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We investigate the combined effects of a uniform magnetic field and boundary conditions on vac-
uum energy and topological mass generation in a coupled scalar field theory. The system consists of
a real scalar field, subject to Dirichlet boundary conditions, interacting via self- and cross-couplings
with a gauge-coupled complex scalar field obeying mixed boundary conditions between two per-
fectly reflecting parallel plates. The magnetic field induces Landau quantization, leading to novel
contributions. Employing zeta-function regularization within the effective potential formalism, we
derive the renormalized effective potential up to second order in the coupling constants without
imposing a vanishing magnetic field in the renormalization scheme. Our renormalization approach
preserves magnetic contributions while properly removing divergences, enabling a consistent treat-
ment of finite-size corrections, magnetic effects, and interaction terms. We compute the vacuum
energy per unit area of the plates, analyze the emergence of a topological mass from boundary
and magnetic contributions, and evaluate the first-order coupling-constant corrections at two-loop
order. Detailed asymptotic analysis are presented for both weak- and strong-field regimes, revealing
exponential suppression at high magnetic fields and nontrivial polynomial and logarithmic behavior
in the weak-field limit.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of quantum field theory in confined geometries has long revealed a variety of intriguing phe-
nomena, most notably the Casimir effect [1], in which boundary conditions modify the vacuum fluctuations
of quantum fields, leading to measurable forces between the confining surfaces. Originally, these surfaces
were considered as perfectly reflecting, parallel, and neutral plates, in which the quantum modes of the
electromagnetic field were confined [2, 3] (see also Refs. [4-7] for other geometries). When additional in-
gredients, such as external fields or different boundary conditions, are present, the spectral properties of
the field modes change in nontrivial ways, giving rise to qualitatively new physical effects. In particular, a
uniform magnetic field couples to charged modes and reorganizes their spectrum into Landau levels, thereby
reshaping the vacuum energy and the associated forces. Such scenarios are relevant in contexts ranging from
strongly magnetized condensed-matter systems to high-energy physics.

While the Casimir-like effect in the presence of magnetic fields has been explored for various field contents
and boundary conditions, most previous studies have focused on single-field models or on purely spectral-
sum approaches [8-12]. In the context of Lorentz-violation scenarios, the influence of a constant magnetic
field has been analyzed in Refs. [13-15], and with thermal corrections included in Refs. [16-20] (see also
Refs. [9, 10, 12, 21-24] for studies involving fermion fields). In addition, the Salam-Weinberg theory of the
electroweak interaction in the presence of a constant magnetic field has been considered in Ref. [25].

In the past several years, increasing attention has been devoted to the analysis of vacuum energy corrections
in the presence of boundary conditions, nontrivial topologies, and external fields [26-34]. These scenarios
not only modify the zero-point energy but also give rise to topological contributions to the effective mass of
the fields [29, 30, 34, 35], which can play a decisive role in the stability of the vacuum and in the occurrence
of symmetry-breaking transitions [36]. The so-called topological mass arises from the combined effect of
quantum fluctuations and the finite-size geometry, and its sign can be altered by varying the strength of the

external field or the coupling constants of the theory.
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The investigation of quantum field theories under external constraints such as boundary conditions and
background fields represents a fundamental area of research with wide-ranging implications across theoret-
ical physics [37-39]. This work examines the combined effects of a constant magnetic field and boundary
conditions on vacuum energy and topological mass generation in a system of coupled scalar fields.

Specifically, our study focuses on a physical system consisting of a real scalar field v interacting with a
complex scalar field ¢ through both self-couplings and cross-couplings, in the presence of a constant magnetic
field B oriented perpendicularly to two perfectly reflecting parallel plates. The real field satisfies Dirichlet
boundary conditions at the plates, while the gauge-coupled complex field obeys mixed boundary conditions.
The novel aspects of our work include a comprehensive treatment of real and complex scalar fields with
distinct boundary conditions under a uniform magnetic field; the derivation of the renormalized effective
potential up to first order in the coupling constants; a precise calculation of the vacuum energy with finite-
size corrections; a detailed analysis of topological mass generation through boundary effects and magnetic
interactions; and a systematic examination of both weak- and strong-field regimes.

The methodological approach combines zeta-function regularization technique with effective potential
formalism to handle divergences while maintaining physical transparency throughout the calculations. Our
renormalization procedure carefully preserves magnetic field contributions, distinguishing this work from
alternative treatments that impose B = 0 as a renormalization condition. This distinction proves crucial for
obtaining physically meaningful results in confined geometries with persistent external fields.

The paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces the model and outlines the effective potential
formalism in the presence of a uniform magnetic field and boundary conditions. Section III presents the
calculation of the generalized zeta functions and the derivation of the renormalized effective potential up to
first order in the coupling constants. In Sec. IV, we analyze the vacuum energy, the topological mass, and
the first-order coupling corrections to the vacuum energy, along with a detailed asymptotic analysis for weak
and strong magnetic field. Finally, our conclusions and perspectives for future developments are summarized
in Sec. V.

Through this paper we use natural units in which both the Planck constant and the speed of light are set
equal to one, i = ¢ = 1. The Lorentzian signature of the metric to be adopted here is (+, -, -, -).

II. COUPLED SCALAR FIELD THEORIES AND THE EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL
A. Complex Scalar Field Action and Gauge Coupling

In this section, we present the coupled scalar field theories that will be considered in our study. We begin
with the Lagrangian for a complex scalar field ¢ coupled to a gauge field A,,, given by [40-42]:

L= (0"¢* —ieArd*) (0,0 +ieA,d) — m?p* o, (1)

where e is the coupling constant associated with the electric charge of the complex field, and m is its mass.
By separating the real and imaginary parts of the complex field, the above Lagrangian can be decomposed
into three parts, namely,

L =L+ Lo+ L, (2)

where
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L' = eA" (p1 0,02 — p20,01) (3)

with ¢; (j = 1,2) denoting the real components of the complex field. Note that the last term in Eq. (2) does
not contribute to the effective potential, since the mixed derivatives vanish when expanding the action.

Let us now consider the action for a given component j of the complex field by using £; in Eq. (3). Thus,
we can write

1
Sileil =3 / d'z (0" p;0up; + AT AT —mPyT) . (4)



Next, we will carefully add a total divergence term. Before doing that, being aware of the fact that in
the presence of boundaries a total divergence term produces a contribution dependent on the value that the
fields or their derivatives take on the boundaries, we specify the mixed boundary conditions satisfied by the
field ¢,

Soj(ta'r?yw[/) = 01
azsoj(tv:E?yaO) = Oa (5)

where 0, = a%' Now we add the following total divergence to the integrand of the action

50 s (0 + ie )i 0

which, according to the mixed boundary conditions of Eq. (5) and to 9,A4* = 0, the gauge invariance
condition of A, vanishes at the boundaries, and obtain

1
Sileal = 2 / d'z pj (~0"0, — 2eAMi0, + 2 AM A, —m?) ;. (7)
Next, we consider a gauge field given by

AP = (0,0, Bz,0), (8)

which generates a constant magnetic field B along the z-direction. Furthermore, applying both the Wick
rotation t = —it and Eq. (8) to Eq. (4) allows us to express the action in Euclidean spacetime with coordinates
(1,z,y, z). Explicitly, we obtain

1
Silpl = —§/d4x ) [—83 G o (10y — eBgc)2 + m2] ©j

1

§/d4ac<ijB<pj, (9)
where the operator Clg is defined as

Op = 8% + 82 + 8% — (id, — eBx)* . (10)

In the next subsection, we will write the total action of the coupled scalar field theories under consideration
and discuss how to obtain the expression for the effective potential up to second order.

B. Total Action and Effective Potential

Here, we consider a real scalar field 1) coupled to a charged complex scalar field whose components are ¢;
(j = 1,2), as shown previously. In addition, we include self-coupling contributions for both fields. In this
case, in Euclidean coordinates, the total action can be written as [34]

2
1
Selbues] = 5 [d' |000+ 30 0nes| - [doU w0, (1)
j=1
where
m? + C. 2 A Ay +C
U,p) = o=+ o2+ o+ S0t 2yt 1 Gy (12)

In the above expressions, m is the mass of the real field 1, p is the mass of the complex field ¢, Ay and A,
are the self-coupling constants for the real and complex fields, respectively, and ¢ is the coupling constant
associated with the interaction between the scalar fields. Here, p? = p? + 3, and O denotes the usual
d’Alembertian operator, which in Euclidean coordinates is expressed as

O0=02+ V2. (13)



4

Note that the operator g has been defined in Eq. (10), and C; (i = 1,2, 3) are the renormalization constants,
whose explicit form will be determined in the renormalization process of the effective potential, presented in
the next section.

The development of the effective potential approach has been presented in several works (see, for example,
Refs. [30, 33, 34]), so here we only summarize the most relevant aspects. In this framework, the expansion
of the effective potential up to second order can be written as

Veg (U) = VO (1) + VO (0) + V) (0). (14)

The zeroth-order term, V(O)(\I/), corresponds to the classical potential, i.e., the tree-level contribution, and
is given by

vO(p) = U(W)
_ m2+02 @2+>\w+01

2 4!

Here, W is the constant background field about which the real scalar field is expanded, as is standard in
the path-integral quantization procedure. In contrast, the constant background field associated with the
complex field has been set to zero. This choice is justified because we impose mixed boundary conditions on
the complex field, and the only constant field configuration that satisfies such conditions is the trivial one,
® =0 [30, 34].

The effective potential can also be represented in terms of 1PI (one-particle irreducible) vacuum bubble
Feynman diagrams as follows:

%m:;ﬁ<)+<}:ﬁm, (16)

tree level N—— —_———
1-loop 2-loop

Tt 4 Cs. (15)

where the first- and second-order contributions are illustrated explicitly. The two-loop vacuum contribution
to the effective potential will be analyzed later using the appropriate Feynman rules in Sec. IV C.

In particular, the one-loop contribution to the effective potential can be expressed in terms of generalized
zeta functions [30, 33, 34], which arise from the following functional integral:

(Z/J,/AW) ! (901,3901) - } (80273902)] ) (17)

1 1
vO(p) = o ln/Dz/) D1 Dy exp [2 o 5

where 4 is the four-dimensional volume of Euclidean spacetime, which depends on the boundary conditions
imposed on the fields. We have also used the notation

(v 4v) = [ diz viz) Ave) (1)
with the self-adjoint differential operators A and B defined as
o A N
A:7D+m2+?w\112, B=-0Op+ 4?4 g¥2 (19)

By evaluating the path integral in Eq. (17), one can show that the one-loop correction to the classical
potential U(¥) separates into two contributions [34]:

vOW) = vV () + V(D) (20)
where
VO = L [60) + Go(0) Ina?] 1)
v Tag, Y v
is the contribution from the real scalar field, and

v L

o) == [G0) + ¢ (0) I 57] (22)
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is the contribution from the complex scalar field. The mass-dimensional constants «c and (3 serve as integration
measure in the functional spaces of the real and complex fields, respectively, and will be removed through
the renormalization of the effective potential.

The generalized zeta function ((s) is defined as

((s) =D A%, (23)

where o represents the set of quantum numbers of the system and A, denotes the eigenvalues of a self-adjoint
differential operator O, such as those given in Eq. (19). The series converges for Re(s) > 2 and is regular at
s =0, admitting an analytic continuation to other values of s [27, 43].

Therefore, to obtain the one-loop contribution in Eq. (20) to the effective potential, we need to solve the
eigenvalue problem

On = An, (24)

where 7 represents quantum fluctuations of either ¥ or ¢; around their respective background fields ¥ and
P =0.

Note that to renormalize the effective potential, standard renormalization conditions will be employed,
which will be explicitly presented in the next section.

III. REAL AND COMPLEX SCALAR FIELDS SUBJECT TO BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

In this section, we calculate the generalized zeta function associated with real and complex scalar fields
subject to Dirichlet and mixed boundary conditions, respectively. To this end, we consider two perfectly
reflecting, parallel plates perpendicular to the z-direction, with L being the separation between them. One
plate is located at z = 0 and the other at z = L, so that the boundary conditions are applied exactly
on the plates. Moreover, we also consider a constant magnetic field in the z-direction, whose associated
gauge potential is coupled to the complex scalar field (see Fig. 1), as discussed in the previous section. As
a consequence of imposing these boundary conditions on the scalar fields, we also obtain the renormalized
effective potential up to first order in each case.

As stated previously, we have to solve the eigenvalue problem of Eq. (24), with the operators defined in
Eq. (19). For the quantum fluctuation of the real scalar field, ny, associated with the operator A, we impose
Dirichlet boundary conditions at the plates, i.e.,

Thy (t,I,y,O) = Th (t,l’,y,L) =0. (25)

The explicit form of the eigenfunctions of A is not essential here, as it is well known in the literature [26, 44].
The relevant quantity for our purposes is the spectrum of eigenvalues,

k2+k2+k2+<@)2+M2 =1,2
T x Yy L A n=1».12,...,

M3 = m?* + ’\7‘/’\112, (26)

Ag

where (k:, ks, k,) are the continuous momentum components and n is the discrete one. The set of quantum
numbers for the real scalar field is thus o = (k;, kg, ky, n).

For the quantum fluctuations of the complex scalar field, n; (j = 1,2), we impose mixed boundary
conditions as in Eq. (5):

le <T7x7y7L) = 07
8,277j (Ta$7y70) = 07 (27)

where 0, = %. In this case, the eigenvalue problem (24) involves the operator B in Eq. (19). The coupling
of the gauge field (8) to the complex scalar field leads to Landau quantization, and as a consequence the



spectrum of B is given by

2 2
o1 s
Aa:kf—&-eB(Zn—i—l)—&-(j-i-Q) ﬁ—l—MgQ,

2 2 2 )
My = p”+g¥°, n=0,12,..., j=0,1,2,.... (28)
Here, the quantum numbers are ¢ = (k;, n,j), consisting of two discrete indices (n,j) and one continuous
momentum component k.. For illustration, Fig. 1 depicts the two parallel plates in the presence of a constant
magnetic field B oriented along the z-axis.

Figure 1. Schematic view of two perfectly reflecting parallel plates in the z-y plane separated by L along the z-axis,
with a uniform magnetic field B directed along z. The real scalar field i satisfies Dirichlet boundary conditions,
while the gauge-coupled complex scalar field ¢ obeys mixed boundary conditions.

A. Generalized Zeta Functions and Non-Renormalized Effective Potential

Let us now calculate the generalized zeta function associated with the real scalar field. To do so, we use
the definition in Eq. (23) together with the eigenvalues in Eq. (26). The summation over o implies that we
must integrate over the continuous momenta and sum over the discrete one. This leads to

Q o0
Co(s) = (27:’)3 / dkrdkodky Y

n=1

—S

2
{k2+k§+k§+(rf) +M§} : (29)

where 23 = L, L, L, is a volume-like parameter associated with the continuous momenta.
Subsequently, it is convenient to rewrite the above expression for the zeta function in a form that allows
us to perform the momentum integrals explicitly. This is achieved by using the following identity:

_ 2 /°° 25— 1 —wp?
w = —— dp p** e P | 30
I'(s) Jo 30

where T'(s) is the gamma function. Notice that the integrals over the momenta that appear after using this
representation are Gaussian-like and can be straightforwardly evaluated. The remaining integral in p can
then be identified with the integral representation of the gamma function [45],

I'(s) = /000 dtt*"te . (31)



Applying these steps, the generalized zeta function associated with the real scalar field can be written as

Qams—25T (s — 3) & M2I2787°
Cols) = 8‘?3 - (If(s)?)z[nM;Q] : (32)

n=1

To perform the sum over the discrete quantum number n, we employ the Epstein-Hurwitz zeta function
representation [46, 47], which reads

e 3—2s
leJrH 3-s__ K +ﬁF(s 2) (A28
£ 2 2 I'(s— 2)
2 s sf—
G- 9) ZJ Ko (27jK) (33)

where K, (z) is the modified Bessel function of the second kind. Using this, the generalized zeta function in
Eq. (32) can be expressed as a sum of three terms,

QM2 T (s—3) QM2 T(s —2)

Cy(s) =—

1673L  T(s) 1602 T'(s)
Q4M2 s o0 .
+ W Z n*?K,_o (2nM,L), (34)

where Q4 = Q3L is the four-dimensional volume of the Euclidean spacetime. By evaluating the zeta function
and its derivative in the limit s — 0, we obtain, according to Eq. (21), the one-loop correction to the effective
potential,

SO M (at\ s Mg
Yoo 64r2 \ M3 12872 247L
M &
- 8722 n2K, (2nM,L) . (35)
n=1

Here, the terms independent of L correspond to the usual vacuum contributions, while the terms depending
explicitly on the plate separation L describe finite-size corrections due to the boundary conditions. The last
term, involving the Bessel functions, encodes the effect of the plates and decays exponentially for large values
of My L. Note that this one-loop effective potential correction has been previously studied in the context of
non-interacting massless scalar fields subject to Dirichlet boundary conditions in Ref. [30], and in Ref. [32]
the investigation considered the massive case. In our interacting theory, the result in Eq. (35) provides the
basis for including boundary effects into the effective potential analysis.

For the gauge-coupled complex scalar field, the generalized zeta function can be obtained by substituting
Eq. (28) into the definition in Eq. (23). In this case, the set of quantum numbers o contains one continuous
momentum, k,, and two discrete quantum numbers, j and n. This leads to

ol = 2 (L) a3y

7=0n=0

—S

; (36)

k2 +eB(2n+1) + ( 1>27T2+M2
2) I?

where the factor % accounts for the degeneracy of the Landau levels.

By making use of the identity in Eq. (30), the Gaussian-like integral over k, can be performed straight-
forwardly, reducing the problem to the evaluation of the sums over n and j. The exponential factors that
appear in the integrand have the form

meBEn (1) (37)
The sum over the Landau-level index n can be carried out using the identity [13]

(oo}

1
_ —(2n+1)T T
2sinh(7T) 7;0 ¢ ’ >0, (38)



which rewrites the infinite series of exponentials in terms of a hyperbolic function. This step greatly simplifies
the structure of the zeta function, allowing for further analytical treatment of the remaining sum over j.

In order to express the sum over j in an alternative form, let us first recall the delta function property,
[ dz6(z — 20) f(2) = f(20) [48], together with the relation

S —(i+3) = _ 1 'S ~(j+1) =5

Ze 2) 12 :52 e z) 127 (39)
7=0 Jj=—00

and the Fourier series identity

2 i 0(0 —2mn) = i e, (40)

n=-—oo n=—oo

By making use of these previous expressions, we can show that

—+o0
1 ,(jJr%)?%Tz L L o 1252
- = 4+ = —1)ie 7, 41
5 D€ g 2\/7%*\/7?7;( ye (41)

Consequently, substituting Eqgs. (30), (38), and (41) into the expression for the zeta function, we obtain

eBQy 1 [® dr7>73 _pa |l & PRSI
C‘”(S)_(%)z’r(s)/o sinh(eBr?) ¢ §+;(_1)€ T (42)

j=—oc

where Q4 = L. L,L,L is the four-dimensional volume of the Euclidean spacetime. This representation is
convenient for further analytical continuation in s and for isolating the boundary-dependent contributions
to the effective potential.

Note that it is not possible to carry out the 7-integral in the second term of Eq. (42). In contrast, the
integral in the first term can be evaluated analytically, yielding the Minkowski-space contribution in the
presence of the magnetic field. Collecting both contributions, the generalized zeta function associated with
the coupled complex scalar field can be written as

. Q4 T (S — 1) s — c
Co(8) = 162 (2¢B)*72T (s) (e = 1)
Q4 1

—_— 1Y Z,(j, L, ¥), 43
+ LT T ;( ) I.(j, L, ¥) (43)
where (g (s, z) denotes the Hurwitz zeta function [27], and after performing the change of variables 7 — 7L,
we define

© drr?s3 2722 42
Z.(j,L, ) = B? — MLm= 44
(.]7 ) ) L/O Sil’lh(B%Tz)e g ’ ( )
with
— 1 M2
BL— GBL, C—§+267B (45)
Evaluating the generalized zeta function (43) and its derivative at s = 0, we obtain
Q
Co(0) = =5 (eB)* Cu(~1,0), (46)
and
Q4 (63)2 d
!/
= - ——— |— -1
¢,(0) b |l —ta|
Q4 (63)2
T(anBB — 1) CH(—l,C)
Q4 > j .
+ AT2 A ‘ (71) IO(.]aL,\II)a (47)

Jj=1



where Zy (4, L, ¥) is given by Eq. (44) evaluated at s = 0.
From these results, using Eq. (22), the one-loop correction to the effective potential reads

ViD= - (222 (-1,¢) 1n<2eB) (eB) Cu(=1,¢)

3
(252)2 |:dCH (s— 170)} »

_|_

Finally, combining Egs. (35) and (48), we obtain the total non-renormalized effective potential up to
one-loop order as

2 4 2 3
v = = +CQ\I/2+A¢+CHIJ4+C + 2 {m(%)—?’}r M)

2 4! 6472 a2 2| 24rL
eB)? 2eB eB)? [d
+(43 Gnl-1,6) 1 (ﬁQ )}ﬂ“ﬁ [<H<s—17c>]
s=0
2 oo
My n_2K (2nM\L) 1) Zo(4, L, 0) . (49)

In the next subsection, we proceed with the renormalization of the effective potential, absorbing all diver-
gent contributions into the appropriate counterterms.

B. Renormalization

Here we consider the effective potential as given by Eq. (49). To properly perform the renormalization,
it is standard to take the Minkowski spacetime limit by sending the plate separation to infinity, L — oo.
Physically, this corresponds to removing the boundary conditions imposed by the plates and thus isolating
the vacuum contributions intrinsic to free Minkowski space. This limit filters out finite-size effects, leaving
only the divergent terms that require renormalization. Applying this limit to Eq. (49), we obtain

m2+02 9 )\1/,4—01 4 ]\44 M/% 3
Ve (¥) = 5 U+ m U+ Cs +64 {ln(oﬂ>2]

acrop-u(D) o]

It is now convenient to express the Hurwitz zeta function and its derivative evaluated, respectively, at
s =—1and s =0 in terms of the parameter ¢ defined in Eq. (45). From Ref. [27] we have

Cu(-1l,¢) = —% (02 —c+ é)
_1 M
-~ N SenR (51)

Furthermore, using the result from Refs. [49, 50], the derivative of the Hurwitz zeta function evaluated at
s = 0 reads

LiCH (s — 1,0)} » = %c(c —1)Inc— 302 +1I(c)

1 1
—Cu (—l,c)lnc—Elnc—Z(f—i—I(C), (52)
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where

I(e) = /000 2ctant(t/c) + tIn(t* + %) it (53)

- 627rt -1

which is finite for any value of c.

In order to eliminate the logarithmic dependence on S present in Eq. (50), we take advantage of the fact
that the natural scale of the system is set by eB and choose 32 = 2eB. This removes the term proportional
to In(2eB/B?).

Thus, combining Egs. (50), (51), and (53), we obtain

)\¢+Cl

m? + C
Ver (¥) = P Wy = 202 40y

M (MY 3wl
6472 a? 2 642 (Co _ l)Q

2
4
0 1 }
-~ |=—¢(l—1Inc

3272 (co — 3)° {6 ( )

4 ‘lne
N (O (54)
2 1 2 1
167w (co — 5) 327 (co — 5)
where (eB) has been expressed in terms of ¢y written as follows,
1 u?
_ = 55
Co 2 + 2€B7 ( )

which in fact corresponds to the definition of ¢ in Eq. (45) evaluated at ¥ = 0. Note that the parameter ¢
encodes the effect of the external magnetic field B on the spectrum of the system when the scalar field is in
its ground state (¥ = 0). In the absence of the magnetic field, co — oo, whereas for strong fields eB > u?,
¢o approaches the minimal value ¢y — 1/2. This behavior reflects the fact that ¢ is directly related to
the Landau-level structure of the excitations and controls how the Hurwitz zeta-function contributions in
Egs. (51) and (52) affect the effective potential.

Let us now turn directly to the calculation of the renormalization constants C; (i = 1,2,3), which are
essential to absorb the divergences and fix the physical parameters in our effective potential. We start by
determining the renormalization coefficient C5, associated with the vacuum energy normalization. This is
done by imposing the physically motivated condition that the effective potential vanishes in the vacuum
state, i.e., when the field expectation value is zero:

li v) =0.
lim Ver(¥) =0 (56)
Applying this condition to Eq. (54) allows us to solve for Cj, ensuring the vacuum energy is properly

normalized, i.e.,
4 2 4.2
AL S ) D i S
6472 | 2 o? 642 (co — 1)

4
" 1
_— —co(l—lnco)}
3272 (cp — 1) [6
4 4c2Inc
_ “—121(00) _ ”0—012. (57)
1672 (co — 5) 3272 (co — 5)

Next, we obtain the coefficient C5, which is responsible for the mass renormalization of the scalar field.
To fix Cy, we require that the curvature of the effective potential at ¥ = 0 matches the physical squared
2
mass m?,

d? Veff(‘I’) 2
- =m?. (58)
A2 T=0
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Applying this condition to the non-renormalized effective potential (54) yields
2 a2
Co_mAuly gy
2 6472 m?

gr?
m [(1 - 2C0) In co + 260 — 4[2(60) s (59)

where

2(co) / o) (60)

is a finite integral capturing nontrivial magnetic field contributions.
Finally, the coefficient C, which renormalizes the quartic coupling constant, is fixed by imposing that the
fourth derivative of the effective potential at the origin equals the physical coupling Ay,

d* Ve (D)
_ = A\y. 61
du4 v—o P ( )
This leads to
Gr _ )\i 1 Oi
4T 256m2 C\m2
2
g
1—2¢l 4eol 62
+ Ginteg [1 —2coInco + deoli(co)] (62)

where

2
1 (co) / g+ (63)

6271'15 -1

is another finite integral encoding quantum corrections due to the external magnetic field.

With the renormalization constants fixed as above, we combine all results to write the fully renormalized
effective potential as

2 4 2
R _om® g Ay 4 m M3
Ver (V) = 507+ ¥+ gy In <mz)

A2 M? 31 m2A M?2 1
P MYy 9 P 1,2 e
25672 [ln<m2> ]+ 6am [1 <m2> 2}

2

\I/4 [1 — 260 In Cco + 46011 (Co)]

6471'260
gu’ 2
——— U7 [(1 — 2¢9)1 2co — 41
3272 (co — 1) [(1 = 2co) Inco + 2co — 412(co)]
402 _ 2 4

S (e —c )2 + K 5 [(c—co) + (coIncy — clnc)]
6472 (co — 3)° 3272 (co — 3)
M—42 [I(c) — I(co)] + M—42 [¢®Ine — cflnco]
1672 (co — 3) 3212 (co — 3)

M2

LR 2 n"?Ks (2nM,L)

47T2L4 Z 1Y/ Zo(j, L, ¥). (64)
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This expression represents the renormalized effective potential, which incorporates vacuum energy normal-
ization, mass and coupling renormalization, and finite-size and topological corrections due to the plates. It
forms the basis for subsequent calculations of the vacuum energy per unit area of the plates, its first-order
coupling-constant corrections, and the topological mass in the system.

It is worth emphasizing that, in the present analysis, we have adopted renormalization conditions that do
not require the magnetic field to vanish. Instead, our procedure removes the divergent terms by subtracting
the corresponding Minkowski spacetime contribution (no plates), without imposing additional constraints
on the finite part of the magnetic field. This choice is consistent with a physical scenario in which the field
can extend beyond the region between the plates, allowing for non-vanishing values outside the bounded
domain.

Alternatively, one could impose the renormalization condition that the magnetic field vanishes identically.
This would correspond to a situation in which the field is strictly confined to the inter-plate region, leading
to different finite contributions to the physical quantities of interest [26, 28]. Renormalization conditions
requiring the magnetic field B to vanish in the vacuum state results in a renormalized effective potential
whose vacuum energy, evaluated at ¥ = 0, still contained residual terms proportional to B? that did not
depend on the plate separation L.

These L-independent terms imply a vacuum energy offset that persists even in the limit L — oo, con-
tradicting the physical expectation that the vacuum energy should vanish when the plates are infinitely
separated and the system recovers free Minkowski spacetime. Such residual contributions can be interpreted
as artifacts of the renormalization scheme rather than physical effects. By contrast, the renormalization
conditions adopted in the present work do not impose the vanishing of B in the vacuum. Instead, diver-
gences are subtracted using the Minkowski spacetime limit without plates, allowing the magnetic field to
remain finite. This choice ensures that the vacuum energy naturally tends to zero as L — oo, providing a
physically consistent baseline and avoiding spurious constant or linear terms in L. Thus, the presence of
residual B2-dependent vacuum energy terms in the renormalization scheme that forces B = 0 highlights the
importance of carefully selecting renormalization conditions that respect the physical context and boundary
conditions of the system.

Finally, it is important to note that there are physical situations in which imposing renormalization
conditions at vanishing magnetic field, B = 0, is both natural and physically justified. A typical example
is provided by the calculation of magnetic-field effects on atomic systems in the presence of a uniform,
external, and non-confined field. In such a scenario, the reference vacuum is naturally taken to be the free-
space vacuum with B = 0, and the magnetic field is treated as an external perturbation that permeates all
space, without altering the topology or the mode structure of the system. This approach was followed, for
instance, in the work of Erdas and Feldman [25].

IV. VACUUM ENERGY, TOPOLOGICAL MASS AND FIRST-ORDER
COUPLING-CONSTANT CORRENCTIONS

A. Vacuum energy per unit area of the plates

Before calculating the vacuum energy per unit area of the plates, let us first analyze the renormalized
effective potential given in Eq. (64) evaluated at ¥ = 0, that is,

2 o0
m
VR(0) = 573 n" 2Ky (2nmL)
8m?L =
- S
T2 Z(_l)jIO(]aLvO)u (65)
j=1

where the integral function Zy(j, L, 0) is defined as
5 oo 7_—3 u 2
Zo(j,L,0) =B AT ———5—< ¢ 17 752 66
O(.77 ) ) L/(; TSiHh(B%TZ) € ) ( )

with p, = pL and By, related to the magnetic field parameters as defined previously in Eq. (45).
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The vacuum energy per unit area of the plates can then be defined as

E
R L) (67)
It is worth emphasizing that the effective potential Vg is naturally defined as the vacuum energy density,
i.e., the energy per unit volume of the system. Since the geometry considered consists of two parallel plates
separated by a distance L, the physical volume relevant to the problem is the area of the plates multiplied
by this separation. Therefore, to obtain the vacuum energy per unit area of the plates, it is necessary to
multiply the effective potential by L. This operation converts the volume energy density into an energy per
unit area, allowing a direct comparison with the results obtained via the mode summation method, which
usually provides the vacuum energy per unit area from the outset [26, 28]. In other words, the multiplication
by L ensures consistency between the two formalisms and reflects the geometric configuration of the system
under consideration.

Figure 2. Ratio % obtained from Eq. (68) plotted against By for fixed mL = 1, denoted as mr. The curves

illustrate the influence of the magnetic field contribution on the total vacuum energy.

From Egs. (65) and (67) we, thus, have

ER m2 > _

o Z VZo(j, L.0). (63)

Here, the first term on the r.h.s. corresponds to the vacuum energy contribution of a real scalar field obeying
Dirichlet boundary conditions, which we will denote by Ef. The second term represents the contribution
from a charged complex scalar field subject to mixed boundary conditions in the presence of a magnetic
field, denoted by £z

Fig. 2 shows the ratio E—R as a function of the dimensionless parameter By, for a fixed mass parameter
mL = 1. This ratio hlghhghts the role of the magnetic field contribution in modifying the vacuum energy rel-
ative to the purely Dirichlet case. In particular, the presence of the magnetic field can determine whether the
total vacuum energy becomes positive or remains negative. It is worth noting that the Dirichlet contribution
ETD is itself strictly negative, as illustrated by the plot on the left panel of Fig. 3.

For further insight, Fig. 3 displays separately the vacuum energy contributions % (left panel) and Ep
(right panel), being this latter for the massless case. The behavior of these contributions as functions of the
plate separation, L, revealﬁ their distinct scaling properties and physical origins. The corresponding plot for
the massive case of = is shown later in Fig. 4.

In summary, the total vacuum energy density in our system arises from two distinct physical sources; the
quantized real scalar field confined by Dirichlet boundaries, and the charged complex scalar field influenced
by the external magnetic field and mixed boundary conditions. Understanding how these contributions
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Figure 3. Vacuum energy contributions per unit area for Dirichlet part ETD (left) and massless magnetic part ETB
(right). These plots illustrate the individual roles of boundary conditions and magnetic effects on the vacuum energy.

combine is crucial for further analysis of the first-order coupling-constant corrections and the emergence of
a topological mass in the theory.

To complete our analysis, we now consider the asymptotic limits of the vacuum energy in the regimes
where the magnetic field is either weak or strong. The asymptotic behavior of the Dirichlet contribution
has already been investigated in several works in the literature (see, for instance, Refs. [26] and [32]). Here,
our focus is to provide a more detailed study of the asymptotic limits associated with the constant magnetic
field contribution.

We start with the strong-field limit, By > 1, of the vacuum energy ETB. At leading order, it can be
obtained by using the following approximation for Eq. (66):

.2

Lo, L.0) = 283 [ dryde iR
0
T
~ zB? 1;72)’ )

where we have defined z = 24/B? + 12, and in this limit we have also used the approximation sinh(B? 72) ~
éeB%Tz. Consequently, by making use of the asymptotic limit for large arguments of the Macdonald function,
ie., K,(z) ~ /3-e %, we obtain [45]

EB B%Z —z
— ~ e
A 2%77%[}”
5
B _-p
~ L =2Br 70
Am3 L3 (70)

where the leading contribution corresponds to 7 = 1, and we have also imposed the additional requirement

Br > pr.
On the other hand, in the weak-field limit, By, < 1, Eq. (66) can be expressed in the form

[ee] d -3 32
Zo(j, L,0) = QB%/ 1;#%2 o~ i +BL)T =1y 1)
o 1-—

Next, we consider the Taylor expansion
~— -+ ———+0W). (72)

From Egs. (71) and (72), the complex-field contribution to the vacuum energy in Eq. (68), within the
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weak-field approximation and in dimensionless form, can be written as

47T2L3EB 2 K2 zg 5 — K1 (29)
R B AR

j=1
oo

)7 52 Ko (25). (73)

Z 1Y Ko (279)

Taking eB — 0 directly in the first term recovers the known result for pure mixed boundary condition. This
provides an alternative form to the expression obtained in Ref. [32], where a real scalar field was considered.

We can further consider the limit z < 1 in Eq. (73) by expanding the Macdonald functions. Before doing
so, we first perform the sum over j. For this purpose, we employ the following integral representation of the
Macdonald function [45]:

K. (jz) = / e=72e0sh(t) osh(ut) d. (74)
0

For the second term in Eq. (73), using Eq. (74) and performing the sum over j, we obtain

B? e
T, = 52/ In(1 + e <™ cosh(t) dt
0

_ B2z /OO U ln(l Jre*Z“)d
2 N (u?—1)2
B2z
2 )

U

In(1+e ") du, (75)

¢

where the change of variables u = cosh(t) has been applied. In the regime z < 1, the upper limit, u > 1,
dominates the integral. Performing the integration and expanding for small z, we find

B2z ([ 72
Ty =~ PLE (T 9
h 5 (12 n —|—4+O( )) (76)

For the third term in Eq. (73), setting v = 0 in the Macdonald function of Eq. (74) and summing over j
yields
B4 © -z cosh(t)

Ty = —L ———dt. 7
3 3 0 1 _’_efzcosh(t) ( )

When 2z < 1, the integral is dominated by the lower limit, ¢ < 1. We can then use the approximation,
4 oo
Ty ~ ﬁ 1 / e~ % cosh(t) dt
3 1+e 7
Bj Ko(2)
3 14+e =

B% (—1“22 + 0(1)> : (78)

R
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Similarly, for the fourth term in Eq. (73), using Eq. (74) and summing over j gives

4B} / % (emm o) — 722 b)) cosh(2t)

Tu= 74522 (e—z cosh(t) 4 1)3

(79)

For z < 1, this is dominated by the lower limit, so we have
4B3 [Ks(2) — Ka(22)]
4522 (e=% + 1)3

8
_ :ffz (16322 1o /z)) . (80)

T42—
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Substituting Eqgs. (76), (78) and (80) into Eq. (73), we obtain

47 L3ER 5 = (—1)7 B2 :BZIn2
~ — K5 (2g
T uLj:1 2 2(2jpL) + — 5
232 B4 BS
2B By, 3 (81)
8 6 18024
For the massless case p;, — 0, we have
472 [3Fp Tt 7T2B% B? 479B%
~ — B} In2 - —Em(2B L 2
A 1440 24 pln2 == m@B) + =555, (82)
where, for the first term in Eq. (81), we used the limit [45]
N _(2\ T
ili%x K, (bx) = (b) — (83)

The first term in Eq. (82) is exactly twice the result obtained in Ref. [32] for a real scalar field, as expected.

0.5
0.4
o 03
™ |«
Nl:'
& 0.2
0.1
14
0.0

Figure 4. Comparison between the expressions for ETB given in Egs. (85) and (68), for uz, = 0.1, 0.5 and 1.0.

For completeness, Eq. (66) can also be written in an alternative form by employing Eq. (38), yielding

To(j,L,0) = QBLZ/ dr 73— (3 +@n+1) B3 )2 - 13
n=0

> K (2pn
_ 2BLZ 1 Jﬂ , (84)

where i, = \/(2n + 1)BZ + p2. Consequently, the complex-field contribution reads

E B2 & (25
e Zun ?“. (85)

A 2m2[3 4
]1

This expression has been previously obtained in Ref. [11] in a different context. Also, in other contexts,
similar expressions to the one above have been derived in Refs. [8, 9], where the authors impose Dirichlet
boundary conditions on the gauge-coupled complex scalar field.

Note that both expressions in Eqgs. (68) and (85) represent the same physical quantity, i.e., the vacuum
energy contribution from a charged scalar field under mixed boundary conditions in the presence of a uniform
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magnetic field. However, their practical validity over the entire range of magnetic field strengths differs due
to the distinct ways they organize and encode the spectral information.

In Fig. 4, we have comparatively plotted the expressions for £5 in Egs. (68) (dashed lines) and (85)
(solid lines), for different values of py. As illustrated in the figure, the expression in Eq. (85) is accurate
approximately for By, 2 1, beyond which it converges rapidly and correctly accounts for the Landau-level
quantization. Below this regime, the series expansion used in Eq. (85) becomes ill-defined.

Physically, this means that Eq. (85) inherently assumes a sufficiently strong magnetic field to resolve
discrete Landau levels, while Eq. (68) remains valid for all magnetic field strengths, including the weak-
field regime where the spectrum is effectively continuous. Thus, the different domains of validity reflect the
distinct spectral decompositions encoded by these expressions.

It should also be pointed out that the difference in the range of validity between the two expressions in
Egs. (68) and (85), for the vacuum energy contribution ETB, is fundamentally connected to the convergence
properties of the series expansion in Eq. (38), where in our case the argument is given by T = B2?72.
This expansion is valid and convergent only for strictly positive values of T'. Since Bp is proportional to
the magnetic field strength, this implies that the series representation assumes a nonzero magnetic field.
Physically, this corresponds to the well-known Landau level quantization in the presence of a magnetic field,
where the discrete energy levels arise naturally.

However, when the magnetic field becomes very weak (Bj — 0), the parameter T' approaches zero for
all values of the integration variable 7. In this limit, the discrete Landau levels become densely spaced
and effectively merge into a continuous spectrum. Consequently, the series expansion converges very slowly,
making the sum representation ill-defined or numerically unstable in this regime.

On the other hand, the integral representation of Zy(j, L,0) in Eq. (68) for the % part, retains the
hyperbolic sine function in the denominator without expanding it into a series. This avoids any implicit
restrictions on By, allowing the integral form to be valid and well-defined for all values of the magnetic field
strength, including the weak-field limit By — 0.

In summary, the key physical reason why the sum over Landau levels expression is not valid for the
entire range of By, lies in the convergence domain of the series expansion for 1/(2sinh(T)). The integral
representation circumvents this limitation, smoothly describing the transition from discrete Landau levels at
strong magnetic fields to a continuous spectrum at weak fields.

B. Topological mass

The topological mass can be defined through the second derivative, with respect to ¥, of the renormalized
effective potential taken at the vacuum state, ¥ = 0, namely

V(D)

dv?  lu=o (86)

md. =
By using the above definition in Eq. (64), the topological mass naturally separates into three contributions,
that is,

mh =m? +m? +mb, (87)

where m? is the bare mass parameter, m3 is the purely Dirichlet contribution, and m% encodes the correction
induced by the external magnetic field and mixed boundary conditions.
In explicit form, one finds

ma% = m?*+ ;7’:72”2 Z n~'K;(2mLn)
n=1

I~ y
+5273 2"V T, L,0), (88)
j=1
where
©  drr! 2 _2_ ;2
Z:(j. L.0) = B? _ —HLT =T
1(]7 70) L/O Sinh(B%TQ) € (89)
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Figure 5. Topological mass given by Eq. (88) as a function of By, for mL = 1 and different values of pr. The plots
correspond to the cases Ay = 1.0, g = 0.2 (left) and Ay, = 0.02, g = 100 (right).

The structure of Eq. (88) shows that m2 depends explicitly on the coupling constants A, and g, whose
relative magnitudes can significantly influence the sign of the total mass squared. This opens the possibility
of vacuum instabilities or symmetry breaking phenomena depending on the physical regime considered. A
systematic vacuum stability analysis could be performed to fully explore the allowed parameter space, as
it has been done in Refs. [29, 34]. However, in the present work we restrict ourselves to illustrating the
qualitative behavior in relevant limits, leaving a detailed stability study for future work.

In Fig. 5, we plot, in dimensionless form, the topological mass given by Eq. (88) as a function of Bj,
for different values of pyp, with mL = 1. The plot on the right, corresponding to Ay < g, shows that the
topological mass can become negative. In contrast, for Ay, > g (left), the topological mass remains positive.

When m = 0, Eq. (88) reduces, with the help of Eq. (83), to the massless expression for the topological
mass, given by

oo

A .
2 P g .
mr = 9612 T on2re JZ(—IV T:(4,L,0). (90)

1

From the above expression, it is straightforward to see that, in order for the topological mass to be positive,
one must have Ay > g, since the second term is the one that can become negative.
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Figure 6. Topological mass given by Eq. (90) as a function of By, and different values of ur. The plots correspond
to the cases Ay = 2.0, g = 1.0 (left) and Ay, = 1.0, g = 2.0 (right).

In Fig. 6, we plot, in dimensionless form, the topological mass given by Eq. (90) as a function of By, for
different values of p;,. The plot on the right, corresponding to Ay < g, shows that the massless topological
mass can become negative. In contrast, for Ay > g (left), the topological mass remains positive.



19

Once again, we want to focus on the analysis of the asymptotic limits when the magnetic field can be
either weak or strong. The analysis for the case of Dirichlet boundary conditions can be found, for instance,
in Ref. [32].

In the strong magnetic field regime, By > 1, the topological mass mp can be approximated as

m2 ~ gBl% —z
B = T3 1
2272 L2232
3
9B. B,
~ - 97L 2B 91
2r3 L2 (O1)

where the leading contribution is for j = 1. This shows an exponential suppression with the field strength,
as expected from the dominance of the lowest Landau level at high B.
For the weak field regime, By, < 1, it is convenient to rewrite Eq. (89) as

[e e} d —1 2
T,(j,L,0) = QB%/ 177%%2 e—(#i—&-Bi)ﬂ_%' (92)
0 —e

Using the expansion of Eq. (72), one obtains in dimensionless form, the expression

(=
4 LPmE ~ gzz J +2 BLZ 1) Ko(z75)
4gB 1693 - .
Z Vi ()~ 9TE S 1y a2, (98)
j=1

Expanding further, in analogy with the expansion steps used in Eqgs. (74)—(78), we find
1(2
4 LPmE ~ 2g,uLZ ]#L) + gB? 1n(2)

B? B 116¢9B8% 232¢B%
—gzL—gL+ 97L | 22901 (94)
3z 3z 12152 1215z

Now, setting p;, = 0 in Eq. (94), for the massless case, we obtain

972 9 1591gB%  1591gB3?

AmLmy = 12 +gBL W2BL) = =gy ~ om0

The leading constant term above is exactly twice the corresponding result obtained in Ref. [32] for a real
scalar field, as expected for a complex scalar field with the same boundary conditions.

The decomposition in Eq. (88) makes it explicit how the interplay between boundary conditions (through
m3) and the magnetic field (through m3) controls the effective topological mass. In particular, the sign of
m?r can change depending on the competition between the Dirichlet term, which may induce spontaneous
symmetry breaking in some regimes, and the magnetic term, which can either stabilize or destabilize the
vacuum depending on the coupling g and the field strength. The region of the parameter space where the
mass becomes negative has also been reported in other systems, where a vacuum stability analysis was
performed [29, 34]. Here, we leave such an analysis for future work, as previously mentioned. Regarding
the limiting behaviors in Eqgs. (91)-(95), they illustrate how the magnetic contribution is exponentially
suppressed at strong fields but exhibits nontrivial polynomial and logarithmic corrections in the weak-field
regime. These features are crucial for understanding phase transitions in confined quantum field systems
subject to external magnetic fields.

(95)

C. First-Order Coupling-Constant Corrections to the vacuum energy

The first-order coupling-constant corrections to the vacuum energy come from the two-loop level of the
effective potential, evaluated for the vacuum state ¥ =0, i.e.,

V(@) = V(W) + V2 (9) + VO (0) + V3 (9), (96)
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where V)\(i) is the contribution from the self-interaction term %w‘l of the real field, V)fi) is the contribution
from the self-interaction of the complex field, namely );1' o} and )4\1' 03, V(Z) is associated with the interaction
between the real and complex fields, £ g p21)? and @21/12 and, finally, VQ(A) is associated with the cross terms

between the components of the complex field, 4| £ 222,
In terms of bubble vacuum diagrams, Eq. (96) can be rewritten as

T .. ¢ b ¥ I
w000 i O O
~ = 4 ~ = 7’ ~ = 4 ~ = 4
— loop @—¢ loop —p mixed loop @1—p2 mixed loop

We can use the zeta functions of the system to obtain the self-interaction term contributions by means of
the expression

R 2
v o =25 ] (98)

where C.C. denotes the coupling constant, and (®(1) is given by Eqs. (34) and/or (43), depending on the
specific term in Eq. (96) under consideration. In both cases, the terms proportional to I'(s — 2) and I'(s — 1)
must be subtracted due to the divergent contributions at s = 1, which correspond to the case of Minkowski
spacetime without plates. Moreover, the second term on the r.h.s. of Eq. (34) should also be subtracted,
since it increases with the mass m.

The expression in Eq. (98) can also be read directly from the Feynman diagrams for the self-interaction,
represented by the first two terms on the r.h.s. of Eq. (97). The factor of three comes from the Wick theorem
for field contractions, while the symmetry factor for this case is % Each loop corresponds to a zeta function
(34) or (43), divided by €4, depending on the field type. In the corresponding diagrams, there is a single

vertex contributing with a factor C;f‘.

For the contribution coming from V)\(i)(\ll), using Egs. (34) and (98), we have

£ @
% = LV, (0)
2
 am? = Ki(2nmlL)
12874 L T;l n ’ (99)

for the massive case, and for the massless case

g Ay
= = 100
A 18432 L3 (100)
where we have used the Riemann zeta function ((2) = %2
For the contribution coming from V)\(i)(\ll), using Egs. (43) and (98), we obtain
(2) ?
Ey 2\, - L
—— = —1)Z4(4,L,0 101
AT 1’LB ;( PLULO) ¢ (101

where the factor of 2 multiplying A\, accounts for the two components of the complex field, and Z;(j, L, 0)
has been defined in Eq. (89).

Let us now turn to the mixed terms. The first diagram representing mixed terms in Eq. (97) indicates
that the corresponding expression involves the product of the coupling constant £ (from a single vertex) by
the renormalized zeta functions (34) and (43) at s = 1, divided by Q2, with an extra factor of 2 accounting
for the interaction of each component of ¢ with . In this case we have

(2) oo

ER 2gm Ki(2nmlL)

= 39112 [E ] E JIl (7, L,0)| . (102)
n=1
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For the massless case, that is, m = u = 0, we can make use of Eq. (83) and obtain

B g - S
A T 192.20° Z(_l)]Il(JaLvo) ; (103)
=1

with Z;(j, L, 0) given by Eq. (89) for u = 0.
Finally, the mixed term corresponding to the last diagram in Eq. (97) involves the product of the coupling

constant )z\Tf (from one vertex) by the square of the zeta function (43) (one for each component of the complex
field), with an additional factor of 2 accounting for both components. That is,

2

By p) W e .
AT 38474L3 > (1T, L,0) | . (104)
j=1

The asymptotic limits for the magnetic contribution in the above expressions follow the same qualitative
behavior as in the topological mass case, where the function Z;(j, L,0) was analyzed. In the strong-field
regime, the expressions decay exponentially, and in the cases of Egs. (101) and (104) the decay is even
faster. In the weak-field regime, the leading contribution for Z; (j, L,0) is proportional to B% In(z), which in
Egs. (101) and (104) becomes Bj (In z)?, and is therefore even more suppressed.

In summary, the expressions derived in this subsection constitute the complete set of first-order coupling-
constant corrections to the vacuum energy at two-loop order, after removing the Minkowski—spacetime
divergences and the mass-dependent terms that do not contribute to the renormalized results.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND REMARKS

In this work, we investigated the interplay between a uniform magnetic field, boundary conditions, and
scalar field interactions in the framework of quantum field theory in confined geometries. The model consists
of a real scalar field satisfying Dirichlet boundary conditions, interacting via self- and cross-couplings with
a gauge-coupled complex scalar field subjec to mixed boundary conditions between two perfectly reflecting
parallel plates. Using the effective potential formalism and zeta-function regularization, we have obtained the
renormalized effective potential up to first order in the coupling constants without imposing the vanishing
of the magnetic field in the renormalization conditions, thereby preserving magnetic contributions while
consistently removing divergences.

We computed the vacuum energy per unit area of the plates, incorporating finite-size effects, magnetic
contributions, and interaction corrections, and demonstrated the generation of a topological mass arising from
the combined influence of boundary conditions and magnetic interactions. The results for the vacuum energy
include both one-loop and two-loop (first-order in the couplings) corrections, showing that the magnetic field
not only reorganizes the mode spectrum via Landau quantization but also qualitatively modifies the finite-
size corrections. The asymptotic analysis revealed that in the strong-field regime the corrections to the
vacuum energy are exponentially suppressed, whereas in the weak-field limit the behavior involves both
polynomial and logarithmic terms, reflecting the subtle interplay between magnetic and boundary effects.
These features may have implications for condensed-matter systems under strong magnetic fields, as well as
for high-energy and cosmological scenarios where confined quantum fields interact with external background
fields.

The topological mass generated through boundary and magnetic effects displays an interesting dependence
on the coupling constants and field strengths. The competition between contributions from the Dirichlet-
confined field and the magnetically coupled field can lead to sign changes in the effective mass, suggesting
possible vacuum instabilities or symmetry breaking phenomena. This warrants further investigation of the
vacuum stability across different parameter regimes.

Our calculation of first-order coupling-constant corrections to the vacuum energy completes our investi-
gation of quantum effects up to second order in perturbation theory. The systematic treatment developed
here for coupled fields with different boundary conditions provides a framework that could be extended
to more complex systems involving fermionic fields or non-Abelian gauge fields. Furthermore, future work
could address finite-temperature regimes and explore the system in greater detail from a more realistic per-
spective, potentially uncovering additional physical phenomena arising from the relation between boundary
conditions, magnetic fields, and interactions.
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