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Abstract

We explore photon vortex generation in synchrotron radiations from a spiral moving
electron under a uniform magnetic field along z-axis using Landau quantization. The
obtained wave-function of the photon vortecies is the eigen-state of the z-component of
the total angular momentum (zTAM). In m-th harmonic radiations, individual photons
are the eigen-state of zTAM of m~. This is consistent with previous studies. Using the
presently obtained wave-functions we calculate the decay widths and the energy spectra
under extremely strong magnetic fields of 1012−1013 G, which are observed in astrophysical
objects such as magnetized neutron stars and jets and accretion disks around black holes.
The result suggests that photon vortices are predominantly generated in such objects.
Although they have no coherency it is expected that photon vortices from the universe
are measured using a detector based upon a quantum effect in future. This effect also
affects to stellar nucleosynthesis in strong magnetic fields.

Keywords: magnetic fileds, photon vortex, quantum synchrotron radiation

1. Introduction

In the universe strong magnetic fields play important roles in various phenomena.
Strong magnetic fields in rotating massive stars contribute to magnetohydrodynamic
(MHD) driven core-collapse supernova explosions and formation of magnetized neutron
stars or black holes associated with an accretion disk and jets (collapsar) [1, 2, 3]. Neutron
stars may be associated with strong magnetic fields of 1012−1015 G and, in particular,
extremely strongly magnetized neutron stars, so-called magnetars, are considered to be
the sources for soft γ repeaters and anomalous X-ray pulsars [4] and to be the central
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engines of short Gamma-Ray Bursts (GRBs) [5, 6, 7]. Collapsars with a magnetized ac-
cretion disk and jets are also a candidate for the origin of long GRBs. Recent progress
in γ/X ray astronomy enabled to measure linear (circular) polarization of gamma-rays
from these astrophysical objects. A high linear polarization of 80% ± 20% measured by
the RHESSI satellite [8] was reported, although it decreases to approximately 41 +59

−44%
by re-analysis [9]. The linear polarization as high as 98% ± 33% in the prompt emission
of GRB 041219A was measured by the SPI telescope onboard the INTEGRAL satellite
[10]. The GRB polarimeter onboard the IKAROS solar power sail measured the polariza-
tion degrees of 70% ± 22% for GRB 110301A and the polarization of 84 +16

−28% for GRB
110721A [11]. As the generation mechanism for these high linear polarized γ rays, some
scenarios have been proposed; they are synchrotron radiations from relativistic electrons
under strong magnetic fields [12] and inverse Compton scattering on low energy photons
with relativistic electrons [13]. The origin of these highly polarized photons has been
unresolved but synchrotron radiation from electrons in strong magnetic fields is one the
candidates for the mechanism [14].

The synchrotron radiation in quantum theory was first derived by a pioneering work
[15, 16] and the quantum synchrotron radiation under various conditions were studied
[17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24]. The electron orbitals under magnetic fields are in Landau
levels. An electron in a Landau level transits to a lower lying Landau state through an
emission of a photon, where the wave-function of the radiated photon depends on the
initial and final electron wave-functions. As a magnetic field strength becomes weaker,
an average level spacing decreases so that the Landau levels become quasi-continues and
classical calculation becomes a good approximation. However, in strong magnetic fields as
high as 1012−1015 G each level is separated in the energy space and thus calculated results
based upon Landau quantization are largely different from those without that [20, 21, 22].

Generation and observation of light vortices [26] in the universe have been discussed
[27, 28, 29, 30]. It is suggested that light vortices are created around rotating black holes
[30]. Light vortices carry large angular momenta [26] and the interactions on materials
are different from that with standard (plane-wave) photons [31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38,
39, 40]. Light vortices are generated from synchrotron radiations [41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46].

Allen et al. [26] pointed out that a single photon could have a vortex wave-function
such as Laguerre-Gaussian in quantum level. Katoh et al. [44] suggested that an l-th
harmonic photon in synchrotron radiation from spiral moving electrons under uniform
magnetic fields is a photon vortex carrying l~ total angular momentum and that such
photon vortices are naturally generated in astrophysical objects with strong magnetic
fields. However, the wave-function of photon vortices radiated from an electron under
a uniform magnetic field has not been calculated by taking Landau quantization into
account. In extremely strong magnetic fields as high as 1012−1015 G, which are observed
in astrophysical objects, the difference between calculated results of synchrotron radiations
with/without Landau quantization becomes large [20, 21, 22, 25]. The purpose of this
paper is to present the wave-functions of photons radiated from electrons under strong
magnetic fields calculated using Landau quantization and the fraction of photon vortices
in synchrotron radiations in extremely strong magnetic fields of up to 1013 G. We also
discuss the possibility of detection of photon vortices from the universe and its effects to
stellar nucleosynthesis.
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2. Calculation and Result

In the present study, we consider a uniform dipole magnetic field along z-direction,
B = (0, 0, B), and that an electron trajectory draws a circle in a plane perpendicular to
the z-direction under this magnetic field (see Fig. 1). We use the natural unit ~ = c = 1.
The electron wave-function ψ(r) in this system is obtained from the following Dirac
equation:

{α · (−i∇r + eA) + βme − E}ψ(r) = 0, (1)

where α and β are the Dirac matrices, A is an electro-magnetic vector potential, E is
the electron energy, e is the elementary charge, and me is the electron mass. We choose
the symmetry gauge with the vector potential being A = (−y, x, 0)B/2. We make the
scale transformation for x and y coordinates as X(Y ) = (

√
eB/2)x(y) , and define the

operators as

a =
1

2
(X − iY +∇X − i∇Y ) ,

b =
1

2
(X + iY +∇X + i∇Y )

a† =
1

2
(X + iY −∇X − i∇Y ) ,

b† =
1

2
(X − iY −∇X + i∇Y ) . (2)

As well known, Hamiltonian of the two-dimensional harmonic oscillator and the operator
of the z-component of orbital angular momentum L are written as

ĥHO =
1

2

(
−∇2

X −∇2
Y +X2 + Y 2

)
= a†a+ b†b+ 1,

L̂z = −iX∇Y + iY∇X = a†a− b†b. (3)

We write following equations in the cylindrical coordinate of r = (rT , z) = (rT cosφ, rT sinφ, z).
A function GL

n is the eigen-state of the operators of (3) as

ĥHOG
L
n(rT ) = (2n+ |L|+ 1)GL

n , L̂zG
L
n(rT ) = LGL

n , (4)

GL
n(rT ) =

√
n!

π(n+ |L|)!
eiLφr

|L|
T e−r

2/2L|L|n (r2T )eiLφ, (5)

where L|L|n is the associated Laguerre function, L is the z-component of the orbital angular
momentum, pz is the z-component of the momentum, and n is the number of nodes. L
satisfy a relationship of L = J + 1/2 where J is the z-component of the total angular
momentum (zTAM). A solution of Eq. (1) in this system is known as [20]

ψ(r) = N

[
1 + ΣZ

2
GL−1
n′

(√
eB

2
rT

)
+

1− ΣZ

2
GL
n

(√
eB

2
rT

)]
Ueipzz, (6)
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where n′ = n when L ≥ 0 and n′ = n−1 when L ≤ −1, N is the normalization factor and
U is a 4-dimensional vector. The wave-function is the eigen-state of zTAM. The electron
energy in a Landau level is given by E =

√
2eBNL + p2z +m2

e where NL indicates the
Landau level number defined as NL = (L+ |L|)/2 + n.

To obtain the Dirac spinor U we rewrite Eq. (1) with Eq. (6) as

e−ipzz {α · (−i∇r + eA) + βme − E}ψ(r) = 0

=


me − E 0 pz −i

√
2eBa

0 me − E i
√

2eBa† −pz
pz −i

√
2eBa −me − E 0

i
√

2eBa† −pz 0 −me − E



GL−1
n′ 0 0 0
0 GL

n 0
0 0 GL−1

n′ 0
0 0 0 GL

n

U

=


GL−1
n′ 0 0 0
0 GL

n 0
0 0 GL−1

n′ 0
0 0 0 GL

n



×


me − E 0 pz −i

√
2eBNL

0 me − E i
√

2eBNL −pz
pz −i

√
2eBNL −me − E 0

i
√

2eBNL −pz 0 −me − E

U. (7)

By solving the above characteristic equation, we can obtain the electron energy as

U =

√
E +me

2E

(
χh
p̃·σ
E+me

)
, (8)

where E is the Landau energy. We finally obtain the wave-function as

ψ(r) =

{
1 + Σz

2
GL−1
n′

(√
eB

2
rT

)
+

1− Σz

2
GL
n

(√
eB

2
rT

)}

×
√
E +me

2E

[
χh

p̃·σ
E+me

χh,

]
eipzz√
Rz

,

p̃ = (0,
√

2eBNL, pz), (9)

where Rz is the size of the system along the z-direction, σ ≡ (σx, σy, σz) is the Pauli
matrix, χh is the two-dimensional Pauli spinor satisfying σzχh = hχh (h = ±1), Σz =
diag(1,−1, 1,−1). Note that n′ = n when L ≥ 0 and n′ = n − 1 when L ≤ −1. The
form of χh is arbitrary when NL ≥ 1 because there are two degenerate states at fixed L
and n, whereas the state with NL = 0, which is so called the lowest Landau state, is not
degenerate and its spinor is taken to be only tχ−1 = (0, 1). The wave-function for n = 0
corresponds to the helical motion along the z-axis when L ≥ 0, whereas the wave-function
for n ≥ 1 indicates the helical motion along an axis that is different from the initial axis
[47]. Thus, we consider various node numbers for the final state and take only n = 0 for
the initial state.
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Using the Coulofcolormb gauge ∇ ·A = 0 with the photon as A0 = 0, we obtain the
wave-function propagating along the z-direction for the emitted photon as a solution of
the Klein-Gordon equation in the cylindrical coordinate as stated previously. We obtain
A as

Ams(r, t) = εsJm−s(qT r)e
i(m−s)φei(qzz−eqt), (10)

J̃M(rT ) = JM(qT rT )eiMφ, (11)

where m is the zTAM, s is the helicity, qz is the z-component of the photon momentum,
eq is the photon energy, qT =

√
e2q − q2z , εs = (1, is, 0)/

√
2, and JM is the Bessel function.

This A does not generally satisfy the gauge condition ∇ ·A = 0 except for e2q − |qz|2 � 1
in the para-axial limit. Then, we add a z-component of Az and rewrite A as

Ams ∝ ei(qzz−eqt)
[
−iqzJ̃m−s(qT r), sqzJ̃m−s, sqT J̃m

]
. (12)

which is consistent to the wave function given in Ref. [45] when qT � |qz|. Because
A(s = +1) and A(s = −1) do not satisfy the orthogonal relation, we take the eigen-state
wave-functions of the transverse magnetic (TM) state with A(s = +1)−A(s = −1) and
those of the transverse electric (TE) state with A(s = +1) +A(s = −1) at fixed m [48].
Finally, we obtain the wave-function of the radiated photons as

A(TM)
m =

1

2eq
ei(qzz−eqt)

[
iqz

(
J̃m+1 − J̃m−1

)
, qz

(
J̃m+1 + J̃m−1

)
, 2qT J̃m

]
,

A(TE)
m =

1

2
ei(qzz−eqt)

[
i
(
J̃m+1 + J̃m−1

)
,
(
J̃m+1 − J̃m−1

)
, 0
]
. (13)

This photon wave-function is the eigen-state of zTAM, where the zTAM of an emitted
photon m satisfies a relationship of m = Ji - Jf , where Ji and Jf are the zTAM of the
initial and final electron states, respectively.

The decay width does not in general depend on the set of the wave-function of the
radiated photon when the electron and photon eigen-states for a system are given. For
further study we calculate the decay width using the presently obtained photon wave-
function. A decay width of an electron can be calculated from the initial and final wave-
functions of the electron in Eq. (9) by the imaginary part of the electron self-energy. The
electron self-energy with an energy of E is given by

Σ(r1, r2, E) = ie2
∫
dp0
2π

γµS(r1, r2, p0)γνD
µν(r1, r2, E − p0), (14)

where S and D are the electron and photon propagators in the magnetic field:

S(r1, r2, p0) =
∑
L,n,h

∫
dpz
2π

ψ(r1;L, n, h, pz)ψ(r2;L, n, h, pz)

p0 − E(L, n, h, pz) + iδ
, (15)

Dµν(r1, r2, q0) =
∑
m,α

∫
dqzdqT qT

(2π)2
A

(α)
mµ(r1)A

(α)∗
mν (r2)

q20 − e2q + iδ
, (16)
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where we omit the contribution from negative energy electrons in the electron propagator.
The decay width of the electron at an initial state i is obtained as

Γe(i) = −2

∫
dr1dr2ψi(r1)ImΣ(r1, r2, Ei)ψi(r2)

=
e2

8π2

∑
f,m,α

∫
dqzdqT qT

eq

dpfz
2π

δ(Ei − Ef − eq)
∣∣∣∣∫ drψf (r)/A(α)∗

m (r)ψi(r)

∣∣∣∣2 ,(17)

where f indicates the final electron state. We rewrite the electron wave-function in Eq. (9)
and the photon field in Eq. (13) as

ψb(r) =
1√
Rz

φb(rT )eipbzz and A(α)
m (r) = V (α)

m (rT )eiqzz, (18)

respectively. Using Eqs. (17) and (18), the decay width at a fixed final state is written as

Γif =
e2

8π2

∫
dqz

∣∣∣∣∫ drTφf (rT ) /V (α)∗(rT )φi(rT )

∣∣∣∣2 , (19)

where Ef =
√

2eBNf + (piz − qz)2 +m2
e. For convenience, we define

M(L1, n1;L2, n2) =
1

2

∫
d2rGL1

n1
(eBr2/2)JL2−L1 (qT r) e

i(L1−L2)φGL2
n2

(eBr2/2) (20)

and writeM22 =M(Lf , nf ;Li, ni),M11 =M(Lf−1, nf ;Li−1, ni),M21 =M(Lf , nf ;Li−
1, ni), and M12 =M(Lf − 1, nf ;Li, ni). We obtain∫

drTφf (rT ) /V (α)∗(rT )φi(rT ) =

√
(Ef +me)(Ei +me)

4EiEf
χ†hfTαχhi , (21)

with

TTM =
qz
eq
M12

[
piT

Ei+me

ipiz
Ei+me

− ipfz
Ef+me

0
pfT

Ei+me

]
− qz
eq
M21

[
− pfT
Ef+me

0
ipfz

Ef+me
− ipiz

Ei+me
− piT
Ei+me

]

+
2qT
eq
M11

[
piz

Ei+me
+

pfz
Ef+me

− ipiT
Ei+me

ipfT
Ef+me

0

]
+

2qT
eq
M22

[
0

ipfT
Ef+me

− ipiT
Ei+me

piz
Ei+me

+
pfz

Ef+me

]
,(22)

TTE = M12

[
piT

Ei+me

ipiz
Ei+me

− ipfz
Ef+me

0
pfT

Ei+me

]
+M21

[
− pfT
Ef+me

0
ipfz

Ef+me
− ipiz

Ei+me
− piT
Ei+me

]
, (23)

where pi(f)T =
√

2eBNi(f). Because the electron spin is not a good quantum number in
the relativistic framework, we make the average of the strength in Eq. (17) for the initial
spin and the summation for the final spin. We finally obtain the decay width of

dΓ
(a)
if

dpfz
=
dΓ

(a)
if

dqz
=

e2

8π2

∣∣∣∣∫ drTφf (rT ) /V (α)∗
m (rT )φi(rT )

∣∣∣∣2 .
=

αe
2π

(Ef +me)(Ei +me)

EiEf
Tr [TaTa] , (24)
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The possible momentum of an emitted photon with m is limited by

eBm

Ei + |piz|
≤ eq ≤

eBm

Ei − |piz|
. (25)

The maximum (minimum) energy for a radiation with m is proportional to m, and the
average energy at m increases as m increases.

To investigate radiations from magnetized neutron stars we numerically calculate the
decay widths of electrons under strong magnetic fields of 1012 G and 1013 G. Figure 3
shows the decay widths of electrons as a function of m using Eq. (24). The results are
multiplied with the gamma factor along the z-direction, γz = Ei/

√
E2
i − p2iz, so that the

results are independent of the z-component of the initial electron momentum of piz when
|piz| � me. To obtain the total energy spectrum and the fraction of photon vortices
of radiated photons from an electron in an initial state, we calculate the decay widths
to individual final states for various m values. In Fig. 4(a) we present the total energy
spectrum and energy spectra of individual modes of photon vortices with m in synchrotron
radiations from electrons with an energy of 50 MeV, which is integrated over all the
radiation angle.

3. Discussion and conclusion

We have finally obtained the wave-function of the radiated photon as Eq. (13). The
m-th harmonic radiation is the eigen-state of the zTAM m. This is consistent with the
previous results [44, 45, 46]. Though in Ref. [45, 46] the photon wave-functions were chosen
to be the eigen-states of the helicity in the limit of the photon transverse momentum over
the photon energy qT/eq = 0, we have chosen them to be the eigen-state of TM and TE
[see Eq. (13)] [48]. To examine the choice of the basis we show the contributions from
TM and TE states and those from the helicity s = +1 and s = −1 states as the function
of qT/eq in Fig. 6. When qT . 0.01eq the state with s = +1 dominantly contributes to
the decay width. However, as qT increases the contribution from s = −1 becomes larger.
In contrast, the TM state in Eq. (13) dominates when qT & 0.02eq. Although the basis
of the helicity is useful for calculating in the condition of qT � eq, the wave-function
as the eigen-state of TM and TE can give more precise results for wide region of qT
under extremely strong magnetic fields. Furthermore, the previous studies [41, 45, 46]
calculated the synchrotron radiation from helical undulators, which consists of different
direction magnets. If it is calculated using Landau quantization, its result is expected be
different from the present result for uniform magnetic fields.

The fraction of photon vortices with m ≥ 2 in the total flux depends on the magnetic
field strength and the initial angular momentum. As the magnetic strength becomes
stronger, the fraction of photon vortices increases. Furthermore, as shown in Fig. 3 the
fraction of photon vortices increases with increasing the initial electron angular momen-
tum, which is proportional to the square of the diameter of the electron spiral motion.
The highly linear polarization of γ-rays from GRBs indicate a magnetized baryonic jet
with large-scale uniform strong magnetic fields [49]. However, the present calculation does
not depend on the large-scale structure of a magnetic field. It is considered that magnetic
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fields in astrophysical environments are locally homogeneous for photon vortex genera-
tion compered with electron spiral motion diameters. The diameter of a spiral motion of
an electron is estimated to be d ∼ 1.6 ×

√
1013/B [G]L

1/2
i [pm]. In the present assumed

conditions, the diameters are shorter than 10−8 cm. Thus, the uniform magnetic field is
a good approximation for calculation of synchrotron radiation in astrophysical objects.

The possible energies of the fundamental radiation and m-th harmonic radiations are
restricted by the region expressed by Eq. (25). As shown in Fig. 4(a) the upper limit
of the energy of the fundamental radiations is 4.1 MeV when the initial electron energy
is approximately 50 MeV. Therefore, below 4.1 MeV both the fundamental radiation
and the high-order harmonic radiations are emitted, whereas in the energy region of 4.1-
−50 MeV only photon vortices are radiated. This trend is seen in spectra in the wide
energy region as shown in Figs. 4(b) and 5(a, b). In astrophysical environments, the
energy distribution of thermal electrons follows Fermi-Dirac distribution. High energy
γ-rays observed in afterglow phases of GRBs suggest non-thermal electrons whose energy
distribution is described by power law [51]. In both cases the spectral density of electrons
decreases with increasing electron energy in high energy region. With the present result
that the only photon vortices are generated in the energy region higher than the upper
limit of the fundamental radiation, it is expected that the fraction of photon vortices
increases with increasing energy and photon vortices are predominantly produced in the
high energy region.

The observation of polarized X/γ-rays with detectors onboard satellites and interplan-
etary space explores [10, 11, 49, 50] suggests that photon vortices could be also observed
in the space near the earth. A method to measure Laguerre-Gaussian light at optical
wavelengths from astrophysical objects has been proposed [29]. The present calculation
predicts photon vortex generation but does not predict any coherency. This means that
the observed light seems to be white light and photon vortices should be identified using
a method based upon a quantum phenomenon. At present, linearly polarized γ/X-rays
are measured using detectors based upon Compton scattering. To measure γ-rays with a
wave-function of Laguerre-Gaussian [38] or Hermite-Gaussian [52] we have proposed the
use of Compton scattering. Because the presently obtained wave-function in Eq. (13) has
the feature similar to that of the Laguerre-Gaussian photon [38], the measurements of
photon vortices generated by the synchrotron radiations are probably possible in similar
manners.

Photon vortices may affect stellar nucleosyntheses. It is known that neutron-deficient
isotopes of heavy elements are synthesized by photodisintegration reactions in supernova
explosions (γ-process) [53, 54]. Giant dipole resonance (GDR) is the dominant reaction
between photons and nuclei in the energy region of 10−30 MeV. However, it was pointed
out that, if a photon vortex with large total angular momentum of J ≥ 2 incidents on
an even-even nucleus of a spin and parity of Jπ = 0+, the excitation to states with Jπ

= 1− through GDR is forbidden because of the conservation law of angular momentum
[36]. Thus, when nucleosyntheses associated with photodisintegration reactions occurs in
a strong magnetic field, the isotopic abundance distribution of a synthesized element is
expected to be different form the solar abundances. The r-process paths in the magneto-
hydrodynamical supernovae [55] and in jets in collapsars [56] shifts toward more neutron
rich regions by photon vortices. The isotopic abundances affected by photon vortices may
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be observed in presolar grains [57], which record individual nucleosyntheses before the
solar system formation.

4. Summary

The difference between calculations with/without Landau quantization for strong mag-
netic fields becomes large increasing magnetic field strengths. In the present study we
have calculated the wave-function of photon vortices radiated from electrons under Lan-
dau levels. The wave-function is the eigen-state of the z-component of the total angular
momentum when the electron has a spiral motion along z-axis. This is consistent with the
previous results. The photon vortices, in principle, predominantly produced in astrophys-
ical objects with extremely strong magnetic fields as high as 1012−1013 G. These photons
have not any coherent structure so that they seem to be like white light. However, they
are expected to be measured by a new detector based upon Compton scattering onboard
satellites in future. Photonuclear reactions with photon vortices are hindered because of
the conservation law of angular momentum so that photon vortices change the isotopic
abundances of synthesized nuclide in astrophysical environments with strong magnetic
fields.
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Figure 1: Coordinate in the present study. We assume the uniform dipole magnetic field along
the z-axis. The electron is in the spiral moving along the z-axis.
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Figure 3: Decay widths of electrons with ni = 0 as a function of zTAM of an emitted photon
when the final electron Landau number is fixed. The initial orbital angular momenta are Li = 10
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