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The scalar, electromagnetic, and gravitational geodesic synchrotron radiation (GSR) spectra are
determined for the case of a test particle moving on a highly relativistic circular orbit about a rotating
(Kerr) black hole. One finds that the spectral shape depends only weakly on the angular momentum
parameter a /M of the black hole, but the total radiated power drops unexpectedly for a /M 2= 0.95
and vanishes for a/M — 1. A spin-dependent factor (involving the inner product of the polarization of
a radiated quantum with the source) is isolated to explain the dependence of the spectral shape upon
the spin of the radiated field. Although the scalar wave equation is solved by separation of variables,
this procedure is avoided for the vector and tensor cases by postulating there a sum-over-states
expansion for the Green’s function similar to that found to hold in the scalar case. The terms in this
sum, significant for GSR, can then be evaluated in the geometric optics approximation without requiring

the use of vector or tensor spherical harmonics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Gravitational synchrotron radiation (GSR) ema -
nating from the center of the galaxy has been pro-
posed’ as an explanation of the high intensity of
gravity waves detected by Weber.? The existence
of GSR under astrophysically unrealistic conditions
has been demonstrated in the Schwarzschild geom-
etry>* by showing that radiation from particles in
highly relativistic orbits is beamed strongly into
the equatorial plane in high harmonics of the funda-
mental (orbital) frequency (w,) of the particle mo-
tion. A portion of the gravitational® and virtually
all of the scalar® and electromagnetic radiation
occurs in these narrowly beamed high harmonic
modes.

GSR from particles in a circular orbit about a
Schwarzschild black hole at the center of the gal-
axy is an unsatisfactory astrophysical model for
two major reasons. First, the only circular orbits
emitting GSR are the physically unrealistic orbits
near 7 =3M; such an orbit represents a highly en-
ergetic and carefully aimed particle scattered
through an angle A¢ >>27. Second, as pointed out
by Bardeen,® a rotating black hole is a much better
model of the galactic center. In fact, the accretion
of matter after the initial collapse will tend to in-
crease the angular momentum of the black hole
almost up to the causal limit a®*= M2, In a more
detailed model, Thorne” finds a limit @ <0.9982M.

For this second reason, it is important to study
GSR in the Kerr® geometry since it is the expected
final state of collapse of any rotating body. How-
ever, the only particle orbits which might occur
naturally that this paper considers are bound stable
circular orbits. As had been anticipated by Bar-
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deen® and Goebel,'° these orbits, which are not
highly relativistic, radiate primarily quadrupole
radiation and are not sources of GSR. Further
details of the radiation from these orbits are given
by Bardeen, Press, and Teukolsky.!! The sources
of GSR considered in this paper are relativistic,
unstable, unbound, circular geodesics. Although
these orbits are unphysical, they allow the study
of the influence of the black hole’s angular momen-
tum on the radiation process. These calculations
have served as useful preliminaries to further
computations involving noncircular motion which
will be reported later, but which failed to find
more interesting sources of GSR.

Scalar radiation from a point particle of mass
U <M in a circular orbit is examined by solving
the scalar wave equation in a Kerr background.
Scalar radiation is easy to study since the scalar
wave equation,

—&*, =41fT, (1.1)

separates'? with well-known angular functions.'®

T is the trace of the stress-energy tensor of the
source and f is a coupling constant. In Sec. II, the
Green’s function for this equation is written in the
form

G*(x, y)—zf dw Z@,mw(x) [®7mo W],
(1.2)

where the @,,,, are solutions of the homogeneous
scalar wave equations satisfying certain specified
boundary conditions, and 7(x)>7(y), where 7 is the
Boyer-Lindquist coordinate. [A similar form with
different boundary conditions on the &,,, holds for
r(x)<7(y).] The states &,,, have completeness
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1702 P. L. CHRZANOWSKI AND C. W. MISNER 10

and orthonormal properties in terms of the indefi-
nite Klein-Gordon inner product on future null in-
finity 9. This expansion of the Green’s function
as a sum of factors then leads to the following ex-
pression for the energy radiated by a source fT(y):

0 &= L]
WS el L

dw = =

(1.3a)
The inner product of &/, and the source term
which appears here is an integration over all
spacetime outside the horizon. Analogously, we
expect the electromagnetic and gravitational en-
ergy spectra to take the form

%Wﬁ=z  [(AZ (@), 7, (1.3b)
w X

W out

%17 =Z w|(hos (Aw), T*)[2. (1.3¢)

In the above equations, the sum is to be taken
over a complete set of orthonormal eigenstates
labeled by A and the superscript on the left-hand
side of the equation denotes the spin of the field
being considered. A" and hyp respectively are
the solutions of the homogeneous electromagnetic
and gravitational wave equations obeying boundary
conditions similar to &°*.

We do not prove that Egs. (1.3) are correct, but
merely derive them from a conjecture that the
Green’s functions for the vector and tensor equa-
tions can be written, at least asymptotically for
7(x)=, in a factorized form similar to Eq. (1.2)
[see Eqgs. (3.19) and (3.38)]. That such factorized
Green’s functions exist is apparent when the wave
equations for the potentials can be solved by sep-
aration of variables as is the case for test fields
in the Schwarzschild geometry.!* In more general
spacetimes where the wave equations are not known
to separate, the above energy spectra formulas are
somewhat speculative in that they depend on the ex-
istence of Green’s functions which can be written
in the factorized form at least in asymptotic re-
gions. We conjecture only asymptotic validity as
x lends the spatial infinity for general stationary
metrics, as we see no other obvious analog for
the conditions 7(x)>7(y) defining the range of
validity of Eq. (1.2) in the Kerr metric.

For the purpose of studying the radiation emis-
sion by a highly relativistic test particle, Egs.
(1.3) for the energy spectra are ideally suited. An
energetic particle typically radiates at high fre-
quencies Mw> 1, thereby allowing one to study
scalar, vector, and tensor radiation in a unified
fashion. Misner et al.® previously pointed out that
the homogeneous scalar, electromagnetic, and
gravitational radial equations are identical in the

Schwarzschild geometry when Mw=Mmw, > 1.
Similarly, the various homogeneous Kerr pertur-
bation equations agree in the high-frequency limit,
as can be seen by inspecting Teukolsky’s separated
wave equations'® in the Kerr background. Hence,
using the methods described below, we are able to
reduce high-frequency electromagnetic and gravi-
tational radiation problems in the Kerr geometry
to scalar calculations (with a modified source
term).

Following the Isaacson'® analysis of high-fre-
quency radiation, one may use the WKB approxi -
mation to find the desired homogeneous solutions
to the vector and tensor wave equations. It can be
shown that in a suitable gauge

AL =g, @ (1.4)
has = €@ (1.5)

at frequencies Mw> 1. ®°" is the aforementioned
solution of the homogeneous scalar wave equation,
and e, (e4p) is a polarization vector (tensor) orthog-
onal to the direction of propagation of radiation.
With the aid of (1.4) and (1.5), (1.3) reduce to

0)

%=Z w [{@fmu, fT) 2, (1.6a)
1)

%%_= ;Z w (@, ead D, (1.6b)
)

e 2w (@, eas TP (1.6¢)

dw i

By comparing energy formulas (1.6), one finds
major differences amongst the scalar, electro-
magnetic, and gravitational high-frequency energy
spectra. Since the radiation of a particle in a
highly relativistic circular orbit is beamed into a
narrow cone centered about the particle’s direction
of motion, the polarization vector (tensor) of the
radiation is nearly orthogonal to the particle cur-
rent. At high frequencies e,J* (and e,sT*) is
much smaller in magnitude than T by a factor
$? (9*) involving the angular width ¢ of the radiated
beam. Since yx w~’2, Eqs. (1.6) imply that scalar
energy is radiated more efficiently at high fre-
quencies than either electromagnetic or gravita-
tional energy.

Certain features of the GSR spectra, however,
are independent of spin. For an unbound circular
geodesic orbit with large energy -at-infinity per
unit mass, y, the radiation spectra have an expo-
nential cutoff exp(-2w/wy;). The critical frequen-
cy is a high harmonic w;,= m; w, of the funda-
mental w,, with

crit
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(1.7

Mt =

gfi<r +3M>72

m _‘/17=—

Throughout the paper 7, will denote the radius of
the prograde null circular orbit, which, for arbi-
trary a, is given by

r,=2M{1+cos[% arccos(}% )]} . (1.8)

(For retrograde orbits let a— —a.) As in the case
of Schwarzschild GSR, equatorial beaming occurs
although the half-width A9 of the beam widens
slowly as a increases. Specifically

A9 = |m|™V3(1 = aPw, )"t (1.9)
where

wo=MV3(r 3%+ M%)} (1.10)

is the frequency of the prograde geodesic circular
orbit at radius 7, (see Appendix A). For y> 1 one
will have »,~7,.

A detailed analysis of the scalar radiation spec-
trum is presented in the next section. In Sec. III,
conjectured analogs of the Green’s function “fac-
torization” (1.2) are formulated for vector and
tensor wave equations, and their application in
the high-frequency limit is outlined. The specific
application of this formalism to radiation from en-
ergetic circular Kerr orbits is given in Sec. IV,
leading to approximate analytic power formulas
for high-frequency electromagnetic and gravita-
tional radiation. These approximate power spec-
tra, in the limit a—=0, are in excellent agreement
with previously derived exact Schwarzschild for-
mulas.” Conclusions are drawn in Sec. V.

II. SCALAR RADIATION

To learn the details of the scalar power spec-
trum, one must solve the relativistic wave equa-
tion

) op 3@
— | V-g g —x |=-4nfV-g T. 2.1)
ox ax
Here f is the coupling constant and g.g are the
components of the Kerr metric tensor in the Boyer -
Lindquist'® coordinate system with line element

ds?= - p% (dt - a sin®8dyp)?
2.2
*8_1:2—0{ (2 +a®)dg —adt)?

0
T ar?+p*dé? , (2.2)

-

- 2,2
V(r)= =1+ (7*+a®)"?[4Mabr - a®b*+ AR +b*+a®)] + (* +a2)“‘c..v‘2l:A(31’2 -4 Mr +a?) —%?:%2-] ,

where A =72 = 2M7 +@ and p? =7% + @® cos?6 so
(=£)"? =p? sinf. When the source of the scalar
waves is a point particle of mass y <M on world
line z(7),

V=g T=p j ar ubu,8*(x —z(1)) . (2.3)

Brill et al.'® have shown that the solution to the
wave equation (2.1) is

I w©
sE0=3 2 [ xaZ00, 9)e" do,

I1=0 m==1 v -
(2.4)
with

21 +1 (I- m) 2 .
m - — 242 ime
Z,(G,(p)—[ ar (s )!] S, (- a*w?, cosh)ei™? .

(2.5)

S,u(—a?w?, cosb) is an oblate spheroidal angular
function chosen so that Z7(2) satisfies the normal-
ization convention [|Z][?dQ =1. The angular equa-
tion,

1 af . 4 29[ 1 2, 2 -
sinf d9<sm9 b >+°°s 8\ sinte ~ 7" )Smi =@Smi»

(2.6)
is studied in some detail in Appendix B.
The radial factor x,,(7) is the solution of the
differential equation

a %) 2, 2 2 2
_Ad7’<A T +[AQ + m? +a’w?) - a®m? + 4Mawr

= (¥ +a®V0? ] Xy = 41f A (P T o
(2.7)
where

(TP2)1W=%fem'Z;"*(Q)(pzT)dﬂ dt, (2.8)

and @ is given by (B11). Introduce a new radial
coordinate and a new radial function:

r 2 2 d
=) CaaI | i) =5 . (29

Then the radial equation (2.7) becomes a one-
dimensional Schrédinger -type equation:

d*u 4nfa
— S VY, = W O T -

(2.10)
The effective potential V(r) is given by

(2.11)
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with b=m/w and @ =Q/w?.

To calculate the scalar power radiated to infinity
one uses

Py = —lim f T, p?dQ, (2.12a)
where
T“”=;1-1;(@“@i"-%g“%:@“). (2.12b)

From Eqs. (2.4), (2.9), and the above relations, it
follows that the total scalar energy radiated is

W= [ PG at

—hm ] dw

ij T

I=o0

(2.13)

This allows one to define the energy spectrum

vl ;mzz I

=0 m=~1

(2.14)

To derive these energy formulas, the asymptotic
form du, ,./dr~ iwu,,, for outgoing waves when

|B. |~ 2 [exp(=ik,7*)+8 expl(ik,7*)],

AND C. W. MISNER 10

¥ - and the reality condition (¢;,,Z7)* =%;_p_Zi™
have been used.

The solution of the Schridinger -type radial equa-
tion (2.10) can be given in the Green’s function
form:

o) = [ 6,70 | L

(2.15)

(pzT)x.w]

The Green’s function, as in Ref. 4, is formed by
matching solutions of the homogeneous equation
—u” + w?Vu=0 with a discontinuity prescribed by
the source 6 function in — G” + W?VG =8(r* —7¥).
The result is

L(r¥)R(r¥),
L(r*)R(r¥),

i w r*>y¥
G(r* 7*) E__IX { s
r¥<r¥

(2.16)

Here R and L are scattering solutions of the homo-
geneous equation. They incorporate the boundary
conditions® implicit in the asymptotic forms

r* — 4+
L(r*)~ 2.17a
|k_|"Y2 Texp(-ik_7r*), 7*=-w ( )
and
k.| "Y2exp(ib,7*), 7r*¥=+o
R(r*)~ I ol p( ) . . (2.17b)
[k_|~Y2[T ' exp(ik.7*)— 8/T)*exp(-ik _r¥)]| = =%, 7r¥=-w
fE_| Tk,
where k,=w, k_=w-ma(r.2+a®)~!, and 7, re B L, w Bou
=M+(M? -a®)"/%. The scattering and transmission o(x)=+1 f_n dw g m}:;,(p':“" S | (@i ST
amplitudes are denoted by 8 and 7, respectively. 2.19)

Define free wave states (solutions of the homo-
geneous wave equation) as follows:

®nw =RO*) (" +a®)"2Z7(6, @)e =",
B mu= L*(r*) (r* +a®) 2 Z7(6, g)e Tt

(2.18a)
(2.18b)

Thus ®,%, is the scattering solution whose initial
state ({—~ — =) is a wave coming “up” from the
horizon, and ®/n,, formed from the complex con-
jugate of L(»*), denotes the solution which has an
outgoing state (¢— +«) consisting of a single wave
approaching »* =+« (no “down the black hole”
component). See Fig. 1. These two solutions are
related to each other by the condition that they
asymptotically coincide (in both amplitude and
phase) at future null infinity 4. In terms of these
two free wave states, the solution to wave equa-
tion (2.15) is

when r>7,. Here the “inner product” is defined by

@ fT)= [ d%(-2) e () T(x). (220

This form shows that each state of the emitted
wave is generated by the inner product of the
source current with an associated wave state, and
suggests an immediate generalization, which will
be described in Sec. III, to the cases of the cor-
responding vector and tensor wave equations.

Using Eq. (2.14) and asymptotic forms (2.17),
one finds that the spectrum of energy radiated out
to r =+ is given by

) 0
W3 3 ol sDr.

I=0 m=-1

(2.21)
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In the case of circular particle motion, (2.3)
becomes

VET=-1 (‘%’) oy = 7o) (e - %) 6(¢ — wet),

(2.22)

where orbital frequency w,=d¢/dt is related to
the radius of the orbit », by (A9). By evaluating
the inner product, (2.21) simplifies to

dW(O) o 224720 Lr*) 2
) Z E J(Cdg"/dr)z 'r,,g +°a2‘ |ZMn/2,0) |2

=g m==1

x [6(mw, - w)]. (2.23a)

Thus, the total scalar energy radiated is

out & (dzO/dT)2 ,’.02+a2

(2.23b)

with w =mw,. The scalar power formula follows
from Eq. (2.23) by assuming that the particle
radiates in the interval -T <t< T where T >»>M.

Then,
W= f PO dt=2TP) (2.24a)

and

down

FIG. 1. The boundary conditions defining $y5,,,, ®\.,, ®fme'

Wi - fj 3 4t | Lo 120w/, 0 o)

8(0)=T/m, (2.24b)
so that
2 nfPutmawg | L) |21 2 (n/2,0))2
o= Z:’HZ:O (dz"/d'r)zo ’ 7*(,2+la2 :

(2.25)

is the scalar power radiated by a point particle
in a circular orbit.

Introduced as being the solution of —u'’ +w?Vu
=0 which represents a wave incident from 7* =«
scattered by the potential V(r), L(r¥) can be found
by using the WKB approximation. In particular,

Lr¥) ~e " wk(rd)] Ve ™® (r3), (2.26a)
The barrier penetration factor 6(r}) is
o(r¥) = f kdr*, (2.26b)

where 7%, defmed by V(r) =0, is the classical
turning point at the outer edge of the potential
barrier and

k(r¥) =[V(r¥) ]2

From (2.25) it is easy to see that a necessary
condition for GSR, where a large amount of power
is radiated at high frequencies Mw >» 1, is that

(2.26¢)

out

and @75, are illustrated by sketching wave packets

built from them, e.g., "= [dw fHwel mws O Penrose conformal diagrams of the Kerr geometry. The scattering
states #P and ™ are characterized by the behavior of the incident wave packet: ®“P is a wave initially coming “up”
from the horizon and " consists of incident “ingoing’” radiation. The labels “down” and “out” refer to the character-
istic feature of the outgoing state; the entire wave packet is going “down” the black hole in the former case and “out”

to infinity in the latter.
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6(r,) <M in Eq. (2.26). Clearly this condition
can only be satisfied if V(r,) «<1, and, using Egs.
(2.11) and (A9), one sees that high-frequency
radiation is exponentially damped unless r,~7,.
In Appendix A it is noted that the radius of the
last stable orbit »,, approaches 7, only when
a-M, so that a®~M? is the only possible candi-
date for GSR among stable circular orbits.
Specifically, when a=(1- o®)M with a®«1

s =[1+(2a°)V M, (2.27)
while the edge of the barrier is given by
7> [1+3(205)°IM . (2.28)

By approximating the potential by a parabola in
the region under the barrier, one can show that"

w6(r¥) =mwo;l\/_§fa/2 [(x - %)i-;;_ x) /2 i

~0.12mw,M . (2.29)

Thus, there is a negligible amount of radiation in
high-frequency modes from particles in stable
orbits even when a® ~M?2,

In accordance with the necessary condition
7o~7,, GSR does exist for the case

75=7,(1+8), 6« ry/M) -1, (2.30)
where, from (A12), the energy per unit rest mass
satisfies

y2= 1 —— »1, (2.31)

When a® « 1 these relations take the form 7y
=[1+(2/V3)alM, 6« (2/V3)a, and y*~3732(a/s)

»> 1.

1 - -MPr+3M) | (4/nm/m
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Since the barrier penetration factor must obey
w6(r,) <1 at high frequencies to allow GSR, it
must be demonstrated that the validity criterion

dwk/dr* _dw?V/dr*
w2K2 r=ro— lsz 3/2

«1 (2.32)

is satisfied before the WKB approximation can be
used. At high frequencies the last two terms in
Eq. (2.11) are negligible so that, by using (A9),
the potential can be shown to be

A(Q +7‘03M-1) -2 - a,roa/zM -2y

Vi) = (% +a®)

, (2.33)

where the radius of the circular orbit is given

by Eq. (2.31). With this expression for the poten-
tial, the circular orbit relations in Appendix A,
and some lengthy algebra, one finds

o'W
V(ir,) =~ rir@R (2.34a)
dV(ry) _ =Ayrd - a®)(ry—M)*r?
dr* 2(r 2 +a®)**M ’ (2.34b)
when 7,~7,. In (2.34), W is defined by
w=f-3——7—<1 2% + 5ﬂ—>, (2.35a)
7 crit
with A, =7, -2Mr.r+a , k=1l-m, and
2V3 [ 7y +3M
mcril T ((r M)1/2 (2.35b)

The above can be substituted into inequality (2.32)
to find that the WKB approximation is valid when-
ever

«<1. (2.36)

m 7 \BBM) 07 + @) A +aM ), TL+ 2k +(&/mm /m o T

Since the factor in curly brackets has values in
the range 0 <{ }r, < 37"/* when evaluated at
r=7,~7, for any |a/M| <1, it can immediately
be seen that WKB methods are valid at all fre-
quencies (for all m and k, that is) when m ;, > 1.
Thus, to find L(r}), one simply must calculate
the penetration factor (2.26b). In the region near
the peak of the potential, V(r) is approximately a
parabola:

1d*V(r,)

Vir)=Viry) +3 —=3

(r* =7y

r ‘W 3A 2,'. 2
L Y 7Y * _ ak)2
(772+a2)2 + (,’-72+a2)4 ('Y 77) . (2.37)

~

When this parabolic form for V(r) is substituted

-

into (2.26b), integration from the classical turning
point

7o =7, [1+(3W)?] (2.38)
to 7, yields
m 4 m me
wb(r,) =~ —(1+2k+— >E — (2.39)
4 mcrit 4 !
so that
r2+a? e—wc/z
| L(r¥)| 2=~ wuzr:i/z:;mAx/z pEvER (2.40)

To obtain Eq. (2.40), (2.34a) has been employed to
find (7).

With the aid of Egs. (2.40) and (B15), power
formula (2.25) becomes
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872u2(BMry) Y 3(ry-M) _ m

(0) - b Y~ 172

Pu\n(kam)‘ 3/2 2(,’. +3M)2 m
=0, %k odd

where €, 7,, and m; are given by (2.39), (As),
and (2.35b), respectively. The total power
radiated is

© %

PR = Z > PR (k,m), (2.42)
™0 (e
and a power spectrum can be defined via
dPQ) 1
__m_(“’_)=_ E PO (B,m =w/wy), (2.43)

dw w, £
(even)

with w,=Aw the frequency interval between modes
m and m +1, so that by definition

dP )(w) fdP(°) (w)
( ) ~ Lo out A"/
p{° z p wodm .

(2.44)

The power spectrum series converges very rapidly
with the #=0 mode accounting for over 99.9% of
the power radiated. Hence,

dP{Q) _8f2WA3M)V(ry ~M)e ™/ | m_
0 dw "3/2,’. 312(1‘7+3M)2€U2 mcril ’
(2.45)
with
c=1 +:1- ~m—
mm

The important features of the scalar power
spectrum will be discussed after the vector and
tensor spectra have been found.

III. ASYMPTOTICALLY FACTORIZED GREEN’S
FUNCTIONS AT HIGH FREQUENCIES

In order to generalize Eq. (2.11) to the vector
(electromagnetic radiation) and tensor (gravita-
tional radiation) cases, some new techniques are
required. We seek methods that exploit the simple
relations between scalar, vector, and tensor wave
equations that are known to exist in the geometri-
cal optics limit. This avoids the difficulties that
still remain in the separation of variables'® for
vector and tensor wave equations in the Kerr ge-
ometry. It also, by being more direct, adds physi-
cal insight to the high-frequency solutions even in
the Schwarzschild geometry where complete solu-
tions by separation of variables have been given.®
The first step will be to formalize some properties
of the Green’s function solution of the scalar wave
equation given in Eq. (2.19), so the corresponding

-me/
[(&/2)1 F2*¢ 5

k even

(2.41)

vector and tensor equations can be written with all
the normalization factors correct. Then the high-
frequency terms in this expansion, which alone
are of interest for GSR, can be approximated in a
geometrical optics limit.

Consider two solutions of the scalar wave equa-
tion,

Oy=-4nS, O¢p=-4nT, (3.1)
and form from them the vector

i* -+ Y*v¥ o - pVv'y*) (3.2)

4mi
whose divergence is
j¥ =i T - 5%9). (3.3)

Upon integrating this divergence over a 4-volume
V with boundary 8V =%, one finds

i((y, Ty = (S, ¢>v)=}gvj“d3z,,z<zp, oy -

(3.4)

On the left of this equation occur 4-dimensional
inner products ( , ), as defined in Eq. (2.20). On
the right occurs a 3-dimensional Klein-Gordon
inner product. This equation will lead to a relation
between the volume integrations in the Green’s
function equation (2.19) and the 3-dimensional in-
tegrals characterizing the normalization and com-
pleteness of the functions in which that Green’s
function was factored. A Green’s function G(x, y)
of the scalar wave equation will satisfy

0,G(x, y) =-4n6(x, y), (3.5)

where the 6 function®' satisfies (6(x, y), ¢( )y
=¢(x), and M is the entire spacetime volume. Let
G*(x,y) [respectively G~ (x, y)] be the Green’s func-
tion?? which vanishes unless x is in the causal fu-
ture [past] of y, and in Eq. (3.4) choose

W) =G (y, %) =[ G*(x, )] * (3.6)

The result is
&(x) = fu G*(x, ) T(y)(~£)/?d*x
=(6(y, x), 2(yNy —i(G (3, %), (YN or -

(3.7

The first equality here is just the usual definition
of the retarded solution of the wave equation with
source 7. For the second equality one assumed
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that T vanished except within the volume V, so
this integral over M could be identified with

(G~(y, %), T(y))y to which Eq. (3.4) was applied with
the result shown.

Refer now to Fig. 2 to see that the surface inte-
gral { , )ay in Eq. (3.7) will vanish when x is in V,
so the second equality verifies the first. But when
x lies outside V, the 6 function vanishes through-
out V so (5(y, x,,, ), 8(¥))y =0, and only the surface
integral contributes. For consistency one must
then have

@(xou,)=—i(G'(y, xou.),‘l’(y))av . (3.8)

Next introduce the “factorization” of the Green’s
function shown in Eq. (2.19), which holds only when
x=x, is farther out than y spatially:

G+(x’>)y)=[c—( y9x>)] *

=if” dw;: q’;‘:lw(x>)[¢?::w(y)]* 1—(‘% :

(3.9)

This form of G~ may be used in Eq. (3.8) with the
result

® w uj ou
q,(x>) =f_,, dw m ;, Ql":‘lw(x>)( le:u ’ ¢> E)V(-S 10)

In the inner product ( ®°“ ,®),,, ® vanishes on
the parts of 8V near the past horizon and near past
null infinity 4 (see Fig. 2), while ®°** vanishes

on the part near the future horizon, so the integral
can be restricted to the boundary near future null
infinity 9*. But near 9*, both &"* and &°* have
been defined in Eqs. (2.17) and (2.18) to have a
common asymptotic form,

d,\'x;w ~ q,«;umzw ~ ‘lew ,.,, wl“/"‘e""’r"zf‘(e, (p)e-iwt ,
(3.11)

and Eq. (3.10) is a completeness requirement on
the wave functions near 8*.

The normalization conditions on ¢,,, can be seen
by choosing & =&,,,, in Eq. (3.10). One evidently
must have

- @ !
<¢lmw9 ¢l’m'w’>§+ = TZ)—I- 01/ Omm? (w-w) .
(3.12)

This condition is readily verified from Eq. (3.11),
provided one orients 4* correctly as the limit of a
part of aV:

1

(9, Pg+ = lim = f_” dtfdnrz(zp*a,¢- $0,9%).

(3.13)

The principal result of the foregoing discussion
for our present purposes is the link between the
Kirchhoff formula (3.7) and the normalization
(3.12) required for a factorization (3.9). By writing
the corresponding vector and tensor Kirchhoff
formulas, then, we can determine the normaliza-
tions required for similar factorizations of the
vector and tensor Green’s functions.

In the vector case, the wave equation in the Lo-
rentz gauge is

AA*= AWV 4RM AV =4nJ*, (3.14)
and Green’s functions will satisfy
AG (2, x")==G* o7, +RY .GV o+
=4rgh:08(x,x") , (3.15)

where the bitensor notation follows DeWitt and
Brehme,?' except that our 6(x, x’) includes the fac-
tors required to make it a biscalar. The 3-di-
mensional inner product will be defined by

<¢“,Au>:sfj"d32u, (3.16a)
where
. 1
Ft =g PWEV A - A VHYY), (3.16b)
and the choice
X
out
A
// \\
AN
future horizon /// + \\
(black hole) 54 N
N
AN
N
N
AN

past
horizon

FIG. 2. A retarded solution ¢(x) generated by a bound-
ed source T(y) by application of the Kirchhoff formula
(3.7) over a bound region V. If x = x;, is inside V, the
o-function integral {(6(y,x), ®(y) )y gives & (x;,), but it
vanishes for x,,,. The surface integral (G~ (y,x),
€ (y) )y has contributions only from the past cone of x,
and vanishes for x = x;;, since ®(y) vanishes on the part
of the boundary in this cone. But when x = x,,; lies out~
side V but at large v, the boundary approaching 9 * (null
future infinity) gives a nonzero contribution (although
the other three components of the boundary do not), and
Eq. (3.8) holds.
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Yar(x) =Ggrglx’, ) =[ Ggorlx, x)] *

leads to

(3.17)

Au(x) =fG§a' I (—g") 2 atx

=(g§'6(x, x), ANy =i(Gary, A* Doy
(3.18)
in complete analogy to Eq. (3.7). We therefore
presume that there exists (at least asymptotically)
a factorization analogous to Eq. (3.9),

)

Ap ~ A ~ Ayx, ImwP) ~e,(P)|w [=/2e*m=1zm(6, p)etet

with
ey (P)*e"(P") =gppr,
so that

(3.21)

(A (imwP), A*(I'm’ w’ P")g+

=g ppt ﬁ 611/ mmr0(w = ") . (3.22)
The metric gpp (reciprocal g ?¥’) appears in Eq.
(3.21) since four independent polarization states
can only be found if these indefinite (Minkowski)
normalizations are allowed.

One computes the power radiated in electromag-
netic waves from Eq. (2.12a), now using the Max-
well stress-energy tensor

T =%(F“°‘F”a—%g“”FaBF“B). (3.23)
The leading terms for » — < are given by
Ty~ (4m) (A% Ag +A%TA,.,). (3.24)

Because this is so precisely analogous to the sca-
lar formula T7,=(4m)"'¢"®,,, one sees that the
formula for the spectrum, analogous to Eq. (2.21)
will be [here w>0 and Woy = f (AWoy,/dw)dw]
aw ) !
T2 Y wkaptamep), a2

LP=T m= =1

(3.25)

Here the polarization sum is only (“P=T") over
transverse polarizations (unit vectors in the 6 and
@ directions) e, (L) =6 and e, ([ )=62 since the
other polarizations do not contribute in Eq. (3.24).
For these transverse waves gpp: =0pp, so the
polarization metric does not appear explicitly in
Eq. (3.25).

After defining a tensor wave operator

A¢“" E_¢uu;p:p __ZRuouT (por

and an algebraic operation

(3.26)

RADIATION IN THE KERR... 1709

G;C('(x>’ x’)=if dw Z A‘;‘p(x>’ lme)gPP, L
- imPpP’ |(.O|

X[ AY! (x', ImwP")]*,
(3.19)
in which P is a polarization state label, and g**’
is a metric (more below) for asymptotic polariza-

tion states. The normalization requirement, from
Eq. (3.18) with x near g*, is

(3.20)

-

$“u=¢uv_%5uu¢da, (327)

Sciama, Waylen, and Gilman®® write the Einstein
equations in the form
AgHY = —16mg MHTY), | (3.28)

This form has the interesting property that it is
preserved under small variations of 7¥,, so that
when

TH, - T, +6T*,
and

ghY - gHV —pkv (3.29)

one finds to first order that
ARMY =16mg MEST Y, |

provided a gauge with k%, =0 is used. We restrict
attention to the case where g ,, is a vacuum space-
time metric. Then the perturbation equation for
the k*” generated by a small perturbation T#” is

ARMY =167+ (3.30)

and, since R,, =0, A coincides also with the
Lichnerowicz-deRham wave operator.?? In this
vacuum background metric case with R, =0, A
has the following properties:

guu(A(puv):A(guv(P“v)y (3.31a)
A(pgH¥)=g""(A9), (3.31b)
(A(Puv);v:A(unv;y). (3.31C)

The wave operators on the right-hand sides are as
appropriate, the vector or scalar wave operator,
e.g., Ap=-¢*, . Thus any solution of Eq. (3.30)
will equivalently satisfy

ARFY =167TH (3.32)
and, as a consequence,
A(R*".,)=0 (3.33)
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since T"",, =0. In particular, any purely retarded
solution of Egs. (3.30) or (3.32) will satisfy the
required gauge condition

r*,, =0 (3.34)

since Eq. (3.33) has no nonvanishing purely retard-
ed solutions. Note, however, that z*” cannot be
expected to then satisfy =0 even asymptotically
for x~8"* since Ak =-164T #0. To achieve h =0
near §° would require a gauge transformation, 4,,
= hyy +2§(,;,) with A§¥ =0, which would not leave
h*Y =0 in the asymptotic past.

Note that A is self-adjoint, i.e.,

(sz",Aq)‘“,)':(Azlev, ¢uv>ll

holds for tensor fields y*”, ¢*” with compact sup-
port. Therefore the Green’s functions® will have
symmetries as in the scalar case (3.17). They
satisfy

B, g (v, %) =4ng{Bg 00, %) . (3.35)

Define (¢*?, %u)zsfzj"‘d"za with

—J

P~ o~ ¢y, (ImwP)~e,, (P)|w| "V2e! Ty 1 ZT (6, @)e ",

provided that
e, (PY*e" (P")=gpp'. (3.41)

(This tensor polarization metric will have a 7+,
3- signature.)

An Isaacson effective stress-energy tensor for
gravitational wave perturbations in the #*”,,=0
gauge is given by?®

T,y =(321) " (hyp, b)) . (3.42)
In obtaining the formula
aw<2) i
dc:"g% Y 3 twl(emmwp), 4TH)|* (3.43)

LP=TT m==Il

a few minor factors differ from those in the anal-
ogous equation (3.25). The (327)~! in Eq. (3.42)
replaces (47)7! in (3.24), and the “4”’s, inherited
from Eq. (3.37), came from 167 in Eq. (3.32) ver-
sus 47 in (3.14); but by choosing gpp+=20pp: for
the physical (TT) modes, one finds a factor gP?’
=30pp: in Eq. (3.43) which makes all numerics
cancel.

Let us consider gauge questions and the “bar”
operation in (3.42) more explicitly, however. In
Eq. (3.38) the sum over polarization states would
have to include ten independent states P to give
the full Green’s function satisfying (3.35). We
know, however, that the conserved source, T,
=0 in (3.32) leads via G* to a field #*” satisfying
h¥¥.,=0. Thus four states P inconsistent with

AND C. W. MISNER 10

. 1
]a,:m uagyr(‘pﬁuvaﬂbcr_¢orvalpﬁu)’ (3-36)
and find
ﬁuv(x)=fG;yalﬂl4Talsl(_g/)1/2d4x;
¥
=(g5 85 0(x", %), by 5. (x'))y
~iGopryu, B Y oy (3.37)
Assume a factorization
, . u r W
Gy (%>, % ):;f dw Z q)MP”(x),lmmP)gPp o

ImP'P

x[p %y (x', ImwP')] *

(3.38)
and deduce the normalization requirements
<¢pv(lmwp): ¢“u(llm’w’P’>9+

w
=mgPP'6H'5mm'5(w - (.l)') ’ (3.39)
which are satisfied by

(3.40)

—
this may be omitted from the sum

Eu,,(x>)=if dw E(ﬁ“:’;,(x,,lme)%gpp:

X( ¢ (ImwP’), 4T*'8"))
(3.44)

without changing the solution % uv(*¥). Then when
the radiated energy flux is computed from (3.42),
each term in the resulting sum contains a factor
e!”(P)*e¢,,(P'). One finds from k,e"”(P)=0 that

e’ (P)*e ,, (gauge)=0

for each of the four “gauge modes” for which, in
Eq. (3.40), one sets

euv(gaUge)=k(pCu) ’%guvkuca .

Here k=ey+e; is the radial null vector (at 4%) and
C is an arbitrary vector. Omitting these gauge
modes from the sum in (3.44) then changes &, (x),
but not the power radiated. Thus only the remain-
ing two “transverse traceless” polarization states
need be retained in obtaining Eq. (3.43). These
two states can be chosen on §* as

ew(+)=le () e, (L) —e (e, ],
(3.45)
e uu(x)= [e y(L) ey(") +e y(“) eu('L)] ’

\ivhich sitisfy e”, =0 and gppr=26pp:, SO
ze,,(P)e""(P')=6pp:, and then no “bars” need
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finally appear in Eq. (3.43) where the polariza-
tion sum is restricted to the two physical com-
ponents wave modes. Of course the polarizations
(3.45) are not well defined (and not continuous)
near the poles of the 8¢ coordinate system. More
refined analysis (tensor spherical harmonics?¢-27)
would be required in place of the boundary condi-
tions (3.40) were it desired to separate out two
physical modes that were convenient near the
poles. In the GSR problem of this paper, where
radiation well off the equator is negligible, the
states defined by Eq. (3.45) are entirely adequate.

The factorized Green’s functions such as (3.38)
purport to be exact as indeed was shown for the
scalar case (3.9). For the Schwarzschild geome-
try, exact vector and tensor Green’s function of
the prescribed form do exist and can be found*;
it is apparent (but not proved here) that such is
the case whenever the wave equations for the elec-
tromagnetic and gravitational potentials separate.
Less obvious is the supposition that (3.19) and
(3.38) are exact in the Kerr geometry, where sep-
arated wave equations have been found'® for only
certain scalars formed from linear combinations
of electromagnetic field components and compo-
nents of the Riemann tensor. Separable equations
for the potentials may well exist at least at high
frequencies, for in that limit inspection of Max-
well’s equations reveals® that the decoupled equa-
tion for ¢, (as well as the equations for ¢, and ¢,)
may be solved by separation of variables. Hence,
for our present goal of studying high-frequency
radiation emission near a Kerr black hole, the
postulated vector and tensor Green’s functions
are highly plausible.

In more general spacetimes with wave equations
that cannot be expected to be separable, we still
conjecture that the factorized Green’s functions
exist and are exact at least asymptotically, where
the condition x, =« can replace the r(x,)>7(x’)
domain condition on the factorization in the Kerr
scalar example. (Note that asymptotic validity of
the Green’s function is sufficient to derive the en-
ergy formulas.) A rigorous examination of this
conjecture is not attempted here; we know of only
limited work in this direction by Clarke and
Sciama.?®

For high frequencies Mw>>1, consideration of
the geometrical optics limit will now allow an ap-
proximate construction of the vector and tensor
Green’s functions from the scalar factors ®;,,.

It is essential in a geometrical optics solution
that wave fronts be curved only on scales much
larger than a wavelength, a condition not normally
satisfied for solutions in the neighborhood of a
source, and certainly not for point sources as in
the problem at hand. The Green’s function factor-

izations, however, allow us to treat free-field
states ®,,,, whose structure is not determined by
the source, and for which the approximation is
valid. In particular, to compute the power at high
frequencies only the states &, for those frequen-
cies are required.

Geometrical optics for gravitational waves is
discussed by Isaacson'® (see also MTW,3° Chap.
35). To summarize briefly, take the electromag-
netic example where AA¥=0=A"  are solved by
setting

At=er@e'?, (3.46)

and assume that k,=y , is large while all other
derivatives are small. The resulting conditions
are

¥, ¥ #=0, (3.47a)

et gkB=0, (3.47b)

(@%k5),,=0, (3.47c)
and

k,e’=0. (3.474d)

From Eq. (3.47a) one shows that the rays dx"/dx
=k¥(x) are null geodesics, along which by Eq.
(3.47b) the polarization is parallel propagated,
maintaining the normalization condition e, e" =1
and gauge condition (3.47d). Intensities are con-
trolled jointly by the red shifts in k¥ along geo-
desics, and the “conservation of photons” law
(3.47c). The scalar and tensor cases are identical
except for the replacement of the polarization vec-
tor e, by 1 or e¢,,, respectively. Thus if #=@e*?
is a scalar solution, corresponding vector and ten-
sor waves may be formed as A, =¢, ae'? and ¢,
=ey, e'? by supplying unit polarization tensors e u
or e,, which are parallel propagated along k=¥ ,.

In general, carrying out the above outline to con-
struct ¢ 23! (x, ImwP) and A ', ImwP) from &}y,
when M w > 1 presents two difficulties. One is that
not all high-frequency waves have the WKB form
(3.46); the second is to integrate the equation of
parallel propagation.

The first of these problems is not realized in
the GSR case, for the free fields &;,, were found
in Sec. II to be WKB solutions; the angular and
time dependence is precisely of the form Ge'?
and the WKB approximation is valid in the radial
direction. However, the methods employed here
work for the more general case where the free
fields are a linear combination of such WKB solu-
tions:

Bms= Ge'?. (3.48)
¥

Then the corresponding tensor would be
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P (ImwP)=Y e, (P, y)ae'?, (3.49)
v

with the polarizations chosen to satisfy ey ,=0
appropriately in each term. We will find it pos-
sible to write this in the form

¢3',;’(lme)=eu,,(P)Zae‘w
v

=e,,(P) pous, (3.50)

(and similarly in the vector case) by treating
e ,,(P) here as a (differential) operator which re-
constructs (3.49) from (3.50) to leading order in
w™!, as will be seen in the detailed treatment in
the next section.

The second problem, integrating Eq. (3.47b), is
simplified by the fact that we treat only point-par-
ticle sources, so the spacetime integral

(po, Ty = [ drutu? g3y (3.51)

is seen reduced to an integral over the world line
of the source particle. Different points on this
world line, a circular orbit, differ only by a time
translation and a ¢ rotation. Both the Kerr metric
and the boundary condition on the polarization
(3.45) are invariant under these motions, so the
polarization states (for congruent rays k*) at dif-
ferent points of the world line are also related by
these simple translations. The absolute orienta-
tion of say e ,,(+), parallel transported from g*
back to one point on the world line, is also not re-
quired since the sum

> EuP)gtr e P ) (3.52)

pp!
over polarization states which appears in Eq.
(3.43) (multiplying 2wT*’ T *8*) is invariant under
changes in the polarization basis. (This absolute
orientation would be required to compute the po-
larization of the radiation instead of merely the
total power. See Hughes and Misner,% who find
no significant rotation of the polarization axes, no
“gravitational Faraday rotations” for radiation
near the equatorial plane of the Kerr metric.)

IV. ESTIMATED ELECTROMAGNETIC
AND GRAVITATIONAL SPECTRA

In Sec. II, it was shown that the electromagnetic
energy spectrum emitted by a source J in the
neighborhood of a black hole can be written as

dw o
du‘," =Y D WA (ImwP), N[,  (4.1)
P I,m

where A°" is normalized to give

A% ~e(P)|w| 2! =121 (0, ¢)e ! (4.2)

near 4, and the sum over P just includes the two
linearly independent transverse polarization
states.

When the source of the electromagnetic radiation
is a particle with charge g moving on a relativistic
geodesic circular orbit at radius »,~ 7, given by
Eq. (A9), the current is

(=g)'2J = qu ) 'ub(r =7,)8(8 = 1/2)8(¢ = wt),
(4.3)
with « the 4-velocity of the particle. With the aid

of the above, evaluation of the inner product in
Eq. (4.1) yields that

-2
PO =E Z Zﬂqzmwo<%> Jlu+ A (ImwP)|?
P I,m

(4.4)

is the total power radiated to infinity in the form
of electromagnetic waves.

For the high-frequency (w = mw,> M ~!) modes
excited by a relativistic circling particle, the vec-
tor potential takes the Isaacson form

A (ImwP)=~ e(P)®*(Imw), (4.5)

where & is the scalar wave equation solution dis-
cussed in Sec. II and e(P) is a polarization vector
normalized to unity. It follows that

PR T 2mtmen( 5

P I,m

X|u - e(PY@° (ro, Imw)|?, (4.8)

so the problem of estimating the electromagnetic
spectrum reduces to finding u - e(P) at the source
of the radiation.

We choose
e(ll)=e; —k(f—}%)—e;(%’-) R (4.7a)
e(L)=e§-k<k%%> -e;(%) (4.7b)

as the two polarization vectors that describe the
physical components of the electromagnetic field
at the source. In Eq. (4.7), k is the radiation mo-
mentum 4-vector, the carets denote components
as measured in an orthonormal frame erected by a
locally nonrotating (Bardeen) observer,* and “par-
allel” and “perpendicular” label (at the source) the
orientation of the polarization states with respect
to the orbital plane. At the point of emission, the
high-frequency components of the radiation field
are strongly beamed k; ~k5 <k;. Hence, second-
order terms (k; /k;)?, (ks/k;)? are negligible and
one can verify that to first order the polarization
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vectors in Eq. (4.7) are both transverse (e +k =0)
and orthonormal [ e(P) - e(P’) =6pp+] and satisfy a
further simplifying gauge condition e(P)-e;=0.

The choice (4.7) for the basis vectors will be
correct to first order in the beaming angle. The
requirements are that these vectors be the result
of parallel transporting, from 4* back to the
source, the vectors specified following Eqs. (3.25).
For perfect beaming (k; =0=Fkg) this parallel
transport occurs within the equatorial plane and
Eqs. (4.7) are correct from elementary symmetry
considerations. That no eg term occurs in (4.7a),
nor any e; in (4.7b), is a consequence of the lack
of any (gravitational Faraday) chiral rotations oc-
curring in the parallel transport process—a result
Hughes and Misner®! find valid to first order in the
beaming angle on the basis of more refined sym-
metry considerations. The gauge and orthonormal-
ity conditions then fix the remaining terms unique-
ly.

The inner products in Eq. (4.6) are

for the high-frequency modes considered here,
and note that asymptotically k; is the eigenvalue
of —ie;, where e; are the basis vectors (consid-
ered as differential operators) describing the
Bardeen frame:

__1(B ”2< E E >

e;= p(A) 57 t@s 0 )’ (4.92a)
AI/Z 9

e;= p Pyl (4.9b)
1 9

35:; ﬁ: (4.9¢)

1
e = ohy = 2 (4.94)

" B2 sinf ag’

with B = (2 +a2) — a?A sin®6 and wz =2Mar/B. The
“energy” eigenvalue k; in Eq. (4.8), for example,
is given by

=i {B\?( 3 a@)
k‘i(I’Ix:xo" ) <A> (E)t twp 8¢ £ =x,

)
w-e(Dl, o= ks ® (4.102)
t x =x4 or
_iu? A2 39 m [ B\V2
rak = (4.8a) k;=70(—A-> (wp - @) » (4.10b)
5 so the useful expression
u-e(L)®|, - =yk—k§d> 2
o kg - s(dt .\~ A
t x =Xq o @l . -2
) ‘u <d7‘ kt> o (4.11)
-iu? 1 3o . . . .
Tk 5 98 (4.8b) follows with the aid of the geodesic equations.
PP ¥ =% Combining Eqs. (4.6), (4.8), and (4.11) with some
In the above, we recall that & takes a WKB form of the relations from Appendix A, we obtain
—J
o _ ATM(r? +a?)q? daL |® ., m(r — M)g? .| dz7 2]
Pout l ;}o[mrz(Mr)”z(r v | ar* | | 2V o Gy 3 v ) |21 =Zg x=xy (4.12)
with terms smaller by a factor (Mw)™! <1 ne- dL(ro) |2 3“2mw,ra ,
glected, (Notice that the parallel [perpendicular] o |~ T radp €|L(r,) %, (4.13b)

polarization is the source of electric (=)' [magnet-
ic (=)'*!] parity terms in the sum.) To simplify
this expression, note that in the WKB approxima-
tion the radial function satisfies

2

=~ w?V(r,) | L(ry) |?, (4.13a)

dL(rg)
dr*

or, by Eq. (2.34),

(1 _ 2 2)1/4 klml/2
|Z7(n/2, O)Pa{ @@ ) T(R/2)1]22%
0, I-m=k, odd,

so power formula (4.12) becomes

l-m=Fk even

with € =1 +2k +(4/7)(m /m ;) and | L(r,)|? given by
Eq. (2.40). Furthermore, from Appendix B we
have

m 2
’ az] (;9/2, 0) ~ 2mk(1 = a?w )2 | 2™ Y (n/2, 0) |2
(4.14)
and
(4.15)
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2 e

k even

pw - Z“’: 2¢*BM7ry)"*(ry = M)
out e V2 z(r +3MP
As in the scalar case, only the leading term in

each sum over k contributes significantly to the

total power since higher order terms are smaller
by the factor ¢~2", In addition, the leading term in
the electric parity expansion (k =even) dominates
the magnetic mode leading term by ~e" so the ra-
diation is ~96% plane polarized (electric parity) at
the source. To determine the polarization mea-
sured at a distant point, generally one must inte-
grate the equations describing the parallel propa-
gation of the polarization vectors along null geo-
desics. In the synchrotron case, however, the
narrow latitudinal beaming of radiation allowed us,
following Egs. (4.7), to argue that this had been
done adequately, so we conclude that electromag-
netic GSR is about ~96% plane polarized at infinity.

An assessment as to the polarization of electro-

magnetic GSR as a function of angle in the

Schwarzschild limit has been made by Breuer and

Vishveshwara,3® who find that the degree of linear

polarization is greater than 90% at all latitudes

within the half-width of the radiation beam.

As an independent check of the accuracy of this
approach to doing vector radiation calculations,
consider the Schwarzschild limit of Eq. (4.12)
where the first-order perturbation calculations

dt \- \
P‘f&sE Z Zﬂuzmwo<a;) |uuBops (7o, mwP) P

P I,m>0

Y % emtmay( ) lwou: (Pt imaP) .

P l,m>0

Now one must evaluate the inner product
® u:e(P), where e(P) are the two orthogonal trans-
verse traceless polarization tensors normalized to
e(P): e(P")=e,p(P)e*B(P')=20pp. (4.21)

Out of the previously introduced polarization vec-
tors (4.7), one can construct these two tensors:

e(+)=le(N®e(]) - e(1)®e(1)],
e()=Le(])® e(r) +e()®e(|)],

(4.22a)
(4.22b)

with “plus” and “cross” describing the relative

orientation of the orbital plane and the polarization
states at the source. This choice follows from Eq.
(3.45) since parallel transport preserves such ten-

(k/2)v]=z* [(R/2)1P2" ©

J

pe@ - Z 27 mwo< ) A? f[(r +a?f | d’L
= L S o) will s

1
|Z|m|+‘?|L|
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(k=1)
-T€/2 -1/2 ez
U;‘d ke k- D2 ipr ¢ ¢ (416)

have been done in detail.®*'"*3* In this limit, »,
=~ 3M and Eq. (4.12) reduces to

22
Z s

I,m>o0

dL

o _ 2
Poy= s | Y T2

aym
—_— 2| 21
tome | ‘ a0

2
’
X =x

[}

(4.17)

which is identical to the leading terms in the 7,
=~ 3M limit of the exact formula (see Ref. 17, Ta-
ble I).

Analysis of gravitational radiation emission dif-
fers little from the electromagnetic case just con-
sidered. Use the gravitational formula from Sec.

m,
out ZZw]((bo"'(lme),TaB)'z

P i,m

(4.18)

together with the stress-energy tensor of an orbit-
ing particle

(=g)"2T = p(u®)'u® ublr —7,)5(6 - m/2)6(¢p = wyt)

to obtain (4.19)
(4.20a)
(4.20b)
r
sor relations. The above satisfy
udusg+)= & )2(k* 2 _kg?), (4.23a)
u®u:e(x)=4L ‘“ )2 %k, (4.23b)

or, in operator for-m,

@®2( A 3% 1 2%
i e iy ,

u® e+l -y, =

k;z p2 ) 2
(4.24a)
(P 2 A1/2 aZQ
u® uze()@ |, -, = (’; ) ( — ara&) . (4.24b)
x x

Accordingly, Eq. (4.20) becomes

dZZ;" ]2 (1‘2+a2)2 2 d_Zf_ 2
a |1 5 @ | Tae b =x,”

(4.25)
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where Eq. (4.11) has been used for simplification.
Notice that, analogous to the vector case, the
“plus” (“cross”) polarization is the source of
electric (magnetic) parity terms.

~Q|zT|?

d*zm™n/2,0) r
de

=~ m3(1 _aszZ)ez |zT 2 ’

Further reduction of the power formula occurs

by using (4.27)
d*Liry) |? which follows from the computations done in Ap-
—Er_*zL‘ =~ [ WPV (o) 2| Llry) | (4.26) pendix B. With the above relations and the rela-

tivistic circular orbit equations, a lengthy calcu-
and lation yields
@ _ 2Ty = M)BMry)? O < 32 Mt k! —res2
P o orzoTy S P OV T (7 il

M cri
m

+ ) 2kel?

k odd

(k—l)' -me/2
o= fanpE e ). (*28)

Again, we have k=l-m, e€=1+2k +(4/7m /m; , and 7, =7, the radius of the null orbit. As in the vector
case, the radiation is predominantly (~96%) electric parity, so, using the vector polarization arguments,
we conclude that ~96% of the observed high-frequency gravitational radiation has “plus” polarization.

V. DISCUSSION

Equations (2.41), (4.16), and (4.28) can be combined to obtain the master formula for the power radiated
by a particle in a highly relativistic orbit about a Kerr black hole:

Pa= (LoD [ T (o) e ptipme

+s? ( ——4-'—n-—>hs 2kre™1?

(k=1)! -
T&=D/2IP2T¢ |

(5.1)

-

A(o)I

2.0x10°

-2
.0%I10

FIG. 3. Shown as a function of the Kerr parameter a/M are the cutoff frequency and an amplitude factor [see Egs.
(5.2) and (5.3)] which characterize the GSR spectra. Notice that the amplitude, proportional to [1— @/M)?] as a —M,
dies off rapidly for a >0.95M.
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where £, =(f, ¢/p, 1), €=1+2k +(4/m)m/m ;. The
most important quantities in these formulas are

2(ry = M)(3Mr, )2 M?

= 5.2
Alry) % 2, +3M ) (5.2)
and
4V3 4?2
wcrit (ry) =womqig(ry)= ™ Y (5.3)

Y

which are plotted in Fig. 3. When one neglects all
but the first term in the k =even series, which ac-
counts for 96% of the total power, Eq. (5.1) re-
duces to

P =2 ( L Y acr,)
5 (1ot

1—
X( 4m ) se-w/z-zrnlﬂlmg_ (5.4)
"mcn‘t

Hence the power spectra are
(s) _ $-1/2
dPouz (s|)2<f >A(7‘,)(1+M4nm >
crit

><< 4m )1-3 e~ /2TEm e (5.5)
T it

with the high- and low-frequency limits

apP)l am \'0 _a
d:;t —(s!)’A(ry)( mcm> e”"?, w<kwgy,
(5.6a)
(s) 1/2
d};out = (s!PA(r )<" ) e~ Mait L WD W
crit
(5.6b)

Here, one has defined

1/2
Alry) =0, Alry) = i3 4y - 5.0)

One of the important features that characterize
these power spectra is the exponential cutoff at
frequencies higher than w it ~M ~'y2, a result
qualitatively similar to the w; ~7,”'y? cutoff that
occurs in flat-space electromagnetic synchrotron
radiation. The y® dependence of the cutoff fre-
quency for the flat-space case can be understood
with the aid of Fig. 4 which illustrates the syn-
chrotron emission from an accelerated particle to
a distant observer on the orbital plane. Since ra-
diation from a relativistic particle is beamed into
a narrow forward cone of half-width y~!, our dis-
tant observer detects only the radiation emitted
while the particle is in the small arc of the orbit
A, p~7"'. (Conversely, the radiation emitted at
any point along the orbit, i.e., a flash of radiation,
is seen only by equatorial observers within an an-
gular spread Ag ~y~'.) As shown in Fig. 4, the
first of the synchrotron radiation arrives at a

fixed distant observer at the time

t=(t AB)M +(t po)rad 5 (5.8)
and the last of the pulse is seen at
t2=(t45)pm +(tam)md~ (5-9)

Hence, the total time interval that an observer
measures radiation is

At=t,=t,~roA@™ ' =1) ~37y"° (5.10)

since A@ ~y~'. By the properties of Fourier trans-
forms, it follows that the only frequencies at which
there is a significant amount of radiation are

W S Wqp ~(AL) M ~r, Y3, (5.11)

in agreement with the known cutoff frequency.
When combined with weie ~M ~'y?, the above
analysis can be turned around to provide us with a
qualitative picture of GSR. From the cutoff fre-
quency and the Fourier transform argument, we
find that radiation is received in bursts of duration

(6.12)

Now consider Fig. 5. The first of the observed ra-
diation is emitted when the particle is at point 0
because radiation emitted into the inner half of the
forward cone is captured by the black hole. The
time it takes the waves from point 0 to reach the
observer is

At~wcm'1 ~M'y'2 .

t1=(top) raa +( geo) rad - (5.13)

The last of the radiation to reach the observer is

sent at the angle Ag (point B) and arrives at
t3=(t08) part + (¥ poo)raa - (5.14)

By using the preceding three equations, one finds

At~My 2 ~MA@@w ™ =1)~MA@y™? (5.15)
or
Ap~1, (5.16)
T, 8¢
,..1" (ag! part ~ v
—Bb‘n—o—r.ver

T

FIG. 4. Radiation from an accelerated particle.
Shown is a small arc of the particle’s circular orbit and
the emitted radiation, which is beamed into a narrow
forward cone with half-width y~1. Choose the particular
observer at infinity that is in the direction tangent to
the orbit at point 0. Owing to the beaming of radiation,
this observer only sees radiation that is emitted between
points A and B, where Ag = Ap~ v

IREALTE
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Equation (5.16) has an important consequence:
The radiation is not azimuthally beamed in the
sense that a single flash of radiation is sprayed
out over an angle Ag ~1. (By comparison, only
observers within the angle Ag ~y~! of the forward
direction detect a flash from an accelerated par-
ticle.) Yet, the GSR received by each observer
arrives in periodic (T =1/27w,) pulses of short
duration Af~M7y~2, each pulse consisting of radi-
ation emanating from a finite arc of the circular
orbit. This is analogous to the accelerated orbit
“rotating searchlight” effect in which energy
pulses lasting At ~7,y"% are observed at periodic
intervals.

The above conclusions as to the observed azi-
muthal distribution of GSR are in quantitative dis-
agreement with the work of Hughes.*® In this ear-
lier beaming calculation, the value of Ag is found
by determining the difference in arc length Al of
null goedesics from points 0 and B (see Fig. 5) to
a fixed distant radius. The quantity Al can be ex-
pressed as a difference between two elliptic inte-
grals, which, when evaluated by Hughes, gave
A@ ~vy and, consequently, At~My~!. In addition
to finding a pulse length longer than that in Eq.
(5.12), Hughes concludes from the Ag ~v result
that a large number (~y) of images of a single
event are seen by a distant observer. The angular
spreading Ag ~1 found in the preceding discussion,
on the other hand, does not lead to strong multiple
images. In view of these discrepancies, either the
evaluation of the elliptical integral difference is in
error or the Fourier transform argument given
above is invalid.

The second possibility, that Af~w; ™! is not
true, can be ruled out by explicitly carrying out
the indicated sums in Eq. (2.19) to find the ob-
served scalar field amplitude. It is a straightfor-
ward exercise to verify that (in the Schwarzschild
limit)

e-ﬂ€/4

- had imy
i > < i (5.17)

@z(sﬂ)m.y Ty [m[7% ~&7t
near infinity. Here we have defined y=¢
= wy(t=7*). By approximating €/*~1 and convert-
ing the sum onm to an integral, one finds

_ 2fur@leres
- 3.”,},’, crit

3/4 Ym et )
A+92m 2 ?

(5.18)

]

so the half-width ¢,,, is given by
Pyp~m g, V2. (5.19)

Hence, for an observer at constant » and ¢, Eq.
(5.12) and the subsequent discussion follow.

It is clear by comparing Figs. 4 and 5 that a rel-
ativistic particle on a geodesic travels a consider-

// — \
Observer

éi T

L ( rod¢

'oe)part Y

FIG. 5. Radiation emitted by a geodesic particle. The
radiation emitted at point 0 follows a null geodesic of
the background geometry and reaches a particular ob-
server at infinity. Photons emitted into the inner half
of the forward cone before the particle is at point 0
cannot reach this observer, for they are captured by the
black hole. Let B be the point on the orbit where photons
on the outer edge of the forward cone reach the given
observer. Then, by construction, only radiation emitted
between points 0 and B is seen by the observer. In the
text, the properties of Fourier transforms and the cut-
off frequency w; ~w,y are used to argue that Agy~ 1.

able distance while emitting radiation to the same
distant observer. In this respect, GSR is more
analogous to linear acceleration than circular mo-
tion in flat-space electromagnetic theory. Indeed,
the power radiated by a linearly accelerated charge
is

P=3y*¢ad, (5.20)

which is more like the GSR result
f 2

PO~y (Lt (5.21)

than the synchrotron emission in flat space:
2
P~72(ﬂ> : (5.22)
Yo

Since Fig. 5 qualitatively differs little from a
schematic diagram of radiation from a relativistic
particle on a radial geodesic (linear acceleration),
one might speculate that P, ~ v?(f,u/M)? is a gen-
eral feature of relativistic test-particle motion
about a black hole. However, analyses3®37 of
gravitational brehmsstrahlung from a relativistic
particle reveal

2 3
~ o B\ M
Wour ~ ¥ (M ><b ) . (5.23a)
Compare this with the energy
u?
Wesr ™ Pour wo ™'~ 72<—1_Vl_ ) (5.23b)
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radiated in one revolution of a synchrotron orbit
with 7,27, <b and impact parameter bggg = 3V3M
(for a=0). One sees, surprisingly, that when
y>(b/M)® more energy is predicted from the dis-
tant encounter b/M> 1 than for a close encounter
b/M = bgsr/M=3V3 .

A second critical feature of the GSR power for-
mulas is the spin dependence of the spectra.'”
Chitre and Price® have attributed the dependence
to a breakdown of a geometrical optics analysis of
the radial wave equation. In fact, we have shown
the WKB approximation to be valid in the radial
direction, and have used a geometrical optics ap-
proach to derive the power spectra. Rather, the
spin dependence of the spectra is a property of
the coupling of a transverse radiation field to a
relativistic particle. A comparison of Eqs. (4.6)
and (4.20b) with (2.25) gives

(1) (o)
Lo _|yepLon (5.242)
and
) (0)
d—sc":‘-ﬂu@u:g}” ds:)“‘ . (5.24b)

As can be seen from Eqs. (4.8) and (4.23), the
above inner products are

. 2
lu- et~ Py ( 2z (5.25a)
kg
and
4
Iu®u:g|2"(ua)“<:—f-> , (5.25b)
t

where &, denotes the radiation momentum (mea-
sured by a Bardeen observer) in directions trans-
verse to the particle motion. We have u?~y~m ,}/?
from the geodesic equations and k;/k;~ siny, with

P the angle between the direction of motion of the
particle and a typical emitted photon. For GSR,

the half-width of the radiation beam is A9~ |m|~'/2
below the cutoff frequency, so

h*simk o~ |m|=2.

%t (5.26)
Consequently, Egs. (5.22) become

lu-ef2~ |2 (5.27a)
and

lu@u: g2~ | - (5.27b)
and the power spectra are related by

(s) -s (0)
%~ ;n_"_:‘_ d_%u (5.28)

AND C. W. MISNER

below the cutoff frequency.

It is interesting to note that the spin dependence
of the radiation spectra from relativistic, circling
accelerated body follows from similar considera-
tions. For the accelerated case, one has m;, ~y?
and A9~ |m|? at frequencies w<w;, , SO
| u|~m;2® and k4/ | 2|~ |m|~"/3. Hence, below the
cutoff the power spectra are

dp(s)
dw

-2s/3 dP(°)
dw ’

m
m

crit

(5.29)

which is in agreement with other computations.38-4°

A final feature of importance in Eq. (5.1) is the
vanishing of the power radiated, proportional to
vy =M, as the Kerr parameter a approaches M.
A similar factor appears in formulas®! describing
scalar radiation from particles on stable orbits in
the extreme Kerr geometry, so the vanishing of
the radiated power may be a general feature of
test-particle motion near the horizon of an ex-
treme Kerr black hole. Gravitational red shifts
do not explain the 7, — M factor and seem to be un-
important even when a=M. The frequency of
radiation measured by a Bardeen observer at the
source is related to the frequency measured at
infinity by

B 1/2
va=<;)71§> Vo(l =bwp), (5.30)

where b is the impact parameter of the radiation.
For radiation in a null circular orbit, which rough-
ly describes the photons emitted by a relativistic
circling particle, b is given by Eq. (A5) with
¥o=7y. Substituting this value of b into Eq. (5.27),
one finds

M(1-bwg)~Aal? | (5.31)

so that vp/v. remains finite even as a~ M. Other
possible explanations for the », - M factor are
being sought.

APPENDIX A: GEODESIC CIRCULAR ORBITS

Geodesic motion in the Kerr geometry has been
studied by a number of authors!!**>*** since Carter*
first reduced the problem to first-order equations
with four constants of motion. Here we confine
our analysis to circular orbits on the equator and,
following Bardeen, Press, and Teukolsky,!' we
derive analytic formulas describing these orbits.
Finally, the circular orbit relations are special-
ized to the cases of interest for the GSR calcula-
tions.

When the particle motion is restricted to the 6
=7/2 plane, the geodesic equations take the form

dr

<a>2+w(y)=o’ (Ala)
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E‘B =aPA™'-(aE-L,), (A1b)
%— = (2 +a®)P A" —a(aE-L,), (Alc)
where
P=EWr*+a®)-al, (A2)
and
W) =-r-*{P>-A[u%® +(@E-L,)]} (A3)

is the radial potential. In the above, E =y u=-=p,
is the conserved energy at infinity, L,=p, is the
conserved angular momentum, p is the particle
rest mass, and 7 =) is the test particle’s proper
time.

For circular motion at radius 7,, one has W(r,)
=dW(r,)/dr =0. Applying these two conditions to
the definition of W(r), the conserved energy and
angular momentum can be found as functions of
M, a, and 7,

s (EV_ 2 -2Mr,M?xaM?)? 4

LT 12 (r, 32 -3 M7 /% 2aMM?) ° (a4)
1/2 2_ 3/2

b'-E +M ar, (A5)

3/2—2M7 uzi aMl/Z N

The upper (lower) sign holds for prograde (retro-
grade) orbits. Inserting these equations for the
constants of motion into Eqs. (Alb) and (Alc), one
obtains

2
<%‘£—> =M, 3% (v} 2 =3 M7yt 2M"%a)™!, (A6)

dt \? -
<;r > = (1,32 £ aMM2)2y, 02

X (#,3/2=3Mr,+ 2M"?a)™?, A7
which together yield the orbital frequency

_de M7
WoS Gt T v raM®

The above relations describe in the y —« limit
circular photon geodesics at a radius 7,=7, sat-
isfying

73?-3Mr,?+2M'?a=0. (A9)

(A8)

In addition, the last stable orbit 7, =7, for a given
value of a can be found by imposing the additional
condition d*W(r,,)/dr?=0. The formula

1/2
3a=x7, M2 [4—(%;“-—2) ] , (a10)

first obtained by Bardeen,® then follows. All orbits
at radii 7,>#, satisfy d*W(»,)/d»*>0, so by Eq.
(Ala) they are stable with respect to radial per-
turbations.

Important for the study of GSR are particle orbits
close to the null circular orbit radius, i.e.,

7o=(1+06)r,, (a11)

with 6< 1. From Eqs. (Alc) and (A7), we find for
prograde energetic (y>>1) orbits that

Yoo r,-M (A12)
6776

and
( dat )1 (ry + 3M)*
atr/ — 6r,(r,-M)5 ’
so energetic orbits require 67, /M-1, a stronger
condition than just 6< 1. In the extreme Kerr
(a=M) limit, Eqs. (A9) and (A10) indicate that even
stable orbits satisfy 6< 1, for when a=M, »,
_-r7 =M. To clarify the a =M situation, define a®
1-(a/M) and consider the o < 1 limit. The
horizon 7, is exactly at », =M(1 +a), while

(A13)

7y =M [1 + 723— o+ O(a"’)] , (A14)
7, =M[1 +(2a?)*3 + O(a*/?)] . (A15)

With the aid of equations (A4) and (A15), ¥ can be
shown to remain small for all stable orbits even
as a-M. For the last stable orbit, for example,
72-%, so particles executing stable circular mo-

tion are never highly energetic.

APPENDIX B: SPHEROIDAL HARMONICS

Upon separating the scalar wave equation in the
Kerr background, one obtains the angular differ-
ential equation

1 d ds )
- —_ Z2ml 2
siné d@( b =rg ) *cos 9(

2
m 2

- -a‘w®)S
sin®6 ) m

=QS,,; . (B1)

Q is the separation constant introduced in Sec. II
and S,, (-d°w?, cosb), satisfying (B1), is an oblate
spheroidal angular function. When the Meixner-
Schiafke*® normalization

2 (I+m)!
21+1 (I-m)!

is used, it is convenient to define the spheroidal
harmonics

f [S(-atw?, m)]2dn = (B2)

21+1 (I-m)}
47 (I+m)!

Zr0, 9)= [

1/2
J Sy (—@®w?, cosb)e'™?,

(B3)

for the Z}’s form an orthonormal basis for the
angular functions:
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f ZMQ)*ZT ()dR = Oyt Oy 0 - (B4)
For radiation in high-frequency modes Mw > 1
with impact parameter b=m/w =w,”' ~M, analytic
expressions for Q, Z}(n/2,0), and dZ]'(n/2,0)/d6

are obtainable since the integers ! and m both
must be large. It is useful to define a latitudinal
angle 9=0-7/2 and a new angular function

Ty (9)

S (6)= cosd

(B5)

With these definitions, (B1) becomes

A* Ty cao(MP-% 5 o, 1

- o *sin 8< pom T )T,,,,=(Q +3)T,,, (B6)
which may be solved as an effective potential prob-
lem for the m>> 1 case considered here. The clas-
sical turning points are at 9, =+ O(m™"?), and,
since T, is exponentially damped beyond 9, , the
trigonometric functions in (B6) can be expanded
about 9 =0 to give

2
“ LI | 2(1-g%72)9T, =[Q + O(mO)] T, -

a9’
(B7)
Now define a new angular coordinate
£=m"?(1-a?b"2)"%y, (B8)

J

(=)M2 212 /4 (2m + k)1 /2

AND C. W. MISNER lg
so (B7) can be written as
d3T, Q
————ml—doz .+[—m(1_a2b_2)1/2' —22} T,,.; =0. (Bg)

We see, from (B5), that the angular function T,
vanishes as 9-~+7/2 or £-+%. The solution to
(B9) with these boundary conditions is the har-
monic oscillator function

Ty = Cp Hy, (E)e™ %272 (B10)
where k=] -m and
Q=m(1-a%b"2)Y2(2k +1)+ O(m°) (B11)

are the eigenvalues. H,(£) is the Hermite poly-
nomial of order &, and C,, is the normalization
constant

2m? (1-a®b~2)*(2m+k)}
2% (B1202(2m+ 2k +1)

To obtain this value for the constant, one used the
orthogonality properties of the Hermite functions
and demanded that the normalization in (B2) be
satisfied.

With the constant coefficient determined, (B10)
can be evaluated at £ =0 to find the value of the
spheroidal function on the plane. Specifically, we
obtain

|Coae? = (B12)

Sm (9=0)= (1—a2b'2)1/a[

.0, k=odd.

Since the only dependence on the Kerr parameter
a is in the first term of the k=even equation, (B13)
becomes

S (9=0)=(1-a%0"%)"2P1'(8=0) , (B14)

for the spheroidal functions satisfy S,; ) =PJ'@®)
when a=0. As a check of the accuracy of this re-
sult, one can compare the bracketed quantity in
(B13) to the actual value of P9 =0) and find that
they agree to terms of order m™'.

From (B3) and (B14), it follows that the spher-
oidal harmonics, evaluated on the 6=7/2 plane,
are

|Z](n/2,0)|?=(1-a®b~2)"4| Y (1/2,0)|?, Ek=even

k Im!/?

=(1-—a2b’2)1/4 21372 (R /2)1 29k ?

where Stirling’s approximation has been used to
evaluate | YT |2 at the large values of I, m con-
sidered here.

An analogous approach can be taken to find
dzj(n/2,0)/d6. First, note that

(B15)

(B/2)12* 204 (2m + 2k +1)172

} , k=even (B13)
darT, dg¢ dT,
Llm =22 Zmk , B16
do lg-n, db6 dE |[¢-, ( )

and then use the properties of Hermite functions
to obtain

4Ty,
ao lg= >
—mif2(1=a?b~2)A—Sm Sk, (0)C s yae
m+1,k -1
—amk(1-a?b) et —Sm T (9=7/2).
m+1,k=-1

(B17)

Finally, we evaluate the ratio of the coefficients
and take advantage of (B3) to rewrite the above
equation in terms of spheroidal harmonics:

2

AZ7W/2,00 \* g k(1-a7b-2)2 27 \(n /2, 0)] .

daé

(B18)

The form of this result could have been anticipated
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by looking at (B7). There we see that the “energy”
of the Z7' mode is

E=Q=m(1-a%b"%)"2(2k +1) (B19)

on the equatorial plane. For large values of m,
WKB techniques could have been employed to find

d_Zml_,..Ellzzyl .

20 (B20)

However, because of the symmetry of Z7' about

the 8=7/2 plane, either the spheroidal harmonic

or its first derivative vanishes on the equator.

Rather, (B20) takes the form
dZml ~EY2 ZmL

a6 (B21)

which is the same as (B18).
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