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For the macroscopic description of thermal electromagnetic fluctuations two methods are fre-
quently used: (i) linear-response theory and the fluctuation-dissipation theorem (FDT of the first
kind) and (ii) Langevin theory, i.e., stochastic electrodynamics (FDT of the second kind). The two
methods are compared. The identity of both theories in global thermal equilibrium is proven. This
identity is expressed by relations between the imaginary and real parts of the Green functions on the
one side and volume integrations over products of two Green functions on the other side. The
correct treatment of infinitely extended vacuum regions with respect to these integrations is dis-
cussed. The local interpretation of the two methods in open systems leads to different results: The
Poynting vector calculated by the FDT of the first kind vanishes identically, whereas the FDT of
the second kind results in a nonvanishing radiative heat transfer. The basic assumptions which are
responsible for the different results are extensively discussed. Simple examples are dealt with to
make contact with the phenomenological theory of radiative heat transfer.

I. INTRODUCTION

The basic ansatz for the macroscopic description of
thermal electromagnetic (EM) fluctuations was developed
by Leontovich and Rytov.! In this approach it is assumed
that the macroscopic and classically interpreted EM fields
(E,ﬁ) are driven by external stochastic forces, i.e., by a
fluctuating current distribution ( T) or, alternatively, by
fluctuating polarization and magnetization fields (P,M).
Therefore, the Maxwell equations become Langevin equa-
tions.

It is obvious that the spectra of these forces must be
determined by the thermal motion of the atoms or mole-
cules out of which the condensed matter system is built up
(temperature 7). Consequently, on a macroscopic scale
the correlation length of the force correlation functions
may be set equal to zero [ ~8(F—7"')] if the dominant
atomic interaction range is of the order of the atomic dis-
tances. The fluctuation strength is found by the require-
ment that the condensed matter system should radiate in
accordance with Kirchhoff’s radiation law.

The above sketched theory is a macroscopic (the matter
is characterized by the conductivity o or the electric and
magnetic permeability € and u) semiclassical theory: The
EM fields are described by the classical Maxwell equa-
tions, whereas the spectra of the fluctuating forces are
considered as ensemble averages with respect to the equi-
librium density operator of the condensed matter system
alone.

Consequently, in the original theory of Rytov? there are
no quantum electrodynamical (QED) vacuum fluctuation
parts in the correlation functions of the random forces.
This interpretation is only possible if the quantities o, €,
and p are mainly determined by the short-wave com-
ponents of the EM field, i.e., the components for which
the retardation may be neglected (i.e., A <a, where a
denotes the interatomic distance) and which cause the for-
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mation of the condensed matter system out of its atoms
(see Ref. 3, Secs. 75 and 80).

Starting from Rytov’s theory Polder and Van Hove
and Caren® calculated the radiative heat transfer between
closely spaced media (metals) of different temperatures.
In these works the assumptions on which the local equi-
librium interpretation of Rytov’s theory is based were not
fully discussed.

A quantum electrodynamical theory must consider the
EM fields, the matter, and their interaction quantum
mechanically; therefore, it is obvious that in thermal
equilibrium such a theory cannot produce any radiative
heat transfer. The macroscopic QED theory for the
description of thermal EM fluctuations was given by Case
and Chiu® in the special case of cavities with perfectly re-
flecting walls and, more generally, by Agarwal’ and Lan-
dau and Lifschitz (Ref. 3, Sec. 76). The main point in this
procedure which avoids an explicit quantization of the
EM fields is the interpretation of the Maxwell equations
as linear-response equations: The expectation values of
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the field operators ((E),(H)) respond to the external
forces P and M. The perturbation Hamiltonian is
given by H, = f d*r{E-P+H-M].

Therefore, the Green functions (tensors) of the Maxwell
equations are interpreted as the commutators of the EM
field which are averaged with respect to the equilibrium
ensemble. This interpretation is possible due to the c-
number properties of the commutators in the linear re-
gime. Via the fluctuation-dissipation theorem®~!° (FDT)
the averaged commutators are connected with the aver-
aged anticommutators, i.e., with the correlation functions.
The thermal equilibrium is characterized by the density
operator Py~ exp( —ﬁo /kgT). The Hamiltonian A o con-
sists of three parts: The condensed-matter part (H M), the
long-wave (A >>a) radiation part (H ®), and the interac-

A

tion part (H;,,). Detailed balance exists everywhere in the
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system and, consequently, there is no radiative heat
transfer. (Applications of this theory can be found, for
example, in Refs. 7 and 11-20.)

In this macroscopic theory the averaged EM-field com-
mutators are expressed by the quantities €, u, or o. If we
think of the microscopic (e.g., graph theoretical) calcula-
tion of these quantities, in principle all field components
and not only the nonretarded short-wave (A<a) com-
ponents must be taken into account.

In a earlier edition of the textbook of Landau and Lifs-
chitz?! the zero-point vacuum fluctuations are included in
Rytov’s theory (neoclassical theory,”?~% FDT of the
second kind) and this extended theory is connected with
the inverse formulation of the FDT (FDT of the first
kind). It is stated that both formulations—in our notation
we refer to Kubo’s definition of the first and second FDT
(Ref. 26)—Ilead to identical results.

In a recent paper”’ we already emphasized that identical
results are only obtained if the correct succession of opera-
tions is observed. The identity of both methods excludes
the possibility of calculating any radiative heat transfer
via the second FDT.

So far as we know there exists no detailed analysis of
the interrelations between both methods and of the as-
sumptions on which they are based. Therefore, it may be
useful to discuss in this paper these interrelations and to
stress the involved different interpretations of the macro-
scopic Maxwell equations. In our discussion spatial
dispersion and anisotropy of the electric (magnetic) per-
meability will be included.

Our paper is organized as follows. After the formal
definition of the Green functions and after the discussion
of their symmetries and their completeness relations we
will sketch in the third section the FDT of the first kind.
In Secs. IV and V the FDT of the second kind is formu-
lated and the identity of both theorems in inhomogeneous
bounded systems is proven. In open inhomogeneous sys-
tems this equivalence implies the correct succession of
limiting processes and the demand for global thermal
equilibrium. In Sec. VI the local meaning of both
theorems in inhomogeneous systems is discussed. ‘“Local”
means that the temperature is only defined inside the dis-
sipative part of the system. The reason of different results
which are obtained in open systems is dealt with. In Sec.
VII a theory of stationary radiative heat transfer is pro-
posed and the basic assumptions are discussed. By this,
the calculations made by Polder and Van Hove* and
Caren® get their reasoning. As a simple example we con-
sider in Sec. VIII the dielectric half-space. We will espe-
cially stress the question if Kirchhoff’s radiation law is
also valid for freely radiating bodies, i.e., for bodies which
are not in thermal equilibrium with the surrounding radia-
tion, 28—

II. MAXWELL EQUATIONS AND GREEN FUNCTIONS

The Fourier-transformed Maxwell equations are basic
for both theorems:

(2.1)

W. ECKHARDT 29

Vxﬁﬁm:-%‘“ﬁ(f,w), (2.2)
V-D(f,0)=0, 2.3)
V-B(F,0)=0 2.4)

We include temporal and spatial dispersion and we as-
sume that the external forces are represented by polariza-
tion and magnetization fields.

In the linear regime, to which we will restrict ourselves
in this paper, the constitutive equations take the following

form:
"0)E(F',0)+47P(T,0) ,
(2.5)

D(f,0)= [, d*rerF

,0)+4TM(T,0) .
(2.6)

B(T,0)= de3r'ﬁ(‘r*,?',w)-ﬁ(f”

The particular solutions of (2.1)—(2.6) with respect to the
appropriate boundary conditions are determined by the
Green functions:

Ef0)= [ &[5 ET,0) BT o)

+Z (T 0)M(T )], 27
HF0)= [,d*r[9 5T, 7,0)B(F",0)
+ZHHE R 0)M(T0)] . (2.8)
The inversion of (2.7) and (2.8) yields
B(F0)= [, &[G *F,F,0)] "EF o)
+[Z BH(F,7,0)] " “H(T o)}, (29
M(F,0)= [, d*([F"5F,F,0)] "E(F",0)
+[Z HH(E, 7 0)] " HT,0)} .
(2.10)

In consequence of the principle of microscopic reversibili-
ty the linear-response theory postulates the symmetry rela-
tions:

y,‘;ﬁ’”’(?ﬁ' )= £ ) | 2.11)
G E o)1= — 9 (7 5 ) (2.12)
(17 w00 = (13 e pon -,
(2.13)
{[y{ygl(-»m’m)]—l — ?fml( F0)] ™ -
(2.14)

Furthermore, for all Green functions (2.11)—(2.14) the re-
lation

> >
(1,7, 0)=9 %1, T’

is valid (the time-dependent fields are real).

y —@) (2.15)

The insertion
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of (2.9) and (2.10) in (2.7) and (2.8) leads to completeness
relations of the Green functions.

By the comparison of (2.1) and (2.2) with (2.9) and
(2.10) we can read off the inverse Green functions directly:

(% EE(?,F’,&J)]_Iz»ﬁ?(f’,f",w) (2.16)
(9 HH(7,7",0)] = ﬁ‘ﬁ(?,?',w), 2.17)
<> EH;—= = -1 o= ic a = 218
{[g (t,7",0)] }Ik dro €ilk ax, 8(r—-r'), (2.18)

u?”’f(ri?',m]-l}.-k:—ﬁ ,,ka S(F—F") .
(2.19)

The relations (2.11)—(2.14) may be interpreted in a dif-
ferent manner. The symmetries of € and p—ey (7,7",0)
=€,(T',T,0) and pg (T, T',0)=py (7', T,0) (generalized
susceptibilities)—and the structure of the Maxwell equa-
tions cause the relations (2.13) and (2.14) and, consequent-
ly, the relations (2.11) and (2.12) are also valid.

The expressions (2.18) and (2.19) are purely imaginary
while (2.16) and (2.17) are complex. Therefore, we find
20T BT )] i~ (19 P )

,T,0)]”

=$e,~'i¢(f',?',w) . (2.20)

%({[?HH(*,?',m]-} (U F0)] )

—»-—-»,

1
=4 —Ha(T, T 0), (2.21)

2 ULF FHE T )] e — ([ 75 0)] i) =0 -

1993

In the following we will assume that the considered sys-
tem consists of spatially dispersive dielectric (magnetic)
regions (volumes, ¥;) which are separated by sharp boun-
daries from vacuum regions (V)

1[)(—» _’,,CL)) for —>—>,EVll ,
i=1,2,...,N

€w(TT,0)= (2.23)

8(r—1') for T,T'EV,
0, otherwise

(we omit the analogous expression for the magnetic sus-
ceptibility).

III. FLUCTUATION-DISSIPATION THEOREM
OF THE FIRST KIND

The electric and magnetic fields in (2.7) and (2.8) are in-
terpreted as mean values. These mean values vanish if the

external forces P and M are absent [E—(E)o=tr(p,E),
Po~exp(—Hy/kpT)]. For nonvanishing forces we obtain

the linear response equations (2.7) and (2.8) ((E) —tr(ﬁﬁ)

p~expl —(Hy+H,)/ksT], H,= f a3 (B P+H-M)).

A comparison with the lmear-r&sponse theory reveals
that the Green functions are considered as commutators
of the EM field which are averaged with respect to the un-
disturbed density operator pp. In our case the linear
response is the exact response. Therefore, the commuta-
tors are ¢ numbers and the averaged commutators are in-
dependent of the temperature.

The FDT connects the symmetrized correlation func-

(2.22)I tions with the averaged commutators and we obtain’
1 = - —»-—», ’ ® da) - h(l) EE-—*—H
(F{Ei(T,0), E;(T",t")})=E;(T,T ,7-=t—t)=f Ry io14 coth 2, T ImY ;" (7,7",0) , (3.1)
NN , oy © do _; HH (3 31
5 {H;(T,1), ") =H;(7, 7', 1)= —e " "coth | —— 9 ,®) .
(3 {H;(T,1), Hj )} ) =Hy(T,7",7) f*w Py co 2kyT Im% (7,7, 0) (3.2)
1L (fp (= 0 (=1 41 _ - — EH—-»—-»,
(FEEn, B ) =MyTF 0= [ ——e “rticoth | 2 |[—i ReF T T,0)] (3.3)
r
All higher correlation functions can be reduced to the - © do % coth #w
quadratic correlation functions (3.1)—(3.3).1 This decom- Hy(7,7",7)= f 0 TC"S(“’T) cot 2k, T
position is characteristic for a stochastic Gaussian process
and is caused by the c-number property of the field com-
mutators. g PrOPETE XImF (T 0), 3.5)
The relation (2.15) allows us to define the spectra in
(3.1)—(3.3) with respect to the positive frequency part:
- © do — © do . fiw
E;(T,7',7)= fo —;—cos(an')ﬁcoth yT M;(T, 7', 7)= fo - sin(wr)#icoth 2k, T
XImJ AT, T,0) (3.4) X[ —ReZEH(T,T",0)] . (3.6)



1994

As a consequence of (3.6) the averaged Poynting vector
vanishes:

(S(r))—

X[—iReZ (T, T0)] . (3.7)

For 7=0 the positive frequency (+) contributions can-
cel with the negative frequency (—w) contributions in the
spectrum of (3.3) (detailed balance).

For lossless systems the calculation of (3.4)—(3.6) must
also include the fundamental requirement of causality
(Kramers-Kronig relations for the generalized susceptibili-
ties). This requirement can be achieved if we assume dis-
sipation and take the limit €’—0 (and/or u''—0) in the
suited expressions. This is nothing else but the insertion
and extraction of the famous dust particle.

IV. FLUCTUATION-DISSIPATION THEOREM
OF THE SECOND KIND

Here the EM fields are interpreted as stochastic vari-
ables which are driven by the Langevin forces P and M.
These forces describe a stochastic Gaussian process, i.e.,
the knowledge of the quadratic force correlation functions
is enough to describe the process completely. Generaliz-

ing the formulas of Landau and Lifschitz?! we can write
|

[Ei(Fbt)Ej(?Z,t')]avE[Eij(f’h?b'r)]av

— f e —ioT L
— 27T

The same procedure takes us to the formulas

[Hi(?lyt)Hj(?bt’)]avE[Hij(?lanT)]av

— f —lﬂ)T
— 277'

[Ei(?l’t)Hj(?Z’tl)]avE[Mi'(?l’?277)]av

—o 297
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f d’r [, d*r'sicoth

f d3rf d3r'#icoth

© do —i 1 3 3.
= —e WTE de erd r'#icoth

29

[B(F,0) ],y =[M(T;0)]0y =0 , @.1)
[P,(T,0)P,(F",0") sy =Ficoth Z:fT (T F0)
X8lo+a'), 4.2)
[M;(7,0)M;(F",") o, =Ficoth Z:WT W(E )
Xdw+w'), (4.3)
(4.4)

[PA(T,0)M;(F",0") ],y =0 .

[For the symmetries of (4.2) and (4.3) see the remarks fol-
lowing Eq. (2.16).]
We form the expression

E(T,0E;(T",t") = f_”w%’% _:% ioty—iast
X E;(F,0)E(F",0")

(4.5)

and insert in the right-hand side the particular solutions
(2.7) of the classical Maxwell equations. We average with
respect to the stochastic process (4.1)—(4.4) and use (2.15).
We obtain

o
2kpT
X[ G BT, F0)ei(T,T,0) 9 (7, 7,0)
+y§cH(Fb?’w)/J‘kl _:ﬂ', y ?2’—»,10) )] (4.6)
#o
2%k, T
X[ GHEF,, T 0)eu(T,F",0) I T (7, T, 0)
+ G AT, T 0T, T, 0) I (?2,—",a))], 4.7
_fiw
2kpT
X[ GFET, T 0)en(T,T,0)9 1" (T T, 0)
+ G E(F, T o5, 0) 95 (7,1, 0)] . 4.8)
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The left-hand sides of (4.6)—(4.8) have to be real and the frequency integration range can be restricted to the positive

part, i.e.,

= = © d —ioT
[/ FL 0B Ept]e= [ SZe o (F Tp0)= [

99 Refe =71 (7, Ty -

(4.9)

The relation (2.15) guarantees the condition f (T}, T,0) = — f*(T},T,, —®) in (4.6)—(4.8).
The averaged Poynting vector can be written in accordance to (3.7):

[Si(D)]av= 6qk[ k‘aﬁT:O)]av
ey [T 22 L 1 g3 [ a3sicoth
Ciik J _ o 27 4 Jv 14

In contrast to (3.4)—(3.6) the 7 dependence of (4.9) cannot
be described by a pure cosine or sine behavior. Only the
imaginary and real parts of the Green functions have a
well-defined parity with respect to the frequency and not
the products of Green functions appearing in (4.6)—(4.8).
The application of (4.1)—(4.4) has to be taken with care.
In lossless systems or in systems with unbounded vacuum
regions, i.e., the distance between vacuum regions and dis-
sipative regions becomes infinite, the limit of vanishing
dissipation in the vacuum regions must be taken after the
integration over the vacuum regions has been performed
in (4.6)—(4.8).2” If the vacuum regions are bounded (e.g.,
by perfectly conducting walls) and if dissipation is possi-
ble in the system the imaginary parts of the permeabilities
€ and p may be set equal to zero in these regions from the
beginning. To discuss this problem in more detail we start
from (2.23). We split up the volume integrations in
(4.6)—(4.8) in two parts ( 2 VI,'I V], V= V1 -+ Vz):

f a'3rf a3 9‘“’"9*T+9"’”§*T}=11+12,

4.11)
where
L= [, & [, @r(F@neVEeF w1
+ 3@, DEVE TG T(E,T)
and (4.12)
I,= (€% (7,19 * (T, T)

im
6(2)—>1, #(2)_,1 2
<, -
r,7):9* (7, 1)] .
(4.13)

+‘u(2)”§(

= |G T 0l (£, 7", 0) T Er (F,",0)
+IHUET )i (F,7",0) G (F,7",0)] .

(4.10)

r
(For simplicity we omitted the irrelevant arguments and
notations.) In the Green functions in (4.11) for which all

T and T are elements of V; [first part of (4.11)] €?" and
1'?" may be set equal to zero.
In (4.11) we can distinguish four different cases.
(i) Homogeneous systems with dissipation'¢~!%:
[;#0, I,=0, V=V, .

(ii) Homogeneous systems without dissipation'?16—13:

1,=0, L0, V=V, .
(iii) Inhomogeneous bounded systems?*’

II;EO, I2=0, V=V1+V2 .

(iv) Inhomogeneous unbounded systems®®?’:

11750’ 12?&()? V=V1+V2

The application of the FDT of the second kind has the
advantage that the contributions to the correlations can be
distinguished with respect to their origin from different
dissipative regions of the system. We have mentioned
above that this interpretation must be handled with care.
Once more we want to emphasize that in (4.6)—(4.8) the
Green functions signify the classical particular solutions
of the inhomogeneous Maxwell equations. For the discus-
sion of nonmagnetic systems we simply may replace & #H

and 9 EH by zero in the formulas (4.6)—(4.8) and (4.10).
In Appendix B this procedure is justified extensively.

V. FDT’S IN GLOBAL THERMODYNAMIC EQUILIBRIUM

In the global thermodynamic equilibrium (i.e., at every point of the system the same temperature T is defined) we ex-
pect that both theorems lead to identical results. By comparison of (3.1)—(3.3) with (4.6)—(4.8) we find the conditions
(the factor % coth#iw /2kg T can be written in front of the volume integrations):

M3 (F, Pl = [, % [, dr 19 E 0l (FF 0 S5 (67 0)

+gk (rl,

Loyt T ,w)gﬂ (7 T 0)],

- —n

(5.1
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Imgv (rl,rz,a))_——f d3 lf d3r”[y (rl’ ,CL))GkI(I" —»u,w)gﬂ (—»2, ”,CO)

+ ST, T (T, T 0) S H (7,7 0)], (5.2)
—iReF (T, Th0)= ~—f d’r f d*r[GEE T, T 0)el (T, r",w)yj;"‘" (Ty,T",0)
+9EH (7, T ,co),ukl(_" *",w)yf,”’ (T, T",0)] . (5.3)

The relations (5.1)—(5.3) can easily be proven.

(i) We replace € and u;; by the inverse Green func-
tions according to (2.20)—(2.22).

(ii) We use the completeness relations among the Green
functions, which are obtained by inserting (2.9) and (2.10)
in (2.7) and (2.8).

(iii) We use the symmetry relations (2.11)—(2.15) and we
note that the inverse Green functions (2.18) and (2.19) are

purely imaginary.
J

This proof is explicitly performed in Appendix A. (For
nonmagnetic systems see Appendix B.)

We split up the right-hand sides of (5.1)—(5.3) in the
two parts (4.12) and (4.13). In general, both parts will be
complex. The expressions (5.1) and (5.2) are purely real
while (5.3) is purely imaginary. Therefore, we obtain the
following relations (for simplicity we restrict to nonmag-
netic media):

m [47 fV d’r IfV d’r G RET, T 0)e(T,T 09" (?2»?”'(0)J

=—Im|—1
m‘4ﬂre'l-r-?o

[, *r GEEE, T o) (0) G EE (i‘},‘",w)} , (54
2

l ' " = —>n -
Im[4,ﬂ,f d’r f d*r g (rl» ,w)éu( ,w)y (r2, ,w)J

41 ¢'—0

=—Im[—hm [, G iEE T 0 0) 9 3E (f'z,"",w)J, (5.5

Re

= —Re

Since no confusion is possible we have omitted in
(5.4)—(5.6) the upper indices of the dielectric function.
The limit €”—0 in (5.4)—(5.6) corresponds to the limiting
process performed in (4.13).

Only in case (iv) of Sec. IV the relations (5.4)—(5.6) are
nontrivially fulfilled; nontrivially in the sense that the left-
and right-hand sides of (5.4)—(5.6) are different from zero.

VI. LOCAL INTERPRETATION OF THE
FLUCTUATION-DISSIPATION THEOREMS

A. FDT of the first kind

The commutator-anticommutator relation is caused by
the special form of the equilibrium density operator

_41; f d3 lfV d3 uy (rly ?w)ekl(—" _”l;w)y;llE*(?z,?"’w)J

20 lim fV2d3r'9,. (T, 7,0)e"(0) G HE (7,7 ,w)J. (5.6)

|
Po~exp(
H, =Hy+Hyg +Hi .
The condensed matter part, which includes the short-wave

(nonretarded) components of the EM field, is represented
by i - The free parts of the EM fields are given by Hy: R:

Hp= [fo + sz ]d3r(ﬁz+§2).

The interaction Hamiltonian A int describes the interaction
of the long-wave (A>>a) EM field with the condensed
matter. On the macroscopic level this interaction is ex-
pressed by the susceptibilities € and 7.

Up to now in our considerations the integration in (6.2)
was performed with respect to the total volume V

—HAO /kpT) where
(6.1)

(6.2)
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(V=V;+V,). If we omit the integration over ¥, in (6.2),
we obtain a density operator . The independent internal
variables are now the E(T) and H(T) fields with FE V.
Consequently, the perturbation Hamiltonian a 1 refers
only to ¥, and via the linear-response theory and the FDT
we only can calculate the EM field fluctuations inside the
condensed matter, e.g.,

|

fiw
2kpTo

E;;(T),T,w)=%icoth

+ lim [, & IEE, T 00 (@) (1, T0)

1997

E;

i =#coth

(7,7 ,0) ImZ AT, T, 0), (6.3)

fico
2k T,

where T,T'EV].
V.

With the aid of (5.1) we may write (6.3) in an alterna-
tive form (nonmagnetic media provided):

The temperature T is only defined in

1 4 " —>l e - =
Z;[fvld3’ f dr" G ATLT 0 (T ,w)y,-EIE (T, T",0)

(6.4)

where T;,T,E V. Starting from the stochastic interpretation of the Maxwell equations we can write, on the other hand,

[Ey(TyTpo) )= [, d% [, & GHEE, T 01T (5, F,0)[Py(F", " 0]

with
[Pi( )P (—*”:m )]av_[sz(—*’ _’”,az)]avS(w+co’) .

We want to find out the explicit structure of (6.6) which
reproduces (6.4). If the second term in (6.4) vanishes the

(6.6)

(constant) temperature need not be defined in V,. The
comparison of (6.4) with (6.5) yields
[Pij(i?’f”,(‘))]av
ﬁa) ”ny—> - —»;
- ficoth m €;(T,7",0) for I, T'EV,
B (6.7)

2—77—(;)—)6"(01) for T,E'EV,

where at this stage of our considerations 7(®) denotes an
arbitrary and t-independent function of w. Alternately,
we can start from (6.7) and calculate (6.5) for T &V,
and/or T,& V. This procedure leads us back to (6.4) with
T €V, and/or T,&V,. The expression (6.4) again can be
written in the form (6.3) even for ¥; &€ V| and/or T, & V.
Therefore, in inhomogeneous bounded systems it is
completely arbitrary whether the Hamiltonian (6.1) con-
tains the second part in (6.2) or not. The character of a
bounded system and the stationarity of the process au-
tomatically guarantees that the condensed matter is sur-

rounded by its thermal equilibrium radiation.
i

fiw

-@coth

[Eij(?’i?z’a”]av= 2

F@) lim [, & LT 0) 2 0 IR (7).

From now on we give up the demand that (6.9) should
reproduce (6.3) in the total system, i.e., the function 7(®)
no longer has the global equilibrium form (6.8).

From a quantum electrodynamical point of view it is
evident that the polarization fluctuation (6.7) should

(6.5)

—

We used the two different interpretations of the
Maxwell equations: In (6.3) &; is considered as an aver-
aged field commutator which is initially defined only for
T,T'€V,. The extension of the validity of (6.4) to the
whole system was made possible by the identity (5.1)
which in turn represents a relation between classical Green
functions. We can conclude that in bounded systems the
two FDT’s are identical and that it suffices to define the
temperature only in the condensed matter part of the sys-
tem.

Let us now assume that the second term in (6.4) does
not vanish. In this case the validity of (6.3) in the whole
system can be achieved only if we define in ¥, specific
properties. It is obvious that the specification

o>
2k T,

()= coth (6.8)

2

leads to the global validity of (6.3). Therefore, the as-
sumption (6.8) is equivalent to the consideration of the
second integral in (6.2) and corresponds to the prescription
in Sec. IV of how to apply the FDT of the second kind in
the case of global thermal equilibrium.

B. FDT of the second kind

We insert (6.7) in (6.5):

ra— -y = * _,
447 f d3 IfV d3 Ilg (rly l,w)__ekl( I n,w)gJE’E (rz,r”,&))

(6.9)

I
nevertheless represent the long-wave zero-point fluctua-
tions in the vacuum. Therefore, we set

n(w)=n0(w)=—h-2‘"— for F,F'EV, . (6.10)
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Starting from (6.9) and using (6.10) we can no longer
reproduce (6.3) in open systems. It can easily be seen
however that the second term in (6.9) vanishes if the dis-
tance of the points T; and T, (€ V) to the boundary layer
is sufficiently large, i.e., if the points r'; and T, are deep in
the interior of the dissipative part of the system. In this
case the Green functions in the second term of (6.9) will
vanish. If, on the other side, the points r; and T, are ly-
ing in a surface layer or even in V), both parts of (6.9) will
contribute to the correlations.

It follows that (6.7) with (6.10) is no longer equivalent
to the local FDT of the first kind of (6.3) (“local” with
respect to pp). Furthermore, it is obvious that the local
FDT of the first kind cannot be valid for open systems be-
cause it implies a thermal equilibrium between matter and
radiation up to the sharp surface of the condensed matter.
This assumption cannot be correct if we do not define the
global equilibrium from the beginning. For example, we
can calculate the averaged Poynting vector (3.7) with
respect to the density operator pg. It is clear that this.vec-
tor will also vanish at the surface of the condensed matter.
On the other hand, this open material system must radi-
ate. But due to the continuity of the Poynting vector this
is impossible.

The polarization fluctuations (6.7) with the function
(6.10) are equivalent to a local temperature distribution in

(4.2) and (4.3):

. Ty, forrev,
T(m= (6.11)

0 for TE V2 .

The expression (6.11) suggests a simple interpretation of
the second FDT as a neoclassical macroscopic theory. It
is assumed that—independent of the state of the long-
wave (A>>a) EM field—the distribution over the states
of the condensed matter system (including the short-wave
parts of the EM field) is the equilibrium distribution with
respect to T [in (6.1) A r and A int are omitted, semiclas-
sical theory].

Taking into account the zero-point contributions (neo-
classical theory??~%) this equilibrium distribution of the
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condensed matter system leads to the polarization fluctua-
tions (6.7) with (6.10) and these in turn lead via the classi-
cal macroscopic Maxwell equations to the correlations
(4.6)—(4.8) with the local temperature distribution (6.11).
We have seen that in bounded systems and far inside the
dissipative regions of open systems the thermal equilibri-
um of the matter leads to the thermal equilibrium radia-
tion (global thermal equilibrium). In surface and vacuum
regions of open systems the EM radiation field must
differ from its thermal equilibrium properties.

Crucial for the applicability of the local FDT of the
second kind in open systems is the validity of the assump-
tion that the distribution over the material states is the
equilibrium distribution even near the boundary layers.
The short-wave additive parts of the EM field mainly
represent the binding energy (apart from the nonadditive
van der Waals forces) of the condensed matter system and
determine the heat contact. Therefore, the long-wave
components of the nonequilibrium radiation in the surface
regions cannot essentially disturb the equilibrium distribu-
tion of the matter. (One could correct this approximation
by introducing a material-dependent effective temperature
T which must be smaller than Tj.)

We just stated that the local interpretation of the second
FDT does not take into account the back-reaction of the
free radiation on the matter. On the other hand, we have
seen that in bounded systems this back-reaction is includ-
ed in the same formalism (equivalence of the first and
second FDT). This fictitious contradiction is caused by
the two different interpretations of the Maxwell equations.
In bounded systems the Green functions may be interpret-
ed as field commutators averaged with respect to pp. The
density operator p, describes the global thermal equilibri-
um and consequently the back-reaction is included (de-
tailed balance).

This interpretation implies that a microscopic calcula-
tion of € and i principally must include all field com-
ponents [see (2.16) and (2.17)] whereas the local interpreta-
tion of the FDT of the second kind implies that only the
short-wave components contribute to € and ji. Therefore,
the local interpretation of the second FDT in open sys-
tems is based on the premises that € and [ are only deter-
mined by the short-wave components of the EM field.>

VII. STATIONARY RADIATIVE HEAT TRANSFER

We refer to nonmagnetic media. We insert (6.11) in (4.10) and transform (4.10) to the positive frequency part [see
(4.9)]. The relation (5.6) allows us to write the Poynting vector in the form

exp

. *d
[Si(r)]avzjj;eijk fO —7"7_62"%(‘)

kgTy

Owing to (5.6) the zero-point contributions canceled out.
The Poynting vector (7.1) makes sense if a finite and
connected condensed matter system (¥V,7T) is embedded
in the infinite vacuum or if the radiation of an infinitely
extended dissipative region (V,T,) which lies completely
in the half-space z <0 is considered. In a strict manner

—1
_11 [—Re [i lim [, drGEE T, 0) 2 G (F )
2 w

41 ¢'—0

|

(7.1)

l)nly the latter case should be treated by (7.1). Here, the
dissipative matter acts as a heat reservoir. Nevertheless,
we may assume stationarity for periods in which the radi-
ated energy can be neglected compared to the internal en-
ergy of the dissipative matter. In this sense also the first
case can be treated by (7.1).
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The Poynting vector can no longer be written in the
form (7.1) if the system consists of different connected
dissipative regions Vy; (i=1,2,...,N) with different
temperatures 7;. In this case we start from (4.10) and use
the temperature distribution:

.. | T; forTEV;
7= (7.2)
0 for TE V2 . ’
J
o -1
[S;(D) .= e,jkf { exp kT —1] -

XRe [—

The local interpretation of the second FDT can be extend-
ed to systems in which externally imposed temperature
gradients are present. This extension is possible since the
Hamiltonian A, u of the condensed matter is purely addi-
tive.

In each case the temperature function must be given by
a solution of a macroscopic transport equation in which
the transport coefficients are determined solely by the
short-wave components of the EM field. Furthermore, we
have to demand that the length scale on which the tem-
perature changes must be much larger than the coherence
length £ of all possible field correlations inside the matter
[£ can be calculated with the aid of the first FDT; replace
To by T(T)in (6.3); T,T'EV,]:

T

fV1d3 lfV d3 nyEE(?**l’a))_elm(r/ —»",Cl))gk (r’—nl,m)
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In any case the relation (5.6) guarantees that there are no
zero-point contributions in the Poynting vector.

Let us now consider two infinitely extended dielectric
half-spaces with arbitrary macroscopic surface structures
which are in the regions z<0 (V1;,T;) and z> 0 (V1,,T5),
respectively. For this system the right-hand side of (5.6)
vanishes and we obtain

-1

€Xp kB T2

(7.3)

—
the permeability € must fulfill the inequality (7.4).

VIII. KIRCHHOFF’S RADIATION LAW

We assume that the temperature depends only on z and
that the electric permeability has the simple form

e;k(ﬁ?’,w)=€(z,w)8ij6(f’—'r”) . (81)

The considered system is invariant with respect to transla-
tions in the x-y plane and therefore all Green functions
can be expanded in terms of two-dimensional plane waves:

)= f d’q

Tr=the

Y(T, 7 PP (2,2,q,0), (8.2

—VT >>E . (74)  where p=x,y).
| | Owing to the symmetry the heat can only be transferred
In spatial dispersive media also the “coherence length” of  along the z direction [see (4.10) and (5.6)]:
|
o —1
[SZ(Z)]av= fo do— 447_2 szk f dz'fiw €xXp W 1
xRe [~ ——‘-1)79 o', ,0) =2 0) S 1 (2, G,0) (8.3)
As a further consequence of the symmetry it suffices to solve the Maxwell equations for partial waves of the form
Y(z,2',q,0)e"” -, (8.4)

[In Ref. 19 the differential equations for the partial waves (8.4) of the Green functions are given.] Here, we will discuss

the thermal radiation of a dielectric half-space, i.e.,

z,0)= elw) forz <0
1 forz>0,
and
T(2)= Ty forz <O
0 forz>0.

(8.5)

(8.6)

In the considered system the Poynting vector (8.3) does not contain any evanescent contributions (i.e., contributions
for which g%> w?/c?) and we may introduce the substitution ¢ =(w/c)sin6. We obtain

[S:(2)]w=c [ doEy2) .

(8.7)
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n (8.7) we defined the quantity:

2 )dQcos@w'2 3

X—L-—Re

E, (z)= exp

_1]"’

kgTy

We emphasize that the solid angle integration in (8.8) only

extends over the half-space z > 0.
Finally, the solutions of the Maxwell equations lead to

the result

E,(z)= f( 1y @ COS6B,(6) , (8.9)
where
2 —1
B, (0)=—2—%0 |exp —1
@ w3 kpTy

4 ; L{1=Ry(@,0]+[1-R,(0,0)]} .

(8.10)

In (8.10), R and R, represent the reflection coefficients
for waves which are polarized parallel and perpendicular
to the plane of incidence, respectively (incident angle 8):

2

[e(w)—sin’0]'/*—€(w)cosd
R|(0,0)= , (811
(@6 [e(w)—sin?0]'% + e(w)cos ( )

2

[e(w)—sin?0]'2—cosh
R, (@,0)= 8.12
0= o) —sin?6] 7 1 cosB (8.12)

We have written our result in the form (8.9) to make con-
tact with the quantities which are usually used in the
phenomenological theory of radiation.’*? B,(T,6) and
E_(T) are denoted as “radiance” and “radiant emittance,”
respectively.

The expression (8.10) represents Kirchhoff’s radiation
law: The spectral emissivity divided by the absorption
coefficient 4 =%[(1—R||)+(1——Rl)] yields the spectral
emissivity of the black-body radiation. Usually, the law
(8.10) is derived for bodies which are in thermal equilibri-
um with the radiation. In global equilibrium the integra-
tion in (8.9) formally extends to the total solid angle 4.
This extension is due to the second part in (4.11) and due
to the condition (6.8) for global thermal equilibrium.
Consequently, (8.9) vanishes and (8.10) represents the
principle of detailed balance. In principle, we have to dis-
tinguish between the meanings of the reflection coeffi-
cients for local equilibrium on the one hand and global
equilibrium on the other hand (we refer to the remarks at
the end of Sec. VI).

The problem of the validity of Kirchhoff’s radiation
law for freely radiating bodies has been discussed in litera-
ture.22—3° Based on considerations completely different
from ours, Weinstein®® stated that Kirchhoff’s law is valid
for freely radiating bodies as long as the distribution over
the material states is the equilibrium distribution. This
statement is in complete agreement with our assumptions

f dz’' -—6"(0))621k gﬂE[z 2',(w/c)sinb,w] G EE
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[z,z',(w/c)sine,w] (8.8)

f
about the validity of the local FDT of the second kind.

For a black body (R =R,=0) Eq. (8.7) leads to the
famous black-body radiation law:

)
[S:]av= 0 ————(kgTo)*. (8.13)

Starting from (7.3) we can calculate the radiative heat
transfer between two black bodies. Let us assume two
dielectric half-spaces separated by a vacuum gap. If the
distance of the half-spaces is very large compared to all
relevant wavelength we may use the Green functions for
the dielectric half-space in (7.3) [see (8.8) and (8.10);
R =R, =0]. We find the well-known result

77,2

T . 8.14
60c % 2) ®.14)

[Sz ]av kB( T4

IX. SUMMARY

In this paper we discussed and compared the two
methods for the macroscopic description of EM fluctua-
tions. In bounded systems the application of the first
FDT is correct in the sense of quantum electrodynamics.
The Green functions are interpreted as commutators of
the EM field operators which are averaged with respect to
the global equilibrium distribution (matter and radiation).
We proved that in bounded systems the stochastic electro-
dynamic theory which we called the second FDT is
equivalent to the first FDT and, consequently, the second
FDT is nothing else than the corresponding Langevin
theory which can always be constructed to the usual linear
response result.>> This equivalence is also valid for infi-
nitely extended systems with open vacuum regions if glo-
bal thermodynamic equilibrium is postulated from the be-
ginning.

We saw that the first FDT cannot be applied locally to
open systems (local in the sense that thermodynamic
equilibrium is postulated only in the material part of the
system). This is due to the fact that equilibrium in the
sense of the first FDT includes the long-wave radiation:
The Hamiltonian in the corresponding density operator,
on which the proof of the first FDT is based, must in-
clude all internal variables of the system. The assumption
of thermal equilibrium between matter and radiation up to
the sharp surface of the condensed matter leads to a van-
ishing Poynting vector although an open system should
radiate. This contradiction can only be avoided by postu-
lating global thermodynamic equilibrium from the begin-
ning.

Furthermore, we proposed a local interpretation of the
second FDT in open systems which represents an exten-
sion and new interpretation compared with the above stat-
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ed equivalence with the first FDT. This new interpreta-
tion at least must include the following assumptions:

(i) A separation of the short-wave and long-wave radia-
tion is possible.

(ii) The back-reaction of the long-wave radiation onto
the matter can be neglected.

(iii) The form of the polarization fluctuations is unal-
tered although it is assumed that this form is based on an
ensemble average with respect to the condensed matter
part alone.

(iv) Only the short-wave components of the EM field
are relevant in the microscopic calculation of the suscepti-
bilities € and p.

2001

In this local interpretation it can formally be assumed that
T=0 in the vacuum part and T =T, in the condensed
matter part of the system (i.e., the notion temperature is
only related to the condensed matter). Nevertheless, we
showed that in bounded systems this assumption leads via
the Maxwell equations to the equilibrium radiation tem-
perature T in the whole system. This result is a conse-
quence of the c-number properties of the field propaga-
tors: The Green functions cannot be distinguished with
respect to the density operator on which they are based.
In open systems, in which there is no equilibrium between
matter and radiation, no true equilibrium temperature of
the radiation exists.>*

APPENDIX A: PROOF OF (5.1)

We insert the relations (2.20) and (2.21) in (5.1) and note the symmetries (2.11) and (2.15):

EE* - EE = =
g" (1'2,?1, )—gu (?1,1'2,60)

= [, d [ drIEET 0 E T, —o)([F PE", T 0)] !
+95 (?1,_",60%7 A5, T, —o)([F PH(F", T 0)] !

}Ik—{[g EE(—’I _»":w)]_l*}kl)

The linear equations (2.7)—(2.10) lead to the completeness relations:

HH}

[, @ w3 B ero) .+ g5

HH

f d3 ;(g{EE} —»:,w){[y {EH](—» »rw,w)]—-l}kl_}_y
From (A3) we obtain the formulas:
J, & G RE, T ([ T 0] =
[, g

" T0) ([F T, T 0)] g =

We put (A4) and (A5) in the second part of (A1) and use (2.13):

EE* —» - EE > —
Ijiw (T T0)— (T, 1))

= [ &% [ & r(GREE, T 09 (T, F

y (?l’_’,,m)y' (?2:?",60){[? EE(?H’?,

— GEEE, T[T 0] W I (1,7 0)

+y'k (?l’al’m)g@l'b" (?2,?”,@){[9 EH(—>H —n

= [, @ [, I @ o GREE oG PEE T 0] a

— GEEE, T NI (0, T 0)([F BT, T 0] Y

e —{[Z #7001 ¥ )] . (A
T [Z T (7,77, 0)] ) =8u8(F—T") , (A2)
](I' _’"a)){[g“{”}(—" —»n’w)]—l}kl)=0 (A3)
[, & GREET [T P, F0)] i (A4)
f d3 ugEE (?2,?”,(0){[§ EH(f»lr,i_-n’a))]—-l"'}"c (A5)
?EE(—H —>n w)]—-l}kl
o)1~ n
)17 %)
+IFEL, T ([ F BT 0)] " i)
(T, T",0))] . (A6)

+{[ ™z, *",w>]“}k19ﬁ”

In the bold parentheses of the second expression for (A6)
we collected the first and fourth and the second and third
terms of (A6), respectively. -

If we now note that (ZEH)=! and (9 HE)~! are
purely imaginary and are connected by (2.14), we can use

I
(A2) and reproduce the left-hand side of (A1). The proofs
of (5.2) and (5.3) are carried out in a completely analogous
manner.

Implicitly, in this proof the correct succession of opera-
tions was used (see Sec. IV). If we split up (A1) according
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to (4.13) we are not allowed to omit the second part for
open systems. In this case the validity of (A2) and (A3)
demands the integration over the total volume whereas in
bounded systems the integration over V; suffices.

APPENDIX B: NONMAGNETIC SYSTEMS

1. FDT of the first kind

In (2.6) we assume that M =0 and p=1. The perturba-
J,d*rEP. The
independent internal variable is only the E field. In ﬁo

tion Hamiltonian is given by H;=—

the free components of the B field are omitted.

The Maxwell equation (2.1) connects the electric field
operator and its mean value with the magnetic field opera-
tor and its mean value, respectively. We insert (2.1) in
(2.2) and obtain the equations which are interpreted as the
linear-response equations in the sense of the QED pertur-
bation theory:

>
V X(V XE)="5(¢-E+47P) , (B1)
c?
V+(¢-E+47P)=0 (B2)
Equations (B1) and (B2) define the Green function:
(B3)

E(To)= [,dr 4 (F,F,0)P("0),
P(t0)= [ dr{{F(F,7",0)] JyE(T"0)

(B4)
The comparison of (B4) with (B1) yields
= = - 1 -
([ TT,0)] Ju= ;E'k(r’r »@)
c? 32 -
-{-m2 a0 8 A |8(F—T7) .
(BS)

The symmetry relation (2.11) can be derived from (BS)
(here, the symmetry relation for € must be presumed) or,
alternatively, from the identification

G (T, Tt —t )——e(t—t X[E;(T,1),E;(T",t')]) . (B6)
Furthermore, we find the completeness condition
de3r'§,k(r L0 {[Z(F, 7" )1~
=§,;8(f—1") (B7)
and the relation
ST ET 0 o ([T, )]~ )
Lei(@70). (B8

=~

Since (B5) differs from (2.16) by a purely real term, (B8)
and (2.20) have identical forms.
The FDT connects (B6) with the correlation function:
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EyF T r=t—t)= [ S E)(E ) (B9
where

ImY (7,7",0) . (B10)

E;(7,T",0)="%coth

tio
2k T

In order to obtain all other correlation functions we write
(B9) in the form

© dwo
—w 27

° do'
- 27

Eij(F,F’,T)= -—ia)te—iw’t’

X[E;(T,T",0)8(0+ )] .

(B11)

It is now clear, that (Wiener-Khinchin theorem for sta-
tionary random processes)

(%{E;(f’,w),E-(?’,w’)} )=E;(T,T",0)8(0+w’') . (B12)

If we now use the operator relation (2.1), i.e.,
H (Tow)=(c/iw)€ey(3/3x; )E;, we immediately can write
down the spectra of all other correlation functions:

2
o c
H(7,T",0)=%icoth —2;;]—, ;Eeikleimxv
82
XWImyIP(?,f",(O) s (B13)
kY9 m
N fiw | ic a
M (T, T',0)="%coth
(1,7, w)="%ico 2y T ejk,a ;
XIm 4(7,7",0) . (B14)

Naturally, the results (B10), (B13), and (B14) must coin-
cide with the results of Sec. III. This can easily be shown:
The determining equation for &; [insert (B3) 1n (B1)]

coincides with the determining equation for y [insert
(2.7) and (2.8) in (2.1) and (2.2), respectively]:
L W e
axiaxk !
2
‘c"—z [, r enF,5",0)% im(F",7",0)
2

(B15)

=478, 8(F—T") .
c

Furthermore, the “full” Maxwell equations (M#ﬁ’, u=1)
lead to the relations

GHE T 0)=— ;ﬂpl gzk(“*",m), (B16)
GHET 0)=—FPAT r,(u), (B17)
GHHP, T \0)= —4nb; 8(F— ?')
2
C
5 &ij m y _’_": .
+w2€116kp a a ( a))
(B18)
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2. FDT of the second kind

The Maxwell equations (2.1)—(2.6) with M=0 and
p=1 are interpreted as classical stochastic differential

equations. The fields are driven by the stochastic force P
which describes a Gaussian stochastic process:

[Pi(f:w)]av=0 ’ (Blg)

#io
2kpT

= P 1 ’ r”
[Eij(rhfz,w)]av=zq; de3r de3r #icoth

All other spectra are again obtained by using the Wiener-
Khinchin theorem:

[E(F,0)E;(F,0") Joy=[Ey (¥, T",0) 180+ 0")

and Eq. (2.1) with p=1.
If we replace in these results the spatial derivatives of
G (9ij=9§E) by 9,’7’5 according to (B16), we are led

(B22)
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- - #iw 1
[Pi(T,0)P;(T",0")],y=%icoth 2k, T o

X €(T,7",0)8w+0") . (B20)

The particular solutions of the classical Maxwell equa-
tions (B1) and (B2) directly lead to the spectrum [see (B9)]:

—=>r =

G T, T 0)em(T,T T ) . (B21)

”,(0)9;}(

I
back to the expressions (4.6)—(4.8) in which the Green
functions & 2 and & #H formally have been set equal to
zero. The identity of (B21) with (B10) can again be prov-
en if global thermal equilibrium is presumed: We replace
€ in (B21) by (B8), use the symmetry relations of the in-
verse Green function (B9), and the completeness relation
(B7).

IM. A. Leontovich and S. M. Rytov, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 23,
246 (1952).

2S. M. Rytov, U.S. Air Force Cambridge Research Center (Bed-
ford, Massachusetts) Report No. AFCRC-TR-59-162, 1959
(unpublished).

3L. D. Landau, and E. M. Lifschitz, Statistische Physik, Teil 2
(Akademie, Berlin, 1980).

4D. Polder and M. Van Hove, Phys. Rev. B 4, 3303 (1971).

5R. P. Caren, Int. J. Heat Mass Transfer 17, 755 (1974).

6K. M. Case and S. C. Chiu, Phys. Rev. A 4, 1170 (1970).

7G. S. Agarwal, Phys. Rev. A 11, 230 (1975).

8H. B. Callen and T. A. Welton, Phys. Rev. 83, 34 (1951).

9H. Mori, Prog. Theor. Phys. 33, 423 (1965).

101, D. Landau and E. M. Lifschitz, Statistische Physik, Teil 1
(Akademie, Berlin, 1980).

11G, S. Agarwal, Phys. Rev. A 11, 243 (1975).

12G. S. Agarwal, Phys. Rev. A 11, 253 (1975).

13G. S. Agarwal, Phys. Rev. A 12, 1475 (1975).

14G. S. Agarwal, Phys. Rev. A 12, 1974 (1975).

15G. S. Agarwal, Phys. Rev. A 12, 1987 (1975).

16W, Eckhardt, Z. Phys. B 23, 213 (1976).

17W. Eckhardt, Z. Phys. B 31, 217 (1978).

18W. Eckhardt, Z. Naturforsch. Teil A 34, 292 (1978).

19W. Eckhardt, Z. Phys. B 46, 85 (1982).

20W. Eckhardt, Z. Naturforsch. Teil A 38, 10 (1983).

21L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifschitz, Elektrodynamik der Kon-
tinua (Akademie, Berlin, 1971).

22M. D. Crisp and E. T. Jaynes, Phys. Rev. 179, 1253 (1969).

23C. R. Stroud and E. T. Jaynes, Phys. Rev. A 1, 106 (1970).

24F. R. Nash and J. P. Gordon, Phys. Rev. A 12, 2472 (1975).

25]. P. Gordon, Phys. Rev. A 12, 2487 (1975).

26R. Kubo, Rep. Prog. Phys. 29, 255 (1966).

2TW. Eckhardt, Opt. Commun. 41, 305 (1982).

28M. A. Weinstein, Am. J. Phys. 28, 123 (1960).

29D. G. Burkhard, J. V. S. Lochhead, and C. M. Penchina, Am.
J. Phys. 40, 1794 (1972).

30H. P. Baltes, Progress in Optics, edited by E. Wolf (North-
Holland, New York, 1976), Vol. XIII, p. 1.

31E. Wolf, J. Opt. Soc. Am. 68, 6 (1977).

32E. Wolf, Phys. Rev. D 13, 869 (1976).

33M. Lax, Phys. Rev. 145, 110 (1966).

34Formally, a local anisotropic and frequency-dependent radia-
tion temperature can be defined. The definition is based on
the comparison of the true radiant emittance [see (6.8)] with
the radiant emittance of the blackbody radiation. See Ref. 10,
Sec. 63.



