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A diagrammatic technique has been worked out in the framework of nonequilibrium statistical
mechanics as developed by Prigogine and co-workers to tackle the problem of radiation emission from a
relativistic electron in an ambient plasma embedding an axial-wiggler magnetic field. The theory is exact
in that the diagrams contributing towards the self-consistent-field approximation have been summed up
exactly and one obtains a time-dependent response function. The kinetic regime has been obtained by el-
iminating the memory by taking an asymptotic limit in time. Explicit calculations have been affected to
obtain functions like the Cerenkov angle and the refractive index as well as the power emitted by the sys-
tem. It has been shown that the radiation emitted has very peculiar polarization features.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In a series of papers Rankin [1] and Rankin, Stine-
bring, and Weisberg [2] have very exhaustively collected
almost all the known details of emission characteristics of
pulsar radiation and have shown that these facts could be
explained to a fair degree of accuracy by the model pro-
posed by Radhakrishnan and Cook [3] for the Vela pul-
sar. Nearly complete lists of references up to 1989 are
given in these papers. The radiations are expected to
come from a cone centered around the magnetic axis of a
neutron star rotating with an angular speed of 1000 rpm.
This speed does not seem to be stationary in time. How-
ever, the patchy domains in the cone as depicted by Ran-
kin [1] needs additional mechanisms to maintain an inho-
mogeneously structured magnetosphere in an axially
symmetric dipole field.

We propose_in this paper an alternate mechanism
based on the Cerenkov process in a periodic magnetic
field superposed on a constant field. The Cerenkov mech-
anism was already proposed by Bestin, Gurevich and Is-
tomin [4] as a plausible radiation model for pulsars.
However, the inclusion of an undulating magnetic field
would drive the emission cone in an oscillatory process
and produce what is known as the “search light” effect as
in the free-electron-laser (FEL) dynamics. The trajectory
of an electron together with its Cerenkov cone is shown
in Fig. 1. The emission produced by the process is unpo-
larized, whereas the pulsar radiation shows significant
polarization. Also, in the strong magnetic fields existing
in such objects, nonlinear effects, such as curvature
effects, as well as interaction between the synchrotron
and Cerenkov processes resulting in a synergism, must
play a very decisive role in the emission process, and
hence any linear or a quasilinear theory including only
one process or the other at a time would be inadequate to
explain the features satisfactorily. Further, non-
Markovian processes would be significant, which make
the emission frequencies highly time dependent, which
would result in a different kind of spectroscopy of these
objects.

The model we propose here depends on the motion of a
relativistic electron moving in a constant magnetic field
which has been modulated by the very likely presence of
a series of finite-amplitude magnetohydrodynamic
(MHD) waves. This would result in a periodic field being
imposed on the axial field. Such an arrangement is
known as an axial-wiggler configuration. It was recently
shown [5] that the Hamiltonian characterizing the
motion of an electron in an axial-wiggler magnetic-field
configuration can be made integrable through a series of
canonical transformations. This, however, is in the ab-
sence of medium. The problem of the passage of a rela-
tivistic electron through a nonrelativistic plasma embed-
ding an axial-wiggler field was solved recently [6,7] be-
cause of its importance in FEL dynamics, in the frame-
work of nonequilibrium statistical mechanics as
developed by Prigogine and co-workers [8]. In the astro-
physical context, the ambient magnetic field very likely
gets modified by the presence of finite-amplitude magne-
tohydrodynamic waves. These variations are in general
time dependent and not necessarily periodic, but we con-
sider this as static and spatially periodic in the first ap-
proximation, since the frequency of the MHD waves is
much smaller than all the other frequencies in the system.
The magnetic-field strength is represented by its cyclo-
tron frequencies Q, for the axial field and Q for the
wiggler field and the spatial undulation of the wiggler
field by the wave vector k,. The test particle is denoted
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FIG. 1. Trajectory of a relativistic electron in an undulating
magnetic field. The guiding center of the helical trajectory is
anchored on the magnetic-field line. The cones represent the
Cerenkov ones, with the electron at its apex.
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by the suffix T, the plasma particles by 1. The system
also has electromagnetic radiation characterized by A.
As the particle interacts with the radiation field (A) and
the medium particles together with the magnetic fields,
we shall have four characteristic frequencies in the sys-
tem, viz. v, @p), 04, and 2, and therefore one should ex-
pect the emerging frequency as a synergic one [9,10] re-
sulting in a masing action. The physical process in this is
that the motion of the relativistic electron moving in the
axial-wiggler field embedded in the quiescent plasma
would generate synchrotron radiation due to the magnet-
ic field, Cerenkov radiation due to plasma medium, and
curvature radiation due to the spatial undulation of the
wiggler field. The effective synchrotron frequency is
given by Q=(03+Q%)!"2. The curvature radiation has
the frequency (v,k,). While the synchrotron radiation is
polarized, the Cerenkov radiation is unpolarized. The di-
pole radiation generated by the plasma particles in the
Cerenkov cone, together with the synchrotron and curva-
ture radiations generated by the electrons, are partly ab-
sorbed by the electron that follows, thereby increasing its
energy. This nonlinear interaction generates synergism
or maser action. Hence the frequency of the emerging ra-
diation will be unique and is a highly complicated func-
tion of these frequencies.

The paper is structured in the following manner. Sec-
tion II gives the Hamiltonian formulation of the problem.
The system consists of (i) a relativistic test particle (7), (ii)
nonrelativistic plasma particles (/), and (iii) an ambient
radiation field (A) all in the presence of the axial-wiggler
field, and we use the Hamiltonian of this system to evalu-
ate the time derivatives appearing in the general Liouville
equation in the 6 N-dimensional phase space. The formal
solution of this equation is written in the characteristic
coordinate system [Eq. (10)] and this solution is then
transformed into the resolvant space [Eq. (16)]. Section
III consists of a discussion of the noncommuting opera-
tors and the subsequent Baker-Hausdorff expansion. Sec-
tion IV consists of a discussion of the terms appearing in
Eq. (16) that contribute towards the self-consistent-field
approximation which has coefficients of e?n /m, e and m
being electronic charge and mass, respectively, and n is
the concentration in the thermodynamic limit N — oo,
V—o; N/V =n. The subset of infinite terms from the
original Dyson series is summed up exactly, giving collec-
tive modes. Section V details the summation of the above
series resulting in the response function in the one-
particle distribution function (OPDF). Using this OPDF,
we evaluate the average energy loss suffered by the test
particle, and in the next section we obtain the expression
for the Cerenkov angle as well as the refractive index [Eq.
(57)]. In Sec. VII, we elaborate the Optics by discussing
the refractive index, as in Sec. VIII we discuss the polar-
ization. Section IX has a detailed discussion of the re-
sults evaluated from the above formulation. Section X
lists the main conclusions. The evaluation of the
response function is detailed in the Appendix.

II. FORMULATION OF THE PROBLEM

The system consists of a relativistic electron passing
through a nonrelativistic plasma embedding an axial

magnetic field (denoted by the cyclotron frequency ()
and a wiggler field () acting as the inhomogeneous com-
ponent. The system also has a radiation field with fre-
quency v,. The total Hamiltonian is written as

H=H;+ S H+ SH,, (1)
! A

where

Hr=mc*(1+uf)'’?,
2
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In Eq. (2),
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In Eq. (3), P is the canonical momentum and k,, is the
wave number of the wiggler field. All these are written in
canonical variables. It may be noted that while u; con-
tain the interaction vector potential 4,, P, does not con-
tain the same. Equation (2) may be expanded and the
square term in A% will contribute (in the random-phase
approximation [11]) an effective radiation frequency,
V;\Z(vi+wgl)l/2, with o, being the plasma frequency.
One can write Eq. (2) as

Hpy=mc*(1+u})/?,

1
2m[

HAZZVKJA‘ (4)
A

pl

H= P?—(e;/m;c)(P;- A)

Here now  up=fB7/(1—B%)72,  which  gives
(1+u2)"2=(1—p%)"/?=y. Hence the Hamiltonian for
the relativistic particle is mc?y. We shall now write the
continuity equation for the Liouville density,

p:p(qT’uTWqI?PI?J}\,,w}\,t) ’ (5)
as
§B+- ._&a +i- 9 46 ._E_)&+1'J._B_a
ar 9T 5q,; T au,  Yaq, ! aP,
i 9 . Op _
thigr toige-=0, ©

and obtain the time derivatives appearing in Eq. (6) from
the Hamiltonian equations. One can write Eq. (6) as

%%-th:exp(SL P, (7)

where now
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,L:,LT+,C1+.,£;\_ ’ (8)
with
9 Q )
LT:CBT 3 7€3XBT‘ aB 5
P23 i gexp ©)
! m; 9q; ’ "'d L
_ a
L}\.— kawk

These operators are written in the natural coordinates of
the system defined by the unit vectors €, €,, and €; as
J

1 _ 3 Vi

Ah= ——mT(8/Vv;L)‘/2a;L Bup

Ar= L(B/Vﬂ)‘”a;\ VT cosw, i'e}j-mﬁ
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In writing Eq. (12) we have used the expression for 4, as

172

2 —
8 a,[e (V/ Jycosw, )cos(K,-q)

AA:

+e, (VI _jcos(w_,)sin(K,-q)] .
(13)

In Eq. (12), a, is a dimensionless number denoting the
strength of interaction, and in these operators we have
written only the A part. The —A part is obtained by re-
placing cos(K;-q) by sin(K,-q) and sin(K,-q) by
J

& art 4 et —L(t—1) -
p=3 e Joao [ dn o [ e (8L )e

Equation (15) contains all of the information in the series
and hence is the most general solution. It should be real-
ized that Eq. (15) is not a perturbation series but is a gen-
eral solution of the Liouville equation. We now pick up
from this equation terms with (e%c /m) as coefficients. It
is interesting to note that the exponential operators in Eq.
(15) have the time factor as (t—1ty),
(¢y—23),...,(t,_1—1t,),t, and since (L) as well as L

0
_P—,— (€3Xey)
— . d
(B'ek)cos(K};qT)\/J;ﬁm(wﬁv

(P,-e;cos(K,-q;)V/J,sin(w;)

Q Q Q . Q
€,=—€;+—€,=—/icosk,z+jsink,z)+ =k,
1 a 3 Q 1 a w J w Q
€,= —isink,z+j cosk,z , (10)
D, Q. Q. . Q
€3=‘:e3_’661= -—5(1 cosk,,z+j sink,z )+ _(-l—k ,

where €, €,, and €, are the wiggler coordinates and i, j,
and k form the Cartesian system, (—22=(Q%+ Q?), and €,
€,, and €; are Z dependent in the Cartesian system. But
the Jacobian of transformation from Cartesian to wiggler
systems as well as to the new coordinates is unity. All the
terms in Eq. (6) containing 4” are included in the (8L)
operator, and this is defined as

(8L)=A%Y+ By + A+ B}, (11)

where the operators are explicitly written as

— —c—eA(VTI;sinwk)cos( K, q7)+BX(K, Xe, )(VZcoswk)sin(K;;qT) )

cos(K,-q;)

’

’

A

. (12)

9
aJ,

|
—cos(K;+q). We have also retained only one term in the
Poisson bracket, as we assume the initial distribution as
angle independent.

We shall now make use of the linear nature of Eq. (7)
and formally integrate, giving the general solution as

p(t)=e Lp(0)+e fotd’re_’ut_ﬂ(ﬁL p(7), (14)

where p(0) is the initial state. Here the first term is the
free flow term in which the initial state is transported to
time ¢ without any change, while the second term con-
tains all of the interactions within the system. We shall
now iterate Eq. (14) to get the general Dyson series as

Ly =1y) (8L )e _i(’nvlftn)(sL)xe‘Lt"p(O) . (15)

r

do not contain time explicitly, Eq. (15) is a convolution
series, and hence in the resolvant space, this can be writ-
ten as

___L < n —iztp O 0, n
pl=—- ,Eoe [ dz e #R%2)[(S8L)R2)]"p(0) , (16)

where we have defined the Laplace transform as



1 izt
= t)dt 17
F@=- [ ™) (17)
and R (z) is the LT of the operator e “%". The series (16)
is a geometric progression and hence can be summed up
exactly. In the next section some of the properties of
these operators are discussed.

III. OPERATORS

The propagator exp(—.£L7) has members which do not
commute. When written explicitly,

T B30y 30z

d
)BF

Qr

Y

53 g3

18
208, 1B, e

In the new coordinate system with €3 in the Z direction,
the second part of the operator corresponds to the angu-
lar momentum operator. Hence the operator (18) can be
written as

—_— i 3 _a_ —_— i
Lr= c7[3’p cosf i ~+sin0 a (BscT) 32
Qr 9
=L 1
vy 06 (19)

We shall affect a Baker-Hausdorff expansion of these
J
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noncommuting operators appearing in the propagator
following Fujiwara [12].
We now define

__07r 3
v %" 20
:—“CTBP cosga%-f-sin()?%; ,
e LT—pA+B
—, 4 1 A
=e expfodk B—A[4,B]+"-[4,[4,B]]
23
— S A LA [4BI+ ’ :
21)
where the square bracket is a commutator. Since Y is

(1—pB* /2 it is independent of § and

(4,B]= |27 |B*,
B*=ctB —sin@—q— + cos@i (22)
P dx oy |’
— 2
[4,[4B]]=— | | B . (23)

Hence Eq. (21) becomes

e L= @/1)3/30)y [i_?’_ ﬁ]Sin% +8, l—cos%t 5‘3;
c Qr Qr 3 a
__Ql’_ stm—y— -B, 1—0057 5—-([3’301')3; I . (24)
If, now, we measure the length in terms of (#/m Q,)!/? and momentum in units of (m#Q,)!”?, we can write Eq. (24) as
al) al)
e LT=exp ———w—o[Blsinarr—{—Bz l—cosarr)]%-i‘ L [/31(1—00sa)7)—stina)‘r]%—aQOBfraié_ e~ ©18/30) (25)
where
172
= me? 0w=0/ B=pB,co0s6, B,=p,sinb > = l/2>< £
ﬁQo ’ Y 1 p > 2 p ’ z m QO 'Z .
A similar procedure for the operator corresponding to the field particles would give
—Lr Q — Q, — — 5

e =exp ——ﬁ—O(PlsinQ‘r-l-Pz(l-—cosQT 2 — = ( 1 (1—cosQ7)— P,sinQ7) a‘; P3QOT ac e 073730 | (26)
where IV. MATRIX ELEMENTS OR “DIAGRAMS” IN EQ. (15)

P,=P,cos0, P,=P,sinb .

This completes the Baker-Hausdorff expansion of the
propagator.

We shall next consider the right-hand side of Eq. (15).
One can write the integrand as

0,—e AT+ BI+AL+BLO, _, 27
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where

, _ Tl —ty)
n—1__¢€

iLt

e T L spye L (28)

(8L)
The B operators are Poisson brackets, and making use of
a well-known property of Poisson bracket

Jaxdy{u,vi=o0,

where U and V are functions vanishing at the boundary,
we see that in Eq. (27) only an A4 vertex can appear on
the extreme left and that a B vertex will always succeed
an A vertex. With this result, we shall consider few
terms of the series. Furthermore, since we are integrat-
ing over the field particle variables, the series necessarily
have to start with an 4 7 vertex.

(a) The first term is when » =1 and this can be written
as

t iLt —iLt
e | dt, [dJ,dw,e” 'Ale T p(0), 29)
f o2 f 2@ @y A P
and this term would vanish on integration of action angle
variables of the radiation field, since the vertex 4 has a
cosw, term. Thus the first-order term would vanish.
(b) The second-order term is written as

t 4 iLt —iL(t,—1,)
e [ldr, [ dreale TR
0 0

X(AL+BL+AL+BLe “2p0),  (30)

where A and A’ could in general be different. However,
on integration over w; and J, we get a nonvanishing
contribution only when A=A’. Since the field particle in-
dices are integrated out, 4’ and B' terms would vanish
and so also A7 would vanish on A integration. Hence the
only term left is

t
ftdtlf ldtze(=£7+£,)t1‘)4{e—(_LT+_L,)(rlft2)
0 0

(Lp+L)t,

XBle p(0) . (31)

. Ly . .
In this the propagator e” ' would be unity as / variables

t L D) t3 Lt —L(t,—t,)
dt dt dt dtse” ' ATle U2 AT+ B4+ AL+ Ble
Joau [ an [ Can [ Care AT (AL +Bl+ AL +B})

If we pick up only the terms in which the test particles
are involved, we get the situation shown in Fig. 3. These
are the only three possibilities in which the test particle is
involved. As there are no field particles participating in
this, there will be two orders of volume appearing in the
matrix element. One volume factor would be absorbed in
the summation over K, as (SWS/V)EKL—’dek’

while the other volume (inverse) would set the first and
second terms as vanishing in taking the thermodynamic
limit. In the last one, the two terms are identical, and
they have already been accounted for when we take the
first term. This completes the operators with only the

FIG. 2. The interaction of the particle with the radiation
field. The solid curve in the upper part depicts the test particle
and the slashed curve at the bottom represents a photon. The
square denotes a creation vertex (B) and the circle an annihila-
tion vertex (A4). The diagram has to be read from right to left.
The state is taken from zero to ¢, by the propagator at which a
virtual photon is emitted which is absorbed at ¢, and finally pro-
pagated to ¢.

are integrated. We ultimately get
! — Lt~ —£
fotdt1foldtze+irtl~>4{e i tz)B{e TtZPT(O) ’
(32)

and this is represented Fig. 2. The figure has to be read
from right to left. The solid line is the propagator e T2
which takes p(0) from O to ¢,. At ¢, a B vertex creates a
correlation by emitting a virtual photon of wavelength (A)
and both these are propagated from ¢, to ¢, the test par-
ticle along the upper line and the radiation by the lower
dashed line. At ¢, the particle absorbs this radiation and
is propagated along e Lot to t. This now is said to
have completed an interaction with the field. In the
above, a circle represents an A4 vertex and a square a B
vertex. The interaction starts at ¢,, creating a correlation
by the vertex B and is annihilated at #; by the vertex A.
This is the first nonzero term.

The third-order term also vanishes for the same reason
as the first order. The fourth-order terms are given as

4_6 —
YT (AT 4+ BLAA LA BL)

Lty—t,)

Xe (A L+ BLAALABLIe T 4p0) . (33)

f

test particle vertices. The remaining terms give different
possibilities depending on the position of these vertices in
the time sequence. However, the nonvanishing terms are
given as follows:

e—L(t—tl)04}7:8—~U‘1_'2)$;L
Xe—_L(t2713)‘)qgue—,£(t3‘!4)$£ , (34a)

_L(t_t‘)‘;d{e_ﬂt‘_h)ﬂ;
Xe—.[(t2~t3)$ie _L(t3_t4)13§" , (34b)



FIG. 3. The various possibilities of fourth-order interaction
between the test particle and the radiation field, the order being
denoted by the power of e.

—L(t—t,) —L(t,—1,)
104{6 1 Z_BgL
—L(t,—t;) —L(ty;—t,)
Xe 2 YATe T 4B, (340)
—L(t—1t,) —L(t,—1,)
’Jlie 1 204{’
—L(t,—1t;) —L(t,—t,)
Xe 2 VBle TV 4B, (34d)

and these are repreented in Figs. 4(a)-4(d). In Fig. 4(a)
the particle emits a photon at ¢, which is absorbed by a
field particle at ¢; which is again emitted at ¢, and finally
absorbed by the test particle at ¢;. In Fig. 4(b) the field
particle emits photons at ¢, and again at ¢; and these are
absorbed by the test particles at ¢, and ¢, respectively.
All of these diagrams give rise to distinct series.

We shall now consider density dependence. Wherever

4 e
SN
N
A NGB A B
/
\ \ /
N
J | -
\‘___,/
T | | |
t ty ty t, 4y t, [ t,
( )

<) (d

FIG. 4. (a)-(d) are the various interaction possibilities of the
test particle through a radiation field with one field particle.
The different possiblities are due to the position of the vertices
with respect to time.
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a particle index 1 appears, one has to sum over them,
thereby getting N. In Fig. 3, there are four vertices and
hence 1/V?. Conservation of wave vectors gives only one
K,, and after making the above transformation, we are
still left with 1/V. As there are no field particles in-
volved in the above interaction, this matrix element
would vanish on taking the limit V— . All of the
figures [4(a)—4(b)] are 4-vertex diagrams. However, there
is a field particle involved in this which gives a factor N,
which in the thermodynamic limit would give a concen-
tration n,. Here, these diagrams are of the order

2
e"ng e2 2
wpl
mr

e2

—>

mymy

All of the subsequent terms would be (ez/mT)(wf,l)”,
where n gives the number of field particles involved. We
are now ready to sum the series and obtain the collective
modes. We now consider the subset of diagrams from
Dyson series (15) with coefficients containing the interac-
tion time scale (m /e?c)!’2, and this constitutes the self-
consistent-field approximation. We thus get

p(&)=(T,|T;)+{(T;|8L|x }{x|8L|T;>+ - -~

- 1
— izt
<Tf gse 1—e(z)

where (T,| and |T;) are the final and initial states, re-

T,-> , (35)

(a)

(b) (c)

(d)

FIG. 5. Collective interaction to which the test particle is
subjected by the medium and the photon field. Each diagram of
Fig. 4 gives its own collective mode. While Fig. 4(a) gives a sin-
gle response function (single wiggly line). (b)—(d) give two col-
lective modes. This is due to the binary mixture of the interac-
tion.
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spectively, of the test particle, and this can be written as

t h —L(t—1t,) —L(t,—t,)
ty=e? | dt dt VAT 12
p(2) efodlfo 2€ 1€
—iz(t, —1,) 1
X d r2 —
¢ ze u(z) 1—e(z)
T, —Lt
X Bje pr(0), (36)
where
iz
u(z)=
22— 2

and e(z), the response function, is given in the Appendix.
The diagram corresponding to Eq. (36) is shown in Fig.
5(a), where the curly line is represented in Fig. 6. We do
get similar diagrams for the other terms appearing in Eq.
(34). These are given in Figs. 5(b)-5(d).

This completes the collective interaction in a plasma.
|

f)=

Xe thZpT(O)ﬁdz e

where

(38)
ally

B=PBcoswt |, +Bessinwt |, +€;(B-€;)(1 —coswt,) ,
¢$=—

[€;-BXK,(1—coswt,,)— (k;-B)sinwt, ]

+(e3-K; )(€3-B)(sinwt, —wt,,) ,
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FIG. 6. Diagram representing the series (35) resulting in the
collective mode.

It may be noted that while in Fig. 5(a), the is only one
response function, for Figs. 5(b)-5(d) there are two
response functions corresponding to the two segments of
the curly lines in them. This corresponds to two distinct
collective modes and arises because of the binary nature
of elementary interaction. We shall consider the single-
particle distribution function as given by Fig. 5(a).

V. THE ONE-PARTICLE DISTRIBUTION
FUNCTION (ODPF)

In evaluating any local property, we require a OPDF.
Substituting the operators in Eq. (36), we can write the
ODPF as

gme? ‘ to 3 _
Wai]% fodtlfo dt2E;-ek(ex-ﬁ)cos[(Kw——KK)~qT+¢]

iz L (37)
(z2—%3) x(0) ’
(z2—v})(z*—Q?)
[
— 2 172
w=%, t=t,—t;, a= % (39)
0

In writing Eq. (37) we have taken into account the —A
part as well. We shall convert the summation over K,
into integration. Also we shall consider the wave-vector
conservation K, —K,=¢,/ and the corresponding new
polarization e;, =e;—e€;3[(e;-e;)/ (K,-€;3)]l such that

with e,-K,. =0 if e,-K, =0. With this, Eq. (37) takes the form
e’a} t f1 ) = —Lt
f=——= dekfodtlfO diy 5 —-e;(e-Bleos(1€+¢)e " pr(0)
mir
X ¢dz e F | 14 N iz
o 22—[(#:+Q%+0)/2]
1—/2__52 .
+ [1— 2 - Z. : (40)
o 22— [(v3+Q%—0)/2]
where VI. AVERAGE ENERGY LOSS
— E
02 = (72— 0 2P +4x(0) . @) BY THE TEST PARTICLE

We can take now the inverse Laplace transform of Eq.
(40), and it is observed that the effective frequency of
emission is [(¥2+Q2F¢)/2]'/2% For cases v:+ Q%<0
this frequency becomes imaginary and we get absorption.

We shall now evaluate the average rate of loss of ener-
gy by averaging the test particle Hamiltonian using Eq.
(40) and the derivative, finding its time. We, thus, have
after a partial integration '
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E e%a2c?
iff= 5 ]dexf dt,(e,-B)ey-Blcos(1E+d)e “2pp(0)
ﬁ A — T ——
HT cosV (v3+Q2+0)/2(t —t,)
% Q? ——
+ [1———— [cosV (¥} +Q2—0)/2(t —1,) | . (42)

We shall construct an initial state from the wave functions of the Klein-Gordon equation without the interaction poten-
tial, weighted with the Boltzmann function as

P(O 2 <¢)m ﬁHOI@n )

HIE+By) o a7 —BE, BB, )58,y

- , 43
; 2"n'\/ T @3
where the eigenvalues E,=mc*+[(n +1/2)+(P3 /2)hQ,. We shall substitute this

in Eq. (42), transform u integrations to 3 integration by writing du =y°dB, and perform &,7 integrations, and after
summing over the Landau levels, we get

dE_ 6202 t — —
il [dxK, [dB[dg fodtz(e;;B)(ex-B)cos¢8(§—aﬂoﬁ3t2 )8(B,)
vi—-Q? S —
X8(B3—B,) cosV (¥24+Q2%+0)/2(t—1,) |, (44)
where now
- aQO )
¢ [ ﬁle—BzKl)(I—Coswtlz)_(BlKl+BzK2)Sln&)t12]

Q
+1 [—32+ [1+% 1(Blsinwt2+ﬁz(1—cosmt2)]—(a,B3K3QO)t12 ,

, (45)
o~ (/4coth(BAO,/2)
r=y%:?
Q)
2sinh 20
We now perform the S integration and get Eq. (44) as
dE_ o eZF 2 t 2 2 1 .
A= |32 l fodtzkadvxd#dgbfdg (1—p— R—A—SIn@cosqb
N vi—Q?
Xcos(aK; BoQaut —t,) |1+ —
XcosV (v2+Q2+0)/2f —1,8(6—ByQot,) - (46)

Equation (46) contains two terms as far as the propagation vector is concerned, the second one depending on the azimu-
thal angle ¢. We have expressed K, in spherical polar coordinates. Again from the 8 functions, it becomes obvious
that £ has a range from O to 3,Qyt. We can now perform ¢, integration and write the power radiated per unit length as
a function of time after integrating over ¢, as

e’ B,
c4rQ,

dE _

= 1+
dl

fvidvkdyf di(1—pu?)

vi—ﬁz]

g

8

cos(aK,BQuu+V (¥3+Q2+0)/2) |t —

%Qol

~+cos(aK ; ByQou — \/ (#24+Q2%0)/2) t——g— ” 47)

Boo
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Integrating over § and taking asymptotic limit in time, Eq. (47) takes the form

e’I'B3
47c?

d’E _ vi—a’

dldQ

fv%dvkdu( 1—u?)

X[8[aQK,B_pn+V (7i+Q%+o

which gives the resonance condition, thereby giving the
usual Cerenkov angle as

_[vi1+Q% 40
p==+ |—0 (49)
2Bvi
If we now integrate Eq. (48) over u, we get
d’E__ e Fﬂof p Vi—ﬁz
dldQ  4mic? ) MM o
vi+Q2+o
I_T (50)
2B5v

One can realize from the definition of o in Eq. (41), that

72 62

2%,dv, 1+—A~;— =d(72+0%+0)=do?, (51)

and with this Eq. (50) can be written as

dl dQ = 230—
1
1= s I : (52)
where
Ne=1+ XL 2 ] (53)

Q%2 0O220%2—0?

Equation (52) is the form of the Cerenkov conditions as
given by Frank & Tamm [13].

VII. OPTICS OF THE SYSTEM

Equation (53) gives the refractive index of the medium.
This consists of three terms: the first is that of vacuum,
the second is the refractive index of the photon gas with
the effective frequency as given by Eq. (51), while the
third depends on the shifted frequency due to synchro-
tron radiation. Equation (53) can also be written as

2 4x

N°=1+ 20— (54)
where now the second term depends on Y. In this form
the second term depends on plasma frequency through y
as defined in (A24) and through the effective frequency
given by Eq. (51). If now we set / =k, , the wiggler wave
number, the function y oscillates with respect to k,, as a
Bessel function of the zeroth order. The evaluation of

these functions under various conditions is given in Sec.
IX.

)/2]1+8(aQoK, B —V (Vi +Q%+05)/2)], (48)

VIII. POLARIZATION

The new polarization is given by
ep=e,—€—1, (55)

which in Cartesian coordinates becomes

_ QF
ey =en, +-€cossz ,
_ QF .
el;—e}‘2+€snlsz , (56)
QO
e}»;—e}‘s—_ﬁ_F ,
with

e Qole) cosk,z+ey,sink,z)+Qe,; ; 57)
QUK cosk,z +K,sink,,z)—Q¢K ;5

where erp €n, €y K;L], sz» and K;L3 are initial polar-

ization and initial wave vector components in the Carte-
sian system. If we now set ey, =0 and KM =K}LZ=0 ini-

tially, we then have

F——(el cosk,z+e, sink,z) (58)
K,

and

e =e,(14+acos’k,z)+e,asink,z cosk,z

a a
=e, 1+~2- +7epcos(2sz—9),
ey =ea sink,,z cosk,z +e,(1+a sin’k,z)
(59)
a a .
=e, 1+7 +?epsm(2sz—9),
ek;=—a——_g(elcossz—i-ezsinsz)
__ 9%
__——6—epcos(2sz——6) ,
where o= IQ_ .
K, Q

In the absence of the Wiggler field, @ =0 and the polar-
ization is maintained as the original one; i.e., the axial
magnetic field left to itself will introduce an additional
polarization only in the Z direction. However, at points
at which 2k z—60=m/4 we get a circular polarization
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condition, while at points where 2k z—0=(2n +1)7/2
we have the modified polarization being plane polarized.
At points where 2k, z—0=nm we get a plane polariza-
tion in the X-Y plane with a finite axial component.

Solving the set of equations in (59) for e; and e, and
imposing the condition e? +e2 =1, we get an equation re-
lating e A, and ek,2 as

(1+aa+2sin’k,z )ei, +(14+aa+2cos’k,z )ei,
1 2

—[2ala+2)sink,z cosk,z]e, e, =(1+a) .  (60)
1 2

The associated determinant of Eq. (60) has the value
(14+a)? which is positive definite. Hence Eq. (60) it an
equation for an ellipse and the emerging radiation is ellip-
tically polarized. If now e,, =0, i.e., if the incident beam
is plane polarized, we still have an elliptically polarized
beam with

e el
(61)

+ .
2(1+acos’k,z)® 2asin’k,z cos’k,z

IX. DISCUSSION

We shall discuss in this section the importance of the
various relations evaluated in the previous sections. To
calculate the different quantities, we shall define the
different frequencies normalized to the synchrotron fre-
quency due to the axial magnetic field. Thus

=t % _Q
QO’ y QO’ QO ’
(62)
y= L |Vm | PR | A
K, | c | 2 mv}

where v, is the thermal velocity of the ambient plasma,
B=(kT)~!, T being temperature and k the Boltzmann
constant. In terms of these variables we write

2 B#HQ
2 U~ 0
A n coth ) ,
(63)
_4rV1+z2 | (1-2V/BAy)
. BAQ, BAQ, ’
sinh——
2
and X, as given in Eq. (A24) is written as
Xo 422 —— 1+V 1422
—=ce Jolxu /V 1+2z0J, |xu—Fr—m—
Qf 0 0 V1+z2
20,24 ,2)3/2
x4y )T (64)
x“+y—z°—1
This enables us to define o2 as given in Eq. (41) as
2
O a2 2 124 X(0)
l =(x*+y*—z*—1)4 at (65)

and hence the effective frequency

3) (2) )
510 350 170.00 - T

488 326 160.00
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o
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i
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FIG. 7. A plot of the effective frequency w as a function of
the ambient radiation frequency normalized to the synchrotron
frequency.
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FIG. 8. A plot of u? (=cos?), 0 being the semivertical angle
of the Cerenkov cone (a) as a function of X =v, /Q, and (b) a
function of w/Q, equal to the effective frequency. The solid
curve for the first window, the slashed one is for second win-
dow, and the slashed-crossed one is for window 3. The ampli-
tude and frequencies for the various windows are given on the ¥
and X axes.
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TABLE 1. Allowed ranges of frequencies (X), effective frequencies (w /), u* square of the cosine of
the Cerenkov angle (), refractive index (N?) and power P. The last column indicate the total power
contained in the frequency interval. These are evaluated for ¢ /v 4 =1.62, v 4 being the Alfvén velocity.

The thermal velocity is taken as 0.1c (=vy,).

X 0/ u? 0 N2 P ApAlw/Qyp)
R, 121.47 126.71 0.5441 42.5° 1.8383 57.78 2397
120.58 169.59 0.9891 6° 1.0113 1.88
R, 210.0 234.28 0.6223 38° 1.6070 88.50 8355
237.0 333.16 0.9881 6.3° 1.0121 4.00
R 291.0 409.41 0.9897 6° 1.0104 4.23 84
359.0 505.14 0.9899 6° 1.0102 5.11
o s 1172 creasing frequency and the medium behaves like a vacu-
o= x?+y2+z2+ 1+ — (66) um for higher frequencies. Figures 10(a)and 10(b) are
0 2% plots of emitted power as a function of x and w/},.

Having defined these different frequencies we now consid-
er Eq. (49) for the Cerenkov angle. Equation (46) gives
the cosine of this angle and this value lies between 0 and
1. Hence Eq. (49) gives a domain of validity for these an-
gles, viz.

ag
x2+y2+22+1+§
0

0= <1.

2B4(x2+y?) 67
For a preassigned value of y (=1.62) and Z =0.1 and
also 1/k =0.1, and vy, =0. ¢, relation (67) gives three al-
lowed domains for x (=120.58-121.47; 210-237, and
291-359) through which emission takes place. The
effective frequency w /€ as a function of x for the above
set of values is plotted in Fig. 7. The solid curve is for
the first range, the slashed curve for the second domain,
and the curve with slash and cross corresponds to the
third window. It can be seen that the curvature continu-
ously changes as the windows change, i.e., the slope at
every point changes its sign from negative to positive for
the different windows. Figure 8(a) is a plot of u? as a
function of x. Here again the above feature is evident in
which for the third window the refractive index is almost
unity, so much so that the system behaves almost as a
vacuum for this window. Figure 8(b) is a plot of u? as a
function of the effective frequency /€, However, as
the windows change, there is no change in the sign of the
slope, but it decreases towards unity as the frequency in-
creases, i.e., [.LZE 1, thereby giving the semivertical angle
close to zero. Radiation in this range is therefore
confined to a cone of very narrow apex angle. The corre-
sponding angles are given in Table I. It may be seen that
the higher frequencies are confined to the inner surface of
the annular cone, while lower frequencies are confined to
the periphery. Figures 9(a) and 9(b) give the plots of the
refractive index as a function of x and w/Q,. Here again,
while the curves get drastically changed in their structure
in Fig. 9(a), in Fig. 9(b) the refractive index steadily falls
from a higher value to unity as the effective frequency in-
creases, which implies that dispersion decreases with in-

While as a function of x, the power structure is peculiar,
the power shows a nonthermal structure with a negative
slope as a function of the effective frequency. Again, to-
tal power is more in the middle window and is small for
the higher window. Thus, as the window changes, radia-
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1.20 1.80 2.00
1.16 1.62 1.80}
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FIG. 9. Refractive index (square) of the plasma medium (a)
as a function of X and (b) as a function of the effective frequen-
cy.
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FIG. 10. The power output (a) as a function of X and (b) as
functions of w/Q, All of these curves are with y =1.02,
z=0.1.

tion power increases and decreases. Thus, in the above
discussion, it become increasingly evident that one should
consider the various quantities as functions of effective
radiation frequency and that the ambient radiation acts
only as a trigger to effect interaction in the spirit of the
spontaneous emission. These results are presented in
Table I.

To study the effect of plasma density on the emission
mechanism, we repeated the above calculation for y =10
which corresponds to (c /v 4)*=10, v, being the Alfvén
velocity. This defines a new frequency as
v?,=(ck,)?/10). Figure 11 is a plot of w/Q, as a func-
tion of x. Compared with Fig. 7, the curves show com-
pletely different structure for this value of y, and also the
range intervals are different. For the three ranges, con-
cavity in Fig. (7) has changed to convexity in the present
one.

Figure 12 is a plot of u? as a function of w/Q,. The
three domains over which the inequality is satisfied are
given in Table II. One could observe that in the first
range, higher frequencies are radiated with a smaller
semivertical angle, while the lower ones are radiated at
the other periphery of the hollow cone. This trend is
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270 274 278 282 286 290 (2)
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FIG. 11. Plot of w/Q, as a function of X for the three dis-
tinct allowed windows for y =10 which is the same as f=1.

(3) (2) (M

1.0 1.0 1.00 =
0.50.9 0.90 i
080.8 0.80 E
u? |
0.70.7 0.70 B
060.6 0.60 —
050.5 0.50 L | I 1 L | 1 Il i
250.00 270.00 290.00  310.00 330.00 350.00(1)
300 320 340 g 360 380 400 (2)
400 440 480 Mo 520 560 600 (3)

FIG. 12. The square of the cosine of the Cerenkov angle as a
function of w /€ in the second set of three windows (y = 10).
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FIG. 13. A plot of the refractive index as a function of the
effective frequency for the three windows.
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TABLE II. The allowed ranges of frequencies when the ratio of the velocity of light to the Alfvén
speed is 10. The various quantities are as defined in Table I, i.e., effective frequency (w/€),), Cerenkov
angle 6, u? (=cos?0), refractive index (N?), power P, and total power (AP)[A(w /Q0)].

P
Range X w0/ u? 6 N? (ergs/sec Hz) ApAlw/Qp)
R, 239 268.14 0.6345 37°9’ 1.5917 99.68 6761
241 339.40 0.9525 12°34' 1.0143 4.80
R, 285 299.81 0.6059 38°42' 1.8133 134.47 8508
279 379.88 0.9350 14°46’ 1.0802 28.21
R, 373 383.97 0.5348 43° 1.8887 180.67 36952
424 596.40 0.9986 2° 1.0114 6.72

again preserved in R, and R;, as can be seen from Fig.
12. However, in the case of the refractive index, as given
in Fig. 13, the function decreases to unity as the effective
frequency increases. The dispersion decreases and the
medium becomes more and more transparent with in-
creasing frequency. As regards power, there is more
power in the lower frequencies as compared to the higher
ones, which is depicted in Fig. 14. There is very little
power in the range R;, while there is more power in the
middle range. These features are also observed in Table
I. In the case of B=1, power content increases as the
range increases, which again has been seen in Table I.
The results are collected in Table II.

The above two tables reveal another feature, viz., if we
take the product of the difference in power and the
effective frequency interval, in the first case it increases
and then decreases, while in the second case it steadily in-
creases. This gives the qualitative behavior of the in-
tegrated power in the given interval. To obtain this
analytically would, however, be difficult.

3) (@2 M
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FIG. 14. Emitted power as a function of @/, for y =10.
Again, the solid curve is for the first window, the slashed one is
for the second, and the slash and cross is for the outermost win-
dow.

X. CONCLUSIONS

The main conclusion in this paper are (a) radiation is
confined to a set of concentric Cerenkov cones, and these
cones travel along a helical path, with its guiding center
being confined to an undulating magnetic-field line. This
poses the cone towards the observer at regular intervals,
giving what is generally known as the searchlight effect.
If we identify the wiggler as formed by Alfvén waves,
then the frequency of emission observed would be a func-
tion of this frequency as well. The argument of the Bessel
function has the term 1lp,, where / is the wave number
and p, is the Z component of the momentum, all being
dimensionless. If we now take

_—_ Py 1P,
lpO:\/ﬁ/mQOImz

mQO

b

where T and p, have dimension and are identified as
I=k, and po,=mV ,, V, being the Alfvén velocity, we
then have 1p,=(k,V )/, where k,V , is the Alfvén
frequency. This could be a plausible explanation for the
periodic emissions from astrophysical objects. (b) The
full nonlinear effects, when taken into account, give a
growth structure for the power spectrum which is explic-
itly shown in model calculations. The plasma density at
the emitting source plays a crucial role in determining
the frequency windows, indicating the existence of al-
lowed and forbidden frequency ranges. (c) The refractive
index is always greater than unity, as is expected for a
Cerenkov process. (d) The power spectrum is non-
thermal, as has been observed in the case of pulsars. (e)
The nonlinear radiation as well as the curvature radiation
produce a series of synergic frequencies (f). We have
identified a natural coordinate system for the plasma
embedding an axial and wiggler magnetic fields.
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APPENDIX: EVALUATION OF RESPONSE FUNCTION é&(z)

We take the first nonzero matrix element and we evaluate the average energy. The first propagator becomes unity,

and we get the term e?, the leading term in the series, as

2 t _ - —iz(t, —

pil= 8—’;"— fotdtlfo]dtz5%'[el(eN-B)cos(kqu)cos(KN-qT-i-q&)e 0 Pdze F T (), (A1)
where now

uiz)=—2—,

zz—Vﬁ
B=B coswt |, +BX€;sinwt, +€3(B-€;)(1—coswt,,) ,
al)

¢= (I)O [63'B><K}L(1—Cosa)tlz)_KL'BSinwtlz+(€3'K)")(63'B)(Sin(0tl2_(Dtlz)] ’ (A2)
with

t=ti—t;, o=2, q=mmC

=, v’ 7,
If we now add the — A part, we get

(1) — 81782 t n d = —Lt, —izty,

pll= |~ fodtlfo dty 7 —[ey(e-Bleos[ (K —K;)-ar+¢)le pr0)Pdze “u(z). (A3)

The next term in the series is
2 ! —_ — — iz

p2= || [ar, [ty 2 (eyter Bloosl(Kn =Ky )-gr+dle “pr(0)) Pz e Pu2rm) (A4

where
iz 2 ! ! . .
Az)= [dze™® j”T‘; J Tt [Vt gsinvta, [ dPiday((e, Py ey Ky sinl (Ky—K;)-q,+4]
N

with

Q — —
o= EO[ —(K,-P;)sinQt,; +€;-P; XK, (1 —cosQt,;) .

+ K, P4(sinQt,; —Qt,3)] . (A6)

We now take an initial state constructed out of the wave
functions of the unperturbed part of the Hamiltonian as

—(p,+er HE(P,+E)
0)= oL
Pi(O) ?e 2"
0 _BEn
X8(P)8(Py—P3)e 8(7)8(8) , (A7)
where E, =(n+1/2)%Q, . (A8)

Lty

On operating with e ~ >p7(0) we have

+mQe;-€;Xe cos[ (K —K;)-q,+d]}e _L'JpI(O) , (A5)

e ”"3p(0)=§ e “XZE%S(P —P,)8(P;,—PY)
xe PEna(n)s(g) (A9)

where
X=E£+P,— [1—% P(sin(Qt; —0)+sinf) . (A10)
We shall now impose a wave vector conservation

K, =K,tel, (A11)
which gives

e = (ese1) (A12)

AT K e)

such that e,.-K,,=0. We shall now perform the £ in-

tegration, which is the same as X integration, and we
then have Eq. (AS5) as
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M= [az o™ | 3T | [ar, [ % dt sinwt

mVv, |70 3J, @lasinVylsg
X [ dP[(e,P,) (e, K, )sing+m e, €;X e} )cosd]
2 —
XL, ’7 e~ 12/% PEng(p —p)5(P;—PY) (A13)
[
where L, are Laguerre polynomials and say,
=P &[—(K cosf+K, sinf)sinQ¢ 12 | 24 —BROyn+1/2)
o) M A 23 SL, 5| e
n
+(K),cos6—K, sinf)(1—cosQt,;)] 2 BHEQ,
— —coth 5
Q — — —_—e =
1| |1+ =2 [(sin(Dr, —6)+sind) J . (A14) prn, L A
Q 2sinh
We shall now sum over the Landau levels using the gen-
erating functions for the Laguerre polynomials and write, =~ We can then write Eq. (A13) as
J
60,2,1 izt ) '3 . . 0
Az)=— [2=2T1| [dz ™ [ “dt; [ “dtsinvyts, [ dPi(e, P))e; €)sin($)8(P —Py)8(Py—PY) , (A16)
VA' 0 0

where we have used Eq. (A12) and again summed up over 1 giving an N which in the thermodynamic limit N /¥ gives a

concentration resulting in the plasma frequency wf,, (=4mne?/m).
We shall now sum over the polarization vector using the relation

(K;‘Xa)'(KLXb)
(C;L'a)(e;t'b): 2
K3
and write
2 K, .-(K,-P))
o, Tl izt 5 13 . A A
Alz)= £ dze [ “dt dt,sinv,.ty, | P, dPd6dP;, |P,—————
%, f fo 3f0 4 A 34f a8 3 14 K2
where now
— Qq . . Oty Q1,, .
¢:~2-—(_1—PK4sm6ksm 5 cos ¢ —0,+ — K33 P3Q4ty; +1PAsin(6, —a) ,
where
2 2
Q Q Q Q —
A= 2+ 1+ 2| 2 2| |14+ =2 |cosOt, .
Q Q Q

After performing the integration with respect to P, P;, and 6, we have

Alz)= x(z) i

(z2=v1)z2-0?)

(A17)

(A18)

(A19)

(A20)

(A21)
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Q Q e~ /4cosh[(B#Q, /2]
- 2 (220 i) _ 0
x(2)= |20} = H1+ = Po(Py—2) b (BRO) /2
Q Q —_
> e d, | =Pyl J,,((1+—6)POI)QVA
y (n+1[322+(n + DA P —7)(22—72)(z2—Q?)

(n —1){322+[(n —1)Q

(22— [(n +1DQVP}{z*—[(n +1)O— v;\]z}{z —[(n + DO+, 1%}

(22— [(n —DAP}{z2—[(n —1)9

In evaluating these integrals, we had obtained J,(PyA4),
A being given by Eq. (A20), and this was expanded using
the addition theorem in the Bessel function and the most
dominated terms in Eq. (22) when taking the Marconian
limit (i.e., t— o or Z —0). We get

Alz)= X0

(A23)
(z22—v2)(z22—0?)

22— (z2—Q?)
— | - (A22)
v, %} {22 —[(n—l)ﬂ—vk] }

[
where now

2 QO Vi
x(0)= 4wy 1+€ WPO(PO—Z)F

Qp
XJo |1Po=" TolIPo(1+00/M) . (A24)

This completes the evaluation of the response function.
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