
we observe that from this point of view conductive sphere has static polarizability
53Q + 138 5
=~ R, 49
YT 460 1 138 (49)
To analyze the energy for small distances we use the following representation for series
= v? e~ 20 1 o Yy 2qr  ay 2qx
=— 2)e=2az 4 2 () gjn 22 4 2 ¢ ) gy T2 50
;y2v2+q21+% 4(q2+a2y2)/o {f 2’ v T y J’ (50)

where f(z) = e 300%2) /(1 — ¢=2(5+2)) " First and second terms give the d® contribution and last term give
contribution ~ d. Taking into account this expressions we obtain the same result as above

hea(0)k,

FE =
8d?

(51)

as should be the case, because close to the sphere we observe flat surface.

V. NUMERICALS

Therefore we have the following expressions which have to be analysed numerically (z = kR, z = k(R + d))

B [ @) | L@t + 51 @) ()
EFog=——~1—— v dko(iw L ! + - L z , 52
*T  w(R+ a2 ; /0 (i) { fre(ik) Jrw(ik) 52
with the following formulas for the Jost functions
, Q
fre(ik) = 14 Esl(:v)el(:v), (53)
_ Q
Fralik) = 1= Zsi()el(a), (54)
and polarizability of atom
2
a(iw) = —28 55
(iw)



In the Boyer limit {2 — oo we obtain

ke & [S@e) STl s @)e(z)
Ep = 7T(R+d)2;l//0 dkka(zw){Sl el }7 (56)

We change the integrand variable k = y/R,

ha2 0 ) 2 2 /2 72 12 2 VQ*%
Eoq = — 9a -3 u/ 2dy ~ ] (y)e.l (2) 45 ()e'i(z) + s ll(y)el (2)—= 7 (57)
me(R+d)? =" Jo y*+aq; | fre(iy) Jrm(iy)
oo 0o p2-1
S ISR o B 1, G 1 GRS 1 L B
me(R+d)? &= Jo y*+a | siy)ely) s1()ei(y) ’
where z = (1 4+ r)y, ¢, = waR/c, and
N Q
fre(iy) = 1+ Zsl(y)el(y)a (59)
N Qi
fm(iy) = 1= =s1(y)er(y). (60)
Here r = d/R. We numerically calculate the dimensionless quantity
2004 00 2 2 12 /2 /2 2 I/2—i
o = SO S, [T [#0) s st o
31+ = Jo y?+a | fre(iy) frm(iy) ’
2_7
5w = NS, [ [d) ST + W) () )
3A+r2 = Jo v +ad | slwely) si(y)er(y)
and the energy is connected with this variable
_ 3hca(0)
EQ,B - _W Q,B- (63)

It is better to mesure all variables in the wave vector k, and therefore the function S depends on the three
parameters: Q/k,,q, = Rk, and dk,. The numerical analysis of the function S for Q/k, = 2.44-10~2 (molecule
c o~ W e

R ———
NN
SOTTOTT

.
SIISRN

LAY
SOOI INTUNTHN

FIG. 3: The plot of S as the function of the dk, € (0,2) and Rk, € (0.02,2) for Q/k, = 2.44-1072 (the fig. a) and Q/kq = 1 (the
fig. b).

Let us consider above formula for molecule Cgo. For this molecule from Ref. [22] we have R = 3.42A =
0.342nm, Q = QR = 4.94-10~* and Q/k, = 2.44 - 10~2. Polarizability of hydrogen atom reads [13, 18, [31]
aa(0) = 4.50 a.u. (1 au. = 1.482-1073'm3) and w, = 11.65eV = 17.698 - 101°Hz (k, = 0.059nm~1, A\, =
106.4nm) where w/c = k = 2w /A. Therefore we have ¢, = k,R = 0.0202.

Numerically the energy for hydrogen atom has the following form

0.0156

EQ (GV) = —WSQ (qa, ’f‘), (64)
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FIG. 4: The plot of S as the function of the distance d from the sphere. Thin curve is the energy for the case R — oo (Casimir-
Polder energy for plate), middle thickness curve is the case of the molecule Cgo, and the thick curve is the case of ideal sphere
(2 = 00). In the figure b we compare the energy for the plane with the energy in the sphere case.

where the energy is measured in the eV and the distance is measured in nanometres. The numerical simulations
the function S are shown in Fig. [ and the energy Fq in Fig. The radius of the hydrogen atom is
rg = 0.053nm. For this minimal distance, d = rg, we have numerically £ = 3.8eV. In the case of plate we
obtain 6.4eV. In the interval of distances from hydrogen atom rg up to 5ry the energy is approximated by the
following expression

0.00013
Eq(eV) = ————. 65
Q(e ) d7/2 (nm) ( )
For great distances we have from Eq. (7))
0.0095
E ~—
a(eV) d”(nm) (66)

This expression approximates the exact one with error 10% starting with distance d = 50nm. The Eq. ([@9) gives
the static palarizability of the fullerene o, (0) = R? = 4 - 10729m3. This expression is close to that calculated
in Ref. [32] where the authors obtained a,(0) = 7 - 1072%m3.

Eq(eV) E v

L L L I d (nm) Q) (e )

0.10 . 0.20 0.25 0.30 w w ‘ = d(nm)
t 2.0

~0002]

~0.006|

a) ~0008 b)

FIG. 5: The plot of the energy Eq as the function of the distance d from the sphere for the hydrogen atom. In the figure a) we
show the energy starting from the distance d = 0.053(nm) (the radius of the hydrogen atom). The figure b) shows the energy in
large interval.

VI. CONCLUSION

In the foregoing, we have obtained the close expression for the Casimir-Polder (van der Waals) energy for a
system which contain an atom or microparticle and conductive infinitely thin sphere which model for a fullerene.
We used the zeta-regularization approach and for renormalization we used a simple physically reasonable con-
dition — the energy should be zero without sphere. The conductive sphere with radius R is characterized by the
only parameter ) = 4mne? /mc? with dimension wave number, where n is the surface density of electrons. The
limit @ — oo corresponds to the ideal case considered by Boyer [26]. The microparticle is characterized by the
only parameter polarizability a.
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The expression obtained reproduces in the limit R — oo the Casimir-Polder result for the atom with plate
(see Egs. ([@2)-(#H)). For small distances we have d~3 dependence and far from the plate we obtain d=* due
to retardation. For finite radius of the sphere we have different behavior of the energy. Close to the sphere,
d < 1/k, and d < R, we have the same d—2 dependence as in the Casimir-Polder case and far from the sphere
we obtained d~7 dependence given in Eq. (@T). This expression is valid for d > 1/k, and d > R. For the
interval 7y < d < 5rpy, where ry is the radius of the hydrogen atom, the energy is approximated by d~7/2
dependence. We also note that the finite conductivity decreases of the energy in comparison with Boyer case
which may be observed in the Fig. @l

Application to the molecule Cgy with hydrogen atom is plotted in Fig. Bl For closest distance atom from the
fullerene, which is radius of hydrogen atom rg, the energy is 3.8eV” which is two times smaller then for the case
atom with plate. Far from the fullerene (in fact greater then 50nm) the energy falls down as d~7 (see Eq. (G6]))
which is three order faster then for the Casimir-Polder case. This dependence corresponds to the Casimir-Polder

interaction atoms for great distance. Taking into account this analogy we obtain the polarizability of fullerene
(Q=0QR=494-10"* < 1)
53Q + 138 4 3 _29 3
=——R°~R°=4-10 .
T 460 + 138 mn
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