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General explicit expressions for the spectral intensity of the radiation emitted by a charge crossing the
interface between two dielectric media have been derived by a source-theoretical method: This direct
approach obviates the angular integrations. Below the Cerenkov threshold the results yield a compact
formula for the transition radiation spectrum which is valid for all velocities (< ¢) and in all spectral ranges
where dielectric functions can be defined. Above the Cerenkov threshold, new contributions appear in the
spectrum: These may be interpreted as interference terms between transition and Cerenkov radiation. The
nature of this interference and its experimental implications are considered in some detail.

I. INTRODUCTION

In many cases of practical interest there is no
possibility of confusing an interface effect such as
transition radiation with a volume effect such as
Cerenkov emission. However, it was emphasized
many years ago by Frank® that, for very-high-
energy particles, transition radiation is not local-
ized at the dielectric interface, but rather occurs
over a “formation length” [, which can assume
macroscopic values. Specifically for a medium
with index of refraction na(w), the formation length
corresponding to the emission of transition radia-
tion of wavelength % is given by®

A

™ T Tp/eF 1’

(1.1a)
where v is the speed of the charge. In the special
case of an ultrarelativistic electron (E> mc?) inci-
dent on a vacuum-dielectric surface, the forma-
tion length required for the radiation of an optical
photon may be enormous, e.g., for A~10™° cm and
n,=1, (1.1a) implies

2
lm~1<%> ~1km for E~100 GeV.  (1.1b)

In accelerator applications this relativistic en-
hancement often appears in conjunction with large
values of X (21 cm) corresponding to the emission
of microwaves. Under these circumstances tran-
sition radiation becomes so “delocalized” that it
merges into diffraction radiation.3-®

High energies also lead to problems in identify-
ing “pure” transition radiation on the dielectric
side of an interface. Under these conditions the
Cerenkov threshold criterion

n(wh/c>1 (1.2)

will be satisfied for some range of frequencies

and the corresponding emission, originating from
the dielectric formation zone 1,, will actually be
comprised of a mixture of Cerenkov and transition
radiation.®” It is easy to check that this mixing
can give rise to nontrivial interference effects:
The differential photon number spectrum for
Cerenkov radiation by a charge e traversing the
formation length [ is given by

@ dw
¢ [n,(wBP w’
where a=e2/(41rizc)=1—;—7, and B=v/c. The corre-

sponding number of transition-radiation photons
is given by [cf. (3.21a)]

dN, (1.3)

dNtr~ ;—lﬁtr(ga(w)’ B)gf’ 5 (1.4)

and clearly whenever the parity
(n8)2~ &~ O(1) (1.5)

prevails for the auxiliary function &, we expect
competition between the two radiation mechanisms.
The detailed calculations confirm the existence of
these interference effects and also lead to simple
closed-form expressions for the transition ampli-
tude &,,.

_ Previous discussions of the interference between
Cerenkov and transition radiation have been ham-
pered by technical difficulties stemming from the
complicated space-time structure of the electro-
magnetic fields. For instance, if one treats these
processes by classical boundary-value methods

it is easy to identify transition radiation by ex-
pansion in terms of asymptotically spherical
waves, and similarly the Cerenkov components
can be distinguished by their cylindrical sym-
metry; however, the residual field terms which
describe the interference effects are analytically
intractable.®! Analogous problems appear if the

2152



18 INTERFERENCE BETWEEN TRANSITION AND CERENKOV... 2153

fields are represented by Fourier integrals: The
general quadratures are too complicated, and
simplifications have to be imposed with special
devices such as saddle-point approximations.®
These methods lead to elegant rederivations of
known results such as the high-energy behavior
of transition radiation,' but they do not appear

to be sufficiently flexible to handle interference
effects or allied phenomena such as subthreshold
Cerenkov radiation.!!

In contrast, computations utilizing source theory
have already proven their value in describing
synergic radiation phenomena arising from a
combination of synchrotron and Cerenkov pro-
cesses.” In the present paper we show that these
techniques can easily be extended to include tran-
sition radiation as well as interference effects
between Cerenkov and transition radiation. Since
the angular integrals are bypassed in this approach
we obtain explicit results for the spectral intensi-
ties. As a further consequence, special cases cor-
responding to nonrelativistic and relativistic
limits, subthreshold and superthreshold Cerenkov
effects, and various dielectric interface combina-
tions can all be considered within a unified frame-
work. In analogy with results obtained previously
for synchrotron-Cerenkov radiation,'? the inter-
ference between Cerenkov and transition radiation
can be utilized in “separated function” counters
where the overall radiation rates and the energy
sensitive thresholds are controlled by distinct
combinations of dielectric functions.

The general source theory formulation of the
problem is given in Sec. II. The Cerenkov and
transition-radiation spectra are derived in Secs.
IIIA and III B, Various limiting cases of transi-
tion radiation are considered in Sec. IIIC. The
interference effects and their experimental im-
plications are discussed in Sec. IV.

II. GENERAL EXPRESSION OF CERENKOV-TRANSITION
RADIATION

A. General Formalism

It is convenient to begin by recalling some es-
sential elements of source theory. The quantity
of basic interest is the vacuum persistence am-
plitude™!3

0_)’=exp<—%W ) (2.1)

which corresponds to the probability amplitude that
during the action of an electromagnetic current, or
source J*, the vacuum remains undisturbed. The
action W which appears in (2.1) is given by

©,

1
W=—2-C—2f(dx)(dx')Ju(x)u,(x,x')wJV(x'), (2.2)

where D (x,x’),, denotes the photon propagator
from x’ to x. The vector potential A (x) is de-
fined in terms of the response of the system to a
small perturbation of the sources, i.e.,

oW = [ @)1 4,0 (2.9
and this implies
Au(x)=f(dx')D,(x,x')wJ"(x'). (2.4)

Consequently the action (2.2), can be rewritten
in the form

1
W= [ @) 74w A, ). 2.5)
Finally, the vacuum persistence probability is
given by
[¢0,]0.)7|2=exp [-(2/r)ImW]. (2.6)

from which we infer that the total probability for
photon emission is simply (2/7)ImW. The energy
radiated per unit frequency interval, or intensity
spectrum I(w), is then related to the action by

2Imw = fﬂ%z(w). (2.7)

As emphasized in the Introduction this approach
has the advantage of detouring the angular inte-
grations and allows us to compute the energy
spectrum directly from the imaginary part of the
relevant components of the action (2.5).

B. Calculations

The simplest idealization of the physical pro-
cesses leading to Cerenkov-transition radiation
corresponds to a charge e moving with constant
velocity v normal to the plane interface of two
semi-infinite homogeneous media characterized
by the scalar dielectric functions €, (w), a=1,2.
We shall neglect absorption and eo ipso all con-
ductive mechanisms involving allied effects such
as diffraction radiation; these assumptions also
imply** Ime (w)=0. It is natural to choose a co-
ordinate system with the interface located at the
z =0 plane; the velocity of the charge is then paral-
lel to the z axis. Finally, if we ignore any spatial
structure of the source [see, however, Sec. IV
(4.10a) and (4.10b)], the current for a point charge
can be represented in the simple form!?

JH(F,t)=ecB6(x)0(y)d(z—vt), (2.8a)
where
Bu':(l,0,0,B), B='U/C. (2.8b)

The explicit construction of the action (2.5) then
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depends on the solution of Maxwell’s equations
with appropriate boundary conditions for the vec-
tor potential A,. In rationalized cgs units, the
macroscopic Maxwell equations for a material
medium are

v. f)(f,w)ﬂ’(ﬂw) y (2.92a)
Vx HF, w) = (1/¢) IF, 0) - (w/c)DF,w), (2.90)
v-BF,w)=0, (2.9¢)
VX EF,w) = ({w/c)BF,0), (2.94)

where we have introduced the temporal Fourier
transform

f(F,t) =f°° %‘fﬂf, w)e v, (2.10)

For simplicity (and practical relevange), we ignore
the magnetic permeabilities so that H=B. The
dielectric effects enter via the constitutive rela-
tions'*

D(F, w) = €(z,w)E(F, ),

where, for the single interface case considered
here,

e(z,w)={(‘(w) forz<0,

€ (w) forz>0,

(2.11a)

(2.11b)

Equations (2.9¢) and (2.9d) can, of course, be
identically satisfied by introducing the potentials
A and ¢ (= A%:

B(F,w)=VXA(f,w), (2.12a)
EF,w) = (iw/c)AF,w) - Vo F,w) . (2.12b)

The gauge freedom then allows us to choose the
Lorentz gauge which satisfies the condition

VA, F, 0) - (0/0)e,()9,(F,0) =0, 270,
(2.13)
where the indices a=1,2 correspond to the half-
spaces z< 0 or z>0 in accordance with (2.11b).
Substituting (2.12a) and (2.12b) into (2.9a) and
(2.9p) and taking into account the guage constraint

(2.13) we obtain two equations for the vector po-
tentials A4(T,w):

[V2+(w?/c?)e JAHT, w)

—-—{g“"+ (€,= 1)/€ In"n}d,(F,w),
a=1,2, (2.14a)
where
Jv=(cp,d), 1*=(1,0), (2.14b)
and g*¥ denotes the metric tensor
g%°=-1, g%=0, gh=5,. (2.14c)
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It is now convenient to incorporate the cylindrical

symmetry of the problem by carrying out Fourier

transforms with respect to the x and y coordinates
e., the F, components:

’

Au(’ w)= f-(g—lﬁ-A“wkl,Z)e“f';)L, (2.15)

If we combine this representation with (2.14a) and
utilize the corresponding form of the current
(2.8a) and (2.8b), we finally obtain the basic equa-
tion for the Fourier components of the vector po-
tential, viz.,

d? w2 -
(dz ?.€ -k )A:(w’kl!z)

___.<Bu _'::—177 >e(iw/u):,
a=1,2. (2.16)

It is then a straightforward matter to verify that

A:(w,’L, _veg (Bu._ EGE;]Lnu>eik,z (2.17)
a a

is a particular solution of (2.16). The new sym-
bols which enter here are defined by
2=k 2+k2, k,=w/v

and

(2.18a)

2

5,7k -Tr€,—i0, a=1,2. (2.18b)

Since £, appears in the denominator of (2.17) it is
obvious that the dielectric light cone condition &,
=0 could be troublesome in subsequent integra-
tions; however, the addition of the complex in-
crement —i8(8—-0+) is required by the quantum-
mechanical formulation of the expressions!® (2.1)
and (2.2).

The general solution of (2.16) can be written in
the form

Al“(w,ﬁl,z)=a“%e"“1‘+A.1“(w,l'(:,z), z<0
(2.19a)
and
Az“(w,lzl,z)=b“%e"‘z'+A'2“(w,lzl,z), z2>0,
(2.19D)
where

_ { (w?/c?e,~ k2?2, RB2<(w?/c?e,, (2.20a)
i[e2- (/e /2, k2> (wP/cPe,. (2.20D)

The exponential factors e***s* which appear in the
inhomogeneous terms satisfy the physical condition
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that the A* describe outgoing waves in time
(Ausstrahlungs - Bedingung'®), and are consistent
with the constraint that the A! remain finite in
the limits 2 -+, The coefficients a* and b* are
functions of w and k,2: Physically they corre-
spond to the Fourier components of the Rontgen
current which is induced at the dielectric inter-
face by the external current (2.8a).!” These func-
tions are to be determined by the boundary con-
ditions that A* and D, are continuous across the
interface at z =0, as well as the Lorentz gauge
condition (2.13). One can easily check that the
continuity of E ,and B, at z =0 does not yield any
further constraints.
From the Lorentz gauge condition, we obtain

K, - a, - Ka,— (w/c)e,a’=0 (2.21a)
and

k, - b, +K,0, — (w/c)e,p°=0, (2.21b)

where a*=(a°, d), etc. The continuity of A at the
interface z =0 then implies

-

51. =bJ. ’ (2.222.)
a®+(£,€,) =0+ (£,€,)7 (2.22D)
a, +B/E,=b,+B/Ey; (2.22¢)

and finally from the continuity of D,, we infer the
condition

e,[(w/e)a,+ka®] - (/€)1 - p2€,)
=€, [(w/c)b, - kb9 - (R, /E,)(1 - B2%€,) . (2.23)

Equations (2.21a), (2.21b), and (2.22a) may be
combined in the form

b, + Ky, = (w/c)(B%, - a%,) ; (2.24)

and therefore we are left with four equations, i.e.,
(2.22b), (2.22¢), (2.23), and (2.24), to determine
the four coefficients a°, a,, b°, and b,. Since the
basic expression for the action is proportional to
J*¥A,, (2.5), and in the present instance J*~g*
- (1,0,0,) [cf. (2.8b)], it is obvious that the per-
pendicular components 51 and b, do not enter the
calculation (see below). The solutions for the
relevant coefficients then are
a®=-kA,, a,=(/c)A,, (2.25a)
and
b=k, , b,=(w/c)e,A,, (2.25b)

where the A factors are given by

1 l/e, v 1 v
A= | = =2 = -—(1-=
é K1€2+K2€1[51<€1 wK2> §2< ‘*’K2>]

(2.26a)

and

-1 1/¢, v 1 v
A =—=t (28,2 VL2,
> K1€2+K2€1[§2<€2 le> §1<1 le>]

(2.26Db)
All of these results can be summarized by noting
that the basic expressions for the vector potential
(2.192) and (2.19b) can be rewritten as follows:
(i) For 2<0, €-¢,(w), we have

A‘l’(w,ﬁl,z)=a°%e""1‘+1§‘}(w,l€l,z) s (2.27a)

Ai’(w,lzl,z)=a,%e"“1‘+ﬁf(w,k.“z), (2.21b)

where a° and a, are given by (2.25a) and (2.26a),
k, by (2.20a) and (2.20b), and

A?("‘UEL,Z) leu“ (2.27¢)
€ &
s - _el A
Ad(w,k, ,z) == —eit* (2.274)
ct

with &, defined in (2.18b).
(ii) Similarly for z>0, €- ¢,(w), we obtain

Ag(“’,EuZ):bo %eikzz+jg(w slzl;z) s (2.28a)

Ag(w,lzL,z)=b‘%e""2’+ﬁg(w,ﬁ“z) s (2.28Db)

where b° and b, are given by (2.25b) and (2.26b),
Kk, by (2.20a) and (2.20b), and

(2.28¢c)

(2.28d)

with ¢, defined in (2.18b).

The space-time representation of A* can then
be constructed by combining the Fourier trans-
forms (2.10) and (2.15):

dw -xwtf (dki)e:(k-r)lAu(w k )

AMED= | or (27)

-0

(2.29)

Finally, substituting (2.8a) and (2.29) into (2.5), we
obtain an explicit form for the action, viz.,

W= %fdtdxdydz 5(x)0(y)d(z - vt)8

exp [-iwt +i(k - ©), 1A% (w,k, ,2).
(2.30)

f(dk )dw
(2m)? 21

This can be more succinctly expressed as

dk,)

~d
@2 wf dze g Al(w K ,2) .

(2.31)
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The spectral intensity of Cerenkov-transition
radiation can then be computed from the imaginary
part of W, by utilizing (2.7).

II. EXPLICIT RESULTS

A. Cerenkov Radiation

It is characteristic of source theory that the
potentials A* enter in the action linearly when it
is expressed in the form (2.5). It is therefore
natural to split the action into two parts

W=W (A" +Wo(A*) 3.1)

DeRAAD, TSAI,
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correspondmg to the division of A* into homo-
geneous (A*) and inhomogeneous (A*) components.
For Cerenkov-transition radiation, this division
can be read off from (2.19a) and (2 19b) with A“
=a*(e/v)e "“1‘, etc. Since the homogeneous com-
ponents A* are independent of the Réntgen cur-
rents at the dielectric 1nterface it is plausible

to associate them with Cerenkov emission. Indeed
we will first demonstrate that the spectral inten-
sity derived from W (A ) coincides with the stan-
dard Cerenkov spectrum Specifically from
(2.27a), (2.27b), (2.28a), (2. 28b), (2.31), and
(2.32), we obtain

WC(Au)z_z%f(dkl)/mdwf dzeitet [— AO(w kl,z)+BA3(w k“z”

(2m)?

_£ .. @k,)
T2 ,E.ni ,/ (2m)?

mt_i_("_’ 0 ik 2
2 21r( _Ldze € [

+fL¢ze'*~,f[_Ag(w,El,z)+3,ci;(w,1€“z)]>.
0

In the second form, we have recognized that the
infinite thickness of the dielectric medium, as
reflected in the limits of the z integration, is an
idealization of the more realistic physical situa-
tion in which the dielectric medium has finite
thickness, large compared to the wavelength of
the radiation. It is easy to check that this ex-
pression diverges linearly with L. This behavior
is consistent with the identification of ImW with
the total energy dissipation — which of course is
infinite for an infinitely long Cerenkov radiator.
For a finite radiator with =L <z <+ L, (3.2) be-

comes
- d‘”( dz £,1

f dz £, [1

where we have inserted the explicit forms of A 4
from (2.27c), (2.27d), (2.28¢) and (2.28d). Taking
into account that ¢ (w) is an even function of w for
a nonabsorptive medium,'* and making use of
(2.18b), we obtain

_€*L ,e
Wc—zm)zfo dw

(dk,)
We= 202 (277)2

- (8%,

- (B%€,)" ])
(3.3)

T
- (w?/c?)e, - ib

)

+_32:_€£____>
k? —(w?/c?)e,— 16 )"
(3.4)

The corresponding spectrum can then easily be
identified by comparing (2.7) and (3.4):

A?(w’.ﬁl)z)+BA.?(w,lzL ’z)]

(3.2)

Ic(w)= wL
dK,) 2
ey -1 2 _ X _(p2, _
< -0 (k2 e - )
- w?
+(52_ €2 1)6(k1_2- _2(.3262— 1))] )
(3.5)
where the d functions appear in virtue of
}%fx—zé =P(1/x)+ind(x). (3.6)

The remaining integrations are trivial and lead
to the well-known Cerenkov spectrum

(e

. (1 -m)n[ﬁzn;(m 1], @)

where we have reintroduced the indices of refrac-
tion,

€ (w) =n2(w)=[1+An,(w)]?,

I(w)=

(3.7b)

and indicated the Cerenkov thresholds in both
media with the help of the Heaviside function

{+1,
‘0, x<0.

For later reference it is also convenient to note
that the photon number spectrum is given by [cf.

(1.3)]

x>0,

M(x)=3[1+sgn(x)] = (3.7¢)
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dNg(w) = o2k [( 1- —1——>n[132n12(w) -1]

X Tt
1 2 2
+ (1 -m)ﬂ[ﬁ 1,2 (w) - 1]]
d(h'w)
et (3.8)

where Ze denotes the total charge and the energy
and length scales are fixed by X, mc?= (F/mc)mc?.

B. Transition Radiation

There are a wide variety of experimental con-
ditions corresponding either to low charge veloci-
ties B<«< 1, and/or indices of refraction near unity,
i.e., tenuous media or dispersion in the x-ray
portion of the spectrum [ An(w)< 0], where the
inequalities

Bnl2(w)<1l, a=1,2 (3.9)

are satisfied and the éerenkov terms (3.7a) vanish
identically. Under these circumstances we are
justified in characterizing the contrlbutlons of the
inhomogeneous action term, ImW(A J), as “pure”
transitionradiation. Formally this quantity is given
by an expression analogous to (3.2) except that now
A* is replaced by A* everywhere; the specific
forms of the inhomogeneous terms can then be
read off from (2.27a), (2.27b), (2.28a), and (2.28b).
The resulting action describing pure transition
radiation is

We= 52 Mf(‘“"

xfmd—w(fo dz e ' *1* k)% (_a° + Ba,)
-0 2w -L

o [Fa e-'<k~-~z’~(_b0+ﬁb,)>.
0

(3.10)

In this case one can verify that the z integrations
are unambiguous [cf. (2.18b) and the Appendix] and

lead to'®
(dk,) (—a°+/3a, -b°+Bb,
Wi = 277] f P\ Tk +k, | K~y )
(3.11)

As before, the spectral intensity can be deter-
mined by comparing (2.7) and (3.11): It is con-
venient to write this in the form

2

(w)— Reg(w), (3.12a)

where [cf. (2.18a)]

o[ [ -a° +Ba, —b°+13b4>
8lw)= 28%¢ .[ de. [( Ky +ke -y

+(w~—w):] . (3.12b)

Substituting (2.25a) through (2.26b), and rationalizing
the denominators, we obtain a sum of quadratures
which can be grouped as follows:

s(w) =81(w)+ 92((.0) )

where

(3.13a)

2

w [ dk,
gl(w):ﬁ—zzjo‘ £, (k€ + Ky€,)
(k12(€2/€1) - K,K,(1 - PPe))
£

k2 +K,K,(1 = 32€1)>
’ E

X

(3.13b)

and

w (= dk,?
g - o S
2(@) Bzc,£ £,k €, +K,o€))

" ( -k, + "1’;2(1 - P’€,)

Jhlle/e) —ng(l - /3262)>. (3.13¢)

It is easy to check thatd, can be obtained from 4,
by the interchange €, — €,; moreover, both terms
are invariant under the “velocity reversal” B— —8.
These symmetries are slightly stronger than re-
quired by the obvious physical condition that the
total energy dissipation in transition radiation
remain invariant under the dual interchange €,+ €,,
B+——B. These features of course do not clash
with the asymmetry of the angular distribution of
the radiation which appears at relativistic energies.
Although the quadratures indicated in (3.13b)
and (3.13c) are elementary, there are a great
variety of special cases. Without loss of gen-
erality, all the interesting points of the remain-
ing computation can be illustrated by choosing
€,>¢€,, and specializing (3.9) to

1- 8%, (w)>1 - B%€,(w)>0. (3.14)

Since we are only interested in the real parts of
(3.13b) and (3.13c), and since k, and k, can both
become imaginary for sufficiently large values of
k.2, we begin by decomposing the region of inte-
gration into three contiguous segments

S VAR e

which are defined in terms of the following in-
equalities:

(3.15a)
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region I

0<k,%s (w¥/c¥e,, (3.15b)
region II:

(w?/c?)e, <k 2 < (wP/c?)e,, (3.15¢)
region III:

(w?/c?)e,< Ry 2=, (3.15d)

In each region it is convenient to readjust the
variable of integration by a distinct transforma-
tion [cf. (2.20a) and (2.20b)]:

region I:

K\/Kp =Y, (3.16a)
region II:

—iKk,/Ky=y ~ %2, (3.16b)
region III:

[ki/ka| =y (3.16c)

After some elementary rearrangement, the inte-
grals (3.13b) and (3.13c) can then be reduced to
the form

Regl(w)=32fadx<€2x )”2 ala+b)+x(1 +ac)

1-x (@®-x)(b+x)1+cx)
_232'[0’“@(16_2;2)1/2 - _yzj;(zl +Cyz)(a(l +acl):(§;tz—y2)/a +a(1+abc)+4;§a —y2)> (3.172)
and
i ) et g st
2 [0 (5%5) i e o1

One can easily verify that the y integrals stem from region I and the x integrals from region II. The con-
tributions from region III drop out because our initial restrictions (3.14) force them to be purely imagi-
nary. The new auxiliary quantities that appear in (3.17a) and (3.17b) represent the following combinations
of parameters:

6,2 6w - (W)>0, a=¢€(w)/ew), b=-1+F%¢,, c=-(1+pf,). (3.18)
The remaining quadratures are elementary and lead to the following results:
BPe €, [B (e, +€,) -1 . -
Regl(w): - 11(1;(2[(51*‘162)132 ]£1(€13€2)—€1 1/2"‘(51 ! ‘Bz)gz(il)
2[ B¥(e, + €,) - 1] 2(1 + B2, )[B%(e, + €,) - 1]
_ £ 21 1 2
FoX, e PeuX, Bl
2(1 - B2%¢, + Ple €,) 2(1- B¢, + Bley6,)
- £ , € bl LA -1 ) s 3.19
Eon A O (.19
where
X,=¢,+€,-P¢?, a=1,2, (3.20a)
o (€2t Eale + Ea)]"2> 3.20b
£y, E2)_2m<e,+[61(€1+ 77 )’ (3.200)
5 1 1+Be¢,!/? ) _
&2(€“)_?51n<1_:_ﬁ_€—7§ R a—1,2, (3.20(1)
(1 -Pg,))? ((1 - Be,,)t 2+ Be M ® )
£3(€1’ €2)— 28 In 1= 62521)1/2 _B€11/2 . (3.20d)

r

A similar expression can be derived for Red,(w)
and one can check a posteriori that this is equiva-
lent to recalculating Red (w) with the interchange
€, —¢€,. These symmetries are, of course, con-

sistent with the invariance properties exhibited
by (3.13b) and (3.13c) et seq.

The final result for the intensity spectrum of
pure transition radiation then is
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e2
It,(w)=mﬁ,,(w,3; €,6), (3.21a)
where'®
gu-(w’ ﬁ; €p €2) =F((IJ, B; €17 E2)"'1;’((*’1 ﬁ; €2) €1) (3.21b)
and
BPe,€,%[B (€, + €,) — 1] <1 - B, 2¢,8
. —_ -1/2 12 1 2 2 1
F(, 6, )= —e/* - PR QS (e ) (T e )8(e)
2(1 - B2%¢
ﬁ X:) [(2 - 6252)"”:‘2(52)*‘ (2- B2€1)£3(€n €2)] . (3.21¢)
21
As indicated previously this result is constrained g1, (3.22)

solely by the subthreshold Cerenkov conditions
(3.9) and (3.14). In fact, (3.14) is not an essential
restriction since (3.21a)-(3.21c) can easily be
modified to allow for the replacement €,>¢€, ~€,> ¢,.
C. Discussion
1. Nonrelativistic Limit

It is interesting to consider transition radiation

in the limit

2(g )2

Under these circumstances (3.21a)-(3.21c) can be
simplified to yield a compact expression for the
differential photon number spectrum, i.e.,

dw
dN = = (BZVF (€, €)— (3.23a)

where Ze denotes the charge of the radiating ob-
ject and?®®

€,—€ 2
Fro—=Fi (€, €,)==2 16”2—61/2[—+
w=Filey, &) €, +€, (€ ) 3 € +€,

This approximation can also be obtained directly
from (3.17a) and (3.17b) by inserting the expansions
corresponding to (3.22).

In the special case of nonrelativistic electrons,
Z-1, and for crude numerical orientation, it is
convenient to assume ¢, > ¢,;, and dw/w~ 1; these
estimates imply F,~ %n,(w), or
20 B2

dw
2 —_—
7 (@B —— = 755

AN~ 5o photons/electron .

(3.24)

F.xperimentally this corresponds to the radiation
first observed by Lilienfeld in 1919.2%22 With
present techniques intensities adequate for beam
monitoring applications can be obtained for elec-
tron energies as low as 10-500 eV and currents
in the range 10-50 pA.2® The feasibility of these
measurements of course hinges on the fact that
transition radiation tends to predominate over
optical (Coulomb) bremsstrahlung in thin foils.?¢2¢
The analogy between transition radiation and
bremsstrahlung suggests that the intensities are
favorably enhanced for highly charged objects
(Zz>1), and indeed this follows by inspection of
(3.23a). For instance at the Bevalac one can cur-

+ 2¢,6, In (62 + (e, €)'
(&, = E1”2)(61"' €z)st € +[e (e + &) ] &

)]

(3.23Db)

r

rently cbtain beams of fully stripped Fe (Z=26)
nuclei with g2~ % So if we stretch (3.22) just for
numerical orientation, the optical phoinn vield
per nucleus is expected to be of the order of

dw
ANy~ Fi(ey, €2)'_(; ~0(1). (3.25)

Since the formation length criterion (1.1a) indi-
cates that very thin (0.1 mil) Mylar sheets
ought to be adequate radiators, and beam inten-
sities of 10° Fe nuclei per pulse at the rate of
20 pulses per minute are available, there should
be no practical difficulty in checking the validity
of (3.23a) and (3.23b) and the exact formulas
(3.21a)-(3.21c). Conditions are, of course, even
more favorable for fully stripped uranium beams:
In this case optical transition radiation should
yield about 10 photons per nucleus per interface.
In this connection it is amusing to recall that
Alvarez’s interpretation®” of the “monopole” event?®
of 1975 invoked a cosmic-ray object with Z=178
and 8~0.66; one can easily verify that the transi-
tion radiation in this case is scaled by

%(Bz)hs. (3.26)
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Since there is agreement that this event occurred
below the Cerenkov threshold (3.9), the “pure”
transition radiation estimate (3.23a) and (3.23b)
ought to be applicable. Depending on the precise
values of (3.23b) for the interfaces bounding the
“fast film” (cf. Fig. 1 of Ref. 28), some optical
photon signals might have been recorded.

In principle the spectrum of transition radiation
can extend far above the optical range. Even a
“slow” nucleus such as ,;Fe at <3 has an energy
of circa 10 GeV that could be radiated away. How-
ever, the specific nature of the radiation has to
be considered on a case-by-case basis depending
on the structure of the composite functions
F,(¢,(w), €,(w)). Of course in the UV and soft x -
ray regions of the spectrum absorptive corrections
are important and our results would have to be
modified.?® At still higher photon energies (x-ray
region), we have the general estimate [cf. (3.7b)]

e(w)=1+2an(w)s1, (3.27)

and the corresponding limit of F, can be computed
in a model-independent way. Specifically for pho-
ton energies exceeding the characteristic binding
or resonance energies of material media, the in-
dices of refraction are essentially determined by
the coherent Compton amplitude.'? This implies

2an(w) = —w,2/w?, for w(keV)=0.054Z2,
(3.28a)
where the quantity
w,(eV)=28.82(pZ /A)'/?

denotes the conventional plasma frequency: The
paranmete. s characterizing the medium then are
the density p(g/cm?®), the atomic charge Z, and
atomic number A. In particular for a dielectric-
vacuum interface the high-frequency limit of
(8.23a) is

(3.28b)

‘do

m (3.29a)

20 w
- st}
dNtr 37 (BZ)2< W >

The total number of high-frequency transition
photons per (nonrelativistic) charge is therefore
negligibly small, i.e.,

Ny(w> .054Z2)~ 3Xx1075(BpZ/AZ%)?. (3.29b)

2. Relativistic Domain

These trends are drastically altered under
relativistic conditions. However, the approach
of v to ¢ has to be restricted by the inequalities
[cf. (3.9) and (3.14)]
2An,(w)<1-p2=0, Any(w)-An(w)>0 (3.30)

to insure that our results still correspond to

“pure” transition radiation without any admixture
of Cerenkov components. It is then easy to show
that our general expressions (3.21a)-(3.21¢c) re-
duce to

a dw
dIVH‘E ; Zze(B;il, (2)? ) (3,313)

where [cf. (3.27)]
gtr"Fz(B;(],) E2)

_(Anz(w)+ An,y(w) 1-p2 >
"\ an,(w) - an(w) T An,(w) - An,(w)

1-p82-2An (w)>
><ln<———1 —B2—2Anj(w) -2,

(3.31p)

If we specialize still further to a dielectric-vacuum
interface with An,; given by (3.28a) and (3.28b), we
obtain the well-known Garibian limit®®

F2-[1+2 (f)z]ln [1+<%1>1 -2, (3.32a)

]

where w, denotes the “boosted” plasma frequency*

wo=yw,, v=(1-p2)"1/2, (3.32b)

The corresponding total number of “hard” transi-
tion-radiation photons emitted per charge ( Ze)
per interface then is

- 2
N (w>0.0542%)~10"3(Z1nQ)?, Q= 37%2’5 >1,
(3.32¢)

and in contrast to (3.29b) this exhibits a logarith-
mic increase at ultrarelativistic energies.’® An-
other obvious distinction arises from the y?p com-
bination in (3.32¢): This implies that there is an
intensity trade-off between high energies and
“weak” discontinuities across the dielectric inter-
face ¢, = €,. One practical consequence is that
multiply-layered transition-radiation detectors
tend to saturate at high energies,*" i.e., the spec-
trum given by (3.31b) has an energy independent
limit when —~1. Another experimental limit is
imposed by the competition with high-energy
Coulomb bremsstrahlung. Under conditions cor-
responding to (3.30), there is a nontrivial lower
bound on the thickness of the transition radiators
which is scaled by the formation length (1.1a).
This minimum length in turn leads to the criterion
[cf. (3.30)F2

w(keV)F,(B;¢,, €)>> 5% 10752 (3.33)

which must be satisfied in order that the transition
radiation may dominate over Coulomb bremsstrah-
lung. One can easily check from (3.31b) and
(3.22a) that this implies severe constraints for

the detection of transition radiation from high-en-
ergy particles.



18 INTERFERENCE BETWEEN TRANSITION AND CERENKOV... 2161

IV. CERENKOV-TRANSITION RADIATION

We have already seen that thg general expres-
sion for the action describing Cerenkov-transition
radiation can be decomposed into two parts [cf.

(3.1)]
W=W,(A*)+ Wa(A*).
In the case when

BPnl2(w)<1l, a=1,2, W,=-W,, (4.1a)

the only nonvanishing contribution arises from the
second term, and experimentally this corresponds
to “pure” transition radiation. However, in the
converse instance

Bn2(w)>1 for either or botha=1,2; (4.1p)

the identification of W, with “pure” Cerenkov
radiation has only a formal significance. Under
these conditions W, does not vanish identically —
in fact, it may interfere destructively with W, —
and experimentally we are justified in speaking
of “pure” Cerenkov radiation only to the extent
that the W, contributions can be suppressed rela-
tive to W, by the use of radiators which are much
longer than a formation length [cf. (1.5)]). These
idealizations do not apply to very thin foils and
foam radiators — both of which have been con-
sidered as practical candidates for monitoring
heavy-ion beams and detecting high-Z components
in cosmic rays.®

In extending the calculation of W, to cases where
the Cerenkov threshold conditions (4.1b) are satis-
fied, we encounter a number of technicalities.
Suppose for instance that only one of the inequali-
ties, e.g., P%¢,> 1, is satisfied. Then one can
easily check that the denominator £, in (3.13b) and
(3.13c) passes through a zero in the region of in-
tegration, and this implies that there are both
single and double poles present in (3.12b). These
singularities must be evaluated by prescriptions
consistent with the boundary conditions. We note
first that the “dielectric light cone” condition (&,
=0) originates with the particular solution (2.17).
Tracing this singularity forward to (3.7a) shows
that it gives rise to the Cerenkov spectrum. The
corresponding pole that occurs in the coefficients
a*, b* [cf. (2.252) and (2.25b)] may therefore be
evaluated according to the prescription given in
(2.18b). The other pole is associated with the de-
nominator «, - %, in (3.11), and this in turn origi-
nates from the z integral in (3.10). In the Appendix
we show that the appropriate mathematical device
for dealing with this case is simply

fmdz e i ke 20 ik, — R+ 36)7 . (4.2)
4]

The details of the double-pole evaluation are also
relegated to the Appendix; cf. (A10).

With this formal machinery in hand it is then a
straightforward matter to recalculate the basijc
integrals (2.13b) and (2.13c) without the sub-Ceren-
kov restrictions (3.9). There are two cases to
consider. The simplest case corresponds to

BP(e;—€,)<1 and ¢,> ¢, . (4.3)

Under these circumstances the total spectral in-
tensity of the radiation is given by

I(w)=Ig(w)+17 (), (4.4)

where I,(w) coincides with the usual Cerenkov
spectrum (3.7a), and I}’ is obtained from the
previous I,,, (3.21a), by employing the absolute
values of the arguments of all the logarithms in
(3.20Db) to (3.20d). This simple generalization is
adequate since we are only interested in the real
part of 9, (3.13a), and the additional imaginary
term associated with the pole is irrelevant.

The other case, which is more interesting in
practical applications, arises if the parameter b
introduced in (3.18) becomes positive. Again as-
suming €,> ¢,, one can show that when

b=fe-e)=1>0, (4.5)

further contributions arise from region III,
(3.15d). Specifically if we trace through the cal-
culations leading to the auxiliary function £,, de-
fined in (3.20d), we find that £,(¢,, €,) still has
precisely the functional form given in (3.20d) with
the interchange ¢, — ¢,, but the object £,(¢,, €,)
is now given by a different expression, viz.,

( y1/2 €, —¢ \'/2 b
£3(&y, 62)'—‘[ e dx< 2 ;> 3
o 1-x b+x

= BB (e, - &) — 172

Pey' > (4.6)

-1
X tan <[Bg(€2 —¢)- 172

Another new feature associated with (4.5) is that
the Cerenkov threshold now occurs in region II of
the integrations [cf. (3.16b)], where k, becomes
purely imaginary. The basic quadrature (3.19)
therefore acquires additional contributions arising
from the § functions of (A9) and (A10), viz.,

[Bz(ﬁz - 51) -1 ]1/2
B3 (e, — €)X,

.

(Be, - 1)2 - B%¢y), “.7)

where X, is given by (3.20a).
At this point it is convenient to introduce a new
auxiliary function
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(2) _ -1(p2 1/2 -1 (Bzﬁ 1—1)1/2
£8(e,, €,)= - BBy, — 1) Ptan _“%:1172_

1
26

Be l/24 (1 = B2¢, J1/2
X 1n(ﬁ:1 /2i§1 — 22::31 72 ) 5 (4.8)

where ¢, — €, = €,,, and we fix the convention that
when 1 - f2¢,, <0 [cf. (4.5)] the radicals are
changed to (1 - f?¢,,)* /%~ i(B%€,, — 1)*/2, and the
principal branch of the logarithm is used for
evaluation. It is then easy to check that the func-
tional asymmetry between £,(¢,, €,) and £;(¢,, €,)
(4.6), as well as the new pole contributions (4.7)
can both be concisely represented by £§2’. Specifi-
cally the total spectral intensity of Cerenkov-tran-
sition radiation above the threshold (4.5) is given
by

I(w)=I(w)+17(w), 4.9

where I,(w) still corresponds to the Cerenkov
spectrum, (3.7a) and I{?’ is derived from I,
(3.21a), by (i) replacing £,(e,, €,) by ££2)e,, ¢,),
for both a,b=1,2 and 2,1 and (ii) employing ab-
solute values for the arguments of the remaining
logarithms, e.g., (3.20c).
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FIG. 1. Characteristics of the Cerenkov-transition
amplitude F(w)= (r/%a)I 5, cf. (4.4) and (4.9). The
variation of F is displayed as a tunction of g for a num-
ber of illustrative cases. The curve segments bounded
by small circles represent negative values of F(w).
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FIG. 2. Data display extending the ¢, range of Fig. 1.
Values of ¢~ 16 are practicable in Ge for certain trans-
parency windows in the infrared.

These special cases, e.g., (4.4) and (4.9), give
a good indication of the general features of Ceren-
kov-transition radiation. The essential distinction
vis-a-vis synergic radiation processes such as
synchrotron-éerenkov radiation” and Coulomb
bremsstrahlung in condensed media? is that the
Cerenkov spectrum I,(w) always preserves its
identity in a mathematical sense even though, as
we have emphasized earlier, its experimental
isolation from I,.(w) may only be feasible in very
long radiators. For this reason it is convenient
to speak of an “interference” rather than a syn-
ergism between Cerenkov and transition radiation:
In a strict sense matters are, of course, more
complicated since “pure” transition radiation,
i.e., the I,.(w) of (3.21a), is modified to I}, (4.4),
or I‘Tz’, (4.9), depending on the values of B and the
interface parameters.

These relations can be clarified by considering
a few numerical examples. For instance in Figs.
1 and 2, we show F(w) [= (n/7a)I,] as a function of
B for €, =1 and several values of €,. Figure 3
exhibits the variation of F(w) as a function of e,
for fixed values of B and €. These graphs confirm
that there is a slight logarithmic singularity at
the Cerenkov threshold due to the structure of
£, (3.20c). Another feature which can be read
off these graphs is that F(w) decreases sharply
and becomes negative just above the Cerenkov



18 INTERFERENCE BETWEEN TRANSITION AND CERENKOV... 2163

Flw)

0.5(

02

04F

0,05}

002}

1 1 1 1 1 1 €
3 15 7 1 2 23 28 ¢

FIG. 3. Variation of the Cerenkov-transition ampli-
tude as a function of ¢, for fixed g and e,.

threshold. In this sense (4.9) can exhibit a de-
structive interference between the interface and
volume effects. Of course, our calculations are
constrained by a lower bound set by the formation
length [cf. (1.1a) and the Appendix], and this in-
sures that the total spectral intensity I(w) remains
non-negative.

A detailed survey of the experimental possibili-
ties raised by the present results merits a sepa-
rate discussion. After all, there are a variety of
length dependent effects which can modify the
“standard” spectrum (4.9) and lead to the possi-
bility of constructing high-energy particle detec-
tors. There are also exotic but scientifically
sound possibilities for exploiting atomic or nu-
clear resonances to obtain indices of refraction
with sharply defined thresholds in the x-ray re-
gion.3#% Among all these options it would ap-
pear that applications which are linked with co-
herent radiation processes offer the greatest
promise. This coherence was already implicit
in the derivation of (3.23a) since we tacitly as-
sumed that the Z charges were localized within
a bunch (= “nucleus”) of radius 7, such that ¢/w
> 7, for all relevant frequencies in the Cerenkov-
transition spectrum. Our (nonquantum mechani-
cal) treatment of Cerenkov-transition radiation
can easily be generalized to include emission
from extended charge structures by modifying
(3.8), (3.23a), etc. with the replacement®®

Z =Dy, (4.10a)
where p, denotes the static form factor
pffd?p(lfl)e'“‘"; (4.10b)

and the wave number is linked to the frequency
and index of refraction by

k=(w/c)n(w).

For instance a uniformly charged sphere of radius
7, corresponds to the form factor

_3(@2m)?
LA

AR N AN (4.11)

where J, ,, is the Bessel function of § order. In
the point-charge limit #7,~0, we recover the
previous cases p,— Z; however, in the high fre-
quency limit kr,—~ <, the form factor damps the
emission according to p, — (k7,) coskr,,.

We have already indicated that in accelerators
the coherence associated with charge bunching is
manifested in beam loading losses: For instance
if the 20-GeV accelerator at SLAC is operated
with ~10° electrons/bunch, approximately 40 MeV
per electron is dissipated in diffraction radiation
during the traversal of circa 86000 iris sections.?
One can easily check that this corresponds to a
loss of = 10° rf photons per electron per iris sec-
tion; and this enormous enhancement over the
nominal orders of magnitude implied by (3.21a) is
clearly due to the collective bunching effects, i.e.,
Z2~10'®, 1t is problematical whether there are
areas of application in which this coherent en-
hancement is beneficial rather than detrimental,
but one can speculate that collective Cerenkov-
transition radiation might play a role in coupling
electron or ion energies into target pellets in
fusion schemes. An approximate criterion for
the threshold of coherent radiation can easily be
inferred from (4.11), i.e.,

pt/3s . 4.12)

In the “Proto 2” e~-beam fusion experiment at
Sandia, 1.5-MeV electrons will converge on a
millimeter-diameter fuel pellet: The electron den-
sities in the vicinity of the pellet surface will be
10 cm™. The coherence criterion (4.12) then
indicates charge bunching enhancements of the
order of Z,.,%= 10* for Cerenkov-transition radia-
tion in the micron wavelength region of the spec-
trum.
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APPENDIX: SINGULAR INTEGRALS

One of the key difficulties in carrying out the
angular integrations over the differential transi-
tion radiation spectrum is the appearance of
singularities associated with the Cerenkov cone,
as well as the critical and Brewster-Malus angles
at the dielectric interface.?®* Although the source
theory formulation permits us to detour these
angular integrals, some technical difficulties
originating from singularities remain in the cal-
culation. However, it is easy to resolve these
problems if we relax the idealization of radiators
of infinite extent and consider the radiation occur-
ring over a finite length L. For definiteness we
will consider the case when the dielectric ¢, is
above the Cerenkov threshold, i.e., f%¢,> 1,
while ¢, lies below, B%,<1. Then if L is large
in the sense kL > 1, the only source of difficulty
arises from values of £, in the vicinity of the
zero of &,, i.e.,

2 2
£=0; k2= 53 (Feg-1)< S g (A1)
Of course, this occurs in a region of %, ? values
for which «, is real. In the vicinity of this region
it is convenient to introduce an auxiliary variable
u defined in terms of

k2= (w?/c?)ey(1 - u?), (A2)
so that
k= (|w|/c)e,* 2u (A3a)

and
&= (0¥, (B ;™2 + )
X (e, 2 —u—45), 6-0+. (A3Db)
Cerenkov radiation occurs when £,=0, or
u=u,=p"e,’?, (A4)

and this implies that u, corresponds to the cosine

of the Cerenkov angle. Now the term in (3.11) that
gives rise to the pole (x, - k,)™ after the z integra-
tion actually has the form

fduLL dze-i(k‘-xz)z(f(u)+ﬁﬁglz—w%‘> > (A5)

AND ERBER 18

where f(x) and g(u) represent analytic functions of
u in the neighborhood of %,. The z integral pre-
sents no difficulty, and leads to the expression

( Sflw) - L).»

fdu(l e'“"“o)N) 5
U—uy+1
(A6)

which exhibits the double-pole structure latent in
(3.11). The object N is defined by

=(w/c)e,' 2L =L /X, (A7)

where X denotes the reduced wavelength of the
Cerenkov-transition radiation in the medium. If
we now introduce the formation length constraint
[cf. (1.1a)]

L>»1,~N>1; (A8)

we can evaluate (A6) by standard means. Specifi-
cally

fdu(l i(u-ug)N) f(u)

u—u,

,< [ M)%‘%’_mﬂuo) (A9)

u

and
ety 80
fdu(l ¢ )(u — o) (=1, +16)

L S
(A10)

Equation (A9) corresponds to the standard prin-
cipal-value prescription (3.6), and (A10) repre-
sents the generalization applicable to a double
pole. In particular, the idealization (A8) leads
to the identification

f"’ dz et ®ex2)? _j(x, _ R, +i0), 6~0+ (All)
0

and this confirms that the denominators &, in
(3.13b) and (3.13c) have the structure indicated
in (2.18b).
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FIG. 1. Characteristics of the Cerenkov-transition
amplitude F(w)= (r/fa)] r» cf. (4.4) and (4.9). The
variation of F is displayed as a function of g for a num-
ber of illustrative cases. The curve segments bounded
by small circles represent negalive values of F(w).



Flw)

T T TTTT]

0.5

T

T

04

LA A

005

0.01

0.3

FIG. 2. Data display extending the ¢, range of Fig. 1.
Values of €~ 16 are practicable in Ge for certain trans-
parency windows in the infrared.



Flw)

0.5r-

02

04

0,05

002

A i L L 1 1 €
e A 13 15 1 19 24 23 28 .

FIG. 3. Variation of the Cerenkov-transition ampli-
tude as a function of ¢, for fixed g and €.



