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ABSTRACT: Quantum forces are long-range interactions originating from vacuum fluctuations
of mediator fields. Such forces inevitably arise between ordinary matter particles whenever
they couple to light mediator species. Conventional computations of quantum forces rely on
evaluating one-loop Feynman diagrams of the relevant scattering processes. In this work, we
introduce a novel framework to compute quantum forces. Instead of relying on perturbative
scattering amplitudes, we directly evaluate the quantum fluctuations of the mediator field by
solving its quantized equation of motion with appropriate boundary conditions. This approach
remains valid beyond the Born approximation and thus applies to regimes of strong coupling
between the mediator and matter fields. In the weak-coupling limit, our results reproduce the
known expressions from the Feynman diagram approach. In the strong-coupling regime, the
result is modified by a factor that can suppress or enhance the effect. In contrast to classical
forces, quantum forces intrinsically violate the superposition principle. Our approach may
therefore offer a useful tool for probing non-perturbative effects in the infrared regime.
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1 Introduction

The concept of force has a long and evolving history. Initially, it was a fundamental idea
in Newtonian mechanics, describing interactions between masses. With the development of
Maxwell equations and classical electrodynamics, the notion of force took on a new perspec-
tive: forces were understood as arising from fields generated by sources, with other particles
responding to these fields.

Quantum mechanics further deepened our understanding of the concept of force. In
particular, quantum field theory (QFT) provides a framework in which forces are mediated
by gauge bosons. For example, the electromagnetic interaction is carried by photons. To
recover classical forces from QFT, one typically computes Feynman diagrams, specifically,
t-channel diagrams, which, when Fourier-transformed to real space, reproduce the familiar
form of classical forces.

This approach naturally extends the notion of force into the quantum regime. A “quan-
tum force” can emerge from ¢-channel diagrams containing loops rather than being restricted
to tree-level interactions. In such cases, the classical field vanishes, yet a force arises purely
from quantum effects. Perhaps the most famous example is the Casimir effect. In 1947,
Casimir and Polder considered the electromagnetic interaction between two neutral atoms
separated by a distance r and derived the two-photon exchange potential [1]
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Vay(r) = (1.1)
where o is the polarizability of each atom.! This force is absent at the classical level, since an
isolated atom carries no permanent dipole moment in the absence of external electromagnetic
fields. Quantum mechanically, however, electromagnetic field fluctuations induce an effective
interaction between neutral atoms. In the language of Feynman diagrams, the Casimir-
Polder force corresponds to the one-loop process mediated by two virtual photons, which can
be computed using perturbative QFT [4].

Another well-known example of a quantum force is the neutrino force, generated by
the exchange of two neutrinos [5]. The effective potential of this force, assuming massless
neutrinos, is

G2
Vay () ~ 7“7?7 (1.2)
where G is the Fermi constant. This force, as an interesting prediction of the Standard Model
(SM), has drawn considerable attention since it was proposed [6-31]. As the third example,
the two-graviton-exchange potential, which constitutes the leading quantum correction to
the classical Newtonian potential in the infrared (IR) regime, has been computed both for

!The more well-known form of the Casimir force between two perfectly conducting plates, with the potential
energy per area V(r) = —n%/(72073), was actually derived one year later by Casimir [2]. The force was observed
experimentally in 1997 [3].



point-like particles [32-34] and for extended objects such as cosmological strings [35]. Going
beyond the SM, quantum forces have been calculated for a variety of mediators, such as
axions [36-38] and other exotic light particles in the dark sector [39, 40].

Traditionally, calculations of quantum forces have been performed using leading-order
Feynman diagrams with the Born (perturbative) approximation, similar to how the Coulomb
potential is derived in QFT [41], except that the former involves loop diagrams and the latter
uses tree-level diagrams. However, such calculations lack an intuitive picture of how quantum
forces are generated. Moreover, the Born approximation is not always valid, as it involves
non-relativistic scattering in quantum mechanics and assumes weak coupling between the
mediator and matter fields. It is important to recall that the Coulomb potential can be
derived in classical electrodynamics without involving any Feynman diagrams, nor the Born
approximation. Hence, it would be desirable if quantum forces can be derived beyond the
diagrammatic approach, which is the goal of this paper.

Our method offers an intuitive perspective by treating quantum forces as a type of back-
ground effect. In the classical picture, forces such as the Coulomb force arise from a back-
ground field (e.g., the electric field) that influences the motion of a particle placed within
it. For quantum forces, the classical field itself vanishes, but vacuum fluctuations play the
role of effective force carriers. In this sense, the vacuum behaves analogously to a classical
background, and our method is close in spirit to the classical field picture.

Motivated by this analogy, we extend background-field techniques to the vacuum case by
incorporating expectation values of quantum fields. Specifically, we extend the notion of a
background field into the quantum regime by taking expectation values that classically vanish.
This method not only reproduces the known results obtained from the diagrammatic approach
in the weak-coupling limit but also allows us to analytically access regimes where the Born
approximation breaks down. The key advantage of our method over previous approaches is
precisely this ability to treat situations in which the mediator field couples strongly to matter.

Below, we clarify the notion of “strong coupling” used in this work. We emphasize that
we only focus on the long-range (IR) behavior of the force throughout this paper. Our central
idea is to probe the strongly coupled regime in the IR by exploiting the analogy between a
large microscopic coupling and a high-density environment.

In electromagnetism, extending to large charges is straightforward. The potential between
any two charges is given by Coulomb’s law, and in the IR, that is at large distances, only
the monopole term matters. Thus, it does not matter whether the source consists of many
small charges or a single large charge. Calculations in electromagnetism are simple: for many
particles, one can just add their potentials. This is captured by the superposition principle:
potentials from multiple sources add linearly, a consequence of the photon coupling linearly
to the electron.

For general quantum forces, this linearity fails. Yet, in the IR, we still do not care about
the details of the source. Thus, here we assume perturbativity at the fundamental level and
consider many particles confined within a region of size R. Far from the source, that is at
r > R, the detailed structure becomes irrelevant, allowing exploration of strong-coupling



effects by increasing the density. Thus, in the following, we define “strong coupling” in two
related ways: (1) as a high-density system of weakly coupled particles, or (2) as a point-like
particle with a large effective coupling. The strongly coupled regime accessible through our
method can then be mapped onto the non-perturbative coupling of the underlying field theory
in the IR limit (see Sec. 5.4).

In this paper, we focus on the simplest nontrivial examples of quantum forces, in which
the mediator couples quadratically to matter. In such theories, the superposition principle no
longer holds, and the contributions from individual particles cannot be added linearly. This
nonlinearity leads to qualitatively new phenomena in the strong-coupling regime, distinct
from classical forces. A more detailed discussion of how the superposition principle differs
between classical and quantum forces can be found in Sec. 5.5.

The remaining part of this paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we present an overview
of our method through an intuitive picture of “a spherical cow in vacuum”. In particular,
we clarify why forces arising from quadratically coupled mediators are intrinsically quantum.
Next, we apply this method to the cases of scalar and fermionic mediators in Sec. 3 and
Sec. 4, respectively, demonstrating explicitly how the resulting quantum forces reproduce the
known expressions in the weak-coupling limit and derive the correction to that limit. We
further analyze their behavior in the strong-coupling regime, where the Born approximation
fails and new qualitative features emerge. Broader implications and general properties of
strongly coupled quantum forces are discussed in Sec. 5. We conclude in Sec. 6. Technical
details are collected in the appendices.

2 A spherical cow in vacuum: A sketch of our method

In order to develop an intuitive picture of how quantum forces are generated, let us first briefly
review how classical forces, such as the Coulomb force, are generated. As is well known in
classical electrodynamics, an electrically charged object generates, in its surrounding area,
an electric field E = —VV | where V is the electric potential. Any charged particles moving
nearby the object can “feel” the electric field, which exerts a force < E on them. If the charged
object is spherically symmetric, the electric potential ¢ outside the object is proportional to
1/7; hence, the force is proportional to 1/r2.

This classical picture is illustrated by the left panel of Fig. 1, where, instead of consider-
ing a vector mediator, we consider a scalar to avoid unnecessary complications arising from
Lorentz indices. (Recall that in classical electrodynamics, ¢ is the zeroth component of the
four-potential A*, not a Lorentz-invariant scalar.) In this figure, y denotes matter particles
(e.g., protons, electrons), and ¢ is a massless mediator, coupled to x via £ D y¢xyx. When
a bulk of y particles is distributed in the blue region in Fig. 1 (x cluster), the equation of
motion (EOM) of ¢ is modified as

(07 = V) ¢ =y (xx) , (2.1)
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Figure 1: Intuitive pictures of how classical (left panel) and quantum (right panel) forces are
generated. Classical forces such as the Coulomb force are generated by a static field ¢ (dashed
lines) induced by an object (the blue blob labeled “x cluster”) via a coupling of the form ¢x.
With a spherically symmetric profile for the y cluster, the ¢ field decreases as 1/r outside
the sphere, exerting a force oc 1/72 on the test particle (smaller blue blob). Quantum forces
are generated by quantum fluctuations of the ¢ field. Given the interaction ¢?yy indicated
on the right panel, the x cluster emits and absorbs ¢ simultaneously. So it cannot generate
a static nonzero distribution of ¢ (i.e. (¢) = 0). However, quantum fluctuations still cause
non-vanishing (¢?) which decreases as 1/7® in this model. The Gauss surface (green dashed)
is added to demonstrate that the flux of the corresponding “electric field” through the surface
is nonzero for the classical case but vanishes in the quantum case.

where (Yx) denotes the ensemble average of the y bilinear within the source. Throughout this
work, the x particles inside the source are assumed to be non-relativistic. In this limit, the
bilinear simply reduces to the number density (xx) = n,. We briefly discuss the relativistic
case in Sec. 5.7.

Following the spirit of “a spherical cow in vacuum”, we model the source as a spherically
symmetric distribution of y particles with constant density and radius R. Then we can solve
the differential equation and obtain ¢ oc 1/r — see e.g. [42]. Concretely, the density profile
is assumed to be

= ¢:71 (for r > R), (2.2)

no — NX/VR (’I”<R) yNX
o (r > R) dr v

where Vi = (47 R3)/3 is the volume of the x cluster, and N, is the total number of x particles.
One can also introduce a mass my for the mediator in Eq. (2.1). Then, the same methodology



leads to the Yukawa potential (oc e™™¢" /), or in the limit of my — 0o, to the MSW potential
widely used in connection to neutrino oscillation phenomena [42].

It is important to note that while these classical forces/potentials (Coulomb, Yukawa,
MSW) can all be derived in QFT using ¢-channel Feynman diagrams and the Born approx-
imation (see, for example, pages 121 and 125 in Ref. [41]), they essentially arise from the
EOM modified by the existence of matter in space, similar to how the QED Lagrangian gives
rise to Maxwell’s equations, which then give rise to the Coulomb force.

It is therefore tempting to ask whether quantum forces (e.g., neutrino forces, axion forces)
can be derived in a similar way without involving Feynman diagrams. The answer is yes, and
the derivation constitutes the main part of this paper. Our methodology is demonstrated in
the right panel of Fig. 1. Here, we consider the interaction to be

LOge*],  T=xXx, (2.3)

where J is the source term and g denotes a generic dimensional coupling. Due to the quadratic
form of ¢, the long-range force between x particles can be generated only at one-loop level
via two-¢ exchange. By assigning a hypothetical Z5 symmetry to ¢, one can immediately see
that the x cluster can no longer generate a static nonzero ¢ field around it. At the classical
level, ¢ waves could be generated dynamically (similar to electromagnetic waves propagating
in vacuum), but the time-averaged value of ¢ must be zero due to the Zy symmetry. At the
quantum level, ¢ could exhibit quantum fluctuations, but the ensemble average of ¢ must be
zero. Both are represented in Fig. 1 by (¢) = 0, where “( )” should be interpreted as time or
ensemble average at the classical or quantum level, respectively.

Although (¢) = 0, the quantity (¢?) need not vanish and generally exhibits a nontrivial
dependence on r. Classically, one may still solve the EOM and obtain wave-like solutions
with spatially varying ¢?(r). However, because the classical equation,

(07 —V*—29J)¢ =0, (2.4)

is linear and homogeneous, any classical solution can be multiplied by an arbitrary constant
and still remain a valid solution. Therefore, the overall normalization of ¢, and hence of
¢?, is not determined by classical physics alone. In particular, in the absence of a classical
¢ background, nothing prevents one from rescaling a classical solution so that ¢? becomes
arbitrarily small, revealing that classical dynamics alone cannot fix the amplitude of (¢?).

The determination of (¢?) is fundamentally quantum. Because of the Heisenberg un-
certainty principle, ¢ and its conjugate momentum 7 = ¢> cannot both vanish; they must
satisfy [¢, w| o< ih. This prevents the field amplitude from being scaled to zero and imposes
a nonzero, irreducible fluctuation. Thus, the scale of (¢?) — and therefore of the induced
quantum force — is fixed by quantum fluctuations rather than classical dynamics.

Once (¢?) is determined, the quantum force follows immediately by placing a test particle
X in this background and examining how ($?) modifies its motion.



In the next two sections, we apply the above method to derive quantum forces mediated
by scalars and fermions.

3 Scalar mediator

Let us start with the scalar mediator. For the purpose of illustration, we consider the following
toy model throughout this section:

€
Ls = ix7"0ux — myXX + = (f%) mi¢° — ﬁdﬁJ? J=Xx, (3.1)

where x is a Dirac fermion with mass m, and ¢ is a real scalar with mass mg. The parameter
A denotes the cutoff scale of the effective interaction, and ¢ = +1 specifies the sign of the
coupling. Since ¢?J is real, the coupling must also be real, so € can take only these two
physically distinct values. We assume that the mediator particle is much lighter than the
source particle, mgy << m,.

From the Lagrangian, it is straightforward to derive the EOM:

(82+mi+%J>¢:O, (3.2)
. €
iv' O x — (mx + ﬁd)z) x=0. (3.3)

It is noteworthy that the EOM of ¢ is a linear and homogeneous differential equation, as
opposed to Eq. (2.1) derived from the Yukawa interaction. As a consequence, the amplitude of
the solution to Eq. (3.2) cannot be fixed at the classical level, while the solution to Eq. (2.1) has
its amplitude determined by the source. As discussed previously, the Heisenberg uncertainty
principle dictates that one cannot linearly scale the classical solution down to an arbitrarily
small amplitude, and the quantum fluctuation of ¢ is essentially determined by [¢, ¢] x th.

To compute (¢?), we use canonical quantization and promote ¢ to a quantum operator $
and compute (0|¢2|0). Here we shall clarify the meaning of the vacuum state |0) in the current
context. It is defined as the ground state of the Hamiltonian in the presence of the x cluster.
Compared to the vacuum state of quantized fields in empty spacetime without any partlcles
this is a “modified” vacuum in the sense that <0|(NX,N¢)|O> (Ny,0), where N and N¢
are particle number operators of x and ¢, respectively. In other words, we take |0)y, as the
vacuum state, even though it already contains a large number of x particles. In what follows,
we often suppress the subscript and simply write |0), with the understanding that this state
includes the fixed configuration of y particles. We nevertheless call it the “vacuum” because
our interest lies in the dynamics of the mediator field ¢ and of any additional y particles
(such as a test particle) introduced into this system.

After obtaining the static distribution of (¢?), one can treat the term 55 ¢* in Eq. (3.3)
on the same footing as y¢ in the Yukawa interaction. In the Yukawa case, the term y¢ acts
as a position-dependent potential energy once the scalar field profile is fixed. Similarly, in the
present scenario, replacing ¢? by its static value (¢?) in ﬁng produces an effective potential



acting on the test particle. This leads to the two-¢ exchange potential

€

Vau(r) = ﬁ<¢>2> . (3.4)

This result can also be inferred directly from Eq. (3.3) for non-relativistic y particles: an
increase in the effective mass of x is physically equivalent to an increase in the potential
energy. The essential difference from the Yukawa case is that the potential energy now scales
as V o (¢?) rather than V o (¢), although the force continues to be given by F = —VV.

3.1 Calculation of (¢?)

To compute (¢?) = <O|$2\O> with |0) the modified vacuum as explained above, we shall
quantize the field on the background that has already possessed a bulk of non-relativistic x
particles evenly distributed in the x cluster, as shown in Fig. 1. The influence of the x cluster
on the quantization of the ¢ field, as suggested by Eq. (3.2), is that it shifts the mass

mé — msz(r) = mi + m12\/[(r) , (3.5)

where
miy(r) = an(r) ) (3.6)

is the matter-induced mass squared due to the presence of x particles. An alternative inter-
pretation of the effect is that, due to coherent forward scattering of ¢ with particles in the
x cluster, its dispersion relation is modified. Consequently, when ¢ waves propagate through
the cluster, they are affected by the medium particles, similar to how glass slows down the
propagation of light.

Due to the spherical symmetry of the system, it is convenient to expand the field ¢ in

the spherical-wave basis:
" Uwe T ~ —iw ~ * W
3e.0) = [ w30 B (G Vi (0.9) ™ 4L, Vi 0.9 ). (3D
4m

where @ and @' denote the usual annihilation and creation operators of the field ¢, Yy, are the
standard spherical harmonics with discrete quantum numbers ¢ and m denoting the angular
momentum and its z-component, and wu, are the (dimensionless) radial wavefunctions. Here,
w denotes the frequency of the field; since ¢ does not form a bound state, there is a continuous
spectrum where w should be integrated from my to infinity. The details and conventions of
the quantization are given in Appendix A.1.
Plugging (3.7) into (3.2), we obtain the radial equation for each frequency and angular
momentum:
0% — 6(6:2_1) +w?— (mi + ml%/[(r)) Upe(r) =0 . (3.8)

Using the quantized field (3.7), the commutation relations of creation/annihilation operators,



and some properties of the spherical harmonics functions, we obtain, for the fluctuation:

() = 003%0) = 5 Y2 [T,

(3.9)

The remaining task is to solve (3.8) with proper boundary conditions to obtain solutions for
the radial wavefunction.
We consider the case where the y particles are uniformly distributed within a sphere of
radius R,
ny forr <R,
ny(r) = (3.10)
0 forr>R.

In this case, the effective mass squared of the ¢ field takes on the constant value:

mi + e%" forr <R,
2
mig(r) = (3.11)
mi forr > R.

The corresponding momenta for the region inside and outside the sphere are given as
kin = 1 /w? — mi —mi;, kout = +/w? — mi ) (3.12)

The general solution to (3.8) with a constant momentum £ is a linear combination of the
spherical Bessel functions of the first kind j,(kr) and second kind y,(kr). Matching the interior
and exterior solutions at the boundary » = R by imposing continuity and differentiability of
the field for each frequency and angular momentum, the radial solution is determined up
to an overall normalization constant. This remaining constant can only be fixed by the
completeness relation that follows from the canonical quantization of the field (see Appendix
A.1). This highlights the quantum nature of the quantum force.

Carrying out these steps, as presented in Appendix B.1, the full expression for the radial
solutions reads:

) [7¢(koutR) cos bp + ye(kout R) sindy]  for r < R

wkout jo(kin R -
ton(r) = ry et Jillin ) (3.13)

Je(koutm) cos 0p + ye(koutT) sin dp forr > R,

where dy, the phase shift, is given by

kin . . . .
e (ki R)je(KowR) = je(kinR) 5o (Kou R)
tan 5, = —out - . (3.14)
jﬁ(k’inR)yé(koutR) - ﬁjé(kinR)yZ(koutR)



Next, we turn to the evaluation of (¢?). As it is well known, the vacuum fluctuation is
ultraviolet (UV) divergent due to the contribution of high-frequency modes. However, the
difference induced by changing the geometric configuration, that is introducing or removing
the source, is finite and physically observable. Consequently, we should compute the change
in (¢?) in the presence of the source relative to pure vacuum. This quantity isolates the effect
of the source on the mediator field fluctuations:

A(?) = (¢ )ny 20 — (07 )ny=0 - (3.15)

Each term in (3.15) is divergent, but their difference A(¢$?) is finite and is the only quantity
that contributes to the quantum force in (3.4). Note that setting n, = 0 is equivalent to
taking kin = kout, which implies a vanishing phase shift according to (3.14).

Combining (3.9), (3.13), and (3.15), we obtain

1 20+1 [
A<¢2> — ; Z i / , dw kout
7 m

2 kin
M [7¢(kout R) cos dp + ye(kout R) sin 5g]2 — jl?(k:outr) forr <R,
x . (3.16)
[7¢(koutr) cos g + ye(kourr) sin (Sg]Z - jl?(koutr) forr > R.

So far, all expressions have been exact. The fluctuation in (3.16) is written as a sum over
all modes. However, the quantum force depends only on the IR sector of the theory: modes
with frequencies much larger than R~! cannot “feel” the presence of the source and therefore
do not contribute to the observable effect. Since we care only about the large-r behavior, we
can treat R small relevant to 7 ~ k& and expand all quantities in powers of koyR. From
the phase shift in (3.14), we find

tan 6 ~ (9((koutR)2‘+1) . (3.17)

This scaling corresponds to the expansion of the potential (3.4) in position space,

Voo (r) = Vo (r) 1+imR% (3.18)
2¢ )= Vo\T 7'2 Yi s .
/=1

where Vj denotes the contribution from the ¢ = 0 mode and coy are dimensionless coefficients.
This implies that in the far-field limit > R, only the £ = 0 mode needs to be retained.
Contributions from higher-¢ modes are subdominant, and they are discussed in Appendix D.

For the £ = 0 mode, the spherical Bessel functions take particularly simple forms: jo(z) =
sinz/z and yo(z) = — cosx/x. To simplify the phase shift in (3.14), we express ki, R in terms

of kout R and my R using the relation k?n = k2. — mﬁ/l. We then expand the phase shift in

out

,10,



the limit ko R < 1 while keeping my R arbitrary:

tanh (myR)

tandg = kow R |1 —
an o ¢ [ mmR

} + O ((kowtR)?) - (3.19)

We now define the scalar-mediator form factor:

3 <1_ tanh z

Fyo(z) =e—

22

~ ) , z=muR . (3.20)

Retaining only the leading order of kow R and using n, = N, /(47R3/3) with N, the total
number of y particles inside the source, the phase shift becomes

Kout
tandy = eNy— F, R) . 3.21
andp = Ny Fo(muR) (3.21)
Note that my is real for € = +1 and purely imaginary for ¢ = —1. Using the identity

tanh(i|z])/(i|z|) = tan(|z|)/|z|, Eq. (3.20) can be rewritten as?
h
1_tan 12 for e = +1,
3 2|

F, = — 3.22
d)(Z) [#* | tan 2] -1 fore=—1 | )

2|

In the limit |z| < 1, we obtain Fy(z) — 1 for both € = £1.

When §y is small, we can further simplify. (Jg is small in most of the parameter space,
see Sec. 3.3 for further discussion.) For the case of small dy, we use tandy ~ dp. Substituting
this approximation into (3.16) yields, for r > R,

1 o0 dkout .
Al@?) = — / sin(2kou) 0o + O (62
dm2r? Jo kzgut + m? ' ( 0)
ENX & kout .
— X pmmR) | dkowt———2t sin(2kour) ; 3.23
167T3A7’2 ¢(mM ) /0 t SIII( t?") ( )

\/ kgut + m?ﬁ

where we have changed the integration variable from w to kout using (3.12).

The integral in the second line of (3.23) does not converge as kount — o0. However,
this divergence is unphysical: UV modes with frequencies much larger than 1/R do not
contribute to the observable, as they cancel out in the difference defined in (3.15). As we
show in Appendix C.1, this spurious divergence can be removed cleanly and in a regulator-
independent manner by performing an analytic continuation in the complex plane, leading to

*We note that the function in (3.22) was first derived in [43] in a different context involving a classical ¢
background; see also [44-49] for related effects in the detection of ultralight scalar dark matter.
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a finite contribution to the quantum force. The result is given by

i 1 > kout i 2koutT _
I=—-Im dkoyt————=c¢ = mgK1(2mer) , (3.24)

2 o \/ kgut + m?ﬁ

where K, is the modified Bessel function of the second kind. Therefore, we obtain the final
expression for the field fluctuation outside the source:

eNXm¢ % K1 (2m¢'r)
16m3A r2

A(p?) = x Fy(myR) . (3.25)

The result in (3.25) is the leading-order result in the limit of 7 > R, where we can ignore the
contributions from higher-¢ modes. The expression in (3.25) exhibits a factorized structure
— see Sec. 5.2 for a general discussion of this factorization.

So far, we have not specified the value of my R, which is determined by the coupling
strength between y and ¢. To see it more clearly, we can write

MR e Ny
A 47 AR’

miyR% = ¢ (3.26)

Two qualitatively different scenarios are in order:

e Weak-coupling limit: N, /A < R = |my|R < 1. In this regime, our result reduces
to that from the Feynman diagram approach at leading order, with small corrections
suppressed by powers of mﬁ/IRQ.

e Strong-coupling limit: N,/A > R = |my|R > 1. This regime can naturally
arise in dense environments (such as neutron stars), where the number density of x
particles is extremely large. In such cases, the matter-induced modification of the
mediator field fluctuation becomes substantial, leading to a nonlinear violation of the
superposition principle (see Sec. 5.5). Moreover, from the perspective of scattering
theory, this corresponds to a breakdown of the Born approximation [50], signaling that
the standard perturbative Feynman diagram approach is no longer valid.

In what follows, we analyze these two regimes separately. In the weak-coupling limit, the
sign of the coupling plays no essential role. In contrast, in the strong-coupling regime, the
sign becomes crucial, and we therefore treat the cases ¢ = +1 separately. Roughly speaking,
relative to the weak-coupling limit, the field fluctuation (¢?) is suppressed for ¢ = +1 and
enhanced for e = —1.
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3.2 Weak-coupling limit

In the weak-coupling limit, |z| = |mym|R < 1, we can expand the form factor in Eq. (3.22)

using
tan |z| |22 22| 6 tanh |z| 122 22| 6
=14—+—+4+0 —=1-—+—+4+0 3.27
from which we obtain
2 2
Fy(z)=1—¢ |§| +0O(|2Y) . (3.28)

Substituting (3.25) and (3.28) into (3.4), we obtain

N. K(2 2|22
Vag(r) = — 22000 12mgr) (1—6 2

o 4
U =+ 0(¢] )>. (3.29)

At leading order, all dependence on € and R cancels out. In the single-particle limit
N, — 1, the leading term reproduces the standard diagrammatic result exactly (see, e.g.,
[39]). In the massless limit mgyr < 1, using K, (x < 1) ~ 27", the expression further reduces
to the familiar 1/73 behavior.

The next-to-leading term 2|z|?/5 is the correction to the Feynman diagram result. It
shows that the quantum force is suppressed for ¢ = +1 and enhanced for ¢ = —1 compared
to the limit of the Born approximation.

3.3 Strong-coupling limit: ¢ = +1

For e = +1, z = myR is real, and we can take the z > 1 limit of (3.22),

3

Fy(z> 1) = — (for e = +1) . (3.30)
z

Consequently, the quantum force is suppressed by a factor of 3/(my R)? relative to the weak-

coupling result in (3.29).

We refer to the suppression factor 3/(myiR)? as screening effect. A quantitative explana-
tion of it is given in Sec. 5.3. Here, we give a qualitative picture of it: in the strong repulsive
regime, the momentum inside the source is purely imaginary, reflecting the presence of a large
effective mass barrier. Indeed, using (3.12) we have

k2 = k2 —m3 <0, (3.31)
so that the interior solution is evanescent. Thus, the fluctuations generated inside the source
cannot propagate to the exterior, leading to a suppressed quantum force in the IR regime
> R.
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Figure 2: The field fluctuation (left panel) as a function of |my| R, computed from Eq. (3.32).
For comparison, the two individual terms appearing in Eq. (3.32) are shown in the right panel.
For convenience, all quantities are normalized to unity in the weak-coupling limit (z < 1).

Numerical results are evaluated at r = 10R.

3.4 Strong-coupling limit: ¢ = —1

We have seen that for ¢ = +1, the quantum force in the strong-coupling regime exhibits the
same r-scaling behavior as in the weak-coupling regime, up to an overall suppression factor.
This arises because the approximation tandy =~ dg remains valid for arbitrarily large myR
when the coupling is positive.

The situation is qualitatively different for negative coupling, ¢ = —1. In fact, the result
is sensitive to the UV-complete model that generates such a coupling. We discuss this point
in more detail below in Sec. 3.4.1, and for now, we simply assume that the effective theory is
well behaved.

Under this assumption, our case corresponds to myr being purely imaginary, and the
form factor in Eq. (3.22) diverges whenever |my|R = 7/2 4+ nr (with n an arbitrary integer).
In these regions, the phase shift in Eq. (3.21) is no longer small, and therefore the small-d
expansion used in Eq. (3.23) breaks down.

To account for this nonlinear behavior, we return to the general expression in (3.16). For
¢ = 0, the fluctuation depends on sin(2dp) and cos(2dp), which can be rewritten in terms of

tandg. For r» > R, this yields

dk. t t2
2 _ Uhout | . 0 0
2k —_— = 2k , 3.32
A7) 471'27"2 / k2., + md> [Sm( out”) 1+13 c0s(2kourr) 1+13 (3:32)
where
t
to = tandp = kot R <1 - a’r;:z|> , z=muR . (3.33)
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It is straightforward to verify that (3.32) reproduces the weak-coupling result (3.23) in the
limit of §y < 1. In Fig. 2, we show A(¢?) as a function of |my|R obtained from performing
the numerical integral of (3.32).

At the resonant values |z| = 7/2 + nm, although the phase shift tandy is divergent, the
integral in (3.32) remains finite and can be evaluated analytically, leading to the following

result:
1
A s~ g2 Ko(2mor) (334
m¢r<<1 1

- [—vE — log(mer) + O (mérg)] , (3.35)
where v ~ 0.577 is Euler’s constant. Thus, at the peaks and for mgr < 1, the potential
scales as Vay(r) ~ log(mgr)/r?, in contrast with the 1/r3 scaling in the weak-coupling regime.
Comparing (3.34) with the weak-coupling result (|z| < 1), we find

A 2
<¢ |z|=m/24nm _ 12 K0(2m¢,r) (336)
A(g?) 72 (2n +1)? (mgR) K1(2mgr)
|z]<1
—llog| — ) —w+0O , 3.37
2 (2n+1)>%*R & mer Ve (m¢r ) (3.37)

Thus, in the limit mgr < 1, the fluctuation at the resonant peaks is enhanced relative to the
weak-coupling result by a factor of order ~ (r/R) log(mgr).

An interesting feature of the resonant result in Eq. (3.34) is that it contains no dependence
on the cutoff scale A or on the microscopic parameters of the y-¢ interaction. This reflects the
fact that, at the resonant values |myi|R = 7/2 + nm, the s-wave phase shift satisfies tan g —
400, but the fluctuation depends only on the universal combinations tan&y/(1 + tan? )
and tan®&y/(1 + tan?dg), see Eq. (3.32), both of which have finite limits. Consequently,
the detailed short-distance structure of the y medium drops out, leaving a result controlled
entirely by IR physics. This leads to a non-decoupling effect: even if both the cutoff scale A
and the number density n, are taken to infinity while keeping their ratio m3; ~ n, /A fixed (so
that the resonance condition remains satisfied), the resulting field fluctuation remains finite
and non-vanishing. In other words, once the system is tuned to the resonance, the quantum
force becomes insensitive to the UV completion of the y-¢ interaction and is governed solely
by the long-distance dynamics of the light mediator.

The origin of the discrete peak structure can be understood from the bound-state spec-
trum of ¢ inside a finite well whose depth is controlled by mi/[ For ¢ = 0, the radial
equation (3.8) admits bound states whenever matching at » = R yields the transcendental
condition

kin cot(kinR) = —q , q= mi —w?, (3.38)
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where ¢ > 0 (i.e. w < mgy) governs the exponential decay of the wavefunction outside the
source. The zero-energy bound state corresponds to the limit w — my, where ¢ — 07, and
in this limit the bound-state condition reduces to

ka:ngmr, n=0,1,2,--. (3.39)

Since kin — |ma| as w — my, the zero-energy bound states occur precisely at
T
|ma|R = 5 +nm, (3.40)

in one-to-one correspondence with the peaks of the fluctuation. In scattering theory, the
appearance of a zero-energy bound state (or threshold state) is known to produce a resonant
enhancement of the low-energy scattering amplitude, reflected in a large phase shift and
scattering length.? Because the fluctuation (¢?) is obtained by integrating over all scattering
modes, it is therefore enhanced whenever a zero-energy bound state exists, i.e., at precisely
the values of |my| R where the peaks appear.

3.4.1 Tachyonic instability

The above bound-state analysis has an important caveat: it is performed at the level of a
fixed quantum-mechanical potential well. In particular, we have treated the interior region
as a static well and neglected the back-reaction of the mediator field on the source profile.
This approximation captures the spectrum of the Klein-Gordon operator in a prescribed well,
but it does not include the response of the medium when the effective mass squared becomes
negative. Indeed, the first resonance condition |my|R = /2 already implies [my| > my
in the long-range regime myR < 1. In this case, the effective mass squared of ¢ inside the
source becomes tachyonic, and the mediator field is expected to develop a nonzero classical
profile. The resulting back-reaction can significantly modify the y mass and invalidate the
assumptions of a static, non-relativistic y background used in the bound-state treatment. A
consistent analysis of this regime requires incorporating the nonlinear dynamics of ¢ and its
feedback on the medium.

Once higher-order terms are included to stabilize the potential and the back-reaction of
the classical ¢ field is properly taken into account, the behavior near the resonance values
|ma| R = 7/2 +nm may be qualitatively altered. For example, consider a A¢* self-interaction
term. For |my|? > mi, the ¢ mass term inside the source becomes tachyonic, and the
mediator field rolls down to a new vacuum and develops a nonzero classical profile ¢ (r)
that interpolates smoothly from the interior to ¢ = 0 outside. Fluctuations around this
symmetry-breaking vacuum propagate with a strictly positive effective mass squared, mgﬁ =
V" (¢e1) = 2(|mm|? — m?b) > 0, so the interior region acts as a repulsive mass barrier rather

3This is analogous to the Sommerfeld enhancement, where resonance occurs when the (positive) scattering
energy nearly matches the (negative) binding energy of a would-be bound state, so that two non-relativistic
particles can momentarily form a zero-binding-energy state [51].

,16,



than as a potential well. Consequently, the interior no longer supports the zero-energy bound
states responsible for the divergent phase shift found in the quadratic theory, and the sharp
spike structure disappears once the nonlinear dynamics are included. In the stabilized theory
with A\¢? term, the fluctuation modes are exponentially suppressed inside the source, and the
net effect is a screening of A(¢?) outside, rather than a resonant enhancement. A detailed
treatment of this nonlinear regime lies beyond the scope of this work.

4 Fermionic mediator

We now turn to the case where the quantum force is mediated by fermions. The overall
strategy closely parallels the scalar analysis in the last section, so we highlight only the key
differences. For concreteness, we consider the toy model

.7 _ — — € — _
Lr =ixXy"0ux — myxx + iy 0u) — myptp — I J=xx, (4.1)

with € = 1, and where x and 1) are Dirac fermions of masses m, and m,,. Note that our toy
model is not the one we have for the SM neutrinos that couple with a V' — A interaction. In
contrast to the scalar case, the sign of the coupling, while still physically meaningful, does not
play a crucial role in determining the behavior of the quantum force, as we will demonstrate
below.

The EOMs are

"0 — (my+ 57 ) ¥ =0, (4.2)
iV, X — (mX + %W) x=0. (4.3)

Our goal is to compute the induced fluctuation (1)7)) at a distance r from a static source of
x particles. Once this quantity is determined, the effective potential felt by a test y particle
at distance r is simply the two-1) exchange potential:

Vay(r) = <5 () - (44)

4.1 Calculation of (y1))

Suppose the source is static, unpolarized, and isotropic, with number density n,(r). Inside
the source, the effective fermion mass is shifted to

My — Meg (1) = My + ma(r)], (4.5)

where
€

mum(r) = e 1y (1) (4.6)

is the induced mass generated by the x distribution.
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A key distinction from the scalar case is that for fermions the mass term enters linearly
in the Dirac equation, so the bare mass and the induced mass simply add. In contrast,
for scalars, the mass term appears quadratically in the Klein-Gordon equation, so it is the
mass squared that receives additive contributions. Thus, unlike scalars, a fermion mass never
becomes tachyonic, and the sign of meg has no physical consequence, as it can always be
absorbed by a chiral rotation of the fermion field.

As in the scalar case, the spherical symmetry of the system allows us to expand the
fermion field ) in spherical-wave modes. Because spin is now involved, the relevant quantum
numbers are those of the total angular momentum, which combines orbital and spin degrees of
freedom. We label the states by (j, m) for the total angular momentum and its z component;
similarly, (¢, my) for the orbital angular momentum and (s, ms) for the spin. (In our case, s =
1/2 is fixed.) The corresponding angular eigenfunctions are the spinor spherical harmonics,
Qjem (1), defined as

Qe (F) = Y (bmes 5 ms | Gm) Yo, (F) X1, (4.7)

mye,Ms

where the constant spinors x1, read
2 S

_ (é) CXyly = (2) . (4.8)

With the spinor spherical harmonics as building blocks, the spatial wavefunction of a

X

N[

1
2

Dirac fermion can be written as (see, e.g., Chapter 9 of [52]):

wie(1) Qjom (T
1 Guwije (T) Qjé’m(r)

i

¢wj€m(r) = ( (49)

r

where w denotes the frequency of the field as in the scalar case, and f(r) and g(r) are radial
profile functions.

For a given total angular momentum j, the orbital angular momentum can take the two
values, £ = j +1/2, which necessarily have opposite parity. These are denoted by ¢ and ¢ in
Eq. (4.9). Each choice corresponds to the same j but yields an independent basis state. For
example, for j = 1/2 the two possibilities are (¢,¢') = (0,1) and (1,0). It is convenient to
introduce the Dirac quantum number

k| =7+1/2, (4.10)

with the convention that Kk = —(j + 1/2) corresponds to ¢ = j — 1/2, while k = +(j + 1/2)
corresponds to ¢ = j + 1/2. If a given value of £ maps to the pair (j,¢), then —x maps to the
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pair (j,¢'). Using these conventions, Eq. (4.9) can be rewritten more compactly as

. E fwn(T) mn(f')
¢wﬁm( ) - r (Z ng(T’) Q_Hm(f')>

where the radial profile f,.(r) and g, (r) satisfy the coupled first-order equations

i Jun(r) = —#/7 w+ (mTP + maa) fur(r)
dr (g“”"(r)> <_°~’ + (my + mu) K/r ) <gwn(7“)> . (4.12)

Next, we quantize the Dirac field @Z Using the spatial mode functions in Eq. (4.11), the

(4.11)

field operator can be expanded as

@/Z)\(r,t) = Z Z /dw wnmwwnm( ) _Wt"’(ﬁmm worm (L) eiwt)’ (4.13)

k==%1,£2--- m=—j

where Bw,.@m annihilates a fermion v and Jwﬁm annihilates the corresponding antifermion,
while ¥¢ denotes the charge-conjugated mode function. Our conventions and the explicit
anti-commutation relations are summarized in Appendix A.2.

Using the quantized field (4.13) together with the canonical anti-commutation relations,
the fermion bilinear fluctuation is given by

00) = =525 el [ 4 (1Fan D) = lgn(P)P) (4.14)

Therefore, the fluctuation is entirely determined by the radial profile functions, which
solve the coupled equations in Eq. (4.12). To proceed, we adopt the same source profile as in
the scalar case, Eq. (3.10). Imposing continuity of the wavefunction at » = R leaves us with
one overall normalization constant. Similar to the scalar case, this constant must be fixed by
the quantization condition. The solution to Eq. (4.12) for » > R then takes the form:

For = \/T SETTY ko) Lo (houer) €05 6 + ye (Ko sin 6] (4.15)
m Fout
=5 n(l{)\/T Fout (kout™) [Jer (KoutT) €08 6 + yor (Koutr) sin dy )] (4.16)
Jur = 58 T W‘f‘mlp out Jer\Rout k T Yo \Rout K] .

where the phase shift is given by:

Q jur (kinR)je(kowR) — je(kinR)jor (Kout R) 0 Fin(w +my)

tand, = - - ) .
]K(kinR)yZ’(koutR> - Q]Z’(kinR>y€(koutR) kout(w +my + mM)

(4.17)

Note that ki, and kout are given by the same expression in Eq (3.12) with the replacement
mg for my,. The derivations of Eqs. (4.15)-(4.17) are provided in Appendix B.2.
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It is important to emphasize that, for fermions, the phase shift in Eq. (4.17) depends
explicitly on the bare mass m,, whereas in the scalar case the bare mass my enters only
implicitly through ki, and kout in Eq. (3.14). Since we are interested in the fluctuation
outside the source, we will always work in the regime where my R < 1 is satisfied.

Plugging Eqs. (4.15)-(4.16) into Eq. (4.14), we arrive at the field fluctuation for r > R:

A(pp) = —# Z |k /dwkout [ (w+my) ((jg(k:outr) cos 0, + Ye(koutr) sin (5,{)2 - jg(koutr))

— (w—my) ( (Jor (koutT) cos 0 + Yo (koutT) Sin 55)2 - jl%(koutr))} )
(4.18)

At leading order in R/r, only the modes with k = +1 contribute, corresponding to
k=-1: j=10=00=1, k=1: j=3(=10=0. (4.19)
Taking kout R < 1 and myR < 1 in Eq. (4.17), we arrive at the associated phase shifts:

eNy

tand_; = Wkout(w + my) Fy(muR) , (4.20)
eN.
tandiq = —ﬁkout(w — my)Fy(muR) , (4.21)
where we have used the relation n, = 3N,/(47R3), and we have defined the fermionic-
mediator form factor Fy(z) as
3 1
Fy(z) = . (cothz - z) , z=mmR . (4.22)

Using tand4q =~ d11, Eq. (4.18) is simplified to

Ay = ‘“/mdw“mw
my

1 _
(571w m¢> sin(2koutT)

m2r2 kout <2 25w+ My,

kout 2 1 . 2 '
+ (w + mw) <_(/€out?”)2 sin(2koutr) + - cos(2koutr) + sm(2koutr)> ] . (4.23)

Substituting the phase shifts (4.20)-(4.21) into the expression above and performing the in-
tegrals explicitly (see Appendix C.2 for details), we obtain:

_ 36Nxm2 K (2m r)
_ L 2 Y
A(Wﬂ) - A3 N2 X r3
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The dimensionless parameter myR appearing in the form factor Fy can be rewritten as

ny R 3e N,
muR = e—Az = AR

(4.25)

Compared to the scalar case in Eq. (3.26), the crucial difference is that my is always real for
both € = +1, reflecting the fact that the fermion mass enters linearly in the Dirac equation
and therefore never becomes tachyonic. As in the scalar case, we identify two regimes:

e Weak-coupling limit:

J]\TJA<<R = |mumR<K1;
e Strong-coupling limit:

VNJ/ASR = |mulR>1.

In the remainder of this section, we analyze these two regimes separately.

4.2 Weak-coupling limit
For |mm|R < 1, we expand the form factor in Eq. (4.22) using

1z 23
hz=-+2-2 5 4.2
coth z 2—1-3 45+0(z), (4.26)
which leads to
52
Fy(z)=1- = o) . (4.27)

Then, substituting Eq. (4.24) into Eq. (4.4) leads to the two-fermion potential:

3Nym3, Ky(2myr) 22
Vay(r) = — 47T’§Af 2 3 v <1 -t O(z4)> . (4.28)

The leading term agrees with the known expression obtained from the Feynman diagram
approach in the single-particle limit NV, — 1 [39]. In the massless limit myr < 1, it exhibits
the expected scaling behavior, Vo, ~ 1/r°.

The next-to-leading term, —2z2/15, quantifies the deviation from the Feynman diagram
result. Since the sign of the coupling only flips the sign of z, and since the correction depends
on 22, it is therefore identical for both € = +1. Consequently, the quantum force is suppressed
relative to the Born-approximation limit for either choice of the sign.
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4.3 Strong-coupling limit

We move to the strong-coupling regime. Since the argument in Eq. (4.22) is always real and
the form factor F(z) is an even function of z, the strong-coupling limit corresponds to taking
z > 1 for both € = +1:

Fyz>1) = g . (4.29)

Thus, in this regime, the quantum force is suppressed by a factor of 3/(myR) relative to the
weak-coupling limit.

In contrast to the scalar case, fermionic mediators do not exhibit any resonant enhance-
ment at large coupling: the force is purely suppressed. A useful way to see the absence of
resonant enhancement for fermionic mediators is to ask whether a zero-energy bound state
can form in the interior region. For a bound state, the fermion must be oscillatory inside the
source and evanescent outside, which requires

2

K =w? = (my+mn)® >0, wl<mi. (4.30)

Taking the threshold limit w — my,, the interior condition becomes
—2m¢ <mm<O0. (4.31)

So a zero-energy bound state would require an attractive induced mass with |my| < 2my.
However, in the IR regime relevant for the quantum force, we impose my R < 1, which then
implies

|mM|R < QM¢R < 1. (4.32)

This is incompatible with the strong-coupling condition |my|R > 1. We therefore conclude
that no zero-energy bound state can exist in the parameter space where the fermionic medi-
ator would otherwise be strongly coupled, and hence, no resonant enhancement arises. The
fermion-mediated quantum force is purely screened relative to the weak-coupling result.

5 Discussions
In this section, we discuss some implications of our results and some possible generalizations.

5.1 Other quantum forces

In the paper, we discussed two examples of quantum forces: one mediated by a scalar, see
Eq. (3.1), and one mediated by a fermion, see Eq. (4.1), both of which are sourced by a single
species of fermionic matter.
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There are, of course, many natural generalizations. One may consider different mediators
(in particular, photons and gravitons), alternative couplings and Dirac structures, or sources
composed of multiple fermion species or even scalar constituents.

While most of these extensions require detailed and lengthy calculations to obtain the
results, for several classes of generalizations, the results can be extracted straightforwardly
from our analysis.

One such case is a source made of real scalars rather than fermions. Let the source field
be a real scalar ® with mass mg. In this case, the interaction terms in Egs. (3.1) and (4.1)
can be modified accordingly,

R S G I g2
oA J — 2<;SJ, A2wa—>A,1/J¢J, J =%, (5.1)
The corresponding results can be obtained from Egs. (3.25) and (4.24) by making the simple
replacement:
1 A 1 1
— — — —_— . 5.2
A me’ A2 meh (5:2)

Note in particular that in this case the scalar coupling is renormalizable and is controlled by
the dimensionless parameter \. Requiring perturbativity implies that A must be small.

5.2 Factorization of the non-perturbative effect

In all the cases we discussed, the field fluctuation induced by the source factorizes into two
pieces: (1) aradial part that reproduces the weak-coupling results obtained using the Feynman
diagram approach, and (2) a form factor F' that encodes the finite structure and coupling
strength of the source (weak or strong). Parametrically,

‘Potential = Feynman-diagram Potential x Form Factor . (5.3)

This factorization arises because we work in the far-field regime r > R. In this limit,
the field is insensitive to the microscopic structure of the source, so the radial dependence
reduces to the universal point-particle form, while all information about the density profile and
strong or weak coupling dynamics is compressed into a single form factor that depends entirely
on z = myR. This reflects a general principle familiar from non-relativistic effective field
theories, where physical observables can be factorized into a short-distance (UV, perturbative)
part and a long-distance (IR, non-perturbative) part [53, 54].

It is worth emphasizing that, although the explicit form factors we derive depend on the
specific source profiles and specific examples studied here, the existence of this factorization
is expected to hold in all cases. The qualitative structure does not depend on whether the
mediator is scalar or fermionic, nor on the particular Lorentz structure of its couplings, nor
on the specific matter profile. As long as we only consider the effect far away from the source,
the factorization should hold.
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Figure 3: Comparison between the scalar-mediator form factor Fig(z) [defined in Eq. (3.20)]
and the fermionic-mediator form factor Fiy(z) [defined in Eq. (4.22)] in the regime where
z = myR > 0. Both form factors approach 1 in the weak-coupling limit z < 1, while in the
strong-coupling limit z > 1 they scale as 3/22 and 3/z, respectively.

What does depend on the model is the precise functional form of the form factor F. It
is sensitive to several ingredients, including the mediator spin (which determines the order of
the differential equation), the Lorentz structure of the interaction, and the spatial profile of
the source. All of them modify the medium-induced mass and the corresponding boundary-
matching conditions. These details determine the quantitative suppression or enhancement

encoded in F', while the factorization itself remains robust.

5.3 Physical origin of the suppression factors

The two concrete form factors derived in this work, Fy(2) and Fy(2), are compared in Fig. 3:
both approach unity in the small-z limit, while they are suppressed as 3/z2 and 3/z in the
large-z limit, respectively. Below, we provide a quantitative explanation for the origin of these
suppression factors in the strong-coupling limit. In this discussion, we restrict to ¢ = +1 for
the scalar mediator and € = +1 for the fermionic mediator.

When my R > 1, the mediator acquires a large effective mass inside the source, so only
a thin shell of thickness ~ m{f near the surface can contribute to fluctuations that propagate
outward. This yields a universal geometric suppression factor

shell volume 47TR27TLK/[1 3 (5.4)
bulk volume  (47/3)R3  myR '
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This geometric suppression factor is common to both scalar and fermionic mediators. What
distinguishes the two cases is the order of their EOMs.

Fermionic mediators satisfy a first-order Dirac equation, for which only the spinor itself
is required to be continuous at r = R. Consequently, the geometric-shell effect is the only
source of suppression, leading to Fyy(z > 1) = 3/(mumR).

For scalar mediators, the radial Klein-Gordon equation is second order, and both ¢ and
¢’ must match continuously at » = R. Inside the source, the heavy-mass solution varies
exponentially, so ¢! (R)/¢pin(R) ~ mu, whereas outside it varies only over the much longer
scale k;t. The derivative matching, therefore, forces an additional cancellation between
the exterior jo and yo components, introducing an extra suppression factor ~ 1/(myR).
Combining both effects yields Fy(z > 1) = 3/(myR)? Thus, the stronger suppression of
scalar-mediated quantum forces reflects the second-order nature of the Klein-Gordon equation
and the resulting boundary constraints on the radial wavefunction.

5.4 Connection between strong-coupling regime and non-perturbativity

A key advantage of our approach is that, by avoiding Feynman-diagram expansions, our
method can be readily applied to the strong-coupling regime. In the » > R limit, which is
the regime of interest throughout this work, the potential is factorized into an r-dependent
part and a source-dependent part that we refer to as the form factor. The r-dependent part
coincides with the result obtained in the diagrammatic approach, while all deviations from
that limit are captured entirely by the r-independent form factor.

This deviation is governed by a single dimensionless parameter, z. For the examples
considered in this paper, we have

( 3e N . .
22="""X scalar mediator & fermionic source ,
47 AR
3e N. . . .
z= = AQ.:?Z fermionic mediator & fermionic source ,
T
z=myR, where (5.5)
2 e )\Nq> .
2t =— scalar mediator & scalar source ,
4Tt meR
3¢ Ng . )
z=-—-———  fermionic mediator & scalar source ,
47 N'me R

where the last two lines correspond to the replacement rules introduced in Egs. (5.1)-(5.2)
when the source particle is a real scalar .

Our result reduces to the standard Feynman diagram result in the |z| < 1 limit. Since
z is directly connected to the microscopic mediator-matter coupling, one can then map the
strong-coupling regime (|z| > 1) accessed by our method to the non-perturbative regime of
the underlying field theory.

The simplest way to see this connection is to examine the case represented by the third line
of Eq. (5.5). This corresponds to a renormalizable interaction in which both the mediator and
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the source particles are scalars. Perturbativity requires the dimensionless coupling A < 4.
Using Eq. (5.5), we have

A 3Ng
 4dnrmeR

|2 (5.6)
Setting Ny = 1 and noting that the minimal spatial extent of a single ® particle is roughly
R ~ 1/mg, we obtain the simple implication

2| >1 = A>47-0(1). (5.7)

Therefore, the strong-coupling regime corresponds to a non-perturbative coupling between
the mediator and source fields in a renormalizable field theory.

There is, however, an alternative interpretation. One may insist that the fundamental
theory remains perturbative, A < 4w, but consider a macroscopically large source. In this
case, the effective coupling becomes

~ 3Ng
o mq>R

Aeff A, (5.8)
which can satisfy Aeg > 47 even when A itself is small. This observation provides an effective
approach to probing non-perturbative effects in the IR regime: In the IR limit (r > R), a
non-perturbative theory with an effective coupling Aeg > 47 in vacuum behaves similarly
to a perturbative theory with a fundamental coupling A < 47 in a dense environment. The
latter can be treated analytically using our method.

While we have explicitly analyzed only two representative examples, we expect this cor-
respondence to hold in more general theories.

5.5 The superposition principle

Quantum forces differ from classical forces in that they intrinsically violate the superposition
principle. Fundamentally, this is because quantum forces arise from the nonlinear coupling
of the mediator field to the matter field. Classical forces, on the other hand, arise from terms
linear in the mediator field.

For classical forces, such as the Coulomb force, the potential generated by many source
particles is simply the linear sum of the potentials from each particle:

e
Ve(r) =Q x — 5.9
() =@ x (5.9)

where e is the electromagnetic coupling, and () is the total charge in the source.
At the quantum level, this linearity is no longer exact. Increasing the charge @ effectively
increases the characteristic energy scale u, causing the coupling e to run according to the

renormalization-group (RG) equation: f(e) = ,ug—z. If we parametrize this running in terms
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of the total charge by defining Sg(e) = Qa%, then the Coulomb potential satisfies

Since e(u) depends only logarithmically on the scale, the violation of superposition is likewise
only logarithmic. In the IR limit, the running becomes negligible, and the classical force
effectively satisfies the superposition principle.

On the other hand, quantum forces violate the superposition principle in a fundamentally
different way. As shown explicitly in Secs. 3 and 4, and discussed more generally in Sec. 5.2,
the quantum force in the IR regime (r > R) takes a factorizable form

Vo(r) = Q x Vi(r) x F'[2(Q, R, N)], (5.11)

where Vi is the potential generated by a single source particle, computable using standard
Feynman diagrams, and @ denotes the total effective “charge” of the source.

The key nonlinearity arises from the form factor F', which depends on the dimensionless
parameter z = my R, itself a function of the effective charge @, the source size R, and the
fundamental coupling strength A between the mediator and matter fields. (For the examples in
Eq. (5.5), Q is roughly proportional to the number of particles inside the source, so z ~ /Q
for scalar mediators and z ~ @ for fermionic mediators.) Because the form factor has a
nontrivial dependence on z, the resulting quantum force does not scale linearly with @), even
at large distances where classical forces obey superposition.

Similar to Eq. (5.10), one can derive an RG-like equation for the quantum force that
quantifies the departure from superposition:

o, _ JVLON | oy OF
B 1 0V; F’
=V <1+6)‘V18)\+62F) ; (5.12)
where we have defined
N N R 10
h=Qgg. F=Qx. F=S07 (5.13)

In Eq. (5.12), the second term captures a violation of superposition analogous to the
classical force case in Eq. (5.10): it arises from the RG running of the microscopic coupling A
and therefore produces only logarithmic corrections. The third term, however, is qualitatively
different and unique to quantum forces. It originates from the nontrivial dependence of the
form factor F(z) on the effective parameter z(Q, R, A), which encodes the collective effects
of the source on the mediator field and leads to a parametrically stronger violation of the
superposition principle than the mild logarithmic running present in classical forces.
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Only in the leading small-z limit does F' — 1, thereby restoring linearity and recover-
ing the superposition principle. In general, however, the nontrivial dependence of F' on z
(and therefore on @) implies that quantum forces violate the superposition principle in a
fundamentally non-logarithmic way.

5.6 Comparison with the previous literature

Our framework treats vacuum fluctuations as an effective background, providing a unified
method for computing quantum forces both in vacuum and in the presence of a background
of on-shell mediator particles. As has been extensively explored in the literature, quantum
forces have an interesting feature that they can be significantly modified by a background
of mediator particles/fields [7, 13-15, 27-30, 38, 43-49, 51, 55-59]. Intuitively, this effect
can be understood as a type of “wake force” [29]. Another perspective is that one of the
particles in the loop is effectively replaced by an on-shell particle from the background [27].
Several methods exist to calculate quantum forces modified by a background. One approach
involves thermal field theory [7, 13-15, 27, 28, 30, 51, 56-58]. Another is the picture of
coherent scattering between the test particle and the background particle [29, 38]. A third
approach uses the expectation value of the squared background field [43, 44, 46-49, 59]. This
last method is closer in spirit to the classical field picture, as the expectation value acts
as the source generating the force. Throughout this paper, we do not assume the presence
of a background of mediator particles. Therefore, although we start from similar quadratic
couplings, there are no relevant background-induced (wake) forces in our case.

Our method for obtaining the field solution of the scalar mediator shares some similarity
with the method used in [43], but differs in two crucial aspects. First, we do not assume
the existence of a classical ¢ background, while in [43], ¢ itself is the dark matter particle.
This leads to different boundary conditions for the EOM of the mediator field. Second, the
observable studied in [43] is intrinsically classical, proportional to the square of the background
field value, ~ ¢2. In our case, this effect vanishes because there is no classical source. The
relevant observable arises purely at the quantum level due to the fluctuation of the mediator
field, ~ (¢?). Consequently, the resulting force exhibits a different scaling behavior from that
found in a classical background.

Screening phenomena analogous to those found in our strong-coupling regime have ap-
peared in other contexts. Screening of scalar fields in dense environments is well known in
modified-gravity scenarios, most notably in chameleon models and their variants [60-64]. A
similar suppression effect has also been noted in [43-45, 49, 59] under the assumption that ¢
constitutes a classical dark matter background.

Our results show that an analogous type of screening arises even in the absence of any clas-
sical background, and it occurs for both scalar and fermionic mediators. When the mediator-
source coupling is strongly repulsive, the field fluctuation generated inside the source becomes
effectively trapped, preventing it from propagating outward. Consequently, a test particle lo-
cated outside the source experiences a suppressed quantum force. In the IR regime r > R,
this suppression factor becomes independent of the distance.
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Source ny [fm™3] R [km] | z=GpnyR
Earth 3.3x 107" | 6.4 x 10° 10
Sun 8.4 x 10716 | 7.0 x10° | 2.7 x 102
White dwarf | 6.0 x 10710 | 7.0 x 103 | 1.9 x 10°
Neutron star | 1.6 x 1071 | 1.0 x 10* | 7.3 x 10!}

Table 1: Representative nucleon number densities ny, radius R, and the dimensionless
parameter z = Gpny R for various astrophysical objects.

5.7 Deviation from the non-relativistic approximation

In this work, we have assumed that both the test particle and the source particles inside the
x cluster are non-relativistic, as is typically done in the standard Feynman diagram approach
within the Born approximation. However, there exist physically relevant situations in which
this non-relativistic assumption breaks down. For example, electrons in heavy atoms move
with relativistic velocities (v ~ Za), and a x cluster may itself be a bound state composed
of relativistic constituents — much like nucleons, which contain relativistic quarks.

In contrast to the traditional method, our approach can be extended to the relativistic
regime in a straightforward manner, for both the test particle and the source. If the test
particle y is relativistic, Eq. (3.3) continues to hold, though it is no longer appropriate to
interpret €(¢?)/A as an effective “potential” in the usual non-relativistic sense.

The method can also be generalized to sources containing relativistic x particles. In
this case the approximation (Xx) =~ n, is no longer valid. Instead, one must use the fully
relativistic expression (see, e.g., Appendix A of [65]):

3 m
(xXx) = / (;1;))3 E—;‘fx(p) : (5.14)

where Ep = |/m2 4 p? and f,(p) is the phase-space distribution of x.

Neutron stars provide a natural example: neutrons are bound by gravity and become
increasingly relativistic as the star approaches the Oppenheimer-Volkoff limit. In such bound
systems, even though the constituents are relativistic, the overall x cluster is static, and
therefore sources a static profile of (¢?). This may have phenomenological implications for
axion physics if one identifies ¢ with the axion field and y with the neutron field, since a similar
quadratic coupling ¢?Y’x arises in chiral effective theory [55, 66]. A systematic investigation
of the relativistic regime is left for future work.

5.8 Possible astrophysical applications

Finally, let us estimate how typical astrophysical environments influence the quantum force.
As a concrete example, consider the case in which the matter field y is the nucleon and the
fermionic mediator v is the neutrino. The dimensionless parameter that characterizes the
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degree of non-perturbativity is
z=muyR ~Gpny R, (5.15)

where ny is the nucleon number density. The numerical values of z in typical astrophysical
objects are summarized in Table 1. This indicates that the neutrino force among typical
astrophysical objects significantly violates the superposition principle.

The number density of nucleons in a neutron star is extremely high, around the nuclear
saturation density, ny ~ 0.16/ fm?3. Taking the radius R ~ 10km, one obtains z ~ GpnyR ~
10™ >> 1, implying that neutrino forces in neutron stars should be in the strong-coupling
regime. As previously discussed (see Sec. 4.3), such a high value of z causes a strong screening
effect on neutrino forces. A naive summation of the 7—° potential in Eq. (1.2) sourced by
each nucleon is invalid, since the dense nuclear matter not only sources neutrino forces,
but also suppresses the spread of the forces. One could ask, with the nuclear saturation
density, to what scale individual contributions from nucleons can be summed directly. This
corresponds to the screening length scale Rgcreen ~ 1/ma ~ 10nm, which is still much larger
than the mean distance between nucleons, Ryean ~ n]_\,l/  ~ 1.8fm. Hence, approximately
(Rsereen/ Rmean)® ~ 1020 nucleons can be summed up as if they are in vacuum. So the screening
effect can be neglected within a single heavy nucleus with @(100) nucleons, but not within a
neutron star. The stability of a dense star under the potentially large many-body neutrino
force has been a subject of debate in the literature [9-12]. While we did not include the Dirac
structure of the weak interaction, our results suggest that the strong screening effect of the
neutrino force may play an important role in mitigating these effects and could help maintain
the stability of the star.

6 Conclusions

In this paper, we introduce a new method to calculate the potential generated by quantum
forces. The basic idea is to consider a cluster of source particles and to determine the long-
distance potential by computing the expectation value of the square of the mediator field.
For classical forces one evaluates the expectation value of the field itself, but for quantum
forces the relevant quantity is its square.

Traditionally, one-loop Feynman diagrams have been used to calculate quantum forces, an
approach that assumes weak couplings in order to be valid. Our method allows us to compute
the force also in the strong-coupling regime. In particular, we reproduce the Feynman-diagram
results in the leading weak-coupling limit. Moreover, we calculate the small corrections in
the weak-coupling regime, and extend the result to the case of strong couplings between the
mediator and source particles.

Our main finding is that, in the strong-coupling regime, the superposition principle no
longer holds in the simple way familiar from the electric force. One cannot decompose a source
into its building blocks and add the contributions of each part independently. Mathematically,

— 30 —



this deviation appears in a factorized form: the potential equals the perturbative result (which
assumes superposition) multiplied by a function that parametrizes the deviation. We refer to
this function as the form factor.

This deviation can either suppress or enhance the potential, depending on the sign of
the interaction between the source particles and the mediators. For repulsive interactions,
the form factor leads to a suppression, whereas for attractive interactions, it produces an
enhancement. Based on this argument, we expect a suppression of the Casimir-Polder force,
which is mediated by two photons, and an enhancement of the graviton-mediated quantum
force. However, confirming these expectations requires a full calculation.

Scalar Mediator | Fermionic Mediator
Full Expression (3.25) (4.24)
Weak-Coupling Limit (3.29) (4.28)
Form Factor (3.20) (4.22)
Screening 3/22 3/z
Resonance (3.36) -

Table 2: Summary of our main results on quantum forces mediated by scalars and fermions.

Our main quantitative results are summarized in Table 2. There are several directions
in which these results can be extended, especially to other types of mediators. In particular,
it would be valuable to determine how large an enhancement is possible. A very significant
enhancement could provide a way to probe forces that are currently purely theoretical.
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A Quantization of the mediator field

In this appendix, we present the canonical quantization of both scalar and fermionic fields
in the spherical wave basis. For each case, the (anti)commutation relations of the cre-
ation/annihilation operators, as well as those of the fields themselves, are explicitly specified.
Given these sets of (anti)commutation relations, the completeness relations for the radial
mode functions follow uniquely. These completeness relations play a crucial role: they are re-
quired to fully determine the field solutions and, consequently, the magnitude of the resulting
quantum fluctuations.
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A.1 Scalar mediator

In the spherical basis, we quantize the scalar field as:

~ U\ T ~ — W A~ * 1w
30) = [0 S (6, Vo0 0) 7 4L, Vi 0.0 ). (A1)
lm

The creation and annihilation operators satisfy the following commutator relations:

~ /\T . 1 /

Aoty A yrprpr | = ;5(&1 — W )655/6mm/ ,

[awﬁmaaw/f’m/] = [a:[zém7aiz%’m/j| =0. (AQ)
The field QAS also satisfies the following equal-time canonical commutation relation:

[B(r), B(r')] = id® (r — 1), (A.3)

which follows from the following completeness relations:

The dual radial relation of Eq. (A.5),

/dr Ugp (1) Ugyrp(r) = %(5(w -’ (A.6)

serves as the normalization condition that uniquely determines the overall factor of the radial
solutions u, for any w and /.

A.2 Fermionic mediator

As discussed in the main text, the fermionic field is quantized using spherical spinor harmonics:
@(I‘,t) = Z / dw (gwnmwwnm(r> e 4 @uﬁmwinm(r) em> ; (A.7)
K,m

with the spatial wavefunctions given by:

Z( Juor (1) Qi (T)

wwnm(r) = r Z'gw,.;(T‘) Q,Km(f)

) s Voum = C o (A.8)

where C' = i724° is the charge-conjugation matrix in the Dirac representation, Q are spinor
spherical harmonics defined in Eq. (4.7), and f and g are radial profile functions. The non-
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vanishing anti-commutation relations are
{bwrm, /b\L/g/m/} = {dwrm, (Zlfglm/} =0(w— w,) Outr Oy (A.9)

The field satisfies the equal-time canonical anti-commutation relation:

(), 0 ()} = 0% (r — ') Lysa - (A.10)

This follows from the completeness relation for all energy-modes:

/dw [for () fie (1) + G (1) gl (r')] = 8(r —1") . (A.11)

together with the completeness of the spinor spherical harmonics:

D Qun (£)QL, () = 5(Q — ) 122, (A.12)

where € on the right-hand side denotes the solid angle. The dual radial relation of Eq. (A.11),
given by

/dT [feon (1) f5rk (1) + Guom (1) g1 (1)] = 0w — ') | (A.13)

provides the normalization needed to uniquely fix the radial functions f,. and g, for any w
and k.

B Calculation of the radial functions

In this appendix, we show how to solve the radial equations for both scalar and fermionic
fields in the presence of x clusters. For each case, we begin by writing down the general
solutions in terms of spherical Bessel functions of the first and second kinds. We then use
the spherical-cow setup laid out in the main text to obtain two piecewise solutions, one in
each region (inside and outside the cow). We then match the solutions at the boundary by
imposing continuity (and differentiability, for the scalar case). The matching conditions allow
us to determine all but one overall normalization constant. By fixing this remaining constant
using the completeness relations given in the last appendix, we obtain a fully determined
radial functions for both the scalar and fermionic fields.

B.1 Scalar mediator

The radial equation of motion for a real scalar field ¢ with mass my is given by:

0(0+1
9% — (:2_ )+w2—m§) Ue(r) =0 (B.1)
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The general solution to this equation is given by the spherical Bessel functions of the first
and second kinds:

uw((r) = aljﬁ(kr) + a2yé(k’7“) > (B2)

where a; and ay are some constants and k? = w?

2
—ms.
é
For a spherical cow of radius R, the effective mass squared of the field is mi + mﬁ/l for
r < R, and mi for 7 > R. Defining k2 = w? — (mi +m3;) and k2, = w?

to Eq. (B.1) for a spherical cow can be constructed from the solutions in the region r < R

— mi, the solution

and the region r > R:

(B.3)

u E(T) _ Ainjé(kinr); for <R,
N Aoutjf(koutr) + Boutyé(kout’l") for r> R,

where Ain, Aout, Bout are unknowns to be determined. Imposing continuity and differentia-
bility at » = R, we find that:

. kin .
Aout = Ain(kout}%)2 []@(kinR)yé(koutR) - ktjé(kinR)yf(koutR)] s (B4)
ou
kin . . . .
Bout — 14in(k'out}8)2 |:k‘ t]é(kinR)]é(koutR) - ]E(kinR)]z(koutR):| . (B5)

To obtain Aj,, we need to make use of the completeness relation. Consider the asymptotic
behavior of wu(r):

Aou . By
lim wug,e(r) = ' sin (koutr — M) — ¢ cos <l<:0utr — M) ) (B.6)

r—oo Eout 2 Eout 2

Let Aout = Nkout cosdp and Boyt = Nkout Sindy, in a compact form, we can write:

lim uye(r) = N sin <k:0ut7“ - %ﬁ - 5@) . (B.7)

r—00

Now, using the completeness relation,

/dr Ugp (1) Ugyrp (1) = %5(0‘) —u'), (B.8)

1 w
N =,/— . B.9
T kout ( )

we obtain
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B.2 Fermionic mediator

The coupled radial equations for a Dirac fermion with mass m,, is given by:

i fum(r) — _K‘/r w + m’(p fw/i("") ’ (Blo)
dr \ gus(r) —(w—my) /7 Gors ()
The general solution to this coupled differential equation is given by the spherical Bessel
function of the first and the second kind:

frw(r) =1 (a17e(kr) + agye(kr)), (B.11)
() = s80(9)—— (o (hr) + azye (r) (B.12)
w Mw

where a1 and as are some constants, and k% = w? — mi

For a spherical cow, the effective mass is my, + my for » < R, and my, for r > R. The
general solution is given by the two following piecewise functions:

Ain Tj[(kinr) for r<R,
fon(r) = . (B.13)
Aout 7"]Z(k'out?") + Bout Tyg(k‘outr) for r> R,
kin .
I — Ain jor (ki) for r<R,
G (r) = sgn(r)r ¢ =g 0T M (B.14)
W+ My (Aoutjé’(koutr) + Boutyé’(koutr)) for r> R ,

where Ain, Aout, Bout are constants to be determined, k2 = w? — (my + mm)?, and k2, =
w? — mfp. Matching the solutions at the boundary r = R, we can obtain Aqy and Boyt:

A [ in(w +my) .
Aot = =2 | jp(kinR) yor (ko B) — /(kinR) ye(kowtR) |
out = [Je( ) yer (kout I?) kout(w+m¢+mM)“( ) Ye(Kout )]
Ain kin(w + mw) . . . . :|
Boyt = =2 kmR) o (kowtR) — jo(kinR) je(koutR)| | B.15
= e ) e (o) — e bB) ilhon ) (B15)
where

A = j((koutR) yﬂ’(koutR) - yﬁ(koutR)jf’(koutR) . (B16)

Again, we define Agyt = Nkout c08dp and Boyt = Nkout sindy. Like the scalar case, we can
use the completeness relation, Eq. (A.13), to obtain

V. mkout
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Figure 4: The contour of integration in the complex kqut-plane. The path along the real
axis is denoted by Cy. The contour is deformed to wrap around the branch cut starting at
img, with vertical segments C7 and Cs.

C Calculation of integrals relevant for the field fluctuation

In this appendix, we provide additional details on the evaluation of integrals relevant for com-
puting the field fluctuations induced by a spherical x cluster for both scalar and fermionic
mediators. For the scalar case, we show how an apparently divergent integral can be evalu-
ated exactly using contour methods, yielding a standard Bessel function expression. For the
fermionic case, we present the explicit results for the integrals entering the field fluctuation
and, crucially, show how they combine into a compact form involving known special functions.

C.1 Scalar mediator

In the main text, we showed that the scalar field fluctuation outside the source can be reduced
to a compact expression involving a single integral (see Eq. (3.23)):

I:/ out
0 \/ 0ut+m

Mathematically, this integral does not converge as kot — 00 on the real axis. However, from

————sin (2kout) dkout - (C.1)

the physical point of view, UV modes do not contribute to the field fluctuation or to the
resulting quantum force. In the following, we show how to remove this apparent divergence
using a contour-integration method, which renders the expression finite without introducing
any regulator.

Since the integrand is even in koy, we can extend the range of integration to (—oo, 00)

— 36 —



while also replacing the sine function with an exponential:

1 0 ou )
= _Im [ / f(Eout) dkout} . where f(kout) = _ Kot i (C.2)
2 0 kgut ?i)

To evaluate the integral, we analytically continue ko into the complex plane and perform
the integral along the path in Fig 4. The integrand has branch points at img and a branch
cut along the imaginary axis extending from img to ico. We avoid this branch cut by taking
the path along Cy and Cs, while closing the contour at infinity with Cy, and C/.

The closed contour C = Cy 4+ C1 + (s + C + C_ encloses no poles. Therefore, by
Cauchy’s theorem,

/f(kout) dkout - O . (03)
C

The contributions from C,, and C_,, vanish; therefore, the integral along the real axis can
be determined by the contribution along the branch cut:

f(kout) dkout - - ( f(kout) dkout + / f(kout) d-kout) . (C4)
Co Ca

Ch

Along the branch cut, we parameterize kout = it. On the right side of the cut (C1), kous =

it + e (with e — 01), so \/kgut 2 = i\/t2 —mi. On the left side of the cut (Cy),
kouwt = it — €, and due to the phase Wrap around the branch point, the square root changes

sign: /gy, +m3 = —iy [t — mi

Substituting these into Eq. (

S k?ou QZkoutT‘ 2tr ) it —2tr
/ c out ( dt) +/ L(Z dt)

my —i, [t2 — m?b

— 2t7"

W

This integral is well defined and convergent, and it can be rewritten in terms of a modified

(C.5)

Bessel function of the second kind:

—2tr
/ ——————dt = 2imy K1 (2myr) . (C.6)
/12 —m?
¢
Substituting this back into the expression for I in Eq. (C.2), we obtain:
1 .
I= 5 Im [2img K71 (2mgr)] = me K1 (2mgr) . (C.7)
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C.2 Fermionic mediator
We now present the explicit forms of the integrals entering the field fluctuation in Eq. (4.23)
(C.8)

eNy

after substituting the phase shifts in Eqgs. (4.20)-(4.21)
2
A(gy) = 47T3A2 2 (Il +miyly — 12 + ;13 + I4> Fy(muR)
(C.9)

where the relevant integrals read
= ——K2(2m¢'r)
(C.10)

I = / ky/k? —|—m sin(2kr) dk =
I _/ ———ssin(2kr) dk = my K1 (2myr) ,
A2 m
(2kr) 1 2 21 2
——— cos(2kr) = gmyGu | myr

13_/
,/k2+m
I / —————sin(2kr) dk = 1m 3 G2l (m 7’2‘ —1 >
4= = 1,3 31 ’
,/k2+m 27 vI-450

where G is the Meijer-G function defined by [67]
(bj +s) H (1—a;—s)
j=1 s
x °ds,

11

j:

P q

H (a; +s) H I'(1-0b;—s)

a,...,0ap :1/
- 2mi
j=m+

b, ...

m,n
p.q (x

with I'(s) denoting the gamma function. Note that all the integrals I1-I4 can be computed

5 .
using the same contour-integration method as the integral in Eq. (C.1)
We further notice that the integrals in Eqgs. (C.9)-(C.12) satisfy the following identity
(C.13)

1 2
mifg — 7[2 + —I3+ I, =51 .
T T
(C.14)

36Nxm12p y
43 A2 73

Substituting it back into Eq. (C.8) and using Eq. (C.9) we obtain
Ks(2
2( mwr) X Fw(mMR) .
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D Calculation of higher-/ modes

In this appendix, we calculate the correction to the quantum force from ¢ > 0 modes for the
scalar case. According to Eq. (3.16), the field fluctuation outside the source is given by

26 —|— 1 [ dkouwk?,
A() = e
out + ’I7’L¢
tan2 ) 9 9 2tan d,
T L .9 ¢ \ ou ou o 9 & ou ou 5 Dl
[1 O (o) + 4 on) + 1ot | . (D1
with tand, given by Eq. (3.14). For small §;, we have
28 —|— 1 [ dkouwk?,
Alg?) =~ oot 5@Jz(kout?”)yz(kout7“), (D.2)
out
with
I 3 mMR
56 ~ T €+2 (k‘outR)zé—i_l , (D3)

UKD ((+ 1) (04 3) I,_1 (mmR)

where I' is the Euler Gamma function and I, is the modified Bessel function of the first kind.
For small §;, the above expression is simplified as

A (5 g (0.4

where the coefficient is a function of z = my R:

222

20+ )7 Ipys(2)
Co(z) = 2 : (D.5)
22D (04 3) T (€ +3) Ty (2)
and the integral is defined as
S) 3
Ty(mgr) = / de——t () () - (D.6)
0 x2 + (mgr)?

D.1 /=1 mode

In what follows, we explicitly compute the field fluctuation for the ¢ = 1 mode:

k2 dkoy . . .
Al 5_1 e / ——out_“out ((jl(koutr) cos 01 + Y1 (koutr) sin (51)2 — j%(kouﬂ”)> (D.7)
T out + m¢
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Note that for £ = 1, the spherical Bessel functions can be written as

sinx coszx cosr sinz
: _ _ - _ — D.8
i) = By = (D5)
Therefore, we can write the field fluctuation as
3 dk
A<¢’2>é:1 = —47T2/ t out
0 \/ out + m
1 ) tan §; tan? &;
— 2k ————— —cos(2k —_—
% [((k‘outr)4 (k:outr)2> (Sm( out”) 1+ tan? d; €05 (2koutr) 1+ tan? d;
2 tan o1 tan? &,
- 2k ———— +sin(2k —_— D.9
(koutT)3 (COS( o) 1 + tan? d; + sin(2kour) 1 + tan2 §; (D-9)
Now, the phase shift is given by
22 3
tand; = ZS (IfoutR) F¢71(mMR) , (D.l())
where the p-wave form factor is found to be
15 9
Fyq1(z) = = (3+ 2% —3zcothz). (D.11)
For definiteness, we take € = +1 so that z is real. The form factor Fy ; has the limit:
222
15
Foi(z>1) = = (D.13)

Using tan §; ~ d1, the field fluctuation is reduced to:

—22 [ 6 k2dk 1 1 2
INT L — / 1 Pout T Rout - in(2koutr) — ko
(0%} 6072 0 out + mi (koutr)4 (koutr)z sin ) (koutr)3 cos( )

Ny m¢R 2.2 2,1 2.2
— 1607’[’3T7F¢7 1(mMmR) % [mw’ G173 myr

1 ) — 2K1(2m¢7‘)]. (D14)

O ol

+ 2mygr G%:é (m?yg

1
)
In the massless limit, mgyr < 1, we obtain a 1/ r® scaling behavior,

N, R?

A(¢?) =1 = Ry . —5 Fp1(muR) . (D.15)
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Therefore, compared to the £ = 0 mode, the field fluctuation from the £ = 1 mode is suppressed
by a factor of R2/r? and therefore can be ignored in the far-field limit r > R.
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