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Angular-spectral distribution and polarization of synchrotron radiation from a ‘“‘short” magnet
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Power per unit solid angle, spectrum and polarization as a function of angle, and integrated spectrum are
calculated for the radiation from a beam’ of ultrarelativistic (y>1) charged particles in a magnet causing a
deflection much smaller than 1/7, with an arbitrary form of the magnetic field B(z). Some examples are
given, and the connection with the “edge effect” is shown.

I. INTRODUCTION

When emitting synchrotron radiation, an ultra-
relativistic (y > 1) charged particle is seen by the
observer over a piece of its trajectory of length
L,=mc/eB, where m is the mass, e the charge, B
the magnetic field, and MKS units are used. If*
over such a distance the magnetic field B is uni-
form, the spectrum of the radiation is the well-
known synchrotron spectrum. If it is not, the vari-
ation of both B and the direction of motion of the
particle will influence the spectrum, which, in the
general case, will have to be calculated by nu-
merical methods. In the case in which the length
of the magnetic is much shorter than L, (which is
equivalent to saying that the deflection is «1/v;
we could call this a “short” or “weak” magnet),
the calculation is easier [it is, in a certain sense,
the case opposite to the “usual” synchrotron ra-
diation, since only B instead of only £(8, ¢) is
varying in Egs. (2) below].

Historically, the first example of what we would
call a (periodic) short magnet (or a succession of
short magnets) is the “undulator” described by
Ginzburg' and by Motz?'®: in this case B(z) is
sinusoidal, and in each period the maximum de-
flection is «1/y, that is, the spectrum is a single
narrow band. Recently, a greater interest has de-
veloped in undulators for application to production
of narrow-band x and vuv radiation and to “free-
electron lasers,” and some devices have been
constructed*®® or are under construction.

Another example was the remark by Robinson’
that in a sufficiently short magnet the radiation
would be emitted, at a given wavelength, under a
larger angle than in usual synchrotron radiation.
Recently it has been also remarked®® that if the
length of the magnet is L< L,, the cutoff frequency
is greater than the usual “critical frequency”;
this would be relevant, in practice, for electrons
in low magnetic fields (say 100 G) or for protons.

The cutoff frequency for radiation emitted by pro- .

tons could easily be increased by a factor 10 or

20

50, getting visible light instead of infrared in 300-
GeV machines. With certain approximations, the
“edge effect” foreseen in Ref. 8 can also be cal-
culated utilizing the results for “short” magnets
(see Sec. VII).

An interesting aspect of “short” magnets is
that, in principle, it could be designed to give an
arbitrary spectrum (or even two different arbi-
trary spectra for two orthogonal polarizations).

We want to see now how to calculate the com-
plete angular-spectral distribution and polariza-
tion of radiation from a “short” magnet in the gen-
eral case [that is, for any function B(z); most re-
sults reported up to now are only for undulators],
and to present simple examples.

II. GENERAL PROCEDURE

The starting point is, as usual,'®" Liénard’s
expression for the far fields emitted by a point
charge:
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B(t)=(1/c)ixE,

with the usual meaning of symbols, and i=-%/7,
V(') =-dT/dt’, &(t')=d¥/dt’, 6 is the angle be-
tween 1 and ¥, and ¢ the angle between the plane
containing ¥V and & and the plane containing ¥ and

fi. We define, as in Ref. 10, an amplitude U(¢) pro-
portional to #E such that its modulus square is

the instantaneous power per unit solid angle, and
the modulus square of its Fourier transform is

the power per unit bandwidth per unit solid angle,
and considering that ¥-2=0 and > 1 (then the ra-
diation is mainly concentrated within an angle of
the order of 1/y), we can make the approximations:

v/c=1-1/2y%, 6°«< 1, sinf=6, (1-cos9)'/2=9,

and write
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T(t) = cy*Bi (8, 9) (2a)

where B (magnetic field) and f must be evaluated
atthe time #’=¢-#(¢")/cand C = (ez/ﬂm)(l/ef,c)1 /2
=1,74x10"" kg~/?m sec'/2 C, or

2 1/2
=—me— (ml:s) =5.5x10"% cm¥?sec~'/?,

f(e, ¢) =fuby +fits (2b)

where 7, and 7, are unit vectors parallel and per-
pendicular to the acceleration, and

f" - (1 +Y282)—3(1 _,}/292
fo==2(1+726*)"%%¢*sinpcosg.

202 o342
+2y20%sin’ ) , @c)

The total power (both polarizations) will be pro-
portional to

FR=fi =1 +y?67)7°
x[(1 - 'y292)2 + 426 sin® ] . (2d)
In some cases it is more useful to decompose f

in directions parallel and perpendicular to a plane
containing ¥ and 1, 7, and 7,:

£(0, @) =futy +/oio»
 fa= (142609731 =9%6%) cos, ' (2e)
fo==1+¥6°) 731 +9%6°) sing.

These expressions are always valid, but the re-
lation between ¢’ and ¢ is, in general, not simple;
it is always true that

a2y

& "Toye ®

but, in general, 6(¢’) is not constant. In our case
(short magnet) we suppose ay «1, or

i fB(z)dz <1, (4)

and then we consider 8 as constant and write (with
a suitable choice of ¢ =0)

£/t =27/ (1+9%6%) ' (5)

then the time scale of B(¢’) = B(z/c) has to be
compressed by a factor 2y?/(1+9%6%). The rela-
tion between the power seen by the observer (a
function of #) and power emitted by the particle

(a function of ¢’), i.e., the power seen by the ob-
server, is 2y%/(1 +7%6%) times bigger and its dura-
tion is 2y%/(1 +?6%) times smaller.

III. ANGULAR DISTRIBUTION AND POLARIZATION

The energy, per unit solid angle, emitted by an
electron in the whole “short” magnet is obtained
by integrating UZ2(¢):
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% =C%% (6, @) fBz(f)dt

=270, A1+ [ B dz. ©)

This result is valid not only for the energy
emitted in both polarizations, but also for each
polarization separately if instead of f? we write
fi or fi.

If the beam is not modulated (then amplitudes .
add incoherently), the power emitted by the whole
beam (per unit solid angle) is dP/dQ2=ndw/dS,
where n=1/e is the number of electrons per sec-
ond. The same applies for the other quantities
defined below.

The total energy emitted by one particle is ob-
tained by integrating £%(8, ¢)(1++26%) over the
whole solid angle (the variable @ is changed to y
=1+26, then dy =2y?0d6, with [dy extending
from 1 to «):

W= (wrC?/6c)y? fBz(z)dz . )

The result is the same as the energy emitted in
any magnet (the difference is that in a “long” mag-
net this energy is swept over different directions
as the particle is deflected).

Let us consider now the polarization character-
istics: Eqs. (2a)—(2c) show the instantaneous dis-
tribution, which also represents the polarization
distribution of the energy emitted in a plane tra-
jectory.

We remark that f, =0 when sing cos¢ =0, or on
the axes ¢ =0 and ¢ =7/2, while f, =0 when ¢ !
=arcsin(1/v2 )(1 - 1/7%6%)*/2. At the intersection
of these two curves, at 6=1/y, ¢=0, and ¢=m,
the intensity is (obviously) zero. In all directions
the radiation is linearly polarized. If we integrate
f% and f2 over the whole solid angle (as for Eq. 7)
we find that, if we call W, and W, the energies
emitted in the two polarizations (and W=W, + W),

Wy /W=3%
and (8)
W,/ W=4% .

This result [valid for any form of the field B(z)]
is the same as for the usual synchrotron radia-
tion. The difference is in the angular distribution
of the perpendicular polarization, which has in
this case a fourfold symmetry, while in the usual
(uniform field) case the symmetry is twofold.

The radiation is concentrated mainly within 6
<1/y [see Egs. (2¢), (2d), and (6)] and the perpen-
dicular polarization is distributed mainly at (rela-
tively) large angles: only 35 of the total intensity
is out of the cone 6=1/y; A% for the parallel po-
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larization and 3 for the perpendicular one (then
out of §=1/y the ratio of perpendicular to parallel
intensities is3%),

Looking at Eq. (2e) we can see, for example,
that if B is helical, the polarization of the radia-
tion will be circular at 6=0, linear on the circle
6=1/y, and, in general, elliptical, with ratio of
amplitudes

Folfe=1=226%)/(1+y%6%) (9)

(which generalizes the result of Ref. 12). For any
“elliptical” field B (superposition of helical and
plane sinusoidal) we have linear polarization on
the circle 8=1/y and circular in two symmetrical
points inside it.

IV. SPECTRUM

The spectral distribution dw/dQ dv of the energy
(per unit solid angle df) of the radiation seen by
the observer (which, multiplied by #, gives the
power per unit bandwidth and d2 for the whole
beam) is obtained by Fourier-transforming U(¢):

aw
dQdv

=C*5*{B()}

L AR Y Coe i BT

where by F*{B(f)} we mean the Fourier transform
(modulus square) of B(¢), and by

2,52
B(Ltgi ,,)
\ 2y

we mean a function obtained by the following pro-
cedure: take B(t’)=B(z/c), make its Fourier
transform (FT) and substitute the frequency vari-
able v’ with v(1+926%)/2y? (in the case we have the
advantage, useful for numerical calculations, that
we make the FT with respect to a variable ¢’
which is independent of 6).

The spectral distribution of the energy collected
over the whole solid angle (in practice a solid
angle >»w/y? around 6 =0) can be calculated by in-
tegrating Eq. (10) with respect to dQ=0d0dg:

aw _ 1 “f” f"" 201 . . 202\
% "0 e ederttayed

1+426
XBz<——ZZZ u>

- 1oe [0 (ge)as

where (f? is the average of fZ over ¢, andy =1
+926%,

Also, Egs. (10) and (11) can be referred either
to both polarizations, or to each polarization sep-
arately, using f} and f2 instead of f2. We have:

(11)

(fD=y"%(y* -2y +2),
=y"Gy*-y+3), (12)
FD=y"Gy* -y +3).

The polarization ratio W,/W, [see Eq. (8)] will
be different from 7 if only a part of the spec-
trum is taken (>7 at higher frequencies, <7 in the
lower part of the spectrum).

Even in a plane field B(z), the spectra of the
two orthogonal linearly polarized components are
not the same because of the different angular dis-
tributions of the two polarizations (and the depen-
dence of the time scale ¢ on §).

An alternative approach to get dW/dv would be
to consider the Fourier components of B(z); each
of them is an (infinitesimal) undulator, for which
dW/dv can be calculated, and then the result in-
tegrated over all components.

V. UNDULATOR

To illustrate the preceding statement and to
make a first example of a short magnet let us
take an undulator, with period A, and length A
Aot

B(t')= B,cos2mvt’ rect /Ayt ’ (13)

where vo=c/x,=v,/2y%, and rect x=1 for -3 <x
<% and =0 elsewhere. Its FT is

A A v’

= inc — (% - 14
B{’) e sinc . (Vo ) s (14)
where sinc x=(sinrx)/7x. Squaring and approxi-
mating for A/x,— (smcz(A/xo)x (X o/N)5(x)) we
obtain

B =B§;— a(l’j— - \) . (15)

[¢]

Substituting into Eq. (10) and mtegratmg over

angles, we obtain
Wug 7€ 2pop v 1 gV GV (¥
=5V A (1—2Vm+21/i)’ (vm <1> ,
(16)

dv 2¢c
where v,,=2y%y, is the maximum frequency con-
tained in the spectrum (the one corresponding to
6=0).

If we consider again a general short magnet
B(z), and write B(¢’) as a sum of contributions of
undulators of square amplitude B’y )(c/A) dv,, then
the total energy per unit dv is

Wore [T v RS -(L-V Vn
dv =:C L Ve (1-21/,,, +21/f">Bz 2% v s
(17)

which is identical with Eq. (11) except for the
physical meaning of the integration variable.
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VI. EXAMPLES

As an example, let us take a simple analytical
form of B(z), i.e., a Lorentzian field of length 2L
[full width at half maximum (FWHM)]:

 B(z)=B,/(1+2%/L%); (18)
the FT of B(t’) is (v'>0)
B(v') = (w/c)ByLe™2"&/w" | (19)
Then, from Eqgs. 6, 7, 10, and 11, we have
M ‘”C 4 202y ,2
70" a0 ¥ BoL(+y*e%)%, _ (20)
_nC?,
W=15z BL, (21)
aw %
o ”4 Y2 B2L2(1 +926%)f>
2
xexp( —I‘lei;;—e—) ) , (22)
3
ng "C BiL f (y2=-2973+2y"%e™dy

- 4002‘ B [e (14 x+3x%) + x(1+x - 527)

XEi(-x)] , (23)
v, =2v%c/rL, and

Ei(x) = f 2 ax
o X
(exponential integral).

As another example to compare (and to show
that qualitatively the results are the same), let us
take a Gaussian field, also of length ~2L (1.66L
FWHM):

where x=4v/v,,

B(z) =Boe“2/I‘2 . (24)
In this case the FT of B(t') is

BW’) =7 Byexp{-[n(L/c)v'T}, (25)
and then,

d_vzz \/?C 452 2n2 .
a0 avee Y Bl vy 02)f2, . (26)
7r3/2C2

= 6750 Y’BiL, @7

aw 1rC
aQdv 42

xeXp{_z[M ] } (28)

2Bsz(l +y Gz)f

2v%c

dW 7 C” C2 Z[w 2 2,2
BL 2_9y=342y~9g*" g
i Bl y*+2y7) y
T C? 2 2
=—4?2——B§L [3e™™ (1 +4x®) + xvT (1 +% x%) erfcx

-x*Ei(-x?)], (29)
where x=v2 v/v,, v, =2y*c/rL, and

2 .2
erfcx—ﬁfx e

=1-erfx

(complementary error function).

VII. CONNECTION WITH THE “EDGE EFFECT”

In the case® of a charged particle entering (or
leaving a “long” uniform magnet, when the length
L of the edge (fall-off distance of the magnetic
field) is «L,, the field U(¢) seen by the observer
is composed of two parts: a sharp rise, with a
rise time ~L/2y%c, followed by a fall, with fall
time ~1/v, where v, is the usual critical frequency
(or the reverse sequence in the case of the parti-
cle leaving the magnet). In the case that one is
interested only in the higher part of the spectrum,
with frequencies >»v_, one can make the approxi-
mation that, after the rapid rise, the amplitude
remains constant (neglecting the contribution of
the slower fall). In this case the calculation pro-
cedure can be the same as with a short magnet,
except that in this case the calculated lower part
of the spectrum, up to frequencies above v, is
meaningless. In order to calculate the spectrum,
it can be useful to express the field B(z) as the
integral of its derivative with respect to z,

B(z)=fz B'(2)dz=B'(2)*h(z),

where * represents convolution and % is Heavi-
side’s step function, and use the convolution theo-
rem in the Fourier transformation (the step func-
tion contributes a 1/v* factor in the power spec-
trum).

As particular examples, let us take an arctan-
gent and an error function.

First example: arctangent function.

ﬁ)=ﬁl

11 1
B(z) =Bo<-2-+; arctan 7 T 17 *h(z),

2

v\ By v~ Lyv
B(zyz T vy exp( 27 7]
aw__C* y° ., Lyv
aQdv _ 4r 7/ Bgexp(—471 c 27/2)’

dWC
v 41rv Bz()_

BZLZ ZS(x) 1
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st= [ (rHeay

1
=te (T - x+ily? _3x34+1x9)
Z)El(_x)y

+Lx3(1-3x+

where x=4v/v,, and v, =2y%c/7L.
Second example: error function.

B(z2)=3B, (1+erf ) ﬁ e (z)

4
Yy \_By Y Lyv
s(e) S ew [ (55) |

aw__C*y°® , Lyv\?
a0d —ar 2t Bjexp [— <ﬂ2')/2(:> ],

i

S(x)

f( —-xydy
1

-lls-e"‘ F-Lx?+8xM)+2vVT 231+ 4 x?) erfex

+x*Ei(-x?),

where x= V2 v/v, and v, =2y*c/nL.
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Note added in proof. The first observation of
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“edge effect” has been made at CERN recently,
and is described in a paper by Bossart ef al.'®
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