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I. NTRODUCTION

The standard de nitions of intensive them odynam ic param eters, such as tem perature,
Seam to require the system in question to be in them odynam ic equilbrium . In this paper,
we explore the entropy and tem perature of radiation out of equilbrium and show that,
within lim ited restrictions which do not require equilbbrium , the radiation tem perature is
welkde ned and distinct from any associated m atter tem perature and from plausble but
nocorrectly applied equilbbriim de nitions. W e use laser radiation as ourm a pr exam ple.

Laser radiation is a faschating exam ple of a highly organized quantum system of quasi-
coherent bosonsd“?2 A laserbeam is supported by extemalpum ping, which keeps the beam
far from therm odynam ic equilbbrium . T he Jaser shares this feature w ith other steady-state
system s that are kept from equilbrating by extemal constraints. W e  nd that the tem pera—
ture of laser radiation far exceeds the tem peratures of the laser cavity and the lasing atom ic
transition. M isidentifying the radiation with the m atter tem perature leads to erroneous
estin ates of the laser radiation tem perature that are as much as ten orders of m agniude
too an all.

Photon num ber, unlke energy, is not conserved. The G bbsD uhen relation for radia—
tion, SAT V dP = 0, In plies that the two intensive them odynam ic param eters, pressure
P (conjagate to volum e) and tem perature T (conjigate to energy), reduce to one inde-
pendent Intensive param eter, which is usually identi ed as T. This feature of radiation
them odynam ics, lke the photon’s zero m ass and lack of rest fram e, m akes radiation ther-
m odynam ics much sin pler than that ofm atter, which has conserved particle num bers and
nonzero chem ical potentials#® Tt also m akes generalizing intensive therm odynam ic param e—
tersout ofequilbbriim much easier. T hus radiation isa naturalcontext in which to introduce
nonequilbrium tem perature.

A properly de ned nonequilbrium tem perature has physical m eaning. It occurs in the
entropy production rate , an In portant m easure of both how far a system is from equi-
lbriim and how fast it is approaching equilibrium has a generic form rooted In the
equilbrium expression for the entropy di erential, dS = dQ=T , where dQ isthe di erential
of heat or random energy, the change in system energy whilke holding volum e and particle
num ber constant. The form g (12) A=T, 1=T) expresses the entropy produced by
two subsystam s (1,2) at tem peratures T, ; T, asthey exchangea heat ux § (12). Subsystem



tem peratures occur naturally In expressions for entropy production. is positive sam idef-
Inite and vanishes if and only if T; = T,, the condition for them alequilbbrium . The heat
ux § (12) vanishes in this case aswell.

The di erence 1=T 1=T, of the Inverse tam peratures is a m easure of how far out of
equilbrium the two subsystam s are. Theheat ux § (12) isa m easure ofhow fast the sub—
system s are approaching equilbbrium w ith one another, assum ing no extemalpum ping ofthe
system . W ith extemalpum ping, Jy (12) isam easure ofhow much power has to be inpcted
Into the systam to keep i from equilbrating.) The product of these two quantities, given
by , combines the two m easures into a single quantity characteristic of a nonequilibrium
process.

T he books by Reich®? and De G root and M azur¥’ explain in detail the signi cance and
roke of entropy production in nonequiliorium m atter system s. Section W11 and Refs.|4 and

8 explore entropy production in radiation and radiation-m atter system s.

IT. M ISAPPLICATIONSOF TEMPERATURE OUT OF EQUILIBRIUM

M any formm ulas for various physical quantities have units of tem perature. These form ulas
frequently arede ned asthe tem peratures that equilbrium system swould have ifthe energy,
entropy, num ber, etc., were all rearranged In som e particular way. There are m any ways
to rearrange a system into an equilbrium state. Consequently, m any de nitions of these
pseudo tem peratures are possible, but none represent a tem perature of the actual system ,
and the application of tem perature to nonequilibrium system s is am biguous?

Consider a hellum -neon laser with the transition lne , = 632:8nm . A heuristic but
hoorrect equipartition argum ent which sets the m ean photon energy equal to kg T would
associate this transition with a tem perature ks To = hc= o orTy 2 16K .The quantity
T, is the tem perature that a black body would have if the distribution of energy am ong the
photons were contrived to have an average photon energy corresponding to the photons in
question. But the rest of the distribbution is far from a blackbody for any laser. T, refers to
a photon gasw ith a di erent distrdbution, energy, and entropy. So Ty has no direct physical
m eaning for laser radiation, which is far from equilbbriim with iself and with ism atter
source.

Laser radiation often is idealized ashaving In nite tem perature, as Jasers are interpreted



as a source of pure work, although ultin ately this Interpretation is unsatisfactory. It would
put apowerfilX —ray laseron an equal footing w ith a pocket red diode Jaser pointer, pow ered
by watch batteries. Isthereno di erence in \tem perature"? T here seem s to be none ifboth
lasers are described by In  nite tem perature.

O ther possbl pseudo tem peratures include the tem peratures that a beam would have if
the sam e energy or the sam e entropy were arranged di erently, for exam ple, in a black body
distrdoution. Sucdch tem peratures do not re ect the actual distrbution of energy, entropy,
and photon number in the beam . D1 erent as these de nitions are from each other, they
would all agree if the Jaser radiation were forced into them odynam ic equilbbrium .

T here are other nonequilbborium tem perature de nitionsthat re ect the actualenergy and
entropy distrdbbutions. For exam ple, ob fcts in the laboratory surrounding the laser have
m eaningfiil local tem peratures. The m aterial around a HeNe laser is at room tem perature
Trom 7 300K, and theHeNegasisat Ty’ 400K.

T he inverted populations N, and N ; of the upper and lower laser energy kvels E, and
E; are associated w ith a tem perature T,; through a form alBoltzm ann distrioution,

N,=N; =expl E E)=ksTxnl; @)

which does not hold for all levels. Such a pssudo tem perature can be de ned for any two
levels. In this case, the de nition and population inversion im ply a negative value for L .
But such a de nition lacks a them odynam ic Jjusti cation.

A Yhough an Inverted atom ic population is essential to lasing action, there is no reason
to attriboute the tem perature T,; to the radiation eld, a ssparate entity w ith is own ther-
m odynam ics. In Secs.[lV] and ] we will identify the natural radiation tem perature that
represents its distinctive nature, and that points to a m ore generalde nition In tem s ofan
energy distributed over states. Tem perature em erges not as a proxy for energy, but instead
as a measure of how the energy is organized am ong the various m icrostates. It possesses
a rigorous de nition and plays a natural role in nonequilbbriim system s that go beyond ad
hoc heuristic estin ates:?



ITT. DYNAMICSOF THE RADIATION FIELD

W e analyze the radiation eld in a box and decompose it into plane wave m odesi?
Each eld mode ofwavevector k and given polarization 1lls space. W e ignore polarization
in this paper for sim plicity, which does not change the generality of the argum ent.) The
findam ental m ode varabl is its com plex am plitude | = axe' ¥, in tem s of its m odulus
ay and phase .

Each m ode is a linear ham onic oscillator and can be m apped onto a quantum ham onic
oscillator in term s of owering (raisihg) operators &, (@), satisfying B, ;&) 1= I, oreach
m ode. The state ofamode lives n an In nite-din ensional H ibert space. T he occupation
num ber basis i form s a com plete orthonom al set of num ber operator eigenvectors corre-
sponding to di erent photon numbers: f ikl = & & i = nx ki, and F L, himj= 1.
The el Ham itonini = h @ + 1=2),with = ck. The state ofthewhok eld is
the direct product of all frsm ode states and lives in a eld H ibert space Fodk soace).

An altemative basis is the set of coherent states j | i, elgenstates of the low ering operator:
& Jxi= Jxi, de ned so that the occupation num ber expectation N, = h kjaiakj ki=

j «J = a . Coherent states satisfy
Z

a0 o [ o nop

—jﬂlj=i;hjl=€23 A ), hnjl=p?'e2: )
The state j (i is the quantum analogue of a singke classical m ode k with am plitude .
P hysical results can be cbtained w ith either the coherent state basis or the photon occupation
num ber basis i

Problem 1:Usethede niion oflnj ito derive the identities above: the result forh j i
and the Integral dentiy for the coherent states j i. A lso show directly, by expanding j i
n hi,thatdji= 3 i.

T herm odynam ics requires a statistical description w ith an ensem ble ofm any Fodk soaces.
Each m ode has an ensam bl of am plitudes and phases, and the ensambl ofthe whole eld
is the direct product of the m ode ensem bles?2

Very high tem peratures are to be expected in low entropy, high energy bosonic system s
far from them odynam ic equilbbrium such as the laser. Such high tem peratures are natural
for bosons, because they lack an exclusion principle. Ideally, a m ultiparticle bosonic systam
could be driven to zero entropy by putting all particles in one single-particle state, w thout



changing the system ’s totalenergy. A s shown in Sec.[IV Cl, ifthe totalenergy rem ains  xed,

the tem perature of that state would be In nite.

IV. NONEQUILIBRIUM THERMODYNAM ICS

A system ’s statistical ensemble de nes the system 's entropy. D e ning the tem perature
ofa system or subsystem necessitates the restriction to cases where its entropy and energy
have a functional relationship. A physically m eaningful de nition of tem perature should
re ect the system ’s actual state and properly reduce to equilbrium tem perature.

A . The Entropy in G eneral

To de ne the entropy, we Introduce an ensemble of a Jarge number M of copies of a
system assum ed to be m ade up of discrete, countable \things." P hysically, these things are
the system ’s fundam ental degrees of freedom . Because of statistical uctuations, each copy
ism icroscopically di erent and distinguishable from the others.

Consider the entropy of two system copies. Let W | be the overall num ber of ways that
the st group ofthings can be arranged, and W, the corresponding num ber for the second
group of things. The overallnumber of waysW that the two groups can be arranged is the
product W = W; W,.Forthe entropy, we want a function of W that m atches the usual
de nition for the special case of equilbrium . T herefore, this fiinction of W m ust depend on
the two com bined subsystam s by adding the entropies of the separate subsystem s. Such a
function must be a linear function of the logarithm of W . Thede nition S = k InW , up
to a m ultiplicative factor and an irrelevant additive constant, is the only function that does
0. N ote that entropy should be additive, but need not scale n a sinplk way w ith the size
of the systam . For a nonequilbrium system , although subsystem s contribute additively to
the whole, the subsystem s do not have to be hom ogeneous and contribute to the whole In a
sin ple scaling fashion.

Each system copy has the sam e intemal probabilitiesp for being in any particular state

. The number of system copies in state isM p = m . Suppose that the ensam bl has

m; system s in state |,m, system s in state ,, etc. The number ofways thisensemble can



be created from the system copies is
Wy =M Emilmy!ieim o:]; 3)

and the entropy for each member of the enssmble isS = ks hWy )=M . ForM lame,
Stirling’s approxin ation yields

X
MS=kM IhM m Inm )] 4)

P
(Stirling’s approxin ation isn! e 2 n forn large. W e ignore additive constants in

the entropy, as these are Independent of the system ’s them odynam ic state.)

Becausem =Mp,
X
S = kg InM e hM +p Inhp)]
X X
= ks [(L p )M p hp ]
X
= k p Inp; ®)

where the last line follow s because p = 1 and the ensambl’s system copies are nde—
pendent.

A them odynam ic system ’s statisticalensem ble isequivalent to tsnom alized, H em itian
density operator * : Tr(") = F p = 1. Thep are the eigenvalues of *, w ith eigenvectors
Jj i. Any observable O has a statistical average

X

wi= Tr(gd)= ph ¥ i: 6)
The average of the operator k In ® istheentropy, S = kTr("h *). Themean energy

E = Tr(*H ) is the average of the H am iltonian K 2

B. The Validity of N onequilbbrium Tem perature

O ut of equilbbrium , the entropy S lacks a clear functional dependence on the totalenergy
E , and the de nition of T becom es am biguous. H owever, an in portant generalization of T
is still possble, w ith certain restrictions. T he crucial requirem ent is that the whole system

decom pose Into subsystem s whose entropies are functions of each subsystem ’s energy only.



That is, the nonequillbbriim system must decom pose into subsystem s each with is own
equilbbrium . Restriction to full equilborium is unnecessary.

P P

W e w rite the com plkte system H am iltonian asH = pI—fp+ I—qu,wherethe rst

@ p
sum is over separate subsystam s and the second is over all interactions betw een subsystem s.
The full ® evolves via the quantum Liouville equation i~d”*=dt = £;~]. Fora particular
subsystem p to have wellde ned them odynam ics, the necessary restrictions are the ollow —
ng:

(1) The whole system 's density operator * must be factorizable nto lndependent subsys—
tems: * = (. This factorization im plies that the total system entropy S isa sum over

subsystem s: S = Sp.

P

(2) The com m utator [H/\p; “p]lmust be negligible or zero. Then 7, and pr are sin ultane-
ously diagonalizable, and a functional relationship = 7% (HAp) ispossble. The subsystam ’s
ensmble probabilities arep, = h 7, H,)j i= p, €, ). That is, each eigenvalue p, of
" is a function of the corresponding eigenvalue E, only. It is not a function of the other
energy eigenvalues E, of subsystem p or of the fE, g of the other subsystem s q. (If the
Interactions prq between subsystem s are negligble, then the total system energy E is a
sum over the E,’s and each subsystem is in a stationary state. But this restriction is not
necessary. For exam ple, Jaser radiation m odes In the laser cavity are strongly coupled to
extemal pum ping.)

These special conditions allow a functional relationship between ensamble averages of
entropy and energy for each subsystem that does not depend on the speci ¢ probability

distrdbution fp g. That is, S, = S, € ), which leads to a natural tem perature of subsystem

p:
1 es;.

T, QE,’

where T, is a rate of change betw een extensive quantities, as it nom ally is in them odynam —

(7

ics. Such a relationship exists for photons if the subsystem s are chosen over an all enough

ranges of energy. W e note that (i) the functional relationship S, = Sy E) is an equation of
state. (ii) If Sy is a function ofE 4, org6 p, the tem perature T, is stillde ned, but is not
a function of subsystem p alone. (iil) Ifm any subsystem s are In contact w ith one another,

their tem peratures represent a basis for their com plte them al equillbbrium . For each pair
of subsystem s (p;q), T, = Tq= T, where T is the singl tem perature of the whole system :

1=T = @S=QE .



A fam iliar exam ple of such a subsystem tem perature occurs in the local them odynam ic
equilbrium ofthe radiation eld typicalofstellar interiors?2® In this case, periodicboundary
conditions are applied in am all bcalboxes at posittions r. A di erent eld for each Fourier
modek, ensamble, and tem perature T (k) can bede ned In each box. (Very long wavelength
modes not tting Into the am all local boxes must be ignored.) Thus the subsystem is a
particularm ode k in a box at r, and T, becom es a photon phase space tem perature T (r;k).
At a ponnt r In space, this brightness tem perature of the photons is a function of m ode
frequency = ck and direction kK and is conventionally written asT ). In Secs.f and i3,

we show how this tem perature em erges naturally as a genuine thermm odynam ic one.

C . Pure States and In nite Tem perature

A pure state has zero entropy. One ofthep (say p ) is unigy, whik the others vanish,
and s0 S = 0. There arem any ways to realize a pure state w ith an idealized lJaser. The two
sin plest are a pure coherent state * = j ih jor pure occupation number state * = hilni.

Problem 2: Generally, © is a m xture of proction operators over di erent states; for
exam ple, in the number basis, ~ = F Pan Nim j. But the ensamble of a pure state j i is
~ = 7 ih j a sihgle projction operator, not a m xture. Prove that the eigenvalues of a
pure ensam ble can only be one or zero. H int: A nom alized pro fction cperator "= jih 3
wihh j i= 1, satis es”"? = 7. Then nfr that the eigenvalues p of a pure " satisfy the
om ally identical equation, p* = p.

W e de ne a single mode’s ensamble fpg. The ensambl average energy is given by

P A
E = pE ,whereE = h H j i. The subsystem team perature isde ned by a derivative,
1 F hp 4
P dp
= - ; ®)
kg T E dp
P

where dp = 0.

Thisde nition of subsystem tem perature is a sin pl restatem ent of the them alequilio—
rum of subsystem s across ensam ble m em bers. T his argum ent does not require allm em bers
of the ensam ble to participate, but the probabilities are assum ed to be nom alized over the
active m en bers of the ensamble, w ith the rest are ignored. Equation [§) thus provides a
Jgitin ate equilbrated tem perature of only those ensam ble m em bers ndicated by the sum —

m ation.



Consider two cases based on a ssquence of equilbrated subsystem probability distrdou—
tions w ith the tem perature de ned by Eq.[@):

(1) In equillbbrium across allenssmble m enbers, thep are very am all, as the probability
is soread over the entire ensam ble. A sthem ean ensambl energy E falls, while m aintaining
equilbrium , the average is dom inated by the lowest-lying value ofthe set fE g asthe lower
and lower energy states are occupied. Then fp g becom es dom lnated by onep ! 1,whike
the others vanish. But in m ost system s, the denom nator n Eq. [§) vanishes faster than the
slow Iy-changing logarithm in the num erator. So n equillbriim , T ! OasE and S ! O.
T he classic exam ple is the BoseE instein condensate?

(2) In the nonequillbbrium case of interest in this paper, the m ean enseambl energy E is

xed. Now redistribute this energy and the ensam ble probability into ensam bles restricted
to successively am aller subspaces of the H ibert space. Equilbrate the energy on these
successively sm aller ensambles. Equation [§) still holds on these an aller ensembles, but
E and the fp g are distrlbbuted over fewer states. One p approaches unity and the others
vanish. T he num ber ofensam ble m em bers declines tow ard one, the pure state lim i, yielding,
in the lim it of one possible subsystem in the ensemble, the Ilin it

1 hp
kg T E

!0 )

forthe tem perature. SoT ! 1 forapure state ifthe totalenergy is  xed w hile the entropy
vanishes.

These results show how tem perature is related not only to the ensam bl energiesE , but
to the ensam ble distribution fp g aswell

The radiation eld of a real Jaser is not In a pure state. Each m ode has a statistical
ensam ble of am plitudes or occupation num bers, w ith an associated entropy. T hus, whether
the eld is given a classical or quantum description, a real lJaser does not have in nite

tem perature, although laser tem peratures are often idealized as in nite.

V. RADIATION ENTROPY AND TEM PERATURE

From thispoint, wew illwork w ith individualphoton m odesk and drop m ode labelswhere
they are not needed. Statisticalensam bles of radiation can be described by density operators

~l22 A Fhough a reallaser isnot in a coherent state, the coherent state basis is exceptionally

10



usefi1], because it connects the radiation m ode description In temm s of am plitude and phase
w ith photon num ber and energy.

In principle, we could calculate the entropy S and other them odynam ic functions from *
and ndT.ButS isdi cul to calculate for arbitrary ~. W e consider only the special case
w here the radiation eld’s statisticalensam ble is independent ofthephase . Form ost lasers,
the phase is fully random ized. The mode energy E = h N is always phase-independent,
depending only on the ensem bl’s photon num ber expectation N = Tr@&'4). T hus the phase
doesnota ectS orT in this restricted case. This restriction sinpli es S (N ) to a general
nonequilbrium form which we can obtain by a sin pl counting argum ent approprate for

bosonsit

A . Coherent State B asis | R andom Field Phase

R
T he density operator can be expanded over coherent states, * = d? P ( )j ih j and

then progcted on to the i basis, pon = M7 i. The nom alization is xed, Tr(") =
R P
# P ()= ,pum=18

P
Theentropy isgiven by S = kTr("n")= k Wi h "hi. W e restrict the dis-
tribution function P ( ) to be Independent of phase and depend only on the m odulus a.

Them atrix p,, then becom es diagonal:
z z
Pn Bn= & Mjih miP ()=2 ., da
0

2n+ 1 )
e® P @): 10)
n!

Theentropy simpli estoS =k F . Pn Inp, . The elgenstates j 1 of © are the occupation
num ber states hi. The distrdbution P ( ) is phase-independent if the phase distribution for
the am plitude is random over the interval 2 [0;2 ).

T he restriction to random phase and the result that the m ode state can be character-
ized by counting the photon num ber alone validates the phase space approach to photon
them odynam ics. For each m ode ofthe eld labeled by a wavenum ber k, the m ode state is

P
determ ined sokly by itsm ean photon occupation number, Ny = Py, Dk =

B . Phase Space Reduction: C ounting P hotons

M akingthe eld’sstatisticalensem ble phass-ndependentallow susto nd S (N ) by sinply

counting states for identical bosons, treating the eld quanta as particles. In this case, all

11



of the entropy is due to the random ness of the phase. T he reasoning of this section paralkels
that of Sec.[[V Al.

Consider N identical things and G identical possible places to put them . Im agine not
know Ing where the N things are am ong the G places. Then thereare N + G 1N IG
1)!'=W ways of arrangihg the N things am ong the G places. Now introduce an ensemble
of M system oopies, wih each copy labeled by . For system s such as lasers wih large
num bers of photons, we can assum e that G and N 1 and use Stirling’s approxin ation.

G and N depend on the system copy in the ensemble. The entropy is then:

X
MS = kg [ G hG + G +N )h@G +N ) N hN ]
X
= kg G [+ n)h@d+n) nhnj; 1)
wheren = N =G isthe mean occupation number in the ensembl and approaches the

P
—ndependent limitn= N=G;wih G = G =M ;asM ! 1 .Becaussh =T = @S=@N
and N = Gn,
h

ke T = —— 12
= h(+ 1=n) d2)

Problem 3: Combine Egs. [[) and [[J) to express S in term s of T .

To connect the result [[J) to radiation cbservables, dentify the G \places" wih
the Fourier space of m odes k and use the general relation of m ean occupation num ber
n to the speci ¢ mtensity T&) :n = AI K)=h 3; where I (k) is the radiation en-
ergy/area/tin e/ frequency/solid anglei?®® The resulting expression for the tem perature,

h
nl+h 3= R)

ke T (k)= 13)

can also be dertved from the P lanck blackbody expressions for I by solving for T and
de ning the resulting tem perature in term s of I . The value of I can then be arbitrary:
T he radiation tem perature varies as a function ofbeam direction kK aswellas frequency

E xoept at zero frequency, T is zero only for vanishingn or I (photon vacuum ).

C. Tem perature as a Lagrange M ultiplier

Instead ofEq. [8) with its assum ptions about probabilities, the tam perature can be con—
sidered as a Lagrange m ultiplier forholding the ensemble m ean energy  xed while m axin iz—

Ing the entropy. This procedure can be extended to subsystem s, such as a shglk radiation

12



m ode or a collection ofm odes constituting a Fourder subspace K , a part of the whole m ode
goace. The conclusions of the previous sections are con med in a di erent way, as long as
the m ode phases are random .

Ifwe express Eq. [[l) in Fourier space, the real space volum e density s of entropy con—

tributed by photons of wavenum ber k and frequency = <k in the Fourer subspace K
becom es: 7
d’k
s= k [+ n)hd+ n) n]nniﬂ; 14)
K

where n isthem ean occupation number. T he real space volum e density e ofenergy In K is

&’k
e= ) nh —(2 ¥ : 15)
Themaxinum entropy at xed energy is given by
Z
1+n d’k
0= (+ e)= [n h +——: (16)
K n @)
from which we conclude that
1
n = rli (17)

W e nd an apparent black body distribution for the speci ¢ intensity:

I = b’ ! 18
@& Y 18
and identify the Lagrange multiplier = 1=kgzT. W e de ne the speci c intensity of the

entropy radiation J by photon counting, the sam e way that the speci ¢ energy Intensity T
isde nedi Then we nd another version ofEq.[]):
1 eJ k)

T &) @I K)

If K were all of Fourier space, this distrdbution would be an equilbbriim one wih a

19

single tem perature T . But we have not restricted K . IfK is any part of Fourier space,
the distribution is a black body distribution, but truncated to only its dom ain of Fourer
subspace. This subspace iscom pletew ith tsown temperature kg T K 1= eK F sK ], even
though the whole distrdbution is not present. The sim plicity of radiation them odynam ics
converts the functions s = sMK ]) and e = e K ]) into an inplicit function s() over
K , m atching the m ore general argum ent of Sec.[[I Bl. Therefore each K f©m s a distinct
thermm odynam ic system with a tem perature given by Eq. [[3) or cbtainable by inverting
Eq. [@3).

13



This argum ent can be extended to a K of zero volum e. By squeezing a xed radiation
energy into a vanishingly an all frequency Interval and beam solid angle cone ,we
recover the in nite tem perature of a pure state oronemode k, with = <k, aswe now
show .

Consider a xed arbitrary speci c intensity I distrbution and break it into two parts,
a black body function B of constant tem perature T, plisa nite deviation distrbution

D (E),whjd’lmaydqoendonthedjrectjonﬁ.ThusI = B + D . The energy density u

wihin ( ) is given by
Z Z Z Z
al = dk d1I-= dk d 8 +D )
Z Z Z Z
_ h 3=
= d g deh:Tl-l- d g d D : (20)

Ifwe change to thevariable x = h =k; T, the rst integral ofthe right-hand side ofE g.[20)

can be recast as: 7 7

thT4d dxx3.
@ h LT e 1

Tt is clear that ltting go to zero inplies that x goes to zero also. From Eq. [[3) T

@1)

cannot reach zero exospt for zero intensity, I ! 0. This lin it cannot be reached becausswe
require that thisbeam have xed, nite energy density u. Because the integrand is nite,
the doubl integral n Eq. [21l) vanishes in the lin it of and going to zero.

Tt follow s that the second double integral on the right side of Eq. [20) vanishes in this
Iin it, as does the doubk integral in Eq. 2l). Ifwe use Eq. [2I) to rewrite Eq. [20), we
cbtain

Iim

1o
1o

= Im cu d d D d dx =1 : (@22
k k = 1 (22)

Qe
o

Lo x
ThusT becomesin nitewhen a xed energy is concentrated into a sihglkem ode. This Iin it
recovers the special ensemble of a pure state discussed in Sec.[[V.Cl, xed energy with zero
entropy. T he ensam ble degenerates into a single H ibert space, w ith an exact photon num ber
Ny = E=h or eldmodemodulisag = P E=h . In this lim i, these ensam ble averages
have no statistical uncertainty. Them ode 1ls all of real space and has one wavelength and
direction, a xed absolute am plitude and energy density, but random phase. The phase
is independent of energy and doesnot a ect T. This result form ally justi es the idealized

picture of laser radiation as having In nite tem perature.
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W hen radiation is n equillbbrium w ith m atter, allFourier subspace tem peratures becom e
the same nite value, retuming I to a full black body distrbution, as in Eq. [I8), but
valid over allm odes. If the m atter is selective In is frequency or directional response to
radiation, the relaxation of the radiation to equilbrium is sin ilarly lm ited. (The radia—
tion Intensity distribution can be found in general by solving the equation of transfer that
describes radiation transport through m atterd?)

D . Tem perature versus Intensity | C lassical Lim its

Fora xed and frequency-independent I I, very di erent tem peratures are found at
di erent frequencies. W e rewrite Eq. [[A) and [[3) in tem s of the reciprocal of the m ean

occupation number, z h 3=(#I )= 1=n,

kBT =h

I §G( ) 3
T Z)r ( )

where

G@) = zi=Ih@d+ z): ©4)

The gain function G (z) is plotted in F ig.[l and determ ines how the intensity and frequency
are related to the tem perature for radiation. G (z) is shgularat z= 0, with am ninum at
approxin ately z = 15:8; it grow s gradually, unbounded, w ith increasing z.

C learly \hotter" radiation sources for a given energy are either at Iow or very high fre-
quencies. For exam ple, a Jaser in the 600nm range is less \hot," watt for watt, than an
X -ray laser w ith wavelengths of the order of A ngstrom s. This resul m akes sense because
Eqg. [[3) must give a constant value for a black body, having a m nimum in the m ddle
of the frequency dom ain. A lfematively, the curve represents points where the black body
distroution crosses a constant speci ¢ Intensity I. Ik crosses at two frequencies exospt when
the tem perature falls so Iow that it does not cross at all.

T he Iow —and high-frequency lin its of Eq. [2Z3) can be understood di erently. Iffwe count
photons as particles in tem s of theirenergies = h ,therwhtion n = exp( =kT) 17?
is ndependent of h. h the Imit ! 1 orT ! 0O,n ! exp( =KT), the M axwell
Bolzm ann distribution. Photons in this lin it act as classical particks, and n tends to be
gnall z ! 1 ). Then consider the low-frequency or high-intensity lim it of Eq. [23). In
termm s of Intensity, the resulting classical relation kg T = (= ?)I is independent ofh and
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arises from a set of classical themm al oscillators. In this Raylkigh-deans lim i, z ! 0 and
n! 1.

P hotons therefore have two di erent classical 1in its, at high frequencies as particks and
at Jow frequenciesasa classical eld. The eld lim it ispossibl because photons are bosons,
and large num bers of photons can coexist n the same eld m ode. Coherent states can be

constructed as analogues to classical eld states.

VI. THE TEM PERATURE OF A REAL LASER

A Ythough lasers do not have In nite tem peratures, even comm on, low -pow er lasers have
tem peratures closer to those of stellar interdors than to everyday m atter tam peratures, far
exceeding the m istaken equipartition estin ates of Sec.[[I. Lasers operate far into the high—
intensity Rayleigh-Jeans lin it of Egs. [[2){ [3), where kg T = (= ?)I . To see these very
high tem peratures, the speci ¢ Intensity needs to be extracted from the lJaserpowerP .

The ux density F is related to the speci ¢ Intensity I(E)by
V4
F=dP=dA= d d,@¢& KI ®): ©5)

The surface area elment dA = r*d ,,and cos = ¢ K is the cosine of the angle between
the wavevector and surface area nom alvector £. d ¢ is the m ode solid angle elam ent, and
dA represents the di erential exit aperture area of the laser beam .

IfI (ﬁ) were constant w ith beam anglk and frequency, then T (ﬁ) = I, and the power
from each point ofthe aperture would be constant over the aperture, F = P=A . The power
would be

P = AIsn® ,,; 26)

where 1, isthebeam spread halfangle, and A is the aperture area of the laser.
Let the speci ¢ intensity have the factorized fom :

I K=F, ()DEK): @7)
Each function, ( ) andD f{),jssepamte]y nom alized to unity:
zZ . zZ
d ()= d @& KD K)=1: 28)
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The s0lid anglkevariablesare and’ . They are thepolrangl relative to, and the azin uthal
anglk about, the beam axis, respectively.

W e w ill consider typical lineshapes and angular distributionsd# T he sin plest lineshape is
the G aussian form arising from D oppler broadening by them al agitation of the lasing gas,

P—
()=expl ( o= p)E b 29)

and p isthe halfw idth due to D oppler broadening:

r
~ 2Kp Tgas

D = 0 _m 2 ’ (30)
m and Ty, are them ass and tem perature of the gas atom s em itting the radiation.
T he sin plest angular distrbution is also a G aussian from the laser cavity resonating in
its fundam entalm ode.
D ()= 2expl 2°=(0F {; (31a)
Z 41

d’ d(os )ocos D ()= 1: (31b)
0 1

Z

T he distrdoution is azin uthally sym m etric about the forward beam direction,wih las
the halfanglk, e 2 power, beam divergence. An ideal Jaser's beam divergence isdi raction—
Iim ited at the aperture: (= 2 (= D ,where D equalto the aperture diam eter.

Our resuls are for a red HeNe gas laser, wavelength = 6328nm or o = 4:741
10" Hz.W eassume a power of Py = 1mW .Figure[ is a plot of the radiation tem perature
T(; ) orD = 1Imm and p, = 0:9GHz, coresponding to Tys © 390K . The beam
aperture area A is D?=4 '’ 8 10" m?, and the total ux density Fy = Po=A ’ 13
10°W /m?. The beam divergence o’ 0:#4m rad.

F igure[d show s the radiation tem perature T ( = ; ) orseveralbeam diam etersD and
corresoonding beam divergences o, with the same Py and . The peak tem perature is

2CF
ke T (= o =0)=-—Pp=-5—: 32)

- 2 2
00 D

Tt is independent ofD , because the nom alization of tem perature is independent ofD :

T F=¢f B, A »“ D ? DD *: (33)

Only the shape of the angular distrbbution dependson D . Note that T diverges if , or
o ! 0, reproducing the pure state of Sec.[Z_Cl.
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To infer the radiation tem perature of a Jaser requires know ing the speci ¢ intensity I of
its light. Because a laser’'s radiation is so intense, we can use the Raykigh-Jeans lin it of
Eq. @) :ks T = (&= ?)I .Finding I requires m aking separate geom etry—and frequency-—
based m easuram ents. The form er requires an Intensity m easurem ent at a xed frequency,
typically with a photodetector. The latter determ ines the spectral characteristics of the
beam 21617

W e place a photodetector of known area A and frequency resoonse or m easuram ent
e ciency R () orthogonally across the beam and centered along the beam axis ( = 0),
at a distance r from the beam exit. R ( ) is nom alized so that its integral is uniy. The

photodetector m easures an incom ing power P :
Z, Z

P=2A d d(os )ocos R()I(; ); (34)
0 A

w ith the de nition [BH). The factorof2 represents azin uthal integration around the beam
axis and assum es axial sym m etry of the beam ’s intensity.

W e m ake the ollow Ing sin plifying assum ptions.

1. Assum e that the frequency and angular pro ls are G aussian, lke the expressions
29) and [B1). From these pro ks, we can Infer the peak ux density § with a few

m easuram ents.

2. The solid angle subtended by the photodetectoris = A=4 . A ssum e the photode—

tector itself is circular. The halfanglke , it subtends w ith the beam axis is given by

p
tanA= A=1:2.

3. Allrekvant angls, , and g,aresnall Thencos ' 1 2=2.The angular integra-—

tion becom es: Z . A )

dios Joos I(; )= d I(; ): (35)

coSs a 0
4. The frequency integration can be sinpli ed ifwe assum e that R ( ) is constant across
arange F,R ()= ( F)!.Ifwedo the frequency integration num erically, however,

this sin pli cation is not necessary.

W ecan usevaluesof 3, p,and ,thatare speci ed by the lJaser’'sm anufacturer. W ith

additional instrum ents, we can m easure these quantities, although such m easurem ents are
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more di cuk than the power m easurem ent. For exam ple, we can determm Ine the frequency
pro kand nfer y and [ by measuring the speci ¢ intensity asa function ofwavelength.
Light wavelength is typically m easured w ith a grating soectrom eter. But a grating does
not have the frequency resolution needed for a laser, and Instead we should use a Fabry-
Perot Interferom eterbased analyzer. W e can detem ine the angularpro l and infer ¢ by
m easuring how the relative ntensity varies as we vary r, the distance of the photodetector
from the beam aperture. Because we m ove the photodetector farther away from the laser,
it subtends a larger halfangle , wih the beam axis.

If we substitute these derived values and assum ed sin pli cations into Eq. [84), we can
do the angular integral analytically. T he frequency integral can be done num erically. W ith
themeasured P ,A, 3, p,and g,wecan nferFy,and I ( ; ) from Egs.B7), 29), E),
and [34). Your results should be sin ilar to F igs.[d and [3, unless your laser is not operating
In is fundam ental frequency m ode. (If the photodetector is calbrated in absolute power
units, your value of Fy is also in absolute units. If you cannot m easure P in absolute unis,
you can stillm easure a reltive intensity pro ke in frequency and angle, nom alized to the
peak intensity. T he resulting tem perature is also in relative units.)

VII. OTHER PHYSICAL CONSEQUENCES

N onequilbrium radiation tem perature and its Jarge m agnitude in lJasers have in portant
theoretical and practical consequences.

C onsider the entropy production density of radiative transfer (m atterradiation coupling).
T he m atter interacting w ith the radiation has a localtem perature T . T his entropy produc—

tion density can be related to the radiation energy speci ¢ intensity T and a entropy soeci ¢

intensity J “:
u+ r F 1 1 1
+ se+r H=4dd, £ rx-n)=+ & rJa+ -3)
T 7 c T c
1 QJd 1
= ddy kK rm»mr — =
c @I T
Z
1 1 1
= dd, kK rm-L — (36)
c T ®) T

H and F are vector densities of radiative entropy and energy  ux, resgoectively, and u and

s, are radiative energy and entropy densities, regpectively. T he radiation tem perature T ®)
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isde ned in Egs.[@), [3), and [[@). The rsttem on the rst line is the m atter entropy
production density; the seocond and third are the radiation entropy production density.
Equation [36) is positive sem ide nite and expresses the second law of therm odynam ics
in radiative transfer. The left-hand factor in the last integrand of Eq. [38) is the energy
transfer rate density, which is equal and opposite r m atter and radiation £® For strictly
them alem ission, this factor corresoonds to the net cooling or heating ofm atter due to the

radiation beam in the direction k.

IfT > TK), it is positive: the m atter cools, the eld gains energy, and the entropy

production is positive.

If the tam perature nequality is reversed, the sign of this factor also reverses: the eld

Joses energy, the m atter is heated, and the entropy production rem ains positive.

T he product in the integral is zero only when the m atter and radiation tem peratures

are equal and no transfer occurs.

T he two otherwaysm atter can transfer heat to otherm atter are by convection and di u-—
sion. These m echanian s require m atterm atter contact and gradients in intensive variables
such as tem perature. R adiative energy transport, on the other hand, depends only on the
di erence of the localm atter and radiation tem peratures at a singke point iIn space. Even
a low-power laser is very e ective at transferring energy, because its radiation tem pera—
ture is so large. Energy transfer dom inated by radiative proocesses ism Inim ally a ected by
convection and conduction if the m atter tem perature is much am aller than the radiation
tam perature.

P ractical consequences of these resuls include the follow Ing. Because of the high beam
tem perature, radiative transfer dom inates over the other, m ore destructive and undesirable
heat transfer processes of convection and conduction, m aking laserse ective tools for surgery.
T here isneither the tin e nor the energy to induce gradients Jarge enough to m ake convection
or conduction in portant. T he overall deposited energy is an all, and the cut tissue su ers
little dam age. T he cooling ofatom sw ith lasers is also interesting in light ofthe results ofthis
paper. Th Sec.[[V Cl, two cases of vanishing entropy were considered. C ase 2 represents the
laser radiation cooling the atom s, while Case 1 confom s to the behavior of the atom s being

cooled. W hen the atom s decrease in entropy, according to Case 1, their tem perature and
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energy m ust also go down. But the radiation behaves according to Case 2: its tem perature
also goes down, but its entropy increases instead, whilke its power stays constant.

The classical el lini of T (k) is cbtaied by kttingh ! 0 :n Eq. [[3) and holding
everything else constant. The resul, ks T &) = h n = &I K)= ?, is dentical to the
high-intensity or low —frequency lim it, ndependent of h if written in tem s of I (). The

m agnitude ofthe ux density ¥ j= F is
V4
F= dd kK¢ ks T K): @37)

T his result can be com pared to the antenna or noise tam perature fam iliar in radio-frequency
electrom agnetisn 8 In a one-din ensional system , the power P, Of a pure noise signal is

associated w ith a tem perature Tpoie:
Z 1

Proise = d ks Thoise () (38)
0

The result [3) is the threedin ensional, solid-geom etry analogue of the radio-frequency
antenna or circuit result [38). It should be stressed that the antenna tem perature is the
tam perature of the radiation, not the antenna m aterial; just as T ) isnot the tem perature
of the lasing gas, but of the laser light.

T he argum ents of Sec.[V] m ake clear that the noise tem perature de ned i Egs. [E7) and
[38) requires a random ized phase distribbution for the noise signal, in kegping w ith the usual
htuitive de nition ofnoise.

T he resuls of this paper dem onstrate som e of the physical im plications of tem perature
for nonequilbbrium system s, in particular for radiation and Jaser light. M ore consequences
can be nferred by applying the techniques and results presented here to other agpects of

radiation, radiation transport, and lasers, and can be explored starting w ith the references.
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nterval 2 [0;2 ).

T he m ost general coherent state representation of * std2 d?> R (; )jih j butthis fom is
not necessary for our purposesi

Thisresult re ects the com plem entarity of photon num ber and eld phase. T he quantum phase
(Susskind-G logow er) operator exp a™ a=p aay = F o, 1im + 17 is nondiagonal n the hi
basis. The commutator kxp (i7);A]= expd’) 6 0. See Ref.|14 for a detaild explration of
radiation phase in the quantum case.
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intensity delta function in the beam anglk.
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He-Ne Laser temperature
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% 10%° He—Ne Laser Temperatures for Different Apertures
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Intensity /tem perature pro ke narrow s asD Increases and the beam becom esm ore parallel
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