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It is shown that even a nonmagnetized plasma with temperature 7 sustains zero-frequency magnetic
fluctuations in thermal equilibrium. Fluctuations in electric and magnetic fields, as well as in densities,
are computed. Four cases are studied: a cold, gaseous, isotropic, nonmagnetized plasma; a cold, gaseous
plasma in a uniform magnetic field; a warm, gaseous plasma described by kinetic theory; and a degen-
erate electron plasma. For the simple gaseous plasma, the fluctuation strength of the magnetic field as a
function of frequency and wave number is calculated with the aid of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem.
This calculation is done for both collisional and collisionless plasmas. The magnetic-field fluctuation
spectrum of each plasma has a large zero-frequency peak. The peak is a Dirac 8§ function in the col-
lisionless plasma; it is broadened into a Lorentzian curve in the collisional plasma. The plasma causes a
low-frequency cutoff in the typical blackbody radiation spectrum, and the energy under the discovered
peak approximates the energy lost in this cutoff. When the imposed magnetic field is weak, the
magnetic-field wave-vector fluctuation spectra of the two lowest modes are independent of the strength
of the imposed field. Further, these modes contain finite energy even when the imposed field is zero. It
is the energy of these modes that forms the zero-frequency peak of the nonmagnetized plasma. In deriv-
ing these results, a simple relationship between the dispersion relation and the fluctuation power spec-
trum of electromagnetic waves is found. The warm plasma is shown, by kinetic theory, to exhibit a
zero-frequency peak in its magnetic-field fluctuation spectrum as well. For the degenerate plasma, we
find that electric-field fluctuations and number-density fluctuations vanish at zero frequency; however,
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the magnetic-field power spectrum diverges at zero frequency.

PACS number(s): 52.35.Bj, 52.30.Bt

I. INTRODUCTION AND OUTLINE

In a plasma, quantities such as local electron density,
ion density, electron field, and magnetic field are all
smoothly varying and well-defined functions of space and
time, on some practical or coarse-grained scale. This is
only an incomplete definition of a plasma. However,
since the constituents of a plasma are discrete particles,
these quantities are in a constant state of flux in the most
quiescent of plasmas, always rising and falling about their
well-defined mean values.

The fluctuations in electromagnetic field are the main
concerns of this paper. These fluctuations may be aptly
described as random fluctuations for the cases of weakly
correlated plasmas such as gaseous plasmas and ideal de-
generate plasmas. The statistics of these fluctuations,
their root-mean-square amplitudes, for instance, are com-
pletely determined by the mean values of the plasma
quantities in thermal equilibrium. In particular, the
power spectrum of a given quantity’s fluctuations is
determined completely by (1) the amount of energy need-
ed to produce a fluctuation of a given size in a given
mode, (2) the temperature of the plasma, and (3) the dissi-
pation mechanisms at work in the plasma. This deter-
mination is expressed for weakly correlated (and nearly
linear) plasmas not far from equilibrium by the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem [1-3]. In this report we
apply the fluctuation-dissipation theorem to weakly
correlated plasmas in thermal equilibrium and derive the
power spectra of fluctuations in the plasma magnetic
field. An alternative method for deriving the spectra,
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which we will not use here, would be to derive the kinetic
theoretic equation applying the superposition principle
[4,5].

We begin in Sec. III with a homogeneous, isotropic,
nonmagnetized cold plasma. (We will say a few words
about Sec. II momentarily). We see that the fluctuation
spectra of the magnetic field are particularly interesting
because they exhibit a strong zero-frequency component.
This zero-frequency component is a Dirac 8 function in a
nondissipative plasma, and is broadened into a Lorentzi-
an curve in a dissipative plasma. This phenomenon may
have implications for the physics of the early Universe.
Because of this, much of our calculations in this section
are made for an electron-positron plasma whose tempera-
ture and density have been chosen so that it, presumably,
describes the Universe in the early radiation epoch.

Since we assume, in the beginning, an isotropic, non-
magnetized plasma, it is curious that our mathematics
should tell us that we actually have a plasma with a mag-
netic field which is nearly stationary in time (even though
it is far from uniform in space). Does a plasma in a
presupposed stationary magnetic field exhibit a similar
fluctuation spectrum? As a consistency check, then, we
study in Sec. IV the fluctuation spectra of a thermal equi-
librium plasma in a uniform, constant magnetic field. In
the process of deriving the spectra, a relationship be-
tween the dispersion relation of an electromagnetic wave
and its fluctuations is found. We find a substantial
amount of low-frequency fluctuations, but they are not
concentrated in the Dirac & function we found for the
nonmagnetized plasma. Rather, it is seen that the im-
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posed magnetic field effects a transfer of energy away
from w=0 into a range of frequencies running from v =0
up to the lower hybrid frequency. We find, however, that
the limit B,—0 is completely consistent with the results
of Sec. III.

We take another look at the isotropic plasma in Sec. V.
Here we will derive the magnetic-field fluctuation power
spectrum from kinetic theory. We find a broadened
zero-frequency peak in the spectrum, but, otherwise,
most results found in Sec. III are confirmed here.

In Sec. VI we discuss magnetic-field fluctuation spectra
obtained from computer simulations of thermal equilibri-
um plasmas. In these particle simulations, the fluctuation
spectrum of the magnetic field has been recorded. We
discuss its size and shape in light of the predictions made
in Sec. III.

Throughout our calculations, we need to introduce a
phenomenological cutoff in a wave number k. The legi-
timacy of such a cutoff is established in Sec. VII by way
of quantum-mechanical considerations.

In Sec. VIII we address the Bohr-van Leeuwen
theorem, namely, that classical statistical mechanics does
not allow the magnetization of a physical medium. This
might seem to present a contradiction to our result of
finite magnetic-field energy at ® =0 in the nonmagnetized
plasma. This contradiction is shown to be only apparent.

In Sec. IX we look at electrostatic and electromagnetic
fluctuations in a degenerate electron gas. We find that
electric-field fluctuations and particle density fluctuations
vanish at zero frequency. However, magnetic-field fluc-
tuations diverge at zero frequency. This divergence is
proportional to » ~ ! over a large frequency range.

In Sec. X we examine some of the consequences of our
results. The low-frequency magnetic fields we discuss
may effect particle transport in plasmas. They may have
consequences for structure formation in the radiation
epoch of the early Universe. They may, finally, be re-
sponsible for anomalous spin relaxation in condensed
matter.

Before we discuss these subjects for real plasmas, how-
ever, it may be instructive to begin with a model problem
which involves the Brownian motion of a system de-
scribed by a one-dimensional wave equation. In such a
system, the resultant fluctuations can be treated as ran-
dom fluctuations without any correlations. This section
should involve some familiar physics, but is intended to
elucidate the theoretical foundation of the present paper
in a simplified model problem. This is treated in Sec. II.

II. ONE-DIMENSIONAL WAVES
WITH BROWNIAN MOTION

We consider a physical system describable by a wave
equation:
2 2
Oy 29y (M
ot dx

where y (x,1) is the local displacement of some quantity
from its equilibrium value and c is the phase velocity of
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waves in the system. We could be speaking here about
sound waves in air or water, longitudinal waves in a
compressional spring, transverse waves on a piano wire,
etc. What we want to ask is, given that our physical sys-
tem is in thermal equilibrium, what is the power spec-
trum of the motion it undergoes because of thermal fluc-
tuations?

We want to make our wave equation a little more real-
istic, adding two terms to it:

%y _ ,3% 9y
Y29y 9 . 2
a?  ax2 Tar a(x1) @

The first new term is a damping term. It could have as its
source some internal friction of the system, or it could be
the dissipative effect of thermal fluctuations such as what
we see in Brownian motion. a(x,?) is a spatially and tem-
porally random function, describing the fluctuating ac-
celerations imparted to local elements of the system. If
we were describing a piano wire here, a(x,?) could
represent local fluctuating accelerations from internal
thermal fluctuations in the positions of the molecules
making up the wire, or it could describe the momentum
transferred from air molecules constantly bombarding
the wire. In the mathematics that follows, we make the
reasonable assumption that {a(x,?)) [the ensemble aver-
age of a(x,t)] is equal to zero and that, therefore,
(y(x,t)) is equal to zero.

First of all, we Fourier transform our new equation to
get

(—w?+c?k?—ino)y (k,o)=a (k,0) . (3)

Let Y (k,w) be the ensemble-averaged intensity of y (k,w)
and let A4 (k,0) be the ensemble-averaged intensity of
a(k,w). Then we see

A (ko)

(—w?+c2k2)?2+7n*0?

The simplest assumption is that a(x,t) is a series of
Dirac & functions randomly distributed in space and
time. That is, we assume that the fluctuating acceleration
take the form of momentum impluses delivered over very
short lengths of the system. The fluctuations are un-
correlated with one another and have a white-noise
power spectrum. This being given, a(x,t) will have a
correlation function given by

(a(xg,tg)alxy+x,ty+1))=a?8(£)8(x) , (5)

Y(k,w)=

4)

where a? is a number derived from the distribution of the

strength of the random impulses and the space and time
intervals between them. From this it follows that

Atk,0)= [dodk ™~

X{a(xg,ty)a(xg+x,to+t))=a’. (6)

Equation (4) then becomes

a2
. (7)
(—w?+c%k?)?+nlw?

Now we find Y (k,t) by Fourier transforming Y (k,w):

Y(k,w)=
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a2

(—0?+c%k ) +n’0?

=_1_ it
Y= [doe

2,mt/2
=42 __ cos(wlt)+—7Lsin(w1t) , (8)
2nc2k? 20,
where
, |12
— 2k2_ﬂ_
(1)1 C 4

The contour of the integral runs along the real axis in the
complex @ plane and is closed in the top half (bottom
half) of the plane for ¢t >0 (¢ <0). From this, it immedi-
ately follows that

a2

2nck?
If we assume that the system is in classical thermal equi-

librium with some heat bath at temperature 7, we are
constrained by the equipartition law to say

Y(k,t =0)=(y(k)y*(k))= 9)

CZkZ
F3

(kD =1, (10)
where pu is a constant representing the inertia of the sys-
tem. If our system is a wire, p is the mass per unit length
of the wire. It follows from Egs. (9) and (10) that

2 20T
U
and
Y (k)= 2T /p (11)

((1)2"'C2k2)2+1]2(02 °

To find the limit of Y (k,®) in the limit 7—0, we make
use of a standard representation of the Dirac & function
to obtain

—w?+c%k?
1)

_2Tw

pe?

Y(k,w) S (12)

Note that each mode in k space behaves exactly like a
Brownian particle in a harmonic-oscillator potential with
a characteristic frequency w,=ck. This can be seen most
clearly by comparing the current results with Kubo’s re-
sults for the Brownian motion of a harmonic oscillator
[6]. In a sense then, there is nothing new here, And, yet,
some interesting results appear. We can content our-
selves with examining the simpler form of Y (k,w) in Eq.
(12). If we want the fluctuation strength as a function of
wave number alone, then we integrate Y (k,w) over dw
and divide by 27. If we want the fluctuation spectrum of
frequency alone, we integrate Y (k,w) over dk and divide
by 2. We find

T

Y(k)zm (13)
and
¥ (0)=—1 (14)
Ucw
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If we have a harmonic oscillator of mass m and fre-
quency w,, vibrating with an amplitude A, the potential
energy of the oscillation W (wy) is, on average, m 4 2w3/2.
Each mode k of our oscillator is a harmonic oscillator of
mass density p and frequency ck, vibrating with an am-

plitude of V'Y (k). Therefore, the wave-number power
spectrum W (k) is given by
272
wik=E*y=L (15)
2 2
Also, since W (k)dk =W (w)d o,
W(w)=-L (16)
2c

W (k) and W (w) both integrate to give the same total-
energy density E. The two spectra are consistent with
each other and with Percival’s theorem. In this purely
classical treatment, however, both spectra integrate to
give (1/27) f T /2dk, resulting in a one-dimensional ul-
traviolet divergence.

What happens if we add a “mass” to our system? We
may get an equation like

Fy _ 2 5, 3y

— === —n——+a(x,t) . 17

Y cax2 oy =N, (x,t) 17)
We now have an equation more nearly describing a plas-
ma wave, or a massive Klein-Gordan field, or a taut pi-
ano wire sitting on top of a set of uncoupled springs.
Now, to study this system, we run through all of our

above mathematics with the substitution
czk2—>c2k2+w(2,. We find for Y (k,w),
Y (ko) = ———d T (18)
(0" —ck"—awf) +nw
If we take the limit n—0 again, we find
@ —c 2k — 2
Y (k0)=2"Ls ——1, (19)
U
T
Y(k)=——, (20)
plctk?+ o)
and
_ T
Y(w)= ealot—ad) 7 (21

172 at

We also have a Y (o) which diverges as (0’ —w3)~
«0=0.

W(w) diverges as well. Since w(k)=(c%k*+w})'"?
W(k)=T/2, again satisfying the equipartition law.
However, since, once again, W (k)dk =W (v )d w, we find

W(w)zz$ . (22)

2 c(@*—wd)'?

We have a divergence in the energy contained in frequen-
cies close to wy. The integral of W(w) over all o
diverges. However, this divergence is caused by contri-
butions to the integral from w— o, not from w=w,. In
other words, this divergence is an ultraviolet divergence.
It corresponds to the ultraviolet divergence we get when
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we integrate W(k)=T/2 over all k. In fact,
f W(wdo= f W (k)dk. Therefore, once again, the two
spectra are consistent with one another and with
Percival’s theorem.

The ultraviolet divergence we have seen in Egs. (15),
(16), and (22) is known to be removed by the Planck dis-
tribution due to the quantum-mechanical effect. The gen-
eral quantum-mechanical fluctuation-dissipation theorem
is spelled out in detail by Sitenko [3]. In fact, the intro-
duction of quantum mechanics was necessary to avoid
the ultraviolet divergence of the blackbody photon spec-
trum. This was Planck’s idea.

Suppose we have some kind of quantum-mechanical,
Hamiltonian system. It can be a hydrogen atom or a har-
monic oscillator or anything describable by quantum
mechanics. In this system, we will have a potential ener-
gy Vi(x,t). Let us assume that we can break this poten-
tial up into a fairly smoothly varying part and a random
part. Let us also assume that the random part of the po-
tential couples to the expectation value of some current
in the system so that

Vi=— [dx Ax,n{jx,1) . (23)

We make two more assumptions: First, V' (¢) is the only
explicitly time-dependent part of the Hamiltonian. Then,

V(1)
at

Lastly we assume A (x,t) and j(x,t) are related to one
another by some linear operator so that

=— [dx Ax,0(j(x,0) . (24)

Ji=a;4;(x,1), (25)
or, after Fourier transforming in x and ¢,
jitk,0)=a;(k,0)4;(k,o) . (26)

The spectral distribution of the space-time correlation
function {j;j; ), will be denoted by {jj; )y, .- It is relat-
ed to the expectation value of the product of the Fourier
components of j by

(irk)j; (kD)) ,=Qmr8(k—k) i Mo - 7

A calculation of the transition probabilities arising
from the action of A4 (x,t) on the system shows that the
energy absorbed per unit time by the system is

=4i 2 A; (ko) 4 (K',0)
X{(j,-"'(k)jﬂk'))f,“"(j,»*(k)jj(k’)>w} ,  (28)
where

<ji*( .]j kl > —2772f Ji nmjj(kl)mnﬁ(w—wnm)

and
(ji*(k)j, (k') )

_zﬁzf E,—#0)j (K) 1 (K (@ — @ ) -
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In the above expressions, w,,, =(E, —E, )/#, and f(E,)
is the statistical distribution of the states of the system.

However, averaging Eq. (24) over one period of oscilla-
tion shows that the energy absorbed per unit time is also
equal to

8

‘—2 afi—a;)A;(ko) A (k,o) . (29)
k
Comparing Eqgs. (28) and (29) and making use of Eq. (27)
shows
Gid e — G Me=iflaf (ko) —a;(keo)} . (30)
If the system is in thermodynamic equilibrium, im-
mersed in a heat bath with temperature 7, f(E, ) is given

by the Gibbs distribution
(F—E, /T

fE)=e ",

where F is the free energy of the system and T is the sys-
tem temperature. In this case,

Gidee=e™"Tiji Mew -
Therefore,
<Ji]j>:?m——ll(a7j_aﬁ) . (31)

Now, for our specific problem,

aV(x,t)

5 = [dx pa(x,t)y(x,1) . (32)
So then, comparing Eq. (23) with Eq. (32), we see that in
our piano-wire system, — A(x,t)=pa(x,t) and j(x,?)

=y(x,t). From our equation of motion we can find the
factor a:
2
alk,0)= — (33)
ul—o*+ck —inw)
and a little bit of algebra will show that Eq. (31) gives
. # 21w’
(p1*)= . 34
}yl eﬁw/T__l #[(m2_c2k2)2+7’2w2]
Now, since y = —iwy, |y|>*=w?y|®. So,
# 2
2y — ne
=7 (35)

—1 pll0®*—c2k?+7’0®]

Note that in the limit #—0, Eq. (35) will give Eq. (11).
The power spectrum is pw?{ |y|?) /2; it equals

#i nw’
. (36)
eﬁm/T_l [(CL)Z_‘CZk ) 7’2 2]

As #—0, this expression also gives the classical limit of
Eq. (16). In the quantum-mechanical expression Eq. (36),
the ultraviolet divergence (w— o) is clearly removed due
to the Planck distribution factor. In the rest of the paper,
our focus is on the lower-frequency behavior of functions
corresponding to W in a plasma. However, in many in-
stances we shall see infrared divergences due to the plas-
ma effects.

Ww)=
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III. A GASEOUS PLASMA
WITH NO EXTERNAL FIELD

Even at or near thermal equilibrium, a plasma has fluc-
tuations. The various fields of a plasma (electromagnetic,
electrostatic, density, etc.) fluctuate about their mean
values. The strengths of these fluctuations are functions
of two characteristics of the plasma: the dissipation
mechanisms present in it, and its temperature 7. The re-
lation between these quantities can be found by means of
the fluctuation-dissipation theorem [2]. In this section we
employ the fluctuation-dissipation theorem to derive the
power spectra of magnetic-field fluctuations in an isotro-
pic, nonmagnetized plasma which we describe with fluid
equations of motion.

The following derivation closely parallels the work of
Geary et al. [7]. We consider a homogeneous, isotropic
plasma in thermal equilibrium. The strength of the
electric-field fluctuations as a function of frequency and
wave vector, from the fluctuation-dissipation theorem, is

__1 fiw . — —
81T((EiE}»)kw—(EiEj)ka,)—zﬁ{AﬁI—A,.jl* ,
where

kik;

crk? L5
k2 iy

A (o, k)=
w?

Yy

+€U((0,k) 5

[€;;(w,k)] being the dielectric tensor of the plasma [3].
(E.E;)}® and (E,E,),, are defined similarly to {jj; )5
and (j, j; )y, in Sec. II.

If the plasma is in thermal equilibrium, then

<EiEj >ﬁ$=e“‘°‘/T<Eij Yo >

as can be inferred from the results given in Sec. II.
Therefore,

#i

1 1 —1_ A1
o BB =5 o LA AT

ij
Consider an electromagnetic wave in the plasma; call its

wave vector (k=kZX). Invoking Faraday’s law, we find

<B% >km i # — _
- (A5 — A"

87 2 eﬁm/T_l Cl)2
and
(Bg)kmzi_ #i czkz{A—l_A—I#
87 2 eﬁ,,_,/T_l mz 22 22 } ’

where the subscripts 1, 2, and 3 refer to the x, y, and z
directions, respectively. So the total magnetic-field fluc-
tuation strength is

(Biodwo _ i # %
8 2 eﬁw/T_l (1)2

X (AR HAZ — AR —AG*) . 3D

We now find €;;(w,k), in order to determine A;;(w,k).
First, we specify the equation of motion of the plasma.
From the equation of motion, we find a relationship be-
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tween the electric field and the current. €;;(w,k) will fol-
low from this relationship.

We introduce a simple model of a plasma based on a
cold plasma fluid theory, neglecting kinetic effects neces-
sary to adequately describe warm plasmas. (Perhaps the
model is too simplistic; a discussion of this point will fol-
low below.) If the velocities and electromagnetic fields
are small enough that we can neglect the v XB forces,
then

dv,
m. —2

“ dt
where a is a particle species label and n, is the effective
collision frequency of species a. An equation of motion
more accurate than Eq. (38) may lead to an expression for

(B?),, with more realistic mathematical properties. Be
that as it may, the equation of motion we have yields

:eaE_namava ’ (38)

2

. . _ Opa
(—la)+7]a)]a—*4?E , (39)

where j, is the current density of species a. The dielec-
tric tensor €;;(w,k) is given by

€;(0,k)=8; +47 ¥ Xy (0, k), (40)
where the susceptibility tensor x,; is defined by the rela-
tion

jai = _lCDXaU((O,k)EJ((D,k) .

So, from Eq. (39),

wl

4 .. s = P* .
TX qij(@,K) oloting) i
and
>
Aw,k)=8,;. — — P 5.
€;(0,k)=8; %w(w+ina)8” (41)

It will be seen below that the results of these calcula-
tions have a particularly interesting impact on the phys-
ics of dense plasmas, such as that of the early Universe.
Just prior to cooling below 1 MeV, the Universe was, ap-
parently, an electron-positron plasma [8], and it is this
type of plasma that we will discuss in the next several
paragraphs. However, the derivations and results are
valid, with minor modifications, for more ordinary plas-
mas as well.

In an electron-positron plasma,

M,+=1,-=n. So Eq. (41) becomes

®?* =w®* _ and
pe pe

_ “’g
A0, k)=8, ——L2 5.
€;(w0,k)=9; (ot )8,] (42)

where wﬁ =w12,e + +w‘2m _. We now obtain
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9
o(w+in)
272 2
c’k wp
A= 1— —
Y 0? oleotin) 43)
) c%k? ‘1’;27
@* olw+in)
We combine Egs. (37) and (43) and obtain, after some algebra,
<Bz>kw= 2w ) c2k? 1 (44)
8 Fo/T—1 1P 2 [0*—ck*— a2 P+n*lo—c*k? /0]’
or
(B)y, _ 2% e c’k? 45)
8w ef/T—1 7P (a)2+772)c4k4+2w2c2k2(w12,~a)2-—772)+[(w2—a)‘2,)2+n2w2]w2 )

The first form of (B?), /8w, with a pole being clearly
offset from the electromagnetic plasma-wave pole, might
be more physically understandable, whereas the second
form will make integration a less difficult task. Note that
if relativistic temperature effects are included, the above
formulas are altered by the substitution w,—w, /Vy.

P
Figure 1 shows a contour plot of the natural logarithm of

/ ///

-6

[
1

A
w
Wpe
1 -
40—
6.0
o
¢} 1 2 3
ck/wpe
FIG. 1. The natural logarithm of

({B*)\,/8m)(k?c?/2mw}#). This contour plot corresponds to
an  electron-positron  plasma. Electron  density is
n,=4.84X10°/cm®. Temperature is T =10 K. Collision fre-
quency is 2.2X 10" s™!. The collision frequency has been set at
100 times the expected value. This smooths out the contour
ridges without changing their locations drastically, thus giving a
better view of the qualitative behavior of the spectrum. The
difference in height between adjacent contours is 2.0, except for
the solitary contour on the right edge, which has a value of 3.0.

f

this function weighted with the geometrical factor k2.
The density (n,=4.84X10*/cm’) and temperature
(T =10" K) have been chosen to represent the early
Universe plasma at 1 s after the Big Bang. The collision
frequency 7 has been set 100 times larger than expected.
This smooths out the contours of the graph and gives a
better view of the qualitative behavior of the spectrum.

We now want to find the fluctuation power spectrum as
a function of frequency: (B?)_,. We find this spectrum
by integrating {(B?),,, over wave number k and dividing
the result by (27)°. This integration can be done analyti-
cally, as shown in Appendix A. We obtain

3
<Bz>w — Zﬁw 2!1 (’Jpe
8 e™/T—1 2%}, | ¢

x4

x [ “dx
fO (a)12+n:2)x4+,,,

> (46)

where x =ck /w,, and the primed quantities are normal-
ized by w,, (e.g., n"=7/w, ). However, we are immedi-
ately faced with a problem. At large k, which corre-
sponds directly to large x, the integrand of Eq. (46) be-
comes effectively constant, so the integral diverges.

The divergence occurs at high wave numbers. Howev-
er, this divergence at high k is different from the one we
discussed in Sec. II. As seen in Eq. (46), the Planck fac-
tor (e™/T—1)7!is already incorporated and thus no ul-
traviolet divergence arises as w— o. Rather, the diver-
gence resides in the more subtle interaction between
matter and radiation. Up to this point, we have based
our calculations on classical fluid equations of motion
with a model collision term. In these equations the pho-
ton fields appear as smooth electromagnetic fields. In
this sense, these equations may be regarded as multicom-
ponent fluid equations for electrons. However, at some
small enough physical scale (or, equivalently, some large
enough wave number), the granular nature of any fluid
(photons or electrons) will become apparent and render
the continuum fluid equations invalid. Where the fluid
“picture” breaks down, we need new equations. We
might obtain such equations from a kinetic theory which
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includes more exact collisional effects, wave-particle in-
teractions, etc. In the interest of tractability, however,
we want to continue with the simple model presently be-
fore us. How do we manage this?

Our reasoning is as follows: Consider electromagnetic
waves propagating through a plasma. The dispersion re-
lation for waves of long wavelength is strongly dependent
on the collective effects of the plasma. Waves of shorter
wavelength are affected less by the plasma. If a wave has
a wavelength much shorter than the collisionless skin
depth ¢ /w,, it moves through the plasma almost as if it
were moving through empty space. It stands to reason
that, for wavelengths much smaller than c¢/w, and fre-
quencies much greater than w,, the fluctuation spectrum
of the magnetic field must be much the same as a black-
body radiation spectrum. In particular, the collision of
electrons should not matter. This being the case, a reli-
able high-frequency, high-wave-number limit should be
obtained if we let n—0. A more rigorous quantum-
mechanical treatment is presented in Sec. VII. We take
the n—0 limit with the aid of a standard representation
of the Dirac 8 function; we obtain

olw*—c*k*—w?)

P
w*—c*k?

(B?), 2%
© _ 2,22
8w ohe/T_q ¢ k*md

1
—_— . 47
(wz*'CZkZ)Z @7

Integrating Eq. (47) over d*k and dividing by (27)3 gives

(B%), co;k2

T
=T S L
87 ﬂS(w)f w;+c2k2d

1 #
eﬁw/T_ 1

+ (@ —aw))"?. 48)

2mc3

Remembering that the magnetic-field energy will make
up roughly half of the total electromagnetic energy in
high frequencies, and remembering that the magnetic en-
ergy density is found by integrating (B?), over dw and
then dividing by 2w, we can see that the second term in
this expression closely resembles the blackbody radiation
spectrum at frequencies much greater than w,. In fact, if

»
w,—0, the entire expression reduces exactly to the

cgrrect blackbody spectrum.

This suggests a possible procedure: We break up the
integral in Eq. (46) into two intervals. One interval runs
from |k|=0 to |k|=k,,. The other interval runs from
|k| =k, to |k|=co. (The choice of k_, will be clarified
below.) In the first interval, we keep 7 finite and treat the
integrand exactly. In the second interval, we let 7—0
and drop the zero-frequency part of the spectrum. The
result, thus approximated, is

(B?), 0

Dpe.
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cut Y
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fO (6012+171)x4+,,,
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2#(e(ﬁ“’pe /T)w’_ 1)

X0l —(x% o)) ?], (49)
where © is the Heaviside step function. The second term
is the high-frequency and high-wave-number expression
we obtained in Eq. (48). Elsewhere, we have referred to
these two types of photons as soft and hard photons [9]
and have dealt with the matter of the plasticity of pho-
tons [10]. The cutoff in integration removes the diver-
gence. At w=0, we get

. (BY, ar
lim =—
w0 8 77-277

Ppe.

(4

12132
,)

3
Wpe

c

(50)

cut

At relativistic temperatures, this result is altered by a sin-
gle factor of 1/y.

In reality, % should vanish smoothly as k — . How-
ever, as long as our results do not critically depend on the
manner in which 7 approaches zero, the abrupt cutoff we
suggest here should be acceptable as a crude model. We
are interested in the contribution to the zero-frequency
peak from long-wavelength fluctuations. So we will
choose x,, =1. This corresponds to k., =, /c, which,
as can be inferred from the first term of Eq. (48), is the
spatial correlation length of the zero-frequency fluctua-
tions.

Plots of the spectrum expressed in Eq. (49) are shown
in Fig. 2. These plots show the fluctuation spectrum in
plasmas with parameters approximating the early
Universe during the plasma epoch. Figures 2(a) and 2(b)
represent the early universe at about 1 s after the Big
Bang, Figs. 2(c) and 2(d) at about 108 s, and Figs. 2(e) and
2(f) at about 10'* s. Note that the rise in the zero-
frequency peak is so sharp in the logarithmic-linear
graphs [Figs. 2(a), 2(c), and 2(e)] that it is difficult to dis-
tinguish the peak from the vertical axes. (A break at the
top of the graph indicates the height of the peak.) Note
also that the log-log plots of Eq. (49) [Figs. 2(b), 2(d), and
2(f)] clearly show the w2 behavior at the low-frequency
end of the spectrum. This is characteristic of the
Lorentzian tail found in Appendix A.

An alternative method exists for ensuring the con-
vergence of the integral in Eq. (46). It will prove to be
unsatisfactory, but we mention it here for completeness.
We go back to our original equation of motion and in-
clude viscosity:

(51)

We can now make the substitution p—7n+uk? in Egs.
(38)—(46). Doing this, we find

(7L+#'X2)x4

# o'
2

87 T (ﬁwpe /T)m'_ c

e 1

Cl)p foo
a)pe 0 wﬂZ(wIZ_x2_wp12)2+(17!+”1x2)2(w12_x2)2

dx . (52)



3420

We now have an integrand which varies as 1/x2 as
x —oco. We therefore have a convergent integral. We
also have a modified value of the magnetic fluctuation
strength at 0 =0:
2 )
(B?), _ o, 1
8 Wpe w'n
If we take £ =0.73T /nym [11], we find
3
1
1,!

3

Dpe.

c

wpe

ci2

w=u . (53)

1/2
Dpe_

c

T

m,c?

(B*), 085 T

87 T @p,

(54)
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We see that (B?) /8 still has a 1/7 dependence, but its
dependence on temperature has changed: It is now pro-
portional to T372.

As has been stated, however, this reliance on viscosity
to produce a convergent integral is unacceptable. What
is needed is a means of modifying the integrand of Eq.
(46) which does not alter the blackbody spectrum at high
frequencies and wave numbers, where the plasma should
have less and less effect on the electromagnetic spectrum.
Viscosity does not do the job: Including viscosity in the
above manner puts terms in { B%), /87 which increase in
importance as the wave vector increases, thus modifying

10 T
M (b)

In S(w)/S,

o
1

FIG. 2. The spectral intensity
of magnetic fields S(w)
=(B?),/87 in thermal equilib-
rium, nonmagnetized plasma:
(a) Corresponding to the plasma
1 s after the Big Bang. T
=10"°K; n,=4.8X10%/cm?).
In[S(®)/S,] is plotted linearly
in w. The zero-frequency peak is
at the top of the graph, where S,
\ is the normalization. (b) Corre-

O]
o

1
aF

w/wpe

In(w/wp) O 2 sponding to the plasma 1 s after
the Big Bang. T=10" K;

35¢ 22—
(c) (d)

In S(w)/ S,

n,=4.8X10°%/cm’.  In[S(w)/
So ] plotted logarithmically in w.
The low-frequency line has a
slope around —2, which rises to
a peak at ©=0. (c) Correspond-
ing to the plasma 10® s after the
Big  Bang. T=10° K;
n,=6.5X10°/cm’. In[S(w)/S,]
plotted linearly in . The zero-
frequency peak is at the top of
the graph. (d) Corresponding to
the plasma 10° s after the
1 Big Bang. T=10° K; n,=6.
X 10°/cm®. In[S(w)/S,] plotted
linearly in w. The slope of the

o
(3}
|
Fy

w/wpe
35 24—

n (w/wpe) low-frequency line is ~—2. It

(e) (1)

tn S(w)/ S,

T rises to a peak at w=0. (e) Cor-
responding to the plasma 10'* s
after the Big Bang. T=10* K;
n,=6.5X10/cm’>. InS(w)/S,
is plotted linearly in . The
zero-frequency peak is at the top
of the graph. (f) Corresponding
to the plasma 10'? s after the Big
Bang. T =10* K; n,
=6.5X10°/cm’®. InS(w)/S, is
plotted logarithmically in o.
The slope of the low-frequency
line is around —2. It continues
_J to rise until peaking at ®=0.

o
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'
a2

w/wpe

n (w/wpe)
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the blackbody spectrum. Perhaps, at low frequencies and
wave numbers, viscosity should be included for higher ac-
curacy. However, it does not solve any basic problems of
the theory outlined thus far, nor does it lead to a qualita-
tively different shape of {B2) /8~ at low frequencies, so
we will dispense with it from here on.

We have, so far, concentrated our efforts on electron-
positron plasmas. We say a few words about plasmas
with one major ion species. An analysis similar to what
we have done in Egs. (38)-(42) shows that the dielectric
tensor of such a plasma may be given as

(0,k)=5 % s o/ (55)
€yt XI= 0 olo+in,) 7 olo+in) 7’
From this we find that, when 0w —0,
2 2 2
By _ T |9 @, (56)
8w et | e om |

J

(B _ = do 240

olw*—c*k*—ol)

In an equilibrium hydrogen plasma, a),z,e zZOOw;,-. Also,

17,=2.91X10" %1, InAT ~3/2 57!
and
7, =4.78X 10" ¥n, InAT ~3/2 57!

(Ref. [12]). The ratio between the first and second terms
in Eq. (56) is approximately 16.4. Therefore, ion motion
raises the value of the ®=0 peak by about 6% of the
value it would have if the ions were frozen.

We turn our attention to the wave-number spectrum of
magnetic fluctuations, i.e., (B?), /8. This spectrum is
found by integrating Eq. (45) over frequency. The Planck
factor (e”™—1)"! makes the integral difficult. However,
we can find an exact result in the limit y—0:

1

a0 2,212
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w?—ck?

(w?*—c?k?)?

=f°°.‘.1£ __Zﬁw__ 2c2k2{8(w)+8[wi_(c2k2+0)2)1/2”
0 2 eﬁ P

w/T_ | Dp

1

I(a)z—czkz)(3w2—czk2—-a)‘2,)'—2w2(a)2—c2k2—wf,)I '

After integration, we obtain

(Bz)k:: ﬁc2k2 1
8 (eﬁ(m§+c2k2)‘/2/r_l) (cof,+c2k2)‘/2
@}
tT——757 - (58)
a)p+c k

The second term of this expression has the same physical
source as the first term of the right-hand side of Eq. (48),
namely, the zero-frequency fluctuations. The magnetic-
field energy contained in these fluctuations can be found
by integrating the second term of the present expression
over d’k and dividing by (27), or by integrating over the
first term of Eq. (48) over dw and dividing by 27. The re-
sult given by the two methods will be identical regardless
of the value of k_,. (Note that, once again, the limit
w,—0 gives the standard blackbody radiation spectrum.)
The first term in this expression is clearly the blackbody
spectrum modified by the plasma. The second term was
obtained by Geary et al. [7]. They obtained this term via
the Darwin approximation, i.e., by neglecting radiation.
Therefore, our result satisfies both radiative and nonradi-
ative limits.

Notice that, in the classical limit #(w? +c%k?)"/? << T,
the two terms of Eq. (58) add together to yield the well-
known equipartition law

(B%), T

87 (59)

(57

[

Remembering that we have obtained this expression by
summing over both polarizations of the magnetic field,
we see that we have satisfied the equipartition law of clas-
sical statistical mechanics. This raises an interesting
point. The first term in Eq. (58) is the contribution to the
magnetic fluctuation spectrum from the standard, cold-
plasma, electromagnetic waves. The second term, as has
been stated above, is a contribution from some kind of
nonradiative fluctuation in the electromagnetic field. The
standard cold-plasma waves do not satisfy the classical
equipartition law. The cold-plasma equations do not al-
low any other plasma wave. Therefore, it would seem
that the only possibility for this “missing energy” would
be in =0 fluctuations qualitatively similar to those dis-
cussed here.

We end this section with some brief observations. The
energy under the w=0 peak shows itself in the wave-
number spectrum by way of the second term in Eq. (58).
The total energy under this peak is on the order of
T(w,/c)’1/(6m)*. The energy lost to the blackbody
spectrum because of the plasma can be approximated by
the Rayleigh-Jeans formula
©p

c

o 27% ¢3

) 2
Tf rdw © T (60)

1
6?2

The energy under the @ =0 peak is approximately equal
to the energy cutoff from the blackbody spectrum.
Figuratively, we can say the plasma squeezes the fluctua-
tion energy of modes with frequencies less than o, into
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modes with frequencies very close to zero.

A word should be said about the effects of these low-
frequency magnetic fields on the equations of motion of
the plasma. Specifically, is it justifiable to neglect the
nonlinear (v/c)XB force in the equation of motion, as
has been done in Eq. (38)? Towards answering this ques-
tion, we will examine the magnetic power spectra of a
plasma with an imposed magnetic field in Sec. IV. First,
though, it can be shown that the ratio of the (v/c)XB to
the electric-field force is typically of the order of
v /v =v/c;, where v is the fluid velocity, vy, is the
phase velocity, and c; is the sound speed. This is usually
much less than unity.

We also make more detailed estimates about particle
motion in the isotropic plasma. A typical value of the
spontaneously generated magnetic field has been found to
be B=[87T (v, /¢)*1'72. The correlation length of these
fields is ¢ /w,. If a particle in a nonrelativistic plasma has
a velocity which is some fraction § of the thermal veloci-
ty, i.e,, v=,V'T/m, (a being the particle species label),
then the Larmor radius of the particle is given by

1 m(11/2C3/2

(87)172 ecu‘l,/2

pL=v/(eB/mc)=§z)C—
2

In the late radiation epoch, and in most astrophysical and
laboratory plasmas in existence today, the Larmor radius
of a typical plasma particle (i.e., {=1) is much larger
than the length of a typical region of constant magnetic
field, i.e., c/wp. Only for the coldest of the particles
would it be necessary to consider the vXB force. It
would seem, then, that Eq. (38) and results following
from it are valid in these contexts.

The plasma of the early radiation epoch may be a
different story, however. The Larmor radius of a typical
electron will be

c 1 myc’’?
», (87)'2 T”Zew},/z

pr=c/(eB/myc)=

The factor multiplying the collisionless skin depth is now
on the order of 10. It would seem that the equation of
motion which has been used suffices for a crude estimate
of particle motion, but the introduction of the nonlinear
(v/c)XB force would have non-negligible effects.

IV. FLUCTUATIONS WITH AN IMPOSED
MAGNETIC FIELD

We began our study of magnetic-field fluctuations in an
electron-positron plasma by assuming a cold-plasma
equation of motion, Eq. (38). In adopting this equation,
we assumed that the effects of magnetic fields on plasma
motion were small. Yet, when the fluctuation spectrum
of the magnetic field is calculated, a zero-frequency mag-
netic “fluctuation” is found. This “fluctuation” can be
quite large, depending on the parameters of the plasma.
We begin with an equation of motion which takes no ac-
count of magnetic fields, and we end with a plasma which
has a temporally fairly constant (though far from spatial-
ly uniform) magnetic field which the plasma has “‘im-
posed on itself.” This may be looked upon as an example
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of spontaneous breakdown of symmetry. Should this
(nearly) constant (but tangled) magnetic field have been
included in the original equation of motion? If it had
been included, would the fluctuation spectra turn out to
be much the same, or do we have a contradiction here?
Toward resolving this quandary, we now attempt a calcu-
lation of interest in its own right. Namely, we find the
magnetic fluctuation spectrum of a plasma with an im-
posed, temporally constant, spatially uniform magnetic
field.
We take the equation of motion of our plasma to be

a

¢ dt

where By=B,Z. Admittedly, this constant magnetic field
will not capture the complexity of the spontaneous zero-
frequency field that was calculated in Sec. III. So it is
best to regard the following analysis as a qualitative, rath-
er than thoroughly quantitative, consistency check of the
calculations which we have already completed. We con-
tinue on with this proviso in mind.

The simultaneous presence of collisions and magnetic
field in the equation of motion will complicate our alge-
bra. For the time being, we drop the collisional term
from the equation of motion. As long as we are dealing
with plasma waves in which v; is largely perpendicular to
B,, this approximation amounts to ignoring 7 in favor of
Qj- = IejBO /mjc |. However, when we deal with modes in
which v; is purely parallel to B, collisionality must be
reintroduced.

Our first step in calculating the magnetic-field fluctua-
tion spectrum is to set k=k,§+k,Z. We then find the
dielectric-permittivity tensor to be

m =eaE+ea%XBo—namava ) 61)

272
j ’j —iK 0
w
o2%? 2
A= iK K, — = —cos’0 —sinfcosé |,
w W
272 272
0 ¢ lz sin6 cosf K”—E——z—sinze
()] w

(62)

where 0 is the angle between k and B, and
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(Here, Q, has been taken equal to ]Qe|.) The results of
the damped equation of motion can be recovered by mak-
ing the substitutions [13]

w

1) Q “)Qaw—}-i”q .
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pa P o+in’ ¢
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As in the previous sections, we use the inverse of this
tensor, i.e., A”!, to calculate the fluctuation spectra of
the magnetic field:
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observations which will make the calculations much
simpler. First, we note that the sum of all of the
magnetic-field energy can be written as follows:

<Bx2)kw i f Cz — —1 (Bz>kw i # C2 —1 —1
8 =E eﬁ“’/T—l E[kyzA331+kzzA22 8 =_5 eﬁw/T__l Z)_Z—Einpeilmknkl(Apm —Amp‘)
—k k(AR +AL)—c.c.], : 2
yRz{ 23 32 ] _ i M/hr c_2(k28pm—kpkm)
(63) 2 ¢ -1 o
—1_ -1
<Byz>ka) i # Cz (kZA—l ) (64) X(Apm AmP*) 4 (66)
87 2 /T 2 201 e-cl where €,;,, is the fully antisymmetric tensor. Next, let us
(B2) . 4 ) define the tensor A;; by the relationship
z’ko 1 £ p2a—1_
Br 2 /T g2 A Tee) (63 Ay=det(A)IA;" . (67)
Before we calculate the spectra, we will make several Then,
J
(B, i 2 A A T
o 1A € 2 —kk ) pr P
8 2 ef/T—1 o2 L4 L4 det(A) det(A)
_ mh c? 2
—EVT——I _;E(k 8pm —kpky A, 8(det(A))
2 Slo—w;(k))
T s ko, e edk) (68)
e™/T—1 @? P L P 1(3/0w)det(A)]

where {w;(k)} is the set of roots of the equation
det[A(k,»)]=0.
The cold-plasma-model dielectric tensor is independent

of k: €;;=¢;;(w). Therefore,
c? c?
Ay= (1= |8+ Fkik; Te;(w) . (69)
It follows that
OA;; 2 2 k.k.
ij 4 c iKj
= TLA RO T T, 70
3k 2w2k5”+2w2 3 (70)

where k =|k|. When we substitute this result into Eq.
(68), we find

<B2>k(u _ ﬂ-ﬁ —lc- ak(Au)}Lu
8 efo/T_q 2 | (3/3w)det(A)|
X ¥ éw—w;(k)) . (71)

A straightforward calculation shows that, given any
3 X3 matrix A4, whose elements depend on some set of pa-
rameters X, )y, . .., the derivative of the determinant of A
with respect to any one of these parameters is

9, {det[ 4 (x,y,. .

11 =9, Ay(x,p,. . Ja;(x,y,...),
(72)

where a;;(x, ...) is the matrix whose elements are made
up of the cofactors of A,;(x,...) and repeated indices
represent summation. This result holds true for
A;(o,k), yielding from Eq. (71), because of the symmetry

[

(B2>kw _ Wﬁ _.Ii ak[det(A)]
87 /T 2 | |(3/3w)det(A)]
X S 8lo—w,(k)) . (73)

What we have here is a sum of the magnetic fluctua-
tion intensities of all modes. The magnetic fluctuations
of a given particular mode are characterized by the
dispersion relation

det[A(k,w)]=0.

Where this function is equal to zero in k-w space, we
have the wave vector and accompanying frequency of a
propagating wave. If we infinitesimally vary k and o so
as to remain on a given surface in k- space where
det(A)=0, we must vary k and o such that

0=Adet[A(k,0)]
=Ak-3,[det(A)]+Awd, [det(A)]

which implies

a_a)= _ ak[det(A)]|w=w(k) (74)
ak dw[det(A)]] = ou)

This implies, further, that
3o _ O[det(A)]],— o) (75)

ok 3, [det(A)]] )

This result will be independently true for each surface in
k-w space on which det[ A(k,w)] equals zero. This means
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it will be true independently for each propagating mode.

We can substitute this result into Eq. (73), finding that
the total magnetic fluctuation strength for a given mode
is

(B?),
87

dw;

dk

__mh
fiw. /T
e ' —1

=8(w—w;(k))

mode |

k
2

(76)

(B?),/8m is found by integrating { B?), /87 over dw
and dividing by 27. For a given mode, it is

(B%),
8

dw;

3k

-
fiw /T

e =1
[In deriving this expression, one must remember that,
wherever w enters det(A), it enters in an even power.
This means det(A) is even in w and, for a given mode i,
the contribution to the sum from frequency w; is matched
by the contribution from —w,;.] In the limit A—0, this
becomes

k
2

(77)

mode i/

<Bz) aa)[
. S (78)
8w mode 2 wi(k) 9k
We can write this as
<B2)k T Vphi(k)'vg l(k)
o=k e L A (79)
8 mode i 2 l)ph[(k)

where v, ;(k) is the phase velocity of a wave of mode i
with wave vector k, and v, ;(k) is the group velocity of
the wave.

Because of Faraday’s law, it must also be true that the
fluctuation spectrum of transverse electric fields is given
for each mode by

(E%),
87

# [o,(k)]
ﬁ(u,-/T_1 c2k

0w;
dk

(80)

=1
mode 2 e

In the limit #—0, this gives

(E?), 1 o;(k)/k j)_a_),_
877 modei—— 2 02 ak
i(k)' ,(k)
=_T_ l’ph___‘_’g_ . (81)
2 c?

We should note that these results are not valid without
limit. If there is a zero-frequency mode in the plasma,
dw /dk will be zero, while k /o will be infinite. In this
case, we cannot use Eq. (78) to calculate the magnetic
fluctuation spectrum of this mode, unless we can make
use of some sort of limiting procedure to take care of the
product of zero with infinity. However, on the other
hand, Eq. (81) tells us unequivocally that the transverse
electric-field intensity of a zero-frequency mode will be
zero.

We have, in general, made the task of calculating the
magnetic fluctuation spectrum much simpler: If we have
the functional form of the dispersion relation of a given
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mode, we can easily calculate the magnetic and trans-
verse electric fluctuation spectra.

We proceed to calculate the magnetic fluctuation spec-
trum for an electron-positron plasma. Since the masses
of the particles are equal and the charges are exactly op-
posite,

This all means

c2k?
2

K —

c2k?
o>

ck?
K, — cos’d >—sinf cos6

C22 272

sin6 cos6 K,— £r

3 sin%6
15}

602

(82)

There are five distinct modes in the plasma. Two of them
solve the dispersion relation
2,2
¢k 0. (83)
©

K —

The other three solve

272 27,2
Kl—CI; cos’ K”—CI; sin’@
w [
2
272
— | <2 | sin?0cos’0=0 . (84)
[0

The first two modes have their electric fields polarized
purely in the x direction (that is, perpendicular to both
B, and the direction of propagation). This is evident
from the requirement that A;;E; =0. The magnetic fields
of these modes lie in the plane common to B, and the
wave vector. Note that the dispersion relations of these
waves are dependent on the magnitude of B, but are not
dependent on the direction of propagation. The disper-
sion relations of these modes are plotted in Fig. 3(a).
(B?), /8 is plotted for each mode in Fig. 3(b).

The other three modes have their electric fields polar-
ized in the plane common to By and the wave vector.
Their magnetic fields lie in the x direction, that is, per-
pendicular to both B and the wave vector. The disper-
sion relations and fluctuation spectra of these modes are
plotted in Figs. 4(al)-4(d2) for various directions of
propagation relative to B,

Are there any zero-frequency modes which we may
have overlooked because of our neglect of damping in the
equation of motion? Also, even if these modes do not ex-
ist, is there a finite amount of fluctuation energy in the
magnetic field when o is very small or even equal to zero?

A glance at Fig. 3(b) will show that the total-energy
density per k-space volume deposited in the first two



46 LOW-FREQUENCY FLUCTUATIONS IN PLASMA MAGNETIC FIELDS

modes we mentioned is T /2. We thus conclude that, if
there is a ‘“hidden” zero-frequency mode, it must be
among the second set of modes we have mentioned. That
is, it must be polarized so that its magnetic field lies per-
pendicular to both B, and k. We look at the remaining
three modes, all thus polarized. We can see from Fig. 6
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that, for almost all angles, { B? ), /87 added over all three
modes gives T /2, regardless of k. We conclude again,
that, in general, there are no hidden » =0 modes.

There is one exception to this rule: It occurs when
6=m/2, that is, when the wave is propagating perpendic-
ularly to B,. In this case, we find
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(B?}),/8 is found by integrating this expression over
dw and dividing by 27:

o # LS )
87 e(ﬁwf,+c2k2)'/2/r_1 2 (c2k2+w‘2,)1/2
In the limit #—0, this becomes
<B;3)k zg 2czk2 (88)
u c k2+a): ’

which is less energy than required by the equipartition
law. We then look for a mode at =0 which can be de-
rived when damping is considered.

(b)

o . L ol . L L
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FIG. 3. The dispersion relations and magnetic-field fluctua-
tion strengths for the two direction-independent modes of the
electron-positron plasma in a uniform magnetic field: (a)
Dispersion relations of the two direction-independent modes of
the electron-positron plasma in a uniform magnetic field. Ro-
man numerals label modes in increasing value of frequency.
The modes shown here are labeled II and V. Modes I, III, and
IV, being dependent on propagation direction, are shown in Fig.
4. (b) (B?), /87 of the two direction-independent modes. Ro-
man numerals label corresponding modes in (a).

[

If we revive damping in the equation of motion, we find
that

2

_ ¢ 2k 2 wp

2 N olo+ig) *

Ap=1 (89)
This implies that

<Bf>k= T w12)

87 2 c2k2+a)‘§
#

(hiw? +c2k V2T
e * —1

1 c’k?
2 (C2k2+(012,)l/2 .

(90)
The #—0 limit is now
Do _1)| o ¢k o1
87 2 c2k2+w12, c2k2+w[2, ’

which satisfies the equipartition law.

Notice that the propagating mode represented in the
second term is the ordinary mode. Its electric field is po-
larized in the direction of B, This implies that the
motion of the plasma itself is, in the linear regime, purely
parallel to B,. This is the exceptional case which we not-
ed at the beginning of this section. Using satisfaction of
the equipartition law as our criterion, we have decided
that this is the one case in need of special consideration
of damping effects. Note also, as we can see from Fig.
4(d2), that the zero-frequency mode represented in the
first term in the shear-Alfvén mode. We can see this by
following the changes in the shear-Alfvén-wave disper-
sion relation and magnetic-field spectrum as the angle of
propagation changes from =0 to 6—w/2. The fre-
quency of the Alfvén mode goes to zero for all kK when
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0=m/2. This is why it is necessary to consider the dissi-
pative effect in this case; the wave’s energy density per k-
space volume remains finite. Agim and Prager [14] have
found a similar effect in magnetized electron-ion plasmas.
Suppose that in a plasma in a uniform magnetic field,
we turn the magnetic-field strength down. The dispersion
relations of the various modes change. Some modes
merge into each other, and the shear and compressional
Alfvén waves become lower and lower in frequency. We
examine the compressional Alfvén wave first. The disper-
sion relation for this wave is contained in the equation

K,

0 ’

T T
§=0.irad

pLva
g
I
X I
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8=m/4 rad
=
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5.0 T — — T 0.5 T T T T
(da1) 8= /2 rad (d2) 8=7/2 rad
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FIG. 4. Dispersion relations and magnetic-field fluctuation
strengths for the three direction-dependent modes of the
electron-positron plasma in a uniform magnetic field. Roman
numerals label modes in order of increasing frequency. 6 indi-
cates angle between imposed magnetic field and angle of propa-
gation. Note that the lowest-frequency branch (the shear
Alfvén branch) is not plotted in d, since its frequency is identi-
cally zero when propagating perpendicularly to the magnetic
field. However, as shown in d,, it retains a finite amount of en-
ergy.

which can be written as follows:
o*+ o’ (— V-] —c’k?)+ 0%k =0 . (92)

To obtain the low-k dispersion relation, we assume ck
and o are small compared to () and w,. We find
2
w?= Z—Q—2€2k2 . (93)
w, T
To obtain the high-k dispersion relation, we assume ck
and w, are much larger than  and Q. We then find

a_ Q%k?

=_-cr (94)
a)f, +c2k?

The energy density per k volume contained in the mag-
netic field is, from Eq. (78),

(Bz>k T
8 2 (95)

for small k, and

3 2 a),z)-i-czkz ’

for large k. Notice that {B?), /87 is independent of Q.
In the limit Q—0, { B?), /87 remains finite. Notice also
that the spectrum is exactly equal to that of the zero-
frequency mode of Sec. III.

Now we examine the shear Alfvén wave. At low k, the
dispersion relation is

,_ 0%2k%cos’0

(97)
Q+w}
At high k, it is
2,22, 2
2 Q°c"k"cos0 (98)

co,z,+c2k2

The magnetic-energy spectrum at low k is obtained from
Eq. (78) as

(B?)
8 2
and, at high k, as
(B2> (1)2
kT 2 (100)

Bm 2 @ltck®

The shear-Alfvén-wave-vector spectrum has exactly the
same behavior as that of the compressional Alfvén wave.
In particular, the spectrum is independent of ( and,
therefore, finite even if 1=0. Further, notice that the
wave-vector spectra of both Alfvén modes are identical to
that of the zero-frequency mode at high k.

Therefore, it may be possible to interpret the zero-
frequency mode as a composite of the two Alfvén modes,
which are static in the absence of an imposed magnetic
field. The zero-frequency mode is a virtual Alfvén wave
excitation that is spontaneously generated as the virtual
excitation itself creates a magnetic field over a short
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period of lifetime. In quantum-mechanical terminology,
this is usually called virtual particle creation. That is, the
virtual Alfvén wave quantum (or magnon) is created in
the absence of an external magnetic field, while in the
presence of an external magnetic field, the (real) Alfvén
wave quanta are excited.

Now we have to answer our second question: Is the
fluctuation energy of the magnetic field finite even when
o is small or even zero? We answer this question by cal-
culating (B?) /8 for the two Alfvén modes. We could
do this by going back to (B?), /8 and integrating over
k. But we use another method here. Since there is no
damping, (B?),/8m is made up of functions of w and k
multiplying a sum of Dirac 8 functions, the arguments of
which are also functions of ® and k. This means that the
energy density in a particular frequency interval dw is
distributed over a few well-defined, distinct surfaces in k
space. This implies the following: We measure the ener-
gy of a given mode in a particular frequency band dw,
centered on frequency , It has some value
((B?),/8m)dw/2m. This mode will have a single surface
in k space for which o(k)=w,. We study a differential
volume surrounding this surface, a volume contained
within the two surfaces defined by w(k)=wy—dw/2 and
w(k)=wy+dw/2. The energy density contained in this
differential volume must be equal to the energy density
contained in the interval d w. Mathematically,

2
B0-w do _, [ds_ (B?),
87 27 Q7)) Vol 87

> (101)

where the integral is performed over the k surface given
by w(k)=w,.

In this cylindrically symmetric system, by Fig. 5 and
the accompanying caption we obtain

dS _ . k’in0d6

=) (102)
Vel " |30l

Substituting this into Eq. (101) and dividing common fac-
tors out of both sides of the equation gives

(BY), 2 (B0
=L [doising) X —
87T  |modei 27 ’akw’ 87 mode i
(103)
Combining this with Eq. (78), we see
(B?), 3
=L [ do(sing) L K1.0)
8T  |modei 27 2 w mode i
=L [d6sin0k3 g, (,0) . (104)
Arw sin mode i\ @ .

In a similar way, the perpendicular electric-field power
spectrum can be shown to be

(E}),

8

_Te
2

[ d6(sinb)k poqe ;(@,6) . (105)

mode i 47c

(The integral is not necessarily performed over the full
range 0=0=7. For instance, it might turn out that
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dS=2mdQ k sin@
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dw _ dw
al Viwl = kas | 2wl
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FIG. 5. Elements of integration: (a) The differential surface
obtained from rotating a line element d! about the k, axis is
dS =2mdlk sinb. (b) The areas of the two rectangles are equal
for infinitesimal d@. Therefore, dI/|V,0|=kd6/)3,®|. So, the
differential volume

dV =dSdw/|V\0|=27k*dwsin6d6/|3,v| .

waves propagating at angles greater than some angle 6,
always have frequencies smaller than some frequency «wy,.
In this case, if we wanted the fluctuation spectrum for
® =g, we could integrate only from 6=0 to 6=0,,.)

We write down (B?)_ /87 for the compressional
Alfvén mode by making use of its dispersion relations,
Egs. (93) and (94) and Eq. (104). In the range of frequen-
cies corresponding to small k,

2 21 02172
(B )”:lwz (05 +0%)
87 2w c(}

3

(106)

In the range of frequencies corresponding to high k,

(B _ T
8w 2w

e
(QZ__w2)3/2 ’

w
—£ (107)
C

for the electron-positron case. Once again, in order to
avoid a divergence (B?), at ®=Q, we need to use a
cutoff in k.

For o identically zero, the magnetic fluctuation energy
is zero. However, there is a finite amount of energy den-
sity per frequency in low frequencies and, if we are
justified in considering Q) a low frequency, then we have
an infinite amount of low-frequency energy. Once again,
we have run into a divergence problem. (B?), /87 will
diverge at @=C. This is similar to the divergence in Eq.
(22), though the degree of divergence in Eq. (110) is
stronger. We will naively handle this problem by, again,
introducing a cutoff in k. To estimate the total energy
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contained in shear Alfvén waves, Agim and Prager [14]
used a cutoff of k., =Q,/v,=w,/c in an electron-ion
plasma, where w,; is the ion plasma frequency.

We consider (B?) /8w of the shear Alfvén mode. The
directional dependence of the dispersion relation makes
the calculation of {B?),/8m a bit more difficult. In par-
ticular, we cannot divide up the frequency range into
low-k and high-k ranges. For instance, looking at Egs.
(97) and (98), we can see that w can become zero, no
matter how large or small k is. However, in the case
where w? << co[z,, the dispersion relation Eq. (98) can take
the place of Eq. (97) at low k without too great a loss of
accuracy. We find (B?)_ /87 by substituting k(w,6)
from Eq. (98) into Eq. (104). The result is

(B, T ’ :

1 —u
87 2T ) (ul_wZ/QZ)I/Z /0

Dp

Cc

) (108)

where u is a dummy variable which represented cosf in
the d 0 integral of Eq. (104). There is actually an infinite
amount of energy at low frequencies. {(B?) /8 diverges
at all frequencies less than o.

Let us compare {B?), /87 of the two Alfvén waves
and the zero-frequency mode. First of all, they all have
the same divergence problem, in differing degrees of
severity. Secondly, they all scale by the factor (w, /e)d.
It may be said that the imposed magnetic field creates
Alfvén waves by taking energy out of a small frequency
range enclosing ® =0 and spreading it over a frequency
range extending from 0 =0 to 0 =10.

The effects of imposing a cutoff magnitude in wave vec-
tor k,, are considered. We begin with the compressional
Alfvén mode. From the dispersion relation, Eq. (94), we
see that a cutoff in wave-vector magnitude implies a
cutoff in frequency:

Q2c?k?

2 2 cut

0" <We, = w12,+02k2 (109)

cut

As long as o is slightly less than € cosf for the shear
Alfvén wave and lower than the lower hybrid frequency
for the compressional wave, this divergence does not
arise. In this sense, the choice of k, is not sensitive to
the divergence. The choice of k., may be made on vari-
ous considerations which have not been mentioned in this
simple treatment. These considerations may include
finite Larmor radius effects, kinetic effects, the discrete-
ness of plasma particles, and quantum effects.

As for the shear Alfvén wave, its directional depen-
dence makes calculations more complicated once again,
but it is still tractable. The dispersion relation, Eq. (98),
indicates that, given a value of w, a cutoff in k implies a
cutoff in 6:

2 272
_ 2a)p-+-c k

2 2
cos 6> cos‘Op=w ekl (110)

This means we need to change the lower limit of integra-
tion in Eq. (108) to cosf,. We then find

(B*), T wf,

(a)‘!z,-i-czkzm)l/2

@p

87 47 el

1

Aot/ J . (111)
The maximum value of @ occurs at k =k, and 6=0; it
is the same as the cutoff frequency of the compressional
Alfvén wave. Therefore, once again, we have headed off
the divergence.

We now ask how much energy density is contained in
the Alfvén modes. We answer by taking the expressions
for (B 2)k/ 8m of each mode, adding them together, in-
tegrating the sum over d°k, and dividing by (27)>. The
result is

230 ke 43 2
AB%) =7 [ LK i

8 (2m) ol +c’k?

(112)

We stress that the introduction of a cutoff in k in a mag-
netized plasma needs further investigation.

In this section we have found, first of all, that the
zero-frequency mode, derived from an equation of motion
for a nonmagnetized plasma, is consistent with the limit
B,—0 for a plasma with an imposed uniform magnetic
field. We have found that the zero-frequency mode is a
composite of compressional and shear Alfvén waves,
along with cyclotron waves at higher frequencies. When
an external magnetic field is imposed on the plasma, how-
ever, the energy which was stored in ®=0 in the non-
magnetized plasma is spread out in a range of frequency
up to the cyclotron frequency. But in a progressively
weak enough magnetic field, this spread will be corre-
spondingly small compared to the other relevant frequen-
cies.

The fluctuations associated with the cyclotron waves
are reminiscent of the Bernstein wave paradox: In a plas-
ma with an imposed magnetic field, the Bernstein wave is
not damped. This is true no matter how small B, may be.
But then where does Landau damping come from in the
limit By,—0? The resolution of this problem is that, as
B;—0 in a thermal plasma, more cyclotron resonances
become important. The effects of these resonances are
added to the particle orbit; the net effect is a damping of
the particle motion. This damping reduces to Landau
damping when B;—0 [15,16]. Dealing with frequencies
near the cyclotron resonance, then, may require account-
ing for subtle effects which we have not taken into ac-
count.

We briefly consider the magnetic-energy spectra of an
electron-ion plasma. From Eq. (78) we can obtain numer-
ical results for the spectra and make some valid qualita-
tive comparisons to the electron-positron plasma.

The cold electron-ion plasma has five propagating elec-
tromagnetic modes. The dispersion relations of these
modes, propagating at various angles with respect to B,
are shown in Fig. 6. These plots were obtained by mak-
ing contour plots of the determinant of the dielectric-
permittivity tensor, which we last saw explicitly in Eq.
(62), and removing the contours of all values of
det(A)#O0.
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In Fig. 6 are plotted the wave-vector fluctuation spec-
tra of the magnetic field, { B2), /8, for each of the five
modes of the electron-ion plasma. The spectrum of each
mode has been calculated by numerically approximating
Eq. (78). Note that for all values of k, the total magnetic
fluctuation energy summed over all modes is equal to T.
Since both independent polarizations of the magnetic
field are included in this sum, this is consistent with the
equipartition law.

Note that the two branches of the dispersion relation
associated with the Alfvén waves have spectra qualita-

(al) 6=0.1rod

n = m = —

o 1.0 2.0 30 40 5.0 o 10 2.0 30 40 5.0
T T T
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— +
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Cck/Wpe

o l.‘O 2‘.0
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FIG. 6. Dispersion relations and magnetic-field fluctuation
strengths for the modes of the electron-ion plasma in a uniform
magnetic field. Roman numerals label modes in order of in-
creasing frequency. 6 indicates angle between imposed magnet-
ic field and angle of propagation. Note that the lowest-
frequency branch (the shear Alfvén branch) is not plotted in d,,
since its frequency is identically zero when propagating perpen-
dicularly to the magnetic field. However, as shown in d,, it re-
tains a finite amount of energy. Close to @=0, the power spec-
tra of modes I and II should be regarded as qualitatively, not
quantitatively, correct because of limitations in our numerical
analysis.

tively similar to those of the Alfvén branches of the
electron-positron plasma. In the low-k limit, it is easy to
show that the spectra are independent of the magnetic-
field strength. The low-k dispersion relation for the
compressional Alfvén wave is
2 1 c2%k?

2
4nye

By
where n, is the plasma mass density. Equation (78) tells
us that
< B 2 )k _ T
8w 2

The proof is the same for the shear Alfvén mode, for
which the dispersion relation is

1

o (113)

1+

(114)

w’= ————i—czk 2cos0 , (115)
4mnge
B,
and, once again,
LA (116)
87 2

We see, then, that both Alfvén waves in the electron-ion
plasma carry energy, even if the strength of the imposed
magnetic field is brought down to zero. We can see from
Egs. (113) and (115) that, if B,=0, the frequency of these
modes is zero for all k. An isotropic electron-ion plasma
will have a finite amount of magnetic-field energy in a
narrow frequency band surrounding »=0.

Phenomenological wave-number cutoffs can be given
for the Alfvén modes in a weakly magnetized plasma. As
stated above, Agim and Prager [14] used a cutoff of
k =w,;/c when calculating the energy contained in shear
Alfvén waves. The compressional Alfvén waves, on the
other hand, exist in the frequency range of w=0 to
® = wy 3, where wyy is the lower hybrid frequency given
by

| 1 + 1 ,

2 2 2
OLH W +wpi D Dce

and o, and o, are the ion and electron cyclotron fre-
quencies, respectively [13]. In a weakly magnetized plas-
ma, o g~V ©,0,. The dispersion relation of these
waves is w=v 4k. Therefore, we choose k, so that

Our cutoff value for the nonmagnetized plasma seems to
be a good choice for the compressional waves of the
weakly magnetized plasma.

V. KINETIC-THEORETIC ANALYSIS

Up to this point, we have derived all our results on
fluctuations from a simple model with equations of
motion describing a cold fluid plasma with a constant col-
lision frequency. This model is good for studying, for ex-
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ample, propagating waves whose electromagnetic fields
are largely transverse. Such waves have phase velocities
usually exceeding the speed of light; therefore, such
thermal effects as Landau damping have no effect on
them. But, when we deal with low frequencies, that is,
when we study frequency and wave-vector regimes where
®/k is less than or close to the thermal speed of the plas-
ma constituents, we ignore kinetic effects at our peril. It
is incumbent on us to attempt a kinetic-theory treatment
of low-frequency magnetic-field fluctuations. We will find
that a kinetic-theory treatment of the problem returns re-
sults which agree qualitatively with what we found in
Sec. III.

We assume a homogeneous, isotropic, nonmagnetized
hydrogen plasma. We take the electrons and ions to be in
equilibrium with one another, having Maxwellian veloci-
ty distributions with a temperature 7. In this case, the
transverse part of the dielectric permittivity is given by

172 2 - 2
21,2 mv/2T
Ao k)y=1—<K 4| m | Do pe T
) 27T ) L —w+kv
172 5 2
w2 ~Mv22T
| M| Deipe T (117)
2aT 0L —wtky

where m is the electron mass and M is the hydrogen ion
mass. The subscript “L” attached to each integral sign is
meant to specify the contour taken in each integral,
namely, each integral is performed over the Landau con-
tour [16]. A problem with this treatment should be men-
tioned here. We are using straight-line particle orbits to
calculate the dielectric function. However, we will be ap-
plying our results to frequencies below typical collision
frequencies of a plasma, where the straight-line approxi-
mation no longer holds. A thoroughly rigorous treat-
ment here would include some consideration of particle
collisions. This topic is deferred to future investigation.

As indicated above, we are interested in fluctuations at
frequencies and wave vectors in the regime

—=v,,v; ,

k

where v,=V'T/m and v,;=V'T/M. In this regime, we
can approximate A by
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we can write this as

172 2

C2k2 2 127e w wpe
Alw,k)=1— +i|— , 119
(@,k) w? v2k? 2 v,k (119)

where a=1+vVm /M.
It is still true that, in the limit #—0,

(B®)y, 2T c%?2

@ a)z

Im(A™!) .

. (120)
(The factor of 2 is included to account for both B-field
polarizations.) From Eq. (119), Im(A ') is readily found
to be

Im(A™Y)

_ ~(7r/2)1/2aa);ew3k3/v

(w2k2~c2k“—2w§ew2/vez)2

7(1 a) wzk /v

(121)
Therefore, from Eqgs. (120) and (121),
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8T
1/2

2 2.5
2 aw,.ck’ /v,
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(122)

Here we see qualitative confirmation of our earlier re-
sults: (B?),,/87 has a finite maximum at =0 as long
as k?<2aw?,/v}. True enough, (B?),,/87 had a max-
imum at @ =0 in the cold plasma, regardless of the size of
k. However, this restriction on k is a very loose restric-
tion: The value of k at which { B?), /87 no longer has a
zero-frequency maximum is several times larger than the
wave-number cutoff we chose in Sec. III. The kinetic
plasma effect smears out, but does not destroy, the zero-
frequency fluctuations we found in the cold-plasma
theory. There is another similarity between the spectrum

Ao k)=1— c’k? “’127e ("12’1‘ we have found here and that which we found for the cold
’ o?  vZk?  vik? plasma, namely, the problem that, if we integrate
12 12 (B?),,/8m over d’k to get (B?),/8m, the integral
+i | @pe +il & Dpi C(118) diverges at high k. (The situation has improved a bit.
2 v,wk 2 v;wk The divergence here is logarithmic, whereas the diver-

gence we faced with the cold plasma was linear.)
Since We examine the low-frequency behavior of (B?) /8.
If we ignore terms in the denominator of {(B? )km/ 8
v2/vi=awk/wl,=m/M , which are of order »*, we can approximate { B?), /8 as

_J
(B, 2(7'r/2)”2aw,2,ec2k3/ve
=T . (123)
8 c“kG—l-4co,2,ea>zc2k2/1)6‘2-2c2w2k4+%oxzw;}ewz/ve2
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Normalizing frequencies by w, and wave numbers by
@pe /c, we rewrite this as

<B2>ka) T

87r_

2w /2) %ax3/B,

»

(l)pe x6+4wl2x2/ﬂ§_2w'2x4+127_‘12w12/ﬁ§
(124)

where x and o’ have the same meanings as in Sec. III and
B.=v,/c. Note that (B?),,/8x scales as T/aw,,. To
find ( B%) /8w, we integrate this expression over d *k and
divide by (27)°. This integral can be carried out exactly,
as shown in Appendix B. As stated above, we must im-
pose a wave-number cutoff on the integral. As in Sec. III,
the cutoff will come sooner or later through the
quantum-mechanical effect, which will be discussed in
more detail in Sec. VII. In deriving the results of Fig. 7,
we have used the same cutoff as in the previous sections,
namely, w,/c. This does not cause any inconsistency as
long as w/w, <v;/c. {B?),/87/(Tw},/c?) of plasmas
at temperatures of 10°, 10%, and 10’ K are shown in Fig 7.
(B2)a,/817 scales as cof, /c3, so the Fig. 7 results are in-
dependent of plasma density. Also, for w>0.01Xaw,,,
(B?),/8m exhibits an ®~? behavior, whereas for very
small frequencies, it diverges more slowly, growing ap-
proximately as o /3,

We can obtain an expression for {(B?),/87 by in-
tegrating ( B?),,/87 over do and dividing by 27. Con-
sidering that the contribution to the integral from high o
is ignorable, we integrate over all . When k =w,, /c,
the result is

(B2>k - 172 ®
— pe
—=T|—= a 7z - (125)
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FIG. 7. Kinetic-theory results for magnetic-field fluctuation
frequency power spectra of thermal plasmas. Shown are results
for electron-ion plasmas at temperatures 7 =10°, 105, and 10’
K.

The cold-plasma approximation should still hold rath-
er well for the electromagnetic plasma wave. As we go
through our standard calculations, we find that its
magnetic-field energy density per wave-vector volume
closely approximates what we found in Sec. III
Specifically, { B?), /87 of the propagating electromagnet-
ic plasma wave is very close to

(B?), _ ck?
8m czkz-l-wf, ’

(126)

We obtain the total (B?),/87 by adding this to the
zero-frequency spectrum given in Eq. (125). We find that
(B?), /8 is generally not equal to T.

Two points should be considered here. First, at kK =0,
(B?), /87, as given by Eq. (125), is exactly equal to T.
Second, the deviation from T is very small for small k.
At small k, Eq. (125) is approximately

(B?),
87

4c%k?
2 2

TA W),

T|(1—

(127)

The spectrum we might have expected to find in place of
that given by Eq. (125) is

(B*)/87=Tw, /(c*k*+w}) .
At small k, this is approximately
(B?) 22
k_rli—¢ k

= ; (128)

@p

The leading terms in these two expansions are certainly
of the same order of magnitude. They differ by a ratio of
essentially 4/7 in a hydrogen plasma and by a ratio of
2/ in an electron-positron plasma. This small deviation
may arise from the expansion of the plasma dispersion
function in Eq. (118). However, it would seem that there
is no problem with the fundamental physics here. The
zero-frequency peak does exist. The problem is that, in
regimes where o is larger than the thermal velocity times
k, the value of the peak falls off faster than predicted by
the hot-plasma approximation which we used to obtain
Eq. (118). When we integrated over o to obtain Eq.
(125), the high-o contribution was not quite “ignorable
enough.”

In any event, (B z)k/S‘IT in the zero-frequency peak is
on the order of T for small enough k. A rough approxi-
mation of the total-energy density contained in this peak
is then T times the k-space volume contained within
k =w, /c, divided by (2m), yielding, once again,

3
240
(B2)° __ 1

- = (129)

Dp
c

VI. PARTICLE SIMULATION

We look for our low-frequency magnetic-field fluctua-
tions in kinetic computer simulations of plasmas. We dis-
cuss the results of these simulations in this section.

Earlier, Geary et al. {7] discussed the low-frequency
magnetic-field fluctuations in numerical plasma simula-
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tions. The authors of [7] developed a magnetoinductive
code to examine low-frequency behavior in magnetized
plasmas. They took as their starting point the Darwin
approximation to Maxwell’s equations, i.e., they dropped
the displacement current from the V XB equation. They
then made use of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem to
derive the magnetic-field fluctuation spectrum
(B?),/8m. The fluctuation spectrum {B?), /87 which
they found for electromagnetic waves prophgating per-
pendicularly to their imposed magnetic field B, are exact-
ly the same as our low-frequency result in our Eq. (58). A
comparison of fluctuation spectra for waves in other
directions is not useful because the present plasma is non-
magnetized, while that in Geary et al. was magnetized,
and the electron motion was treated by the guiding-
center approximation.

We have carried out particle simulations of thermal
equilibrium plasmas employing both one-dimensional
(1D) and two-dimensional (2D) fully electromagnetic, ful-
ly relativistic particle simulation codes (see, for example,
[17]). We have recorded the magnetic-field frequency
spectra arising from these simulations. The particles
were given initial uniform distributions in space, and
Maxwellian velocity distributions. In all cases the com-
putational space boundary conditions were periodic. We
ran the simulations for several thousand time steps; at
each time step we stored the series of spatial Fourier
components of the z component of the magnetic field, i.e.,
B,(k,t). At the end of the simulation run, the B, Fourier
components were input into an autocorrelation function,
whose frequency spectrum yields the spectral intensity
B2(k,w). Lastly, the BX(k,») were summed over k to
give BX(w).

In the (1D) simulations, we used the following parame-
ters: the number of cells, L, =256; electrons and posi-
trons per cell are 10 each; At =0.1/w,,; number of time

pe>
steps, N, =2048; and speed of light, c =5Aw,,, where A is

pe’
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the grid spacing. Simulation runs were made with three
different temperatures: ¥ erm = 1.05, 1.22, and 34.7 (cor-
responding to T~3Xx10%, 1.3X10°, and 2X10'' K),
where ¥ .. 18 the relativistic factor corresponding to the
thermal velocity of the plasma. To test the performance
of these codes, we examined the dispersion relation pro-
duced for B, for electromagnetic waves in a plasma and
compared it with the standard result

2
Dpo
a)Z:CZk2+ p ,
Y therm

where

wyo=4mne’/m,+4mwne’/m; .

The dispersion relation comparisons were excellent. We
also examined B, fluctuation strengths as functions of
wave vector, i.e., Bzz(k). The fluctuation strengths com-
pared fairly well with theory [Eq. (58)].

The results of the BX(w) measurements are shown in
Figs. 8—10. In each of these three cases, a strong B, fluc-
tuation peak is seen at ©=0. In Fig. 8 the 2X 10! K re-
sult is shown, while Fig. 9 shows the 10° K result and
Fig. 10 shows the 3X 10° K case.

We made an additional test on the 1D code by running
the nonrelativistic (¥ = 1.05) simulation for twice as
long, i.e., 4096 time steps. Again, the ©=0 peak ap-
peared in the BXw) spectrum and its width did not
change from the width it had in the N,=2048 time-step
simulation. This indicates that the presence of the peak
is not due to the finite window width in the correlation
function restricted by the length of the run (i.e., not the
Nyquist frequency width Aw=1/At), but is rather due to
the intrinsic physics. In fact, traditionally, such a zero-
frequency peak has been observed routinely in particle

2
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FIG. 8. Spectral intensities S(w)=(B?),/87 and S(k)=(B?),/87 from a 1D simulation of an electron-positron plasma.
Y therm =34 (T =2X 10" K). (a) In[S(w)/S]. Note the peak at =0, where S is the normalization. (b) In[S(k)/T,]. The line is
from simulation results. The dots represent theoretical values: 6.7—In[1+c*(y/w} )k2e*’a®], where 6.7 is obtained from least-
squares fitting. k =2mm /L, A with m being an integer. The finite-size effect of the code is taken into consideration.
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FIG. 9. Spectral intensities S(w) and S (k)= (B?), /8w from a 1D e*-e ™ simulation. ¥yem=1.2(T =1.3X10° K). (a) InS(w)/S.
Note the zero-frequency peak. (b) InS(k)/T,. The solid line is from simulation results. Dots represent theoretical values:
—0.21—In[1+cXy /w?)ke* %a%1 where —0.21 is obtained from least-squares fitting.

simulation, but has not been well understood in its origin.

In the 2D simulation, the parameters were the follow-
ing: computational area, 32X32 cells; 9¢~ +9e * per
cell; At =0.1/w,,; N, =2048; and ¥ perm =1.05. Again, a
strong B, fluctuation peak is seen at ®=0. The 2D re-
sults, together with the results of the 1D run of the same
temperature, are shown in Fig. 10.

Our simulation results for the magnetic-field wave-
number spectral intensity .S (k) follow 1/( wf, +c2k?) [the
second term in Eq. (58)] more closely than our low-wave-
number expansion [Eq. (59)]. See the frames (b) of Figs.
8, 9, and 10. This is explained by the conditions of the
simulation. First of all, the grid nature of the simulation
puts a cap on the maximum k at 7/A. Second, as can be

seen from our derivation of S(k), the first term in Eq.
(42) comes from the energy contained in the radiation.
The results shown were obtained by summing S (k,w)
over frequencies ranging from 0 to +5w, ~1/At, the Ny-
quist frequency. When the wave frequency of a given
mode is higher than this range, the high-frequency energy
of the radiation mode will not enter into the sum. These
reduction factors of the radiation branch, plus sharing of
energy between nonradiative modes, account for the
closer agreement with the expression with only the
second term in Eq. (58) rather than Eq. (59) in our simu-
lation. After we take these factors into consideration, the
agreement between our kinetic simulation and the theory
is good.
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FIG. 10. Spectral intensities S(w) and S(k)=(B?),/87 from a 2D e*-e~ simulation. ¥uem=1.05(T=3X10* K). (a) In
S(w)/S. The zero-frequencyzpeak is still present in 2D. (b) InS(k)/S,. The line is from simulation results. Dots represent
—2.6—In[1+cXy/w} Yk 2ek’a ], where —2.6 was obtained from least-squares fitting.
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VII. INTERACTION BETWEEN PLASMA PARTICLES
AND ELECTROMAGNETIC WAVES
WITH HIGH MOMENTA

We have deferred a definitive resolution of the treat-
ment of high wave numbers in the integral in Eq. (46). In
Secs. III, IV, and V, we phenomenologically introduced a
cutoff wave number in k space. Without this cutoff, we
obtain an infinity of energy in the magnetic-field power
spectrum at @=0. Such high-k divergences are a com-
mon problem with fluid theories which take no account
of the granularity of a fluid at some scale. In this section
we offer quantum-mechanical justification for the intro-
duction of a cutoff by showing qualitatively the handling
of this problem.

The longitudinal dielectric function of a plasma, calcu-
lated from kinetic theory based on classical mechanics, is
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section will be applicable to the transverse dielectric
function as well.) If f;(v) is a Maxwellian, the result is

k},,
elko)=1+3 —ZW
i

) (131)

kv,,,j

where kp; is the Debye wave number of the species j and
vy is the thermal velocity of the species j. W (z) is the
plasma dispersion function.

Equation (129) is, however, a classical approximation
to a quantum-mechanical expression, when the photon
momentum transfer #ik is small. When we treat the plas-
ma quantum mechanically, the derivative term k-3, f,(v)
is replaced by a difference in f,, and the k-v term in the
denominator is replaced by a difference in energies of
momentum states:

k-9,foi(V)
€,(k,0) 1+2 @ L[ a% # , (1300 k-3,fo(v)——- [fo p+#k/2)—folp—#k/2)],  (132)
o—k-v+in
where the index j indicates species of the plasma constit- k-v—»%[e(p+ﬁk/2)—e(p—ﬁk/2)] ) (133)
uents and f;(v) is the unperturbed velocity distribution
function of species j. (The end results we obtain in this  yielding
J
(p+#k/2)— fo(p—#k/2)
€(ko)= 1+2 ap folp o P : (134)
m? #lo+in)—[e(p+Hik/2)—e(p—#k/2))]
If the plasma particles are free-particle fermions,
Folp)=(eBP?/2m=mw 4 1)~ (135)
with B=1/T, and p is the chemical potential. This means
2, 3 Blp+#k/2):/2m —Bu —1__(,Blp—#k/2)*/2m —Bu -1
eko)=1+3 22 [4ple oD _—(e +D (136)
T o’ m? #Hlo+in)—[e(p+#k/2)—e(p—7k/2)]
If (#k)?/2m >>kp T, we can approximate this expression by
—Blp+#k/2)2/2m —Bu __ , —Bp—#k/2)}/2m — Bu
€(k,0)=1+ 2 ¢ Bk /2m ~—11 ¢ £ (137)

flo+in)—

For very | large k, therefore, €(k,®) falls off exponentially
as e ~ PRk /2m

When (# ) /2m >>T, the second term in our expres-
sion for € (k,w) becomes very small. This happens be-
cause the functions f,(p+7#k/2) and f,(p—#k/2) are
never sizeable in the same region of p space. The terms
containing these two functions will independently in-
tegrate to give very small numbers. This being the case,
the effect the plasma has on the electromagnetic spec-
trum is, indeed, negligible at high enough k.

VIII. THE BOHR -van LEEUWEN THEOREM

Those readers familiar with the Bohr—van Leeuwen
theorem might object that, when a permanent magnetic
moment exists, it is always a quantum-mechanical effect.
In 1911, Niels Bohr [18] demonstrated that a strict,
rigorous application of statistical mechanics ruled out the

[e(p+Fik/2)—e(p—#k/2)]

f

possibility of macroscopic magnetization in classical
physical systems. This result, among others, was in-
dependently discovered by van Leeuwen and presented in
her dissertation in 1919 [19]. We consider here the ap-
parent contradiction between the Bohr-van Leeuwen
theorem and the present theory after giving a short re-
view of the theorem. We give a proof of this which close-
ly follows one given by van Vleck [20]. His proof, in
turn, is based on that given by van Leeuwen.

We wish to calculate the magnetization of a macro-
scopic body. Suppose that it is made up of molecules,
perhaps possessing permanent or induced magnetic di-
pole moments. From a classical viewpoint, the magnetic
moment of one of the molecules is e /2m,c times the total
angular momentum of the electrons orbiting the mole-
cule. The z component of the magnetic moment is

m;= i 2‘, (x;p;

—yi%i) - (138)
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We can write this more generally, thereby economizing
on notation and showing the power of the theorem more
fully:

m,= aq; » (139)
k

where the g,’s can be a set of generalized coordinates
describing the system (in this case, the positions of a
molecule’s electrons), the ¢, ’s are the corresponding gen-
eralized velocities, and the a;’s are functions of the g,’s
but not of the ¢, ’s.

Magnetization is found by taking an ensemble average
of this magnetic moment:

f S aygye H*dg, - -dp, -+
k

M,=N ,
z [e H/kTgg, - dp, ---

where N is the average molecular density, T is the tem-
perature, and H =H({q},{p}) is the Hamiltonian of the
system.

We note that ¢, =3H /3dp, and obtain

J _
[3a 3¢ “T1dg;14p,
k Pk i i

(140)

M,=—NkT fe—y/kTH dq; I1 dp; e
[ Stace 2" T dg, IT dp;
=—NkT fe_H/kTH dg; [[dp.-
(142)

We make the reasonable assumption that if any one of
the p, approaches +to, then H({q},{p}) becomes
infinite. This being the case, we find

(age (143)

=-—o00

—H/KT Pk~ + =0
P = :

The magnetization is therefore identically zero.

The result is the same for a plasma. We pick some
point which is stationary with respect to the center of
mass of the plasma. We find the magnetic moment about
this point,

(144)

where the sum extends over all charges in the plasma.
We find magnetization by taking an ensemble average of
this sum. The argument proceeds exactly as above and
we find that the magnetization is, again, zero.

The question we address is whether this result contra-
dicts the zero-frequency (i.e., permanent) magnetic fields
we have found in plasmas or not. The answer is that it
does not. The contradiction is only apparent. Van
Leeuwen’s proof deals with the ensemble average of the
magnetic moment m. This average is zero. However, the
theorem says nothing about fluctuations about this aver-
age. We take an ensemble of macroscopically identical
plasmas. We measure the magnetic field at some particu-
lar point in each plasma, and average the measurements.
We will, indeed, get a value of zero. However, in each
plasma, the magnetic field at the particular point we have
chosen will deviate from this zero average. What we
have found is that this deviation in each element of the
ensemble has, generally speaking, a time average different
from zero. This result is surprising, but is not in contrad-
iction with any well-established results of electromagne-
tism or statistical mechanics.

IX. FLUCTUATIONS IN DEGENERATE
ELECTRON PLASMAS

Our aim in this section is to obtain expressions for the
frequency spectra of electrical-current and magnetic-field
fluctuations in completely degenerate electron plasmas.
We take a simple model of the degenerate plasma: a
completely degenerate gas of fermionic electrons in a uni-
form background of neutralizing positive charge. When
the degeneracy is nearly complete, the Fermi distribution
can be taken at its T'=0 form for the purpose of comput-
ing the dielectric function, while this does not imply that
the temperature or its associated fluctuations vanish. In
this model, the wave functions of the electrons are simple
plane waves, rather than the more complicated (and more
realistic) Bloch functions associated with a periodic lat-
tice. We can at least expect that our results hold for me-
tallic crystals with a small number of conduction elec-
trons filling the lowest portion of a single conduction
band, where the electron Hamiltonian approximates that
of a free particle.

Given this model of the degenerate electron gas, the
longitudinal dielectric function is [21]

2 2 2
3 @pe 1 1 1 u lg(g +2)—u| |, 1 1 u lg(g +2)+ul
elw,k)=1+= — 1+ —[1—-= I A At L § R I ACA 2 1k
! 8 E2 qzt 2g 4 g | [Mlglg—2—ul " 29 41777 |™Mlgq—2)+ul
u, O<u <q(2—gq)

2 2

" 37 wpe 1 1 u
Jk)="— —1—=lg—=, —

€/'(w,k) 16 E2 & 1 2 |9 . qlg —2|<u <q(qg +2) (145)

0, O<u <q(qg—2), u>qlq+2),

where €, =Re{¢;} and €;'=Im{¢,}, g is k /pp, u is |®|/Eg, pr is the Fermi momentum and Ej. is the Fermi energy. In
this section, we set #i=1. The regions in k-w space in which €’ is nonzero are shown in Fig. 11(a).
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The number-density fluctuation spectrum {8n?),  is given by

k2 1 €
(dn?),,= i (146)
ko ame? e@/T— e, |?

As we remarked above, the temperature T appears in the Bose-Einstein distribution, while it does not appear in €.
When T —0, the factor [exp(w/T)—1]" ! approaches —O(—w), ©(x) being the Heaviside step function. The last fac-
tor in this expression is —Im{1/€}. It should be noted that this takes on nonzero values when (1) k and w lie within the
regions specified by Eq. (145) and (2) k and w satisfy the dispersion relation for the electrostatic plasma wave propagat-
ing through the degenerate plasma. The dispersion relation for the electrostatic plasma wave in the completely degen-
erate electron gas is [3]

k4

m?’

o*=ol,+ ki + (147)
where vy is the Fermi velocity of the degenerate gas.

The equation of charge continuity, together with Eq. (146), tells us that the longitudinal current fluctuations are given
by

"
? 1 €

Bj =" .
Ji ko™ 3 Gw/T_ le, |2

(148)

Figure 11(b) shows a contour plot of this function weighted by the geometrical factor 47k2. We find the frequency
spectrum of longitudinal current fluctuations {§ j|2| ), by integrating this expression over k and dividing by (27)°. We
have performed this numerically. Figure 12 shows the result obtained when the plasmon energy divided by the Fermi
energy is 1.49. For very low frequencies, (Sjﬁ ),, varies as w>. There is a kink in the spectrum at fio=1.49E. This
corresponds to the appearance of the electrostatic plasma wave, which exists in the frequency range of u =1.49 to
u~2.3. Above u~2.3,(8j} ), rises approximately as o' *.

The transverse current fluctuation spectrum in a completely degenerate electron plasma is derived from the trans-
verse part of the dielectric function [3]

FIG. 11. Fluctuation power spectra of vari-
ous quantities in a degenerate plasma.
Plasmon energy divided by Fermi energy is
1.49. (a) Power spectrum of parallel current
fluctuations Gt ol B/ER) KA/ pp)? /2.
Contours run from O to about 0.03. The con-
tours are highest at the top of the graph, and
at the “island” near (q,u)=(0.75,2.3). The
outside contour is close to zero. (b) Power
spectrum of transverse current fluctuations

fos v 2 > 4 s (G2l #/ER) k#i/pg)? /27, Contours run
(c) from 0 to 0.024. The contours are highest at
the top of the graph. The outside contour is
0.04 4 4t u=qlg+2) 1 close to zero. (c) Power spectrum of
magnetic-field fluctuations ({B?2),,k>/8m)(#/
m 2m,c)?/2m%. The contour interval is 1X 1077
oo3r 13T u=qlq-2) 1 Contours diverge at the origin. The outside
u I contour is close to zero. (d) Finite fluctuations
0.02} 4 2F 1 of nonpropagating electrostatic and elec-
e tromagnetic modes can occur only in regions I
uzal(2-q) and II for a fully degenerate plasma.
0.0l + 4 0k 4
I
% 0.0l 002 005 004 0050 I 2 3 a 5

q q
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2
© 4me? 1 (k-p)? 1 1
K)=1——2-— — 2 - 149
o=l e ¥ 2 P T | o7, (FE, o o—E,—E, y+io 149)
where Vis the volume of the gas and n, is the Fermionic occupation number of the state p:
-1
ny= | Ny (150)

If the separation between the momenta of existing states Ap is much smaller than the range of momenta of the occupied
states p, the summation can be approximated by an integral. The number io is a small, positive imaginary number
which indicates the path of the integral in the complex p plane.

Since the electron wave functions are plane waves, the energy of state p, Ep, is p2/2me. Assuming a large number of
electrons, with two electrons per p state, as allowed by the Pauli exclusion principle, we can approximate the summa-
tion here by an integration. If the boundary conditions on the gas are periodic, we find

2
, 3 @pe 1 g 3 ur 1
k)=1-=-L — i+ 4+ — |1——
€(w,k)=1 8 &2 uz! PRI Ry
1 1 212
u
—— 1= l¢g—=] |1
2q 4 1 q n
3w @ 1, 1
16 E} uq 4q?
Ir O 1 1 2
S ____E_ﬁ__._ _—(— 2y2
€ = 16 2 2 2( utqg®)
Er u’q 4q
0, O<u <q(g—2), u>qlq+2).

The transverse current fluctuation spectrum is given by

2
. c2k?

?

"
1 »? €;

o e®/T—1

(8j2 )= T -

c2k?

0)2

€,

(152)

This function, weighted with 47k?, is plotted in contour
form in Fig. 11(c). In analogy with the longitudinal case,
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FIG. 12. Frequency power spectrum of fluctuations in longi-
tudinal current in degenerate electron plasma. The plasmon en-
ergy divided by the Fermi energy is 1.49.
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qlg—2)—u ||’

, qlg—2l<u<q(q+2)

(u +q2)2—-1l;(-u +q%?*, 0<u<q(2—¢q)
q

(151)

—

Im[1/(e,—c?k?/®w?)] is a nonzero & function along the
dispersion relation curve of the propagating electromag-
netic wave. The dispersion relation is given, approxi-
mately, by

a)2=a):e+c2k2+%v}k2, czk2<<w:e

UZ

(153)
1+
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We find the frequency spectrum of the transverse current
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FIG. 13. Frequency power spectrum of fluctuations in trans-
verse current in degenerate electron plasma. The plasmon ener-
gy divided by the Fermi energy is 1.49.
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FIG. 14. Frequency power spectrum of fluctuations in mag-
netic field in degenerate electron plasma. The plasmon energy
divided by the Fermi energy is 1.49.

fluctuations (8;2 ) by integrating over d’k and dividing
by (27)%. Our numerical result is shown in Fig. 13. The
plasmon energy divided by the Fermi energy is, again,
1.49. (8j%), does not exhibit a power-law behavior at
low frequencies. There is a kink in the spectrum at
o=Eg/#. This is due to the difference in behavior of €’
below and above the curve ¥ =¢(2—gq). Above the kink,
the spectrum rises approximately as ©**°. The contribu-
tion to the current fluctuation spectrum given by the
propagating electromagnetic wave is about 107 ° times
that of the spectrum contributed by the zero-sound noise;
therefore, it is not distinguishable in our figure.

The magnetic-field fluctuation spectrum is also studied.
Maxwell’s equations yield

(Bz>kw 21 kz

8 c2

(154)

2 <8ji>k(o .
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w/wp;
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This function is shown in contour form, with geometrical
weighting of 4k?, in Fig. 11(d). We obtain the frequen-
cy spectrum of the magnetic-field fluctuations
(B?),,/8 by integrating over k. Our numerical result
is shown in Fig. 14. Here we have a quantity whose spec-
trum clearly diverges at low frequencies. Note that for
©<10"XEg/#), (B?),/87 falls off as w /3, whereas
for @ > 10" %(Eg /#), it falls off as » ™.

X. CONSEQUENCES AND APPLICATIONS

The present theory indicates that the amount of low-
frequency magnetic fluctuations in a plasma, Eq. (50), is
proportional to the temperature 7 and density of the
plasma to the three-halves power 73’2 Thus, the higher
the density and/or temperature, the greater these fluctua-
tions are. More significant examples may be found,
therefore, in high-n and/or -T plasmas. Three concrete
cases are discussed here.

A. Electron density fluctuations in gaseous plasmas

In addition to calculating the magnetic-field spectrum,
we have elsewhere [22] calculated the longitudinal ion-
density fluctuation spectrum arising from ion acoustic
waves in a fluid plasma. We find a fluctuation spectrum
given by
2

(on2yy, =0 1 |, Kb
Pke s Re/T e |1 k2
2
2 k2
X kz 2+172w2 1+ I; S
k
2 RA2E )
o |1+ 2 W

where k; is the Debye wave number. This spectrum is
plotted as a function of frequency at kK =0. 1k, for a hy-
drogen plasma of temperature 7 =100 eV and density
n =10' cm 3 in Fig. 15(a). The spectrum peaks around
the ion acoustic frequency of the given wave number. It
should be noted that in an ion plasma, mass density is
nearly proportional to ion density; therefore, the ion-

(b)

w(sec 1)

FIG. 15. Density fluctuation power spectra: (a) Ion fluctuation power spectrum {8n; ),,, as a function of frequency at k =0.1kp.

(b) Electron-density fluctuation power spectrum after Zhang and DeSilva [23]. (8rn2),,, as a function of w at k =415cm ™"

1
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density spectrum automatically gives the mass-density
spectrum as well.

Zhang and DeSilva [23] have included more elaborate
dissipation effects by way of the Braginskii transport
equations (a set of two-fluid equations accounting for in-
terspecies and intraspecies collisions, electron and ion
thermal conductivity, electron and ion viscosity, and lon-
gitudinal electric fields). They have calculated and mea-
sured the low-frequency electron-density fluctuation spec-
trum in an Ar plasma. Figure 15(b) shows the result for
(8n2)y, as a function of frequency at k =415 cm™!,
based on their theoretical treatment. The spectrum
shown has been generated using the transport coefficients
for an Ar plasma that Zhang and DeSilva derived from
their experimental studies. In addition to the ion acous-
tic peak, there is a strong peak at ®=0. Its existence was
confirmed experimentally by Zhang and DeSilva. Their
work shows that in a plasma where thermal conductivity
and viscosity are important, fluctuations can be sustained
in particle density as well as in magnetic field. In addi-
tion to Zhang and DeSilva’s work, Stenzel’s work on
magnetic fluctuations [24] may have bearing on the
present theory. He has experimentally found low-
frequency magnetic spectra in a nonmagnetized plasma
which may, upon further analysis, prove to be consistent
with the results presented here.

J

((B?),)'2=1.4X10""[n/(10* em") [T /(10* K)]'* G .

The electron magnetic energy { B?)% contained in the
blackbody radiation is proportional to ® and
(B*)® « T3xq 73, where a is the scale factor of the ex-
panding Universe. On the other hand, the zero-

frequency magnetic fluctuation energy
(B?),_o=Tw,/uxa*,

where u is the kinetic viscosity of the plasma. Thus the
ratio of the zero-frequency fluctuations to the blackbody
energy is proportional to @ ~!. If we assume here that the
level of magnetic fields is determined by Eq. (50) at each
instance of time after o integration, the plasma 8 scales
as

B=nT /({B*)°/87) < n(c/w,’?xa®? .

(This is based on the instantaneous adjustment of the
magnetic fields to the level of thermal energy of the
Universe.) This implies that the earlier the epoch of the
Universe (small a), the greater is the relative importance
of magnetic fluctuations with respect to the particle pres-
sure. In fact, when ¢t =1 s after the Big Bang, the amount
of magnetic fluctuations is so large that B is nearly of or-
der unity.

The significance of the presence of static (or nearly
zero-frequency) magnetic fields in the cosmological plas-
ma may be appreciated in the following. Two main
scenarios [26] have been considered for primordial fluc-
tuations: adiabatic fluctuations and isothermal fluctua-
tions. The adiabatic (or isentropic) fluctuations are like
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It may be of interest to measure particle transport in a
plasma sustaining such magnetic fluctuations. Trace par-
ticles may be followed in an experiment. Some theoreti-
cal treatment in such a direction has been laid out recent-
ly [25].

B. Cosmological consequences

We have discovered in the previous sections that elec-
tromagnetic waves in a plasma fall into two categories:
those with large wavelengths (k S, /c) and nearly zero
frequency (w <<w,,) and those with small wavelengths
(k>>w,, /c) and frequency greater than w,. Those
modes with k >, /c are not significantly modified by the
presence of the plasma (“hard photon”), while those with
k <o, /c are significantly modified (“soft or plastic pho-
ton”) [9,10]. It is those plastic photons or their magnetic
fields that we are interested in, as they can have more
magnetic fields in nature and may have left possible
structural imprints on the primordial plasma. The
strength of magnetic fluctuations (B? )k/ 8w, whose
wavelengths are longer than A, is given by

(B2),/87=(T/2) (4w /3)A"3 .

For kp =2mc /wp,

(155)

—

those accompanied by ordinary sound waves. In such
fluctuations the density of matter [electrons, positrons,
and protons (and helium ions) for the case of the early ra-
diation epoch] is accompanied by that of photons.
Therefore, after electrons and positrons annihilate
around ¢t =1 s, or after electrons and ions recombine
around ¢=10" s, the imprint of matter fluctuations
would remain in photon fluctuations as a fossil of the pri-
mordial plasma structure. Thus the background mi-
crowave spectra would show a certain fluctuation or an
anisotropy or inhomogeneity on top of the blackbody
spectra. This would be a contradiction to the latest ob-
servations by the cosmic-background explorer (COBE)
earth satellite, etc. [27,28]. On the other hand, imagine
that, as we have shown, there exist static magnetic fields
in the primordial plasma. Charged particles in the early
radiation epoch (z <1 s) or in the late radiation epoch
(¢t S108 5) readily respond to these magnetic fields.
Where stronger magnetic fields exist, there will be less
matter of charged particles, be it electron-positron-
proton or electron-proton plasma. The matter will be
distributed in such a way as to maintain the total matter
pressure and magnetic pressure constant in space. Now,
in addition, photons are present. Photons do couple
strongly with charged particles, but not as strongly as
static magnetic fields do with charged particles. Further-
more, photons are less strongly coupled with magnetic
fields. This should leave a landscape of fluctuations in
such a way that the sum of the magnetic and charged
particle pressure is constant in space, while the photon
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pressure remains nearly constant in space. Such fluctua-
tions are similar to the second category of isothermal
fluctuations [26] (but they can be isentropic at the same
time), as they are nearly frequencyless. This problem is
closely related to the question of structure formation ap-
parently without the so-called Sachs-Wolfe effect [29],
which is discussed in detail in Ref. [30].

C. Anomalous spin relaxation in condensed matter

Another example of high-n “plasma” is electrons or
other matter in a condensed state. When one tries to cool
a metal below tens of mK by the standard nuclear adia-
batic demagnetization cryostat technique, the spins of
metallic electrons are manipulated from the external
magnets. The standard Korringa theory [31] predicts
that the spin equilibration time 7 is inversely proportional
to the temperature T of electrons. However, experiments
[32] usually show an anomalous decrease in the product
Tr. A similar phenomenon was first observed in the
spin-equilibration time anomaly in liquid He® in the
superfluid phase by Avenel et al. [33]. Although this
anomaly is not well understood at present, it is typically
explained by resorting to impurity scattering. We sug-
gest that it may be possible to explain the phenomenon of
anomalously rapid relaxation as due to the magnetic fluc-
tuations spontaneously created in the condensed matter
due to the present mechanism as discussed in Sec. IV and
the interactions between these fields and particle spins.

In addition to these three examples, the present theory
may be found useful to tackle tough problems that have
resisted full resolution to date, such as the 1/f noise [34]
and the fluctuations in a (stable) nonuniform plasma (e.g.,
a certain type of stellarator plasma).
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APPENDIX A: EVALUATING
THE INTEGRAL OF EQ. (46)

The integral we need to evaluate is

2w f k4
/T 0 277 T Ak + B2+ C
(A1)
where
A =a)2+772 R

B =27 (w —0’—7?),
C=[(w2—wp)2+7]2w2]w2.
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Normalizing all frequencies by w,, gives
3

2%’ wp’z’r’, wpe
e(ﬁmpe/T)w’ 1 2 ¢
X f xcmd x* (A2)
x R
0 A'x*+B'x*+C’

where all primed quantities have been made dimension-
less by division by the appropriate power of w, (e.g.,
N =1n/0,),and x =ck /@,

The first step to handling this integral is to rewrite it as

DL Bx’/4+C/4
y, fo dx p, fo dx

x*+Bx?/4+C/4
The first integral gives

Xc

A w/2+ni2 :
To evaluate the remaining integral, we find the (often
complex) roots of the integrand’s denominator:

1 —BE(B?—44C)"?
X 24 =r4 .

For the case r . #r _,

1 px Bx*/4+C/4
__f dx—3 2

A“Yo x"+Bx“/A+C/A
____f Bx?+C
Nx2—r_)

Bx*+C
4270 (ry—r_)x2—ry)

x—r

Bx*+C

(r_—ry)(x2—r_)

(A3)

The full integral in (164) becomes

Te — (C+Br) 1 L tan~! e
A 47 V=, (=)

—S(C+Br )= 1 L an -2
TV = (r_—ry) Vi—r_

(A4)

It also shows the Lorentzian behavior of {(B?) /87 near
©=0. Notice that when w becomes small, B and C both
vanish. Remembering that 4 =w'?+7'? and multiplying
by the leading factor we left behind in Eq. (A2), we find

3
’
——17—x
2 27°¢
o' +n

(AS)

wpe

c

<Bz>w Zﬁw' w[?
87 o f0pe /T

127T

Notice that if 7—0, this expression does not vanish.
Rather, it becomes a Dirac 8§ function.

For the exceptional case, r . =r_ =r, we write the in-
tegral as
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Bx2+C
(x —r)2 ’

a4 Azf

The integrals left to do are

—C [ Tax= c X C _in Vr —x.
4% 7o 24% x2—r  44WVr | Vir+x, |’
(A6)

_B (g B % B |¥r=x

4% 7o 24 x2—r  44Mr |V +x,

When r, =r_, it is true that B?=4A4Cand r =—B /2 A.
The full integral is, then,

Vr —x,

Vr +x,
APPENDIX B: EVALUATING
THE INTEGRAL OF EQ. (124)

Here we need to do an integral of the form

Xe

A

B
442

X 3B

— —In (A7)
x2—r 8A4NW'r

5

[ ax X : B1)
o xS+pxt4gxitr

We first make a change of variable:

u=x2 dx=du/2u'’?),

which leads to

u 2
J R — . (B2)
0 2 w+put+tqu-tr

We can find the (usually complex) roots a, b, and c of the
integrand’s denominator. Since the only negative term in
the denominator is vanishingly small in our region of in-
terest, the roots will all be distinct. So we rewrite the in-
tegral as

U du u?
fo 2 (u—a)u—>b)u—c) B3

The integrand can be rewritten
a? + b?
(a —b)a—c)u—a) (b—c)(b—a)u—b)

C2

(c —a)c—b)Nu—c) ’

(B4)

Each of these terms integrates to give a natural loga-
rithm. The integral is given by

__a
(@ —b)a—c)

X2
In|lu —al,’ +(a—>b—>c—a)

1
2

+(a—b—c—a)]| . (BS)
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