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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Keywords: Photon emission from a uniformly accelerated charge is among the most mysterious physical

radiation reaction phenomena. Theories based on the Lorentz-Abraham-Dirac equation mostly conclude that a

uniform acceleration uniformly accelerated point charge cannot feel radiation reaction. Such a conclusion suggests

electrodynamics that the origin of the photon energy is unclear. In this paper, we determine the self-force of a
uniformly accelerated charged sphere using the Lorentz force equation, with an assumption that
the sphere is Lorentz-contracted during the acceleration. For large acceleration, the calculated
self-force converges to the radiation reaction (given by the Larmor formula) via a new factor
7,» Which describes an acceleration-dependent increase in the effective mass. This increased
mass makes it harder to accelerate the particle (compared to a point-charge), which means more
energy should be provided to the particle in order to get the expected acceleration. This extra
energy can be interpreted as the origin of the photon energy.

1. Introduction

Since electromagnetic fields were found to carry momentum, it has been generally agreed that a radiating charge
must feel radiation reaction (RR) [1]. Several theoretical models have been suggested to explain RR in the framework
of classical electrodynamics, but the RR problem has not been completely solved. The early theories of Lorentz,
Abraham and Dirac (LAD), based on point-charges, have unphysical solutions with unbounded acceleration (‘runaway
solutions’) and causality violation (‘preacceleration’). Such problems were resolved in a number of modified theories
[2, 3, 1, 4], but none of these models is free of difficulties, and many aspects of RR remain obscure. It was even
proposed that Maxwell’s equations need to be modified [5, 6]. However, it is generally accepted that the problems
stem from the incompatibility of classical electrodynamics with the notion of a point charge.

The first hints that an extended particle might resolve the issues of RR came from Eliezer [7], who found that
some (unspecified) charge distribution could be chosen to eliminate the higher order derivatives that were responsible
for the unphysical effects. Further support came from Ford and O’Connell [3], who obtained the same equation from
(the classical limit of) a quantum Langevin equation for a particle with a given form factor. Levine, Moniz and Sharp
have shown more generally that for a charged shell with radius above some threshold preacceleration and runaways are
eliminated [8]. All these considerations were restricted to nonrelativistic dynamics.

Another area of confusion is the radiation reaction of a uniformly accelerated charge. From the Larmor formula,
accelerated charges always emit photons, and uniform acceleration should be no exception [9]. However, most theories
of RR predict that a uniformly accelerated particle feels no friction from radiation [10, 11, 12]. In other words, a steady
rate of photon emission does not affect the momentum of a particle. This unintuitive conclusion has caused considerable
debate in the literature.

Radiation reaction is not just a problem of classical electrodynamics. Self-interaction effects, including RR, oc-
cur also in quantum electrodynamics (QED) [13, 14], and make formulating (far less solving) the Schrodinger-type
equation far from trivial, as RR does to the Lorentz force [15]. In this regard, the classical RR problem is still worth
investigating because it could give insights into the analogous problem of QED. Moreover, owing to the construction
of ultra-intense laser facilities [16], the need to understand RR has recently become more urgent. These facilities can
generate lasers of 10%* W /cm? intensity, and in this regime RR is expected not only to be observable, but to funda-
mentally change the nature of laser-matter interactions [17]. Accordingly, a rigorous but tractable RR theory which
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can explain the upcoming observations is now required by experimenters. If a classically obtained theory meets this
requirement, it will bridge the gap between classical and quantum electrodynamics.

In this paper we present a new calculation of the classical self-force on a uniformly accelerated charge. The particle
model we adopt is not Dirac’s model (point charge), but that of Lorentz (charged sphere). Such a choice is made to
avoid the inconsistencies of the point-charge that lead to unphysical behaviour. A similar work has been reported in
Ref. [18], where the self-force on a homogeneously charged sphere under uniform acceleration was calculated. In
contrast, in the model used in this paper, we assume that the sphere can be Lorentz-contracted and it bears an image
of a point-charge on its surface so that the sphere and the corresponding point-charge are indistinguishable (when
observed from outside). Remarkably, our new calculation yields the radiation reaction of a uniformly accelerated
charge. Moreover, we show the self-force can be formulated in a simple closed form. Furthermore, we find that the
self-force leads to an acceleration-dependent increase in the effective mass of the particle. This increased (effective)
mass can be interpreted as the energy source of photons, as it returns to the original mass after the radiation is over.

Throughout this paper, we employ the Einstein summation convention, and use the Minkowski metric g, with
signature {— + ++}. SI units are used for all of the equations.

2. Uniformly accelerated charge

Denoting the position and velocity of a particle by x and u (= dx/dz, with the proper time 7), Dirac’s radiation
reaction is given by

)]

rd = oze \ de2 2 dr dr

Kt = Hod” (dzu" ut du, du")
where iy = 47 x 1077 kg - m - C~2 is the vacuum permeability, g is the particle’s charge, and c is the speed of light.
This force was derived by the Taylor series expansion of the electromagnetic field F#" near a point charge [19], and it
can be considered as RR because it includes a friction term with magnitude equal to the Larmor formula,

_ tod” duy du¥
rad 6zc dr dr’

2)

This formula represents the total power of the radiation emitted by an accelerated point-charge. The problem is that
if a point-charge is hyperbolically (or uniformly) accelerated, Dirac’s RR vanishes while the radiated power does not
(P,aq > 0); the hyperbolic motion is given by

X () = /22 + 21?2, 3)

where z, is an arbitrary constant and 2 is the unit vector in the direction of the constant acceleration. Substitution
of Eq. (3) into Eq. (1) leads to K r”d 4 = 0. This apparent contradiction is usually attributed to the reversible exchange
of energy with the particle’s bound field [20]. However, since a particle with finite size has a finite bound energy,
this argument cannot fully explain the origin of the radiation by an extended particle undergoing indefinite hyperbolic
motion.

To illuminate this problem, we revisit Lorentz’s model of a particle as a charged sphere. A homogeneously charged
spherical surface at rest generates the static potential of a point-charge (= q/4xeyr) in its exterior, but the field inside
the sphere vanishes. In this sense the Lorentz model could be generalized as follows:

1. Outside, the sphere generates the field of a point-charge under the same motion.
2. Inside, the field identically vanishes.

Hence, in this paper we will call a particle satisfying these conditions, a ‘Lorentz particle (LP).” A Lorentz particle
cannot be distinguished from an ideal point-charge (unless the inside is observable). In contrast to the result of Dirac’s
model (which is based on a point-charge), we will demonstrate that a uniformly accelerated LP gets a recoil by RR,
via its charge distribution.
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In order to find the charge and current distribution of an LP, we employ the Rindler frame [21] represented by
barred coordinates # = {cf, X, y, Z}, where

tanh~! (c1/z),

ct=2z,
X =x,
y= “)
Z=Vz? -2
In this frame, the (flat) Minkowski metric takes the form
g,, =diag {-22/22,1,1,1}, ©)

and a point-charge satisfying Eq. (3) will remain at rest at X# = {ct_, 0,0, zc}. Correspondingly, the uniform accelera-
tion becomes a static problem. If we suppose g is the determinant of the metric (= —z2/ z(z)), Maxwell’s equations in
the Rindler frame can be written

. (6)
A, —0,A,=F,,
and accordingly the point-charge at the position x# = {ct_, 0,0, zc} leads to
= oo o Z . ._ - =
Jo (%, 3, 2) = —qcz—é(x)é(y)é(z—zc), (7)
c
2, 2
- Hogc 1 rr+z
Ap(%.5.2) = ———— ‘ : @®)

4z z, 2
21 2\ _ 4,252
\/ (P2 +22)" —4z22z
where 7 = /X2 + j? + 22, and spatial components of the current j, and potential A, vanish. These results exactly

correspond to the published solutions [10, 21].
On a spherical surface given by

2
>22+y2+<z—\/zg+R§> = R2, C))

the potential A satisfies

2 2

\/Zz:+ R

— Hogc c c
A| =Ty -

on the surface A7 z R ’
c e

(10)

which indicates that the potential is constant on the spherical surface where R, is the radius. From this notion, we
define coordinates {R, 0, (;b} and potential distribution A’ defined as

+
_ 1[ Vx2+ 72 (11)
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Figure 1: Shapes and electric field-lines of a uniformly accelerated LP at three different times, where R, = z,/2. The
dotted lines represent the field lines which would be generated if the LP were a point-charge.

and
2. R2
poge \ % T K

oo ) R
Ay D =T T 2R, ¢
Ay (%,7,2) (R> R,

=

<

)., (12)
).

This potential is equal to Eq. (8), i.e. the potential of a point charge, outside the sphere (R > R,), but constant for
R < R_, so that the field vanishes inside the sphere. The charge density fo inducing this potential can be obtained from
Maxwell’s equation (6):

o - 1 2= [Z2¢=50 77, - _
Jo (%, 3,2) = =—— =0, [TcavA6 (X, 7, Z)]
Ho 2 K
ac_Ze o oo
= ~5(R-R,). 13
4zR2 Z ( C) 13)

This charge density completely meets the requirements for LP: outside the sphere (R > R,) it induces the field of
the point charge (/16 = fio), and inside (R < R,), the field vanishes (Aa = const). Consequently, external observers
cannot distinguish the LP from the point-charge, as they observe an image point-charge on the surface.

Although the Lorentz particle has a finite volume, we can define its position as the location of the point charge
which would generate the same external field as the LP. The position of a uniformly accelerated LP defined in this way
satisfies Eq. (3). Figure 1 shows the LP’s positions and actual shapes at three different times observed in the lab frame.
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As the field lines in Fig. 1 indicate, according to Gauss’s law, the total charge of the LP is always g;

. Ky Z —_
//6d3r=/j(')€cd3r,

qc z; 3
=- —5(R-R,)dF,
4 Rg / z2 ( ¢ )

gc / z2R?sin®5 (R - R,)

- _471'Rg _ _
(Rcos®+ \/ 22+ Rg)

= —ge. (14)

~ dRA®d4,

In contrast, we show that the momentum of the LP does not coincide with that of the point-charge. The original
expression of the Lorentz force is given by

%% pUd3r=/(pE+J><B)d3r, (15)

where m is the (unrenormalized) bare mass and U is relativistic velocity of the charge distribution, defined as U =
cJ/+/—Jj,j¥, and we assume the charge and mass distributions are proportional. In the case of the point-charge, the
momentum is simply mu because p = gé (r — x). On the other hand, in case of the LP, the charge is distributed over a
finite surface, and accordingly the momentum is determined by the volume integration

p= m/ IU/ d3r,
q

—_My / Ul dr. (16)
qc

As the LP remains at rest in the Rindler frame, we obtain (7;/4 = {—cz/zc, 0,0, O}, and the Lorentz boost yields

m th2
A 1 7/ c 13-
=—17/ jUu ——daF,
1Y /0 0z 22

qc
= mczti/z—fa(R—R ) &%
47[R% Z3 ¢ ’
2 z2R%sin®5 (R- R o
= met, / e ( ) dRAOIP,
47 R? _ _ 3
<Rcos®+ \/Z%+R%>
2 R?
=Mt 1+ =g (17)
zZ, z2

Variables in this equation can be substituted by the velocity and acceleration using u = %¢?t/z, and du/dt = 2¢?/z,,
leading to the final form of the momentum,

R |qul?
p=muy/l+—
!

du

1 (18)

What is indicated by Eq. (18) is interesting: the LP’s momentum is always greater than the momentum of the
corresponding point-charge. This is the consequence of the change in the shape of the LP every moment as shown
in Fig. 1; to be Lorentz-contracted, the rear and front surfaces of the LP need to move faster and slower than the
corresponding point-charge, and Eq. (13) indicates that the charge density on the rear surface is higher than that on the
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front surface (| i6|z<z > |f6|z>z ), which means the average velocity of the LP is greater than u. It leads to the same
effect as increasing the mass, th(;ugh the actual total mass of the LP is the constant m, see Eq. (14) (assuming the mass
density of the LP is mp’ /q). The increase is a purely geometrical effect, and might be assumed irrelevant to radiation
reaction. However, we now show that the square root term in Eq. (18) also appears in the self-force on the LP, and
eventually this term yields the radiation reaction.

The self-force is the force applied to the charge by the field produced by the charge itself. Normally, electromagnetic
self-force has been believed to include the radiation reaction. The self-force on a point-charge must be regularized as
it diverges, leading to ambiguous results. In contrast, according to Eq. (15) the self-force on the LP can be represented
by

Fself = /(p/E/ + J/ X B,)d3r’
=7 / g™, Fy, d’r. (19)

In a similar way to the momentum calculation, the integral is calculated as

22
s w5 g% 32
FSle ——Z/]003A0§d r,

2.2 #4Z—14/22+ R?
= Mi/ Ze Vs (R — Rc) d37,
3272R? z4 R,
Hog*c? z‘c‘l_(3 sin (2@) 5 (R - RC) o
= /s / dRdOd¢,
6472 R> ~ ~ 4
(Rcos®+ z2+ R2
2 9 R2
MOq C C A
= - —All+—12. 20
67 R, z, 72 (20)

4

By the same substitution of z, by acceleration used in the momentum calculation, the self-force is written

Moq2 du
Fse]f ==
6z R, dt

ey

As mentioned, the self-force also shows the same square root factor as the momentum. This factor tends to unity as
the radius R, approaches zero, and the diverging F;; for a small R, can be treated as the mass renormalization the
same way as in Dirac’s theory for a point-charge. However, for finite R, an important feature of Eq. (21) is that the
renormalized mass depends on the acceleration.

Since the self-force can be absorbed into a mass renormalization it might seem that, like the point-charge, the LP
under uniform acceleration does not feel radiation reaction. However, interestingly, if the acceleration is very large
Eq. (21) converges to the Larmor formula:

2 P
c rad
> R_ = Fself ==
c

du

dr

Z. (22)

The remarkable point is that even if the radius is extremely small, we can obtain the above result if the acceleration
is large enough'. Thus the self-force of the uniformly accelerated LP includes radiation reaction. Furthermore, while
previous theories have been approximated by Taylor series or other approximations [19, 2], Eq. (21) is exact. Therefore,
a mathematically accurate equation of motion for a uniformly accelerated LP can be derived from Eq. (21).

"Here we ignore quantum effects which may become significant when the proper acceleration approaches that induced by the Sauter-Schwinger
field, Eg = mzc3/eh, with m, the electron mass and e the elementary charge. We discuss limitations imposed by E g at the end of this Section.
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To understand how the radiation reaction in Eq. (21) can be associated with the mass increase in (18), it is useful
to write the equation of motion of a constantly accelerating LP. The momentum conservation is given by

dp

dr
Uniform acceleration of an LP can be generated by a homogeneous electric and vanishing magnetic field, yielding the
external force

Fext = /(P/Eext + J/ X Bext) d3r,

E
= — eXt/j(/)d3r,
c

=qE.;- (24)

= Foerr + Fexe (23)

Finally, by substituting Eqgs. (18), (21) and (24) in Eq. (23), we obtain the equation of motion for the uniformly accel-
erated LP:

2 2 2
Hoq” \ du R; |du
PROL I By L . 25
<m 6ch> dr A lar| T e 3
Following Dirac, we define the renormalized mass as

2

Hoq
=m+—. 26
Ma =M 67 R, (26)

Note that, unlike the case of the point-charge, this is a finite mass renormalization, and the last term of Eq. (26)
originates from the self-energy of a finite charge distribution. It is also notable that the last term of Eq. (26) has
dimensions of mass. The square root term remains as the only difference between Eq. (25) and the well-known form
of Lorentz force. This term increased the effective mass in Eq. (18) and yielded the radiation reaction in Eq. (21). This
strongly implies that the mass variation and radiation reaction are closely related phenomena. As the role and form of

this term are analogous to the Lorentz factor” y (= \/ 1+ |u/ c|2), we define a new factor y,, as

R |du|?
Ya = c_: E 5 (27)
leading to
du
yamqa =qE,. (28)

Indeed, by this factor the particle becomes harder to accelerate, which implies that a stronger uniform field should
be applied to the LP in order to get the conventional constant acceleration (= gEey/m,). In other words, to get the
expected acceleration, more energy should be provided to the particle. This extra energy compensates for the energy
loss by radiation, as indicated by Eq. (22).

It is interesting to note that the factor y, is a priori independent of the charge ¢ and mass m,, depending only on
the radius R, which is undetermined by the theory. A ‘natural’ choice of radius is given by R, = y0q2 /67m,, the
minimum radius required to eliminate the problems of runaways and preacceleration [8]. In the case of electrons, this
radius is roughly 2 x 10™15 m, so that even the Sauter-Schwinger electric field Eg would induce a relative mass shift
v, — 1 of only 107>. However, there are a number of conjectures referring to a finite radius for the electron, ranging
from 10722 m to 2 x 107!2 m [22, 23, 24]. In the context of radiation reaction, it has been argued [25] that quantum
uncertainty should imbue the electron with an effective radius equal to the Compton wavelength, A, = h/m,c ~
2 x 107!2 m. In this case, the effective mass increases by 5% in a field strength E = 0.05E . For the intensity of
a laser pulse, 0.05E corresponds to 6 X 1026 W /cm?, which is expected to be attained within ten years [16]. This
suggests that it may be possible to observe the acceleration-dependent mass increase in the near future, if the electron
is an LP, while also explaining why this effect was not observed at recent experiments on radiation reaction [26, 27],
which operated at intensities of 4 x 1020 W /cm?.

2The Lorentz factor can be also given by y = 1/4/1 — |v/c|?, where v = dx/dr = u/y.

First Author et al.: Preprint submitted to Elsevier Page 7 of 9



Short Title of the Article

3. Conclusion

In this paper we have determined the self-force of a uniformly accelerated and Lorentz-contracted charged sphere,
or ‘Lorentz particle (LP),” which to an external observer is indistinguishable from a correspondingly moving point-
charge, while the field inside vanishes. This self-force, Eq. (21), was found, for extremely strong acceleration, to have
magnitude equivalent to the Larmor formula (see Eq. (22)). Based on momentum conservation (23), the equation
of motion of the uniformly accelerated LP was obtained as Eq. (28), and the new factor y, was found to give an
acceleration-dependent increase to the effective mass of the LP.

Despite its simplicity, the LP model overcomes a notable limitation of the point particle: Eq. (21) demonstrates that
the uniformly accelerated LP does experience radiation reaction, and Eq. (28) reveals how the energy of the radiation
originates in the reduced acceleration produced by an external force. It is also important to note that these results are
mathematically rigorous. More general results remain unknown, and we will seek further support for the LP model by
exploring other trajectories in future work.
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