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A detailed exposition on the origin and buildup of polarization in high-energy electron storage
rings is presented. Fundamental, but not clearly understood, theoretical results are rederived and
clarified (Ya. S. Derbenev and A. M. Kondratenko, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 64, 1918 (1973) [Sov.
Phys.—JETP 37, 968 (1973)]). It is explained how to diagonalize the Hamiltonian of a storage ring,
in particular the spin-dependent terms, to the first order in Planck’s constant. Relevant perturba-
tions, their time scales, and the various ensemble averages, are elucidated: the use of statistical con-
cepts is shown to be essential to the calculation. Semiclassical techniques are used to derive, and ex-
tend to first order in g —2, the equilibrium degree of polarization (the Derbenev-Kondratenko formu-
la). In so doing, some aspects of the polarization mechanism not previously recognized are un-
covered. Because Derbenev and Kondratenko use a different mathematical approach, a proof is given
of the equivalence between their formalism and the one used here.

I. INTRODUCTION

It was predicted many years ago that electrons and pos-
itrons in high-energy storage rings would become polar-
ized by the emission of synchrotron radiation; this is now
known as the Sokolov-Ternov effect.! Some time ago,
Derbenev and Kondratenko? gave a detailed formula for
the equilibrium degree of polarization. There has been
much difficulty in understanding these classic papers, and
in rederiving their results. This paper presents a detailed
exposition on the origin and buildup of polarization in
high-energy electron storage rings.® Schwinger’s*> semi-
classical techniques are used to calculate the spin-flip syn-
chrotron radiation power spectrum to rederive the
Derbenev-Kondratenko formula. The formula is also ex-
tended to first order in g —2, and the previously uncertain
consequences thereof are clarified. A number of points
not evident in the work of the original authors are eluci-
dated. In particular, an important point, which does not
appear to have been generally appreciated, is that the po-
larization is a statistical mechanical phenomenon, and
that the Derbenev-Kondratenko formula is fundamentally
statistical in character. To keep this paper at a generally
accessible level, I develop such accelerator physics as is
needed in the text below. In a high-energy storage ring,
the unperturbed particle motion can be satisfactorily de-
scribed using classical mechanics. Further, a single-
photon emission has relatively little effect on the orbital
motion. For this reason, synchrotron radiation has gen-
erally been treated as a classical phenomenon. However,
a single-photon emission can flip the spin of an electron
completely, hence quantum mechanics must be used to
describe the spin-dependent interactions. This leads us to
a semiclassical description of the electron orbital and spin
motion. This provides a fertile ground for the application
of semiclassical quantum electrodynamics, statistical
mechanics, and classical mechanics, and these techniques
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are employed to present a detailed exposition of high-
energy electron spin polarization.

This paper is concerned only with the derivation of the
formula for the equilibrium polarization. To be of practi-
cal value, however, one must also be able to evaluate the
above formula for a given accelerator. The matter is dis-
cussed in the companion work to this paper.°®

This introduction is followed by six sections. In Sec. IT
some general remarks are made about the polarization
and the model used in this paper. The Hamiltonian is de-
scribed in Sec. III, and is divided into unperturbed and
interaction terms. The subtleties encountered in diagonal-
izing the unperturbed Hamiltonian are explained. A
semiclassical approach, valid to the first order in #, is
used. In Sec. IV I consider the effect of perturbations,
their time scales, and the various ensemble averages re-
quired. The use of statistical concepts is shown to be
essential to the calculation. Section V contains the
mathematical details of the calculation, some of which are
relegated to two Appendixes. Since my mathematical ap-
proach does not follow that of Derbenev and Kondraten-
ko, in Sec. VI, I present a proof of the equivalence of our
formalisms. Section VII contains my conclusions.

II. GENERAL REMARKS

For spin-; particles, the polarization density matrix is a
2 X2 Hermitian matrix of unit trace, and can be specified
completely by a real three-component vector

N,—N

P=PP=— ‘P, 1
N (1)

where N, , denotes the number of electrons with spin pro-
jection +1 along the direction P, and No=N;+N | is the
total number of electrons which is congtant. I shall calcu-
late the equilibrium values of P and P, say P, and P,
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respectively. If the beam is initially unpolarized, polariza-
tion builds up spontaneously along P, according to

P(t)=Peg[1— exp(—t/Tpo)] . (2)

The quantity 7, is called the polarization buildup time.’
If p, and p; denote the probabilities per unit time for flip-
ping spin from *“up” to “‘down” along the direction P
and vice versa, then in equilibrium one must have
p N,=p;N,, whence

Pr—D, 1

=, =
pi+p, pe pPr+p,

The above statements do not depend on the chosen axis of
quantization, but the description, and calculation, of the
equilibrium state of the ensemble is simplified by the use
of certain preferred quantization axis. The axis I use is
described below: its use simplifies the determination of
the magnitude and direction of the equilibrium polariza-
tion, because it serves to diagonalize the unperturbed
Hamiltonian of the system. The model I treat assumes
that the individual electrons are independent, and that
emission of distinct photons is uncorrelated. Hence a
many-body Hamiltonian is unnecessary, and so a one-
electron Hamiltonian will be used.

(3)

eq

III. HAMILTONIAN
AND UNPERTURBED MOTION

Let us consider a particle of mass m, charge e, spin s,
and g=2(1+4a), moving in prescribed external elec-
tromagnetic fields and interacting perturbatively with ra-
diation fields. The Hamiltonian is #ex; + #int, Where

2 172
ﬂex!: p—%Am C2+m26‘4
+e¢ext+next's ’ (4a)
ﬁint:e(q)rad"ﬁ' Arad)+ﬂrad's (4b)
and
e 1 a
\Qextz__ a—+— Bext__?/—B'Bextﬂ
me ¥ y+1
— la+—— |BXE (5)
V+1 ext ’

and Q4 has the same form as Q., but with radiation
fields in place of external fields.® The subscripts “ext”
and “rad” denote external and radiation fields, p is the
canonical momentum, B is the particle velocity in units of
¢, y=(1— B2, and I shall also need r, the labor-
atory-frame particle position. Throughout most of this
paper, it will in fact be unnecessary to know the detailed
form of the orbital part of #.., and one can write simply
Fext=Forb(1,p)+ Qexi's. The above variables will even-
tually be interpreted as quantum operators.

It will be useful below to consider alternative forms for
Qext and Q.4 to elucidate various aspects of the polariza-
tion process. Specifically, dropping the subscripts ext,

etc.,
a———< | |- 44 |Bx(E+BxB)
mc y+1
_Atapg liag (62)
14 Y
ge , 1 ,
Qs=———"—sBtors=——uB+wrs. (6b)
2mcy Y

[T}

The subscripts “v”’ and “tr” denote components parallel
and transverse to S8, respectively; B’ is the magnetic field
in the particle rest frame, p=ges/2mc is the magnetic
moment, and

2

B, Y _BX(E+BxB) (7)

" me y+1

is the Thomas precession vector. With an obvious nota-
tion, I shall write @ rex¢ and @ 7rag-

Let us now consider the solutions of the unperturbed
equations of motion, i.e., the orbital and spin trajectories.
The orbital motion in particle accelerators has been much
studied elsewhere;® I discuss it at the end of this section.
My principal interest is in the spin trajectories. These are
obtained by solving the Thomas-Bargmann-Michel-
Telegdi (BMT) equation'®!! ds/dt =Q.xs. To begin
with, I treat s as a classical vector obeying Poisson brack-
ets, not as an operator. To diagonalize #.y, I seek to
find a quantization axis the use of which yields stationary
spin eigenstates in the quantum theory. Since Q. de-
pends on the orbital trajectory, so does the spin motion,
hence such an axis will not, in general, be the same on
every orbital trajectory. For this reason, Derbenev and
Kondratenko? introduced a variable vector fi(r,p) as the
spin quantization axis. The vector A associated with a
given orbital trajectory is defined to be the explicitly
time-independent solution of the Thomas-BMT equation
on that trajectory;!? states quantized along fi are station-
ary states of the Hamiltonian #.,;. To see this, note that
the Heisenberg equation of motion for the operator s-1i is

d ~ A a A

E(s-n)= {s-T, Hext) +E;(S'n) , (8a)
or

d, A | QA

dt(s-n)-— P [s-0, Hexe] + at(s n, (8b)
where in Eq. (8a) the spin is treated classically and in Eq.
(8b) it is treated quantum mechanically. Here {,} denotes

a Poisson bracket and [,] denotes a commutator. By the
properties of s and 1, d(s-n)/9t =0, and also, classically,

da

dt
Hence {s‘fi, #.,} vanishes, as required. Note that to di-
agonalize # ., it is not sufficient that s-ni be a constant of
the motion, it is also necessary that d(s-1i) /0t =0. For a
given orbital trajectory, there are three linearly indepen-
dent solutions of the Thomas-BMT equation, but not all
are explicitly time independent. Yokoya has shown that

(s N)=(Qex X8) N+5(Leye Xs)=0 . 9)
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i is unique, hence it is completely specified by the orbital
trajectory.'? Note that the above statements apply to any
Hamiltonian; it is not necessary to assume that we are
dealing with a particle accelerator.

In the quantum theory, with ., interpreted as an
operator and s,, denoting the electron-spin operator, the
above criteria are satisfied only to the leading order in #,
in general. Let (.) denote the expectation value of
Q.. over the orbital state of the electron; the classical
analog of the operator Q.. Then
5oy R) = (D X $0p) B+ 50 (D) XB) . (10
which vanishes only to the leading order in 7. Conse-
quently, so does the commutator of s, i With ey, now
treated as an operator.'?

In the special case when ., is constant, the solution
for @i is trivial and familiar: it is just i=Qc/ | Qext |, as
can be verified by substitution into the above equations.
This explains why the direction of the external field,
which is usually constant in most models, is normally
used as the spin quantization axis, but in general fi does
not coincide with Qe/ | Qexi |. If the orbit is periodic
every Nth turn around the ring, i.e., r(6+27N)=r(6)
and p(6+27N)=p(B), where 6 is the azimuth
(6=2mx/C, where x is the arc length and C is the cir-
cumference of accelerator), then f(8+27N)=n(0). This
is because i=1(r,p) only, by definition. If the orbit is
aperiodic, then so is i. Thus, for most orbits, i is not
periodic. See also Ref. 12. An algorithm for calculating
i is given in the companion work to this paper,® but is not
needed here.

Let us now return to the orbital trajectories. The exter-
nal fields in a storage ring consist mainly of static magnet-
ic fields, which vary in both magnitude and direction.
There are also accelerating electric fields in rf cavities to
make up for the energy lost in synchrotron radiation.
The orbital trajectories consist of oscillations around a
central trajectory, called the equilibrium closed orbit. The
equilibrium closed orbit is periodic around the ring, but in
general the oscillations are not. Because the energy of an
electron varies around the energy associated with the
equilibrium closed orbit, and the path length of a trajecto-
ry around the machine depends on energy, the orbital os-
cillations have a longitudinal component. Modern storage
rings have mechanisms for focusing both longitudinal and
transverse oscillations. This constitutes the “phase space”
of unperturbed orbital trajectories. It is six dimensional,
hence the oscillations can be parameterized by three pairs
of action-angle variables {I;,¥;,A=1,2,3}.

The fact that the energy of an electron is not constant,
but oscillates around a central value, means that the sys-
tem is not strictly conservative. This means that when we
write i=1(r,p) only, we must recognize that r and p
contain energy and longitudinal oscillations, as well as
transverse oscillations, and motion along the equilibrium
closed orbit. The matter is largely formal. Details are
given in Ref. 12.

IV. ORBITAL AND SPIN KINETICS

The effect of radiation (photon emission) is to cause a
particle to make transitions between unperturbed trajec-

tories. The concomitant energy loss is compensated in rf
cavities. The net effect on the ensemble is to create an
equilibrium statistical distribution of particles in the phase
space of unperturbed orbital and spin trajectories. This
distribution is constant in time.'* The phases of the oscil-
lations ¢, are uniformly distributed in the interval [0,27).
The average values of the actions, say (I, ), are known as
the emittances, and they give a measure of the ‘“beam
size.” The calculation of these emittances, at least in the
approximation of linear orbital dynamics, is by now stan-
dard.’

The equilibrium in the orbital phase space is established
principally by the emission of ordinary synchrotron radia-
tion and energy gain in the rf cavities: this is essentially a
classical spin-independent process,’> with fluctuations
around the classical synchrotron radiation spectrum due
to the discrete nature of the emitted quanta. The time
scale of this process is known as the radiation damping
time, and is in the range of milliseconds to seconds in ex-
isting storage rings. The net effect on the orbital coordi-
nates and momenta is to “shuffle” the particles around in
the orbital phase space.

It will prove convenient in this section to use the az-
imuth 6, instead of time, as the independent variable
(6=2mx /C). The equilibrium polarization vector is then
given by

Peg(0) = (sop' )01y an

The inner angular brackets denote an average over spin
projections in a unit ‘“‘phase-space volume element” cen-
tered at {I,,¥5] and the outer ones an average over
{I»,¥n}] at azimuth 6.'6

Let us now consider the details of the interaction with
the radiation. We have seen that when a photon is emit-
ted the electron will, due to its energy loss, make a transi-
tion to a different orbital trajectory. The new orbit is
tangent to the old orbit, but with a new y. Let the quan-
tization axes of the initial and final trajectories, at the az-
imuth 6 where the photon is emitted, be fi; and fis, re-
spectively. Then, if we consider a spin whose projection is
initially along 1, it may flip (to point along —Tfis), or not
(to fiy), and the relevant matrix elements are
(—1f/,7 | #ine | 9;,0) and R,y | Hin | 0;,0), respective-
ly, where I have indicated that the final state contains a
photon but the initial state does not. I shall often omit
explicit mention of the photon where this does not lead to
confusion. Since ordinary synchrotron radiation is almost
spin independent, the vast majority of transitions are
nonflip: the time scale of polarization buildup is typically
tens to hundreds of minutes, as compared to approximate-
ly 10 msec for the radiation damping time. This means
that the equilibrium value of (so,fi) in a unit phase-
space volume element centered on {I,,¥;} at 0 is in fact
independent of I,, ¥, and 6 and is given by the average
(sop'fi) 1 y6: the relevant time scales are such that the
nonflip processes make it uniform throughout the orbital
phase space as they shuffle the orbital coordinates and
momenta; the spins simply follow without being flipped.!’

The above remarks show that, to a good approximation,
the expression for the equilibrium polarization vector fac-
torizes:
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eq_<sop n)1 ,1,9(11)1,1,
= (Sop'f ) 1,y,6{ 0 -Tieq) 1,ufieq(0) , (12)

where neq(G) is a unit vector in the direction of <n>1¢
The quantity (sQP )y, v,0 is determined by spin-flip
interactions, while (n neq) 1,v is determined solely
by the orbital ensemble average. We may call
(SopT ) 1,4,6{0-Aeq) 1,4 the equilibrium degree of polariza-
tion and fiq the direction of the equilibrium polarization.
In practice, the variation of A with respect to {Il,z,lzu is
small except near so-called ‘“spin resonances,” and so
(fi,fq)7,y~1, and may be_ neglected. 8 We may then
write Peq~(Sopi )7 4,0 and P eq=Meq. This approx1mat10n
is also made by Derbenev and Kondratenko."®

Returning to the spin-flip matrix elements, it is the
second term in #in(, Viz, Qaq'Sep, that is generally regard-
ed as the source of spin-flip synchrotron radiation. No-
tice, however, that because fi; and fi; are not necessarily
parallel, even the spin-independent term e(®.,q—B- A aq)
can couple |fi;) and | —fi;), and this term is compara-
ble in practice to that from {),4-S,p. This is a mechanism

where the derivative y(0fi/0y) is a measure of the extent
to which fi; and fiy are not parallel [I have omitted the
subscript { on y(d1i/8y)].*® At a spin resonance
|7(d|dy) | — o (the present theory is then inapplic-
able), but in a nonresonant situation |y(3n/9y)| =0(1).
This represents the “new” spin-flip mechanism that leads
to terms in y(d1/dy) in the Derbenev-Kondratenko for-
mula. In the subsequent sections I shall study these
spin-flip matrix elements in detail.

V. EQUILIBRIUM DEGREE OF POLARIZATION

To obtain p; and p,, the spin-flip probabilities per unit
time introduced in Sec. II, we must now integrate the
relevant matrix elements. In the model used, spin-flip
transitions are caused solely by photon emissions, not by
the unperturbed motion, and the emission of distinct pho-
tons is uncorrelated, hence p, and p, are proportional to-
the number of photons which flip spin in the appropriate
direction emitted per unit time; this, in turn, is related to
the corresponding power spectra via

not hitherto recognized per se. If the photon energy is f do d?,, (14)
#iwv, and the electron energy is E, and we define Pri« #w do |
Ay = —#iw /mc?, then it i ient to writ ,
14 /me en 1t1s convenient to write where o is the frequency of the photon and the angular
brackets denote an average over the orbital actions and
A B4 A on —h— Fiw an (13) angles and accelerator azimuth. To obtain the power
SEMTAY S, TNT T Yy spectra, I follow Schwinger* and write
|
dP ? 1. X
Pradiulil R - ).t -t ’ ny__ * . . B n__ ’ N
do ~ an’e e f {Czj(r( ),0)-3*(x(e"), ") —p(x(t),)p*(r(2'),t') | exp | —iw |t'—1 - [r(¢)—x(2)] | |dt'dQg |, (15)

where k is the direction of photon propagation. The polarization states of the photon have already been summed over in
the derivation of the above formula. I get the charge density p and the current density j from the spin-flip matrix ele-

ments of # ;.

CDemy Aem « (eiw(k‘r/cAt))* :eiw(t—k-r/c) ,

where the subscript “em” means ‘“‘emission,” whence
iw ~ w4
Eem=— c (Aem"kq)em), Bem=— c kX Aem -

To do so, I substitute for E;,q and Bi,q in terms of ®,q and A .4 in #j,, by writing

(16)

I then read off the charge and current density operators which couple to @, and A, SaY Pem and jem, via

1.
FHine= ?Ju A"

=Pemq)em - %jem : Aem + (absorption terms) .

(18)

The quantities p and j that appear in Eq. (15) are the appropriate matrix elements of pem and jem, respectively. Let us

calculate the power spectrum for spin flip from fi; to —1fi, so that p=

( —nf [ Pem | B ), etc. For brevity, it is convenient

to drop the subscript i in 7;, and to introduce two vectors 7; and #,, and 7 =7%,+i%,, which are solutions

of the Thomas-BMT equation such that {f,%,%,}

Sec. VI. Then, to the leading order in #, [define D=

form a right-handed orthonormal triad.
n=02/#){ -1 | Sop | i), which also conforms to the Derbenev-Kondratenko normalization,?!
(#iw /E )y (31 | 0y)]

We see that
which will be discussed in
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(A7 | Hin | 0;,0) = ( =0+ D,y | #in | 1,0)

2(_3’7/ ! —i(AxD)- Snp/ﬁﬂ]nl'ﬁy0>
| .
'><-—ﬁ,‘}/ —-é(ﬁXD)‘Sop ﬂim ﬁ,0>
:<—ﬁ,7/ —%(ﬁXD) S()p B Aem +Qem Sop ﬁ’0>
. ~ AN ﬁ
- fefie X‘V'a'n 'n((bem""ﬁ' Aem)‘*‘*ﬂcm"’l , (19)
2ymec? 3 2
r
where Q. is the part of Q.4 containing emission terms. and denote the direction of the local magnetic field Bey; by

In the last line, ®em, Aem, and Llem are to be interpreted  § | assume, as is standard, that B is perpendicular to b

as ¢ numbers, not operators. We see that, by treating the and |B] is constant, whence b= Bx<B/B J Bl For brevi-
equations of motion of the various operators at the classi- ty, I define

cal level, the leading terms in the matrix element are of —r(t), B=Bt)
O(#), and the power spectrum is therefore of O(#°). This r=ni’ -

is to be compared with O(1) for ordinary synchrotron ra- i'=itrLe), pl=ptr,e)

diation: we see that spin-flip photon emission is a highly j*=(cp,j) j'F=(cp’j) ,

suppressed process, which explains the great difference in 1 1. 21
time scales of the spin flip and nonflip processes. Using ?j#j'“zpp'—?y]',

Eqgs. (17), (18), and (19),
s'=s*(r',t'), 7=t'—1,

A

o~ iefiw | 1 Axy B |, © A~ $.8
2mc2 Y 67/ :*c—(r —r):§§1 X= g .
1 A~ Then Eq. (15) can be rewritten as
—_ ,k
a+ o (mXxB) o o 1
——=— Re | —ju.j* — X&)
(20a) do a7’c f ¢ czjyj coslwr—X¢
ietiw 1 |~ an -~ 1., .
2= e’ ——7 n><1/ay nB— — |npxk + Im ?1#1 #lsinlor—XE) (dTd Q.
ay . ~ 1 (22)
* y+1 mBBxk+ ja+ r+1 nxB Because I have summed over the photon polarizations,

the integrand is independent of azimuth around k, so I
(20b) take the polar axis of the integral over i along k, in
which case dQ{=27dX. Then, from the form of j,j'#, I

To calculate the power spectrum Eq. (15), I integrate over . .
P P q & find three classes of angular integrals, viz.,

solid angles Q (direction of photon emission) first, fol-

lowed by the integral over ¢t'. The approximations made ff(T,X)dX, f k f(nX)dX, f f(,-’lzjf(r,X)dX , (23)
are the usual ones in the field,* and the integrals encoun-

tered are the same (they are listed in Appendix B). For which I shall label scalar, vector, and tensor integrals, re-
locally circular motion, the radius of curvature of the tra- spectively. The subscripts i and j refer to the components
jectory at azimuth 6 is ¢*/|B| ~c lﬁL“'. Let us also  of k. The quantity f(7,X) denotes a function invariant

write, for brevity, wo= |B| /B, w.=37"wo/2, E=w/w,, under rotation around k. It is readily verified that

J

[ kifrax =& [ xfir,0dx , (24)
A=t | [axs0- [ dxisan |

B=1 (3 [axxfm0— [axfmn | . 2

[ k& f(r.x)1dx = 48, +BEE,

These results are exact; they do not depend on the angular distribution of the radiated power, because they assume only
that the integrand is azimuthally symmetric about k. To proceed further, I need the detailed form of f(7,X). At this
point it becomes easier to expand j,j'# in powers of a. I shall justify this step below. In that case, we find f(7,X) is of
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the form

(wor)cos(oT—XE) ¢=0,2,...
fnX)= (wor)¥sin(lwr—XE§) q=1,3,.... (26)
For the leading term, which is independent of a, we need only ¢ =0, 1,2 to the degree of approximation of interest.

The above expressions for p and j were used to derive expressions for the spin-flip power spectra, thence the equilibri-
um degree of polarization.> No assumptions were made about the angular distribution of the radiated power: this makes
the algebra lengthy, and not very illuminating; I shall present a simpler derivation below, after the salient features of the
spin-flip matrix elements have been elucidated, thereby simplifying the expressions for p and j. To anticipate these
simplifications, the final results are quoted here. The expression for the power spectrum is, to first order in a =(g —2)/2,

dP,  271V3 e*#y'el 4§3l

K2/3(§)+% [9K2/3(§)— ftoc K1/3(§ )d

dg o 327 rnzc5

+(f-9)? f K\ ,3(8)dE — Ky 3(8 % f K38 d§—11K2/3(§)]]
A D 4 o« ’ ’
+0-b |Ky3(8)+a 4K1/3(§)+3€ ff K, ;5(80dE H
1 on ’ ® on
_+_5 Vﬁ 12K2/3(§)— f§ K]/}(é- d ——(1+a) a—bK1/3 §)', 27)

where V is a unit vector in the direction of the particle velocity b=vxv/ | vX V|, and the K(£) are modified Bessel func-
tions. The power spectrum d?,/d&, for spin flip from —1; to fi, is obtained by replacing fi by —1 and y(3n/dy) by
—y(31i/dy). From Sec. II and using Eq. (14), the equilibrium degree of polarization P, is obtained via

(%)
(1% % %)

The angular brackets denote an average over the orbital actions and angles and accelerator azimuth. Performing the in-
tegral over &, I find

Po= (28)

<m313- l<1+‘4 B (14a)y 0 >
8 Iy
Peq:—-5\/§ 5 , (29)
. A~ A 11 on
<|vj3 1+§91a—(§+'3—3a)(n-v)2+§ Yoy >
and
*1_5\/3 ezﬁys .3 3 A A2 _1 ﬁ
Tpolm—s—m ]V] 1+‘gla—(%+‘—fa)(n°v) + 18 Vay . (30)

Derbenev and Kondratenko obtained the above results for a =0. Since a << 1 for electrons, the a terms in Egs. (29) and
(30) make very little difference. This may appear surprising, since at the high energies of interest to us, @ >>¥ ~!, hence
it dominates the coefficients of the spin-dependent terms in # ., and # ., yet it has a strong effect only in #.,, but not
in . It is therefore clear that subtle cancellations are taking place between the various terms in #£;,, which shall now
be elucidated. Note, from Sec. III, that #f;, can be written in the form

1—+-aBU_ l+a

BX(E4+BXB)—

—l—+a S (31)

. e
Him=e(®—B- A)— ——sp .

mc

where radiation field operators are to be understood throughout. The subscripts v and tr denote components parallel and
transverse to f3, respectively, ie., B,=8-BB/B3* and B,=B—B,. For a plane wave {k Eem,Bem} form a right-handed
orthogonal triad of vectors, whence

kXEen=Bem, kXBun=—Eem . (32)

Since the photon is emitted almost parallel to B, the angle between B and k being of O(y ~!), and |B| ~1,
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BX(Eem"’BXBem):O(y_Z)) B'Bem=0(7’_1), ﬁ'Eem:O(yil)' 33)
Hence

L BN (Een+BX(Ben)=0(y ) , (34a)

v+1

—l—Buzo(y—Z) , (34b)

Y

Lp,=L®m-B)=00, (340)

Y Y

and so the leading contribution of the a-independent explicitly spin-dependent terms in Ffi, s
—(e/mc)syp (B, /v +By/v?), which is of O(y ~2). As for the terms in a, they are of O(ay ~2), firstly because

a BX(E+B><B)—$BU——1—2B" —0(ay~?), (35)
v

which is of O(a) relative to the a-independent terms. Furthermore, the time evolution of mo ( —fi[se, [0) is
dn/dt =Qe X7, where Qe=(1+vya)web, in a locally uniform magnetic field, which leads to terms proportional to
(aywor)?, ¢=0,1,2, ... in the integral Eq. (15). It is shown in Ref. 4 that the dimensionless variable of integration is
YwoT, hence such integrands contribute terms of O(a?), g=1,2, ... relative to the a-independent result. It remains to
determine the magnitude of the terms in y(30i/dy). To do so, recall that

Eem: - lTw( Aem"‘iz(pem) s (36)
whence
B'Eem= 'lcﬂ(ﬁﬁ(pem_ﬁ Aem)’i %((Dem_ﬁ' Aem) ’ (37
and so
iefiw | A on et A on s
___lenw o9 D —B- ~_ . = =0 , (38)
2ymc2 nxy a)/ 77( em B Aem) Zych Eem nXxy 8‘}/ n (7/ )

using Eq. (33). This term is thus of the same magnitude as the other a-independent terms in the matrix element.

The weak explicit dependence of the equilibrium degree of polarization on the value of a =(g —2)/2 is therefore fun-
damentally because the photon is emitted almost parallel to 8 and |B| ~1. Clearly, cancellations such as the above do
not occur between the terms in the external fields Ee and B, in #, hence the fact that a >>y ~' does have a pro-
nounced effect on the unperturbed equation of spin motion, thence on fi and y(dfi/3dy), and thus a strong implicit effect
on the equilibrium degree of polarization.

I now present the mathematical details of the integration of the spin-flip matrix elements. The calculation is displayed
for a =0 only, the result for a5£0 merely requiring more labor. The simplified matrix element is

~ ~ efi io ~ on 1
(—1fis,y lﬂimlni;O):“m a ang (q)em_ﬁ'Aem)+n'Bﬁ'ch+?7]'Bem , (39)
whence
ietiw ~ on

T 2';/mc‘2n. nxya ’ (40a)
1. iefiw 1 ~ ~ ~ on

—js=———— | —yXk+n-BBXk+7n- [AiXy— , (40b)
Pt 2yme? | v Ui 1n-BBxXk+n Yoy }B

where the subscript “s” stands for “simplified.” The notation otherwise follows that used in Eq. (20). Then
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1. ., . etw? |1
5 )s')s —PspPs = 2 4 7(77 k) (g’ Xk)+ '2“"7 Bn'-B BXk B ><k
c 4m“c i Y

+#[(1’xfx)-(ﬁ’xﬁ)n’-ﬁﬂﬁxfc)-(n’xfc)n-B]

1 N on N on
+ e |axXy - axy = (BB —1
Y? oy |" yayl
1 N on , AU o
+—= | [AXy o [(p'xXk)-B+7-(nxk)B
14 oy
1 on F At rla on ° ’
+— |7 |BXy n'-B'(BXKk)B+7n'- Xy — |n-BBXk)B . 41)
% ay dy

aAAaA

To evaluate the above expression, I follow Jackson® and introduce a right-handed basis {X,¥,Z2}, where f(:ﬁ,
¥=B/|B|, and Z=Db at time ¢ (r=0). Expressions for the above vectors and dot products, as functions of 7, are given
in Appendix A. The following SImpllﬁcatlons can now be made in Eq. (41). .

(i) In the term (1]><k) U] Xk)/y , the overall coefficient is already y ~*, so it is permissible to set k~fB. Also, since
each power of wor costs a factor ¥ ~', the variation of ' with 7 can be neglected.”? Hence this term simplifies to

(XB)(*XB) /v =(| 0] = |nc D/ =[1+@R)]/p*

(ii) In the term 7n-B7n’-B’ BXk B x k) /2, it is not permissible to put k~ ~ B, since IBXﬁI =0(y~") and I wish to
keep terms up to O(y ~*). However, note that KA B= an and, for a =0, 5'-B'=n%p (see Appendix A), which are both
constant, and so we need to integrate only B><k (B’ x k). Since this is simply the integrand of the classical synchrotron
radiation power spectrum,’ the contribution of this term to d?/d¢&, to O(y ~*), is just the classical synchrotron radiation
power spectrum multiplied by |7, | 2/y*=[1—(@-%)*]/y>

(iii) As for

[(gx k) (B xk)n'-B+(BxK)- (g xK)m-B1/7°

to O(y ~% I need only expand the T dependence to O(wo7), and the angular dependence of the dot products to oy~
Then

n-BBXK) (' xK) = (' B—Bkn K =~ (0" B—7"k)
znx(n’-ﬁ—ﬂ’-éX)
=1 (N% — o™y —M% + toern) )= — Lwernn) (42a)
and
7B (B xK)-(xk) ~ Lworn,mk . (42b)

Hence, to O(y ~*), this integrand is wor(n, 7% —n.n5) /2y  =ifi-Zwor /7>
(iv) In the term

n-[f X y(3R/3y) 1’ [A X (3R /37))(B-B' — 1) /7>

since B-B’—1 is the integrand of the classical synchrotron radiation power spectrum,* which is of O(y ~?), and there is
already an overall coefficient of ¥ ~2, I neglect the variation of 7’. From Appendix A,

7-[A Xy (80 /3y )]y’ -[A X (81 /dy)]= | y(dn/dy) |

The contribution of this term to d?/d& is therefore the classical synchrotron radiation power spectrum multiplied by
[y(dn/dy)|2/v>
(v) The term

(n-[AXy(38/3y)](n' xk)-B+7'-[Ax y(@h/3y) (g xk) B} /v

yields only vector integrals, and so from Eq. (24) I replace k by XE. Then, as in (iii), I approximate X ~1 and keep the 7
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dependence only up to O(wpr). I obtain the products (n’XE)-B( ~ —m;wor/2) and (nXE)-B’(:nZon/Z), whence the

integrand reduces to

—ilm{n¥s-[A Xy (31 /3y)]}wer/y = —iy(d1 /3y ) Zwer /v .

(vi) As for

{n-[AXy(3h/3y) ]y -B (B XK)-B+n'-[Axy(3h/3y)n-BBxK)B/v?,

I replace k by )(E,Aas in (v), whereupon I discover the integrals of these terms vanish because I obtain the products
(B'<&)-B and (B &)-B', which vanish since the vectors are coplanar.
This concludes the discussion of the individual terms in jj -j;/cz—psp;‘ The total integrand is

e w?
4m*c*

1

1 Tyl ’
2 Js')s —PsPs =
c
2
+—i n-Zwor 1 % of
Zwgr— — |y —
7’ v | 9y

L @ar- S -@e] |+ 2 edre
Y Y Y

—i‘ + —woT

1
2

. ~
i on .
— —3-7/——~-za)07'

dy

1 2.2 , (43)

2

and the relevant integrals, to the degree of accuracy required, are

Re

. i c 2
(1, g 2 2) 71(mr7)(5)d d ll <
f lwoT,WQT")e Tay \/3wB
~—* K
V3wBy
8
~————K
V3wBy?
with an obvious notation, and so we arrive at the result
dP, e #w?
do — 4V 3rmi*cy*

1/3(8)

[14+({H-%)?] f:K1/3(§’)d§’+2’z‘-

fle/a(g')dgl
23(8) (44)

~ an
n-?’ﬁ ]Kl/s(é')

+[1— (AR [sz(g)— f§°°1<1/3(§'>dg']

2

or

8
= §3 [Kz/j;(é-)-f-(ﬁ/\\’)z

2

which leads to the Derbenev-Kondratenko formula, or,
with a=£0 included to first order, to Eq. (29).

VI. DERBENEV-KONDRATENKO APPROACH

In this Section I prove the equivalence of my approach
with that of Derbenev and Kondratenko,? because they do
not follow the above procedure. I begin by deriving their
interaction Hamiltonian, following their approach. We
have seen in Sec. III that s-fi is a constant of the unper-
turbed motion. In the presence of radiation, Derbenev
and Kondratenko write, for the instantaneous rate of
change, and to the leading order in spin,?

[sz(g)— I K ]+f,.

pKyﬂ@~,QmKVﬂ5w§]l, (45)

S Kinrdg —Kap(©) |

ﬁ-?’é} ]K1/3(§)] ,

(46)

f

d, a o
E(s-n)z[sm,]{im}

:(deXS)‘ﬁ—{—S'{ﬁ,e(q)md—B‘ Amd)} , 47)

where {,} denotes a Poisson bracket. At this point an im-
portant difference in our formulations exhibits itself: I as-
sociate N (and {[I;,¥.}) with a trajectory, and use a
phase-space average, whereas they attach i to a particle,
and calculate the time average of s-fi as the particle moves
through phase space.?* By the ergodic hypothesis, the
final result is the same, and Derbenev and Kondratenko
present their final result as a phase-space average. This is
how the spin-independent part of #;,, [thence ¥ (91 /3y )]
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enters their calculation. To quote them ‘“With the spin-
orbit coupling taken into account, the radiation can thus
act on the polarization not only directly, but also via the
trajectory, perturbing the quantization axis.”? Now

fi 0Ffin fi 0Fin

(B, Hig} = OB S O O (48)
dr, Op. dp, Or,

Because of the assumption of “point emission,” they

neglect on/dr, and to the desired order in spin they also
neglect Q,,4-s in #,,, whence

{ﬁ’ﬂim} = {ﬁ>e(®rad—8' Arad)}

on ad
=—e a;a a*— Prg—B Anug)

E BXB )‘—a—ﬁ:f-iﬁ (49)

rad + rad ap = ap >

where f=e(E ,g+BXBaq)- They now introduce

A a A
a)DKzﬂmd—nX f-— |n. (50)
ap

They call this @, but I use w to denote the photon fre-
quency. In terms of wpgk, one can construct an effective
interaction Hamiltonian @pk-s, called V,; by Dervenev
and Kondratenko, whence

(8,7 | @pK-Sop | 8,0 :<-ﬁ,7/

~

Qem'n—

2ymc?

~(—0+D,y | #in |0,0) .

e A on
me B Eradn Xy a‘}/

A
~ an

Xy 3y

%(S'ﬁ):{S'ﬁ,(ODK'S}
=M.0pKp{SaSp)
:(a)DKXS)'ﬁ
(g x8)A+sp [Fam |Bg, (51)
9pa
in agreement with Eqgs. (47) and (49). For the case of in-

terest, viz., ‘““point” photon emission, almost parallel to B,
by an electron following a classical orbital trajectory, eval-
uation to the leading ordering in 7 yields

d f-B 6 on

fr—fie———fi=—- s 52
op mc 67/ B rad oy (52)
whence
~ on
wDKC‘—"Qrad"——e__B'Eradnxy'—g— . (53)
yme Iy
Neglecting the terms in a, this simplifies to
e 1 ~ on
@pK =~ — B,+ —Bu+BEaXxy—— |, (54)
ymc Y i

which is the final form quoted by Derbenev and Kondra-
tenko. In the quantum (spin—%) theory, s-fi can have, in-
stantaneously, one of only two values, and the radiation
causes transitions between them; recall that s-n is other-
wise constant. The equilibrium degree of polarization is
the time-averaged value of s-fi. The relevant matrix ele-
ments are {FA,7 |wpk-sep | tRH,0), ie, |£h) to
| 1), since the difference between the initial and final
quantization axes has been absorbed into the effective in-
teraction Hamiltonian. We can compare this result with
mine; using Egs. (19) and (39) we see that

ﬁ,0>

A

'n((pem"B' Aem)

(55)

I introduce ¥ (01 /3y ) and the various simplifications after determining the matrix elements; they do it before. They next
introduce two functions, a, and a _, given mathematically by?!

)
at=ﬁ7< fjc d7€0 | [(@pK )i+ r/2,(@DK N* )i /2] |0>> , (56)

and obtain the equilibrium degree of polarization via P.q=a_ /a . The large angular brackets denote an ensemble aver-
age over the electron distribution and accelerator azimuth, while the subscript “+” in [, ]+ denotes an anticommutator or

commutator, respectively, and “Here (0] ...

(=T /2,T/2)is’

dk 27
27)} fiw

and the corresponding probability per unit time p (r,p,?) is

|0) denotes averaging over the state of the photon vacuum,
ment will be explained in more detail below. They state, and I shall show below, that for spin §, a+=p;tp,.
by noting that the probability of emitting a photon, accompanied by spin-flip from “up” to “down”

‘ fT/2 t'{ =10,y | wpk(t')-sep(2) | 1, 0)

»2 this state-

I do this
in the time interval

(57)
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dk 27
7)}

pl(r,p,l‘)~ f dT <n 0 | (CODK sop)f+T/2 l

in the limit T— .
Pl=<p1(rrp’t)

—1,7)(—10,7 | (@DK*Sop)i —r/2 | 1,0) , (58)

Then p, is the average of p,(r,p,t) over the electron distribution and the accelerator azimuth;
). In keeping with notation of the original authors, I have not complex conjugated wpg, which is permis-

sible because wpk‘sop is Hermitian. However, this is only true if both photon emission and absorption terms are retained
in @pk, hence in this approach one cannot neglect photon absorption terms. Now, 1 and 0* are introduced by writing

dk27r

J(1,p,1) =——f 7 O @pk i 72 |7y | (@pk M /210D (59)

Next, [ d’k(27)~? (ﬁw)'1 W)(y | is replaced by the unit operator by using the identity 3 |y, ..., y){y,...,v| =1,
where the sum extends over all photon states. Hence

purp.t)=" [* dr(0|(@pk:0*)esr/2l@pk D72 | O) (60)

with a similar expression for p;.
um” alluded to above. Thus

n=% g

Pt(ryp’ )+Pl T, p’

We see now the meaning of the phrase ‘‘averaging over the state of the photon vacu-

d”'(O | {@pk M)+ 7/2(@DK* N* )i —r2E(@DK N )14 7/2(@DK D) —7/2] | O) . (61)

Finally, because the range of integration is symmetric about 7=0, one can replace 7 by — in the second term, whence

-E -

py(f,p, )+pl r, pr

Ensemble averaging yields the expressions for a+. As has
been explained in Sec. II, the equilibrium degree of polar-
ization is given by (p; —p,)/(p;+p,), or, as we now see,
bya_/a,.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

A number of concluding remarks are in order. To be-
gin, let us recall the argument for the origin of polariza-
tion in electron storage rings. When an electron emits a
photon, its spin sometimes flips. This can be either be-
cause of the direct interaction of the spin operator with
the photon field in the interaction Hamiltonian, or be-
cause the initial and final spin quantization axes are not
parallel. Polarization develops because the transition
probabilities are not equal for flips in opposite directions.

The calculations in Sec. V elucidate the effect of the
anomalous magnetic moment on the polarization and jus-
tify the way in which the equilibrium polarization has
thus far been calculated in practice—the Derbenev-
Kondratenko expression is used, but i and (90 /9y ) are
calculated with g=£2. An important goal of these calcula-
tions is the analysis of the phenomenon of “spin reso-
nances.” Near a resonance, the polarization almost van-
ishes, and so the accurate determination of resonances is
essential to the design of an electron accelerator in which
it is desired to achieve a high degree of polarization. A
clear understanding of the processes which lead to the
equilibrium polarization, and of the roles they play, is
thus desirable.®

Semiclassical quantum electrodynamics, statistical
mechanics, and classical mechanics have been used to
derive the equilibrium polarization in a high-energy elec-
tron storage ring. First, the Hamiltonian was specified
and divided into appropriate unperturbed and interaction
parts. The unperturbed Hamiltonian was then diagonal-

dT(O | [(@pk M)t y7/2:(@DK"N* ) _ 2]+ | 0) . (62)

ized, to first order in #, and the subtleties encountered in
so doing were elucidated, such as the need for a
trajectory-dependent spin quantization axis. Further-
more, many workers in the field have had difficulty in un-
derstanding the meaning of the quantity y(3fi/dy).
Perhaps the reason for this is the failure to realize that
is not merely a fixed vector, but a vector field—a function
of the orbital trajectory on which it is defined. From the
above analysis, it is clear that y(3n/dy) is also a vector
field. The effects of perturbations on the unperturbed
motion were then included. The relevant processes were
described, their time scales, and their effect on the elec-
tron beam. This enabled us to determine the matrix ele-
ments and statistical averages needed to calculate the
equilibrium state of the beam. The Derbenev-
Kondratenko formula was the result, and, because of the
relative simplicity of Schwinger’s formalism, it was also
possible to extend the formula to elucidate the role of the
anomalous magnetic moment. The approach used by
Derbenev and Kondratenko? was explained in Sec. VI,
and was shown to be equivalent to that used in this paper.
In summary, the above work helps to elucidate several as-
pects of the polarization process not evident from the
work of the original authors.
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PR i
APPENDIX A: N (X+iy)=—e "(1— cosby) , (A1)
USEFUL MATHEMATICAL EXPRESSIONS n.(ﬁ_if)\,)_ _iéﬁ( 1+ cosf;) .
I begin with the “spin-flip”’ vector” 7. In this appendix It is easy to check that |5|2=2 and |7y, |*’=|%-X|?
7 denotes m(r=0). Following Jackson,® I write =[1—(fi-X)’]. I also need the value of %-[fi X y(3fi/dy)]
0 =( sinf; cosd,, sinf; sind,, cosl;) in the basis {X,¥,Z2}. at 7=0, which is

]

A

- —i |( sinBﬁ)ya—n-i—( cosf;)

( cosdy )y— X+ (singy) g—;l -y

N an
nXYw =

oy ay
+i |(sindg)y g—; X —(cosdy)y %‘— -y , (A2)
which can be simplified, using the constraint fi-[y(d0/9y)]=0, to
S0 | R DPO FONIY | I8 %
7. [AXy ay |~ (sinGA) ay “Z+1 |(singy)y 8 —(cosdy)y 8 'y (A3)

Note that y(3fi/dy)-2 vanishes at 6,=0,7, hence the term in (sin6;)~' is not divergent. It is easily verified that
[5-[0Xy(dfi/dy)]|*= |y(dn/dy)|? and

Im{n¥n-[Axy(3h/3y)]} =7(3h/dy)Z .

Furthermore, following Derbenev and Kondratenko? and Jackson,® I neglect the variation of fi and (i /3y ) along the
electron trajectory over the duration of the photon emission, in keeping with the assumption of “point” photon emission.

To evaluate the integrand in Sec. V, it is useful to prepare a list of relevant vectors as functions of 7. Primed vectors
are evaluated at time 7, unprimed ones at 7=0. Then

t
wdr?

r=0, r'~woX+ > ¥y,

, &
B=B%, B'~B I——— [X+ w7y

N . o A w§rt | wor .
N=0xX4+1m,Y+1.2, = 3 x—;—Ty, (A4)
2
771217*+Tﬂext><77*‘{’%Qextx(ﬂextx'fl*)
Q22
=nrZ— (X —nIPAT+(IX+13Y) [1— 2T ,

where 7, 17,, and 7, all refer to 7=0. To obtain the expression for 7', the Thomas-BMT equation dn'/dt =Q. X7’ is
solved using Q¢ =0Z, assumed constant over the duration of the photon emission, in which case Q=(1+vya)wo. Itis
also helpful to prepare a list of relevant dot products of the above vectors (putting @ =0 in all expressions involving 7'):

2.2
, woT
BB ~F|1- 2 |,
n-B=n:B, n"-B'~niB,
2.2 22
, woT , woT
nB ~ - +ny07 |, N-B=~B |71 3 Ny wot | , (A5)
22 2.2
2 woT @WoT 2 woT woT
§~"x 1— -, "E~ ;‘ _ * Y ,
nE=" p y Ty ME=1 3 v
, B * woT
NXB) E~n.B——, (4'XB)E~—nIB—
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APPENDIX B: [ dxx*sin(wr—x¢)
EVALUATION OF THE INTEGRALS -1
. sing cos§ , sing
Consider the angular integrals first. There are six of =2sin(w7) 3 +2 &2 ;3
them, viz.,

1 sing I am now left with the integral over r=t¢'—t. I follow the
f_l dX cos(oT—XE)=2 cos(wr) c usual approach, which is to expand ¢ for small | 7|, up
to |7|% The rapid oscillation of sin{ and cos¢ kills off
g contributions from large values of |7 |, so the limits of
f dX sin(@r—X¢)=2sin(w7) > integration can be taken to be — o <7< . From the

main body of the text, the integrands, say f(7,X), are all

1 . sinf  cosf of the form (wer)cos(loT—XE), ¢=0,2,... or
f dX X cosloT—XE)=2 sin(wT) > ) (wor)¥sin(wr—XE), ¢q=1,3,..., and, to the degree of

-1 & & o . c
approximation of interest, only the values ¢=0,1,2

(B1) matter. It will be helpful to classify the distinct integrals
that appear, and to prepare a list of results.
We see that only three distinct integrals appear in the

. sin COS,
f ! 1 dX X sin(or—X§)= —2 cos(wT) ‘—f— - c , simplified derivation in Sec. V, and they are the same as
B 3 those that occur in the theory of classical synchrotron ra-
1 2 diation, viz.,
f ]dXX cos(oT—X¢E)
- ) ) Re f (1,iwor,wdr?)e "7 Xdrdx |, (B2)
=2 cos(wT) sing +2 Coig -2 51113§ s
& 'S 'S or, consulting the list of angular integrals,
|
2 f cos(wT) —gd'r, 2 f w07'51n(w1' —QdT, 2 f (woT) cos(wr)%gdf . (B3)

We therefore consult Ref. 4 to evaluate them. Consider the first of the three integrals above. Expanding { for small
[7|, E~wB| T—w§r’/24 |, whence

2f d 7 cos( (m')—s—n£ f drcos(wT) 2
T— a)oT 3/24
w dr o’ . wpr’
B f n cos(wT)sin |wPBr |1 — n
2.3
2 © d’r . . woT
wﬁ sin(2wT)— sin |o(1—B)7+w 24
(1-B) wiT’ (B4)
+ 12a)B wtl=PIrto—y
It is shown in Ref. 4 that the above integrals are modified Bessel functions, specifically
© dT . . a)(z)T3 1 © , ’
fo — | sin(2w7)— sin |0(1 —B)7+w 24 = fg K, (EdE, (B5)
where £=w/w, and w. =3woy>/2 (see Sec. V), and
23
[=drr|sin2or)— sin |o(1 == =55 Kas(®) B6)
o 477 |sin2er)—sin jo —B)ir+o 4 V3wt K2 £, (
whence the sum total is
Re[fe—“wf*wdfdx]=% [ S — 2alE) . (B7)
V3wB e 3V 3wBy?

It can similarly be shown that
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. 2 - 2.2
2f°° dfworsin(wr)ﬂgg:—:—ﬁo f dr |:] [1+2£— sin{w7) sin§
4, 2
:w“;’ Jdr 1+—— sin(wr) sing
2w0 b 4
~— d 1— — 2
oB f 7| cos |o(l—B)r+w 24 cos(2wT1) \/3 By K, ;s , (B8)
and
2.2
2f d7(wor)* cos( wr)—f:wiﬁ fom dTT(wor)2 1+ 20: cos(wT) sm§~— f d7 7 cos(wr) sinf
S B ST (B9)
\/—360[37’)/2 2/3 .
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in Ref. 2, that it follows from the Dirac Hamiltonian by a
Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation to first order in #. In J. D.
Jackson, Rev. Mod. Phys. 48, 417 (1976), it is stated that it
may be obtained ‘“via a Pauli reduction of the momentum-
space matrix element of the Dirac-Pauli current (with o, cou-
pling for the anomalous magentic moment) in the soft-photon
limit.”

M. Sands, Stanford Linear Accelerator Center Report No.
SLAC-121, 1970 (unpublished).

101, Thomas, Philos. Mag. 3, 1 (1927); V. Bargmann, L. Michel,
and V. L. Telegdi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 2, 435 (1959). See also J.
D. Jackson, Classical Electrodynamics, 2nd ed. (Wiley, New
York, 1975).

ITB. W. Montague (private communication) points out that this
equation should only be called the Thomas-BMT equation
when Q.. is appropriately specified in terms of laboratory
fields. It is otherwise a first-order precession equation, the
most general in three dimensions. Many of the points made in
this paper concerning spin motion in fact only use this latter
property; an explicit knowledge of Q. in terms of accelerator
fields is unnecessary.

12K, Yokoya, DESY Report No. 86-057, 1986 (unpublished).

This report corrects some errors in the original Derbenev-
Kondratenko argument in Ref. 2.

3At higher orders in # the spin affects the orbital motion, hence
one cannot “‘attach” a spin trajectory to an orbital trajectory.
The matter is beyond the scope of this paper.

141 am considering here only the simplest case: there has been
much interest, with reference to the orbital dynamics, in “limit
cycles,” etc. Such sophistication is beyond the scope of this
paper.

15The relevant terms in Fin are e(®rq—B* Arad) wWhich do not
involve the spin operator. Even so, we shall see below that
they can lead to spin flip, but their main coupling is naturally
nonflip. With regard to the matrix elements, ordinary syn-
chrotron radiation is of O(1), whereas the spin-dependent ma-
trix elements are of O(#).

16In general, had we not diagonalized the unperturbed Hamil-
tonian, the unperturbed motion would also cause transitions
between up and down spin states. The calculation of the equi-
librium polarization would then be more difficult.

7Yokoya (private communication) states the matter thus: “In
the Derbenev-Kondratenko (DK) formula P « (a_)/{as),
(the) average is taken in the numerator and denominator sepa-
rately. (We shall define and study a. and a_ in Sec. VL
Suffice it for now to say {a@+)=p,;tp,.) a+ are functions of
(the) orbit action variable I. It is obviously wrong to think
that P, is a function of I and is given by Peq(l)xa_(I)/
a(I). If this (were) true, I could happily carry out (a) phase-
space average within the perturbation theory. On the con-
trary, as you know {a+) gives the rate of spin flip in the
beam as a whole. There are polarization-gaining and
polarization-losing areas in the phase space . . . but still P, is
independent of 1. If we measure P, as a function of I (possi-
ble in principle, not a polarization of one single particle), it is
uniform (assumed so in the DK formula). Why? The reason
is simply Tpol >> Torbit damp-  (The) orbit action variable I
changes considerably within T4amp but the spin cannot catch
up. The polarization (strictly (sop-fi)) is shuffled well by the
orbit excitation damping.”

18At a “‘spin resonance” i is ill defined (this may be taken as a
definition of a spin resonance) and so near one i is obviously a
badly behaved function of {Ix,¥.}. In that case the variation
of @i as a function of {I;,¥,} may be large. In a nonresonant
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situation, however, a simple numerical estimate indicates that
the direction of fi varies by approximately a milliradian (or
even less), hence | (fi);y| ~1.

19Derbenev and Kondratenko further approximate fieq by fio, the
value of fi on the equilibrium closed orbit, but this is not
necessary. In a nonresonant situation, the difference between
fieq and 1o is not large.

20] am assuming point photon emission. The “length of forma-
tion of the radiation” (Ref. 2) is typically a few centimeters in
modern machines, and fi and y(3fi/dy) do not change appre-
ciably over such an interval.

21Derbenev and Kondratenko introduce two vectors 4j; and %2,
defined as solutions of the Thomas-BMT equation, such that
{fi,%1,%2] is a right-handed orthonormal triad, and then they

define 9=%,4i%2. My definition coincides with theirs. In
both cases the definition of % is arbitrary up to an overall
phase factor, which has no physical significance. Because they
treat the spin classically, Derbenev and Kondratenko in fact
write a+=(1)(... ), whereas I have an explicit factor of #
in Eq. (56) below.

22From Ref. 4, the dimensionless variable of integration is ywor,
s0 wor itself costs a factor of y~!.

23In other words, this is before smoothing (averaging) over the
effects of photon emissions—this is not the equation for the
time evolution of the degree of polarization, which is a deter-
ministic equation.

24As in Sec. 1V, the equilibrium polarization is taken to be the
average of s-fi, and the factor (fi-fieq) is neglected.



