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W e present a pedagogical review of old inconsistencies of C lassical E lectrodynam ics and of som e
new ideas that solve them . Problem s wih the electron equation of m otion and with the non-—
Integrable singularity of its self- eld energy tensor are wellknown. T hey are consequences, we show ,
of neglecting tem s that are null o the charge world-line but that give a non null contribution
on its world-line. The electron self- eld energy tensor is integrable w ithout the use of any kind
of renom alization; there is no causality violation and no con ict w ith energy conservation in the
electron equation ofm otion, when itsm eaning is properly considered.

PACS numbers: 0350De 1130Cp

I.INTRODUCTION

C lassical E lectrodynam ics of a point electron is based on the Lienard-W iechert solution; its m any old and unsolved
problem s E'JJ{:;’;] m ake of i a non-consistent theory. O ne can m ention the eld shgularity or the selfenergy problem ;
the non-integrable singularities of is energy tensor; the causality-violating behavior of solutions of the Lorentz-D irac
equation iﬁf{-rj.]; etc. Here, we w illdiscuss these problem s. W e w ill show that their solution is connected to a m ore strict
In plem entation of causality (extended causality) which is explained in section IT. In section IITwe review and discuss
the singularities and non-integrability of the electron self- eld energy tensor. Som e helpfiilm athem atical resuls are
presented In section IV . They are useful in the working out of som e lim iting processes. In section V the electron
equation ofm otion, which does not have the Schott tem , is derived and its physicalm eaning is discussed. Section
VI is ncluded lke an appendix of section V for show ing an altemative way to the electron equation ofm otion that
illum inates its physicalm eaning.

T he retarded Lienard-W iechert solution

Vv
A RK)= — ; or > 0; 1)
is the retarded solution to the wave equation
2A X)= 4 J x) 2)
and to
A
@A @— = 0; (3)
@x
w here J, given by
Z
J)= dv 'k z()] @)

is the current for a point electron that describes a given tra fctory z ( ), param eterized by its propertine ;V = % :
T he electron charge and the speed of light are taken as 1.

= VR = V:R= VR; ()

where is the M inkow skim etric tensor w ith signature +2, and R = x z( ). is the invariant distance (in the

charge rest fram e) between z ( ret); the position of the charge at the retarded tin e, and x, its self- eld event (See
gure 1). The constraints

R?=0; ©)

and
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RY> 0; (1)

must be satis ed. The constraint R? = 0 requires that x and z ( ) belong to a sam e light-cone; it has two solutions,

ret and aqv, Which are the points where J Intercepts the past and the future light-cone ofx (see gure 1), and they
correspond, regoectively to the advanced and the J:etarded solutions. T he retarded solution descrbes a signalem itted
at z ( yer) and that is being cbserved at x, with x° > 2z° ( et), while the advanced solution also observed at x, willle
em itted in the fiture, at z ( agv), wih x° > 2% ( 4qv). R > 0 isa restriction tothe retarded solution (.]. ) as it excludes
the causality violating advanced solution, and justi es the restriction CI.) But this is not the only availablk
Interpretation; we w ill show below another one that does not have p]:ob]em sw ih causality violation and, rem arkably
allow s the description of particle creation and annihilation still n a classical physics context.

II. CAUSALITY AND SPACETIM E GEOM ETRY

W hen working w ith variations or derivatives of A the constraint (:_6) m ust be considered In the neighbourhoods of
x and of z: x + dx and z( et + d ) must also belong to a sam e light-cone. A di erentiation of (§) RdR = 0!
R:dx Vd )= 0! Rdx+ d = 0) generates the constraint

d + Kdx=0; 8)
whereK ,de ned or > 0, by

R
K = —; 9)

is a null 4~ector, K 2 = 0, and represents a light-cone generator, a tangent to the light-cone. The constraint @)
de nes a fam ily of hyperplanes tangent to and enveloped by the light-cone de ned by R 2 = 0. Together, these two
constraints require that x and z ( ret) belong to a sam e straight line, the x-lightocone generator tangent to K ; or
equivalently, orthogonalto K :See guresl and 2.

T here is a geom etric and physical interpretation of the two constraints ('_6) and (l:d) .R%? = 0 assuresthat A (x) is a
signal that propagates w ith the speed of light, on a light-cone; in eld theory i corresponds to the in plem entation
of the so called Jocal causality: only points inside or on a sam e light-cone can be causally connected. It de nes for
a physical ob gct, at a point, its physical spacetim e, that is the regions of the space-tim e m anifold that it can have
access to.

But together, Q'_é) and Q'_é) produce a much m ore restrictive constraint: a m assless physical ob ct cannot leave, by
itself, its light-cone generator(labelled by K ). O r, n other words, the part of a wavefront of A (x) that m oves along
a light-cone generatorm ust ram ain in this sam e generator. T his is in direct contradiction to the Huyghens P rinciple
that assum es that the signalat a point ofa wavefront ism ade of contrbutions from allpoints of previous w avefronts;
each point of a wavefront acts as a secondary source em iting signalto all space directions. T he Huyghens P rinciple
is appropriate for a description of light as a continuous wavy m anifestation, but not for a discrete one.

In contradistinction, the constraints (ué and (é:Ji ), together, Im ply that a point on a wavefront propagates, on is light—
cone generator, independently of all the other wavefront points. Each point of a wavefront, therefore, can be treated
as an entity by itself. Tt is so justi ed the nam ing ofa CLASSICAL PHOTON to each point of an electrom agnetic
wavefront. T his correspondsto an EXTENDED CAUSALITY conospt and it is readily extensible to m assive ob fcts
too i_si]. Tt is appropriate or descriptions of particle-like eldsw ith discrete interactions, that is, Jocalized and propa—
gating like a particle. Usually eld theories are based on a localcausality In plem entation, but it possble to build a
theory basing on this extended causality. T his is being discussed elsew here {L0].

A m ed w ith this extend-causality concept we can present another physical interpretation ofthe two Lienard-W iechert
solutions. At the event x there are two classical photons. O ne, that was em itted by the electron current J, at z ( ret)
with x° > 2% ( ret), and is moving in the K generator of the x-light-cone, K = K %;K); . J is its source. The
other one, m oving on a K -generator, K = K °; K );willbe absorbed by J at z ( aqv); with x° < 2% ( 4qy):J is its
sink. See gure 2. They are both retarded solutions and correspond, respectively, to the creation and destruction ofa
\classicalphoton". E xactly this: creation and destruction of particles in classical physics! T his Interpretation is only
possible w ith these conoepts of extended causality and of classicalphoton.

ITII. ENERGY TENSOR AND INTEGRABILITY

W hen taking derivatives of A (x) we m ust consider the restriction é'_é), orequivalently, K = @@ et : This can tum,
for the untrained, a trivial calculation into a m ess. T he best and m ore fruitfiil approach, in our opinion, is to take x
and ,et as 5 Independent param eters, and introduce a new derivative operator r ; replacing the usualone:



e ,, e, @8 _@e e 00)
@x @x @x @ @x @
orr = Q@ K @ ; In a shorter notation. The geom etric m eaning of r is quite clear; i is the derivative allowed
by the restriction d), that is, displacem ents on the hyperplane d + K xdx = 0 only. The constraints ) and {§)
together restricts r to displacem ents along the K light-cone generator only. Therefore, @ A (x), w ith the restriction
Im plicit isequivalent to r A (x) without any restriction.

ret

@ A (x) =r AEX) 11)

ret

T his corresponds to a geom etrization of the extended causality concept.
T herefore we can w rite

\ K a \ a V K E V)
r A =r — = —r = K — ———; 12)
w ith
E=1+aR =1+ ax; 13)
asr V = K a and
r =K E V; (14)
where dx = AX :For notation simplicity we use A;B ] standing for A ;B ] = A B B A and @A ,B) for
@A ;B )=A B +A B ,andweare om itting, from now on, the always In plicit restriction

ret

W e observe that the Lorentz gauge condition is autom atically satis ed

aK +Vx
ra=s ———=20; (O)
asVvK = 1,v?= 1l,andVr =1 E= Qdg.
TheM axwell ed F =r A r A ,isfound to be
1
F=—K;WJ 16)
w ith
W = a +EV : a7)

T he ekectron self- eld energy-m om entum tensor,4 = F ¥ ZFZ,J'S

4 ° =K ;W IK ;W]TK woIK W) 18)

or In an expanded expression

4 ' = R;W)H)+KKW 2+WWK2+§(1 KW ?); 19)
asK W = 1. Wewilluse rather com pact expressions Ike I_ig‘) nstead of d_l-gl) also because they m ake easier the
calculation of som e Iin its that we willhave to do later. W th W 2 = 232 E2 = 232 @1+ ag)?; may be
w ritten, according to itspowersof ;as = 2+ 3+ 4,wih

4 7 o= KjA+ Ve kKAt Vax] KA+t VakT; (20)

or,

4 ? ,=KK @ a)+K‘@+Vax)@+Vak) 5Kz(a2 az):

4 3 3= K;VEK;a+ Ve 1+ K;a+ Vag l:K;V] ETrK;V]:K;a]; (21)



or
4 3 3= K+VK%HA+Va&)+ QKK KHak:
4 ' 4= K;VIEK;V] ELK;V]Z: (22)
or
4 4 ,=KK (K;V) K%V E(1+K2):

Ifwe neglkct the K *-tem s in £014) we have:

4 % 5., ,= KK & &’ ; @3)
4 % 5., = 2KK X K;a+Vax ; @4)
4 % aga KR OKWV) o 25)

w hich are the usualexpressions that one nds, for exam ple in Q.'{:_Z’;,B {i4]. O bserve that

K:

(=]

2 o= 0i 26)

which is In portant in the identi cation of , wih the radiated E;] part of , and that

K: = 0: 27)

3 K 2=0
T he presence of non-integrable singularities in the electron self- eld energy tensor is a mapr problem . K2o0f
although singular at = 0, is nonetheless intggrable. By that it ismeant that it produces a nite ux through a
spacelike hypersurface ofnom aln, that is, d® ,mn exists [6 while 3 K220 and 4 x 2_ o arenot Integrable;
they generate respectively, the problem atic Schott term in the LDE and a divergent tem , the electron bound 4-
m om entum ﬁ], which includes the so called elctron selfenergy. P revious attem pts, based on distrbution theory,

for tam Ing these singularities have relied on m odi cations of the M axwell theory w ith addition of extra tem s to

on the electron world-line (see for exam ple the review s E{H]) They rede ne 3 and 4 at the
2 K 2_0 K 2_

e]eIéUon world-line In order to m ake them integrable w thout changihg them at > 0; so to preserve the standard
results of C Jassical E lectrodynam ics. But this is always an ad hoc introduction of som ething strange to the theory.
Another unsatisfactory aspect of this procedure is that i regularizes the above integral but leaves an unexplained
and unphysical discontinuity in the ux of4-m omentum, dx* r ( ",); through a cylindrical hypersurface

= oonst enclosing the charge world-line. It is particularly interesting that, as we w ill show now , Instead of adding
anything we should actually not drop out the nullK ?-tem s. Their contribution (ot null, in an appropriate lim it)
cancel the in nities. The sam e problem happens in the derivations of the electron equation ofm otion from these
Incom plete expressions of : The Schott term in the Lorentz-D irac equation is a consequence; it does not appear in
the equation when the full expression of is correctly used.

By force ofthe constraints 6'_6) and {g), asx and z ( ret) Mmust ram ain on a sam e straight-line, the lightocone-generator
K,thelmit ! Onecessarily mpliesalsoonx ! z( ) orR ! O:

Atz (ret); K = B producesa (%) type of indetermm inacy, w hich can be evaluated at neighboringpoints = L, d

by the L'Hospial rule and @l (see gure 3). This application of the L'H ospial rule corresoonds then to nding two
simnultaneous Iimits: ! Oand ! Let.
As

= @+ ar) ©28)

and

R= V; 29)



then

Im K ., , =V: (30)

' et R :dR =0

T his double lin iting process is of course distinct of the single ( ! 0)-lin i, which cannot avoid the singulariy. For
notation sin plicty we will keep using just lim , ¢ but always w ith the in plicit m eaning as indicated in C_BC_)') For
exam ple by

Im K%2= 1: (31)
wemean

Im K? ., = 1 (32)

U et R :dR =0

C lassical E lectrodynam ics alone, w ith its picture of a continuous em ission of radiation, does not give room for a
com prehension ofthese Iim iting processes. But we know that this classical continuous em ission is jist an approxin ate
description ofan actually discrete quantum process. F igure 4 portraysa classicalpicture (the electron and the photon
tra pctordes) of such a fundam ental quantum process; it helps in the understanding of these two lin ting results. In

thelimitof ! 0Oat = Lo there are 3 distinct velocities: K, the photon 4-velociy, and V; and V,, the electron
nitial and nal 4-velocities. This is the reason for the indeterm lnacy at = Let. At = Lo+ d there is only
Vo, and onky Vi at = ¢ d :In other words, et is an isolated sihgular point on the electron world-line; its

neighboring et d arenot singular. Thisisin agrant contradiction to the C lassicalE lectrodynam ics assum ption
of a continuous em ission process, because In this case, all points in the electron world-line would be sihgular points,
like yet. It is rem arkable that we can nd vestiges of these traits of the quantum nature of the radiation em ission
process in a classical (LienardW iechert) solution. This is food for thinking on the real physical m eaning of the
classicaland the quantum elds.

IV. SOME USEFULMATHEM ATICAL TOOLS

To nd thisdoubl lim it of somethingwhen ! Oand ! L willbe done so many tim es in this paper that it
isbetter to do i In a m ore system aticway. W ewant to nd

N oot
Tin L; (33)
) n
where N R;:::) is a hom ogeneous function of R, N R;:::) Reo = 0. Then, we have to apply the L'Hospial rule
consecutively until the indeterm inacy is resolved. As 2— = 1+ aR), the denom inator of C_§§:) atR = 0O willbe

di erent of zero only after the n™® -application of the L’H ospital rule, and then, its valuie willbe ( 1)"n!
Ifp is the an allest integer such that N R ;:::)p R:06 O;whereN R), = f—ppN R;::2), then

8
]ijCR;:::)_<1;lnN(o;;;:>p_ ﬁpjn 34)
mw  —, (=77 fp=n
0; ifp>n
(
e 1 =R n=p=l=)]jm!0K=V
xam : .
P K2=R'2R' =p=2=) lim !0K2_ 1
Examp]eZ:[K—;a]= [R;Qa] =) p=1<n=2=) In !O[K—;a]djyerges
Exampk3:% K;v]= @R R;vi=) p=4>n=3 lin, & K;v]=0
Exampk 4: 520 = BY¥1 )y p=-2<n=3=) Im , o £ diverges

F inding these 1lim its for m ore com plex functions can be m ade easier w ith tw o helpfil expressions,

XP
N, = A, B, 35)



and

XP X2
a
Np = z e Ap aBa cCc (36)
a=0c=0

valid when N R) has, respectively, the orm sNy= AgBp;0rNg= AyByCy;where A,B and C represent possbly
distinct finctions oflgca_n‘d the subindices indicate the orderofdi .Forexampl:Ao=A;A;=Q@ A;A, = Q?A;and
so on. So, rusing {34-36), we jisthaveto nd the -derivativesofA,B and C that produce the rst non-nulltem
at the point Iim it ofR ! O:

C onsecutive derivatives of products of fiinctions can becom e unw ieldy. So it is worthy to ntroduce the concept of

\ -order" ofa function, m eaning the lowest order ofthe -derivative ofa finction that produces a non-null resul at
= 0. Let us represent the -order" of fix) by O [f (x)]: So, for exam ple, from @@‘) and C_Zg) we see that

ORI]= 1; (37)

0[l=1; (38)
As@ @R)= aAaR and@’@R)= AR av= arR+ a’= a*+ 0 R); then

O @aR1= 2; 39)

For nding theN, of C_3-§) and of C_é@‘) it is then necessary to consider only the termm s w ith the lowest -order on each
factor. Som e com binations oftemm s have derivatives that cancelparts ofeach other resulting in a higher -ordertem .
For exam pl,

@ R°+ )=+2 2E= 2ar
@“R*+ %)=2EAR 2AaR=2@R arR)+ 0 R");
@R2+ H)=2@R+EAR a)+O0 R’ =4aR 2a’+0R>);

@R+ ?)=4a+ 23"+ 0 R?) = 63"+ 0 R?):

So,

although
OR%I=0[%]= 2:

O bserve that we only have to care w ith the lowest -order temm s as the other ones, grouped In O R ), w illnot survive
the lImit R ! 0. Also, we do not care on writing the -derivatives of factors that w ill not reduce its -order. For
exam ple In

@ RV +0 R?))= VV+0R);

the tetm RA was absorbed In O R ). In thisway we avoid taking unnecessary derivatives.

V. THE ELECTRON EQUATION OF MOTION

T he m otion of a classical electron E}{@] is described by the Lorentz-D irac equation,

2
ma=FeuV + 3 @ av); (40)



where m is the electron m ass and Fext+ is an extemal electrom agnetic eld. T he presence of the Schott tem , %ez é,
is the cause of all of its pathological features, lke m icroscopic non-causality, runaway solitions, preacceleration,
and other bizarre e ects ['_:]. On the other hand, is presence is apparently necessary for the energy-m om entum

conservation; w ithout it it would be required a contradictory null radiance fr an accelerated charge, asa ¥ + a? = 0.

T his m akes of the Lorentz-D irac equation the greatest paradox of classical eld theory as it cannot sin ultaneously
preserve both the causality and the energy conservation il{d]

T he LorentzD irac equation can be obtained from energy-m om entum conservation, that leads to

Z
ma F.W =mbox lm  dx'r C ") )z ) 1=
" 11'
I
Z
= A dx* r ¢ ") ™ ) ¢ ") (M ) (2 ) ( 1)+
" 1\’
B ,

+ (2 ) ( 1) (2 ) ( 1) 41)
where ,; 1; "j;and "y areconstantswith , > 1 and ", > ";. ( ") ™ ) de nes the spacetin e region
betw een tw o coaxialcylindricalB habha tubes surrounding the electron w orld-line; foreach xed tim e they are reduced
to tw o spherical surfaces centred at the charge. ( » ) ( 1) de nesthe spacetin e region betw een tw o light-cones

of vertices at , and 1, respectively. They are necessary for using the G auss’s theorem in the above interm ediary

step, as the product of these our H eaviside fiinctions de ne a closed hypersurface. T he termm s in the seoond and third

lines of C41) are the ux rates of energy-m om entum through the respective hypersurfaces = ";; = ",; = , and
= 1.

Takingthe , ! 1 lm i wehave

Vo= Hm "o dx* r ¢ ") (" ) ") M) o 2) 42)

Letusnow apply {3-4 56‘ for nding lim , OR dx® r 1)7 ﬁhjdqwjththeexp]jcjtuseofretarded coordinates
(see, Porexample, p. 20 0f B]), x = z+ K ; ;can bew ritten as I | o ,2dd® x (" 1):T {L8),thede nition
of , the second tem is the trace of the st one and so we jist have to consider this last one because the behaviour
of its trace under this lim iting process can then easily be mferred. So,asK = B;andr = ®KE V) we have
schem atically, for the rst tem ofC_l-gl)jn 2 r,

N Rj::: KW L:K;W ::KE V) R;W I:R;W :RE V)

l!mo n - ]?mo 4 - ]?mo 5 43)

Then, com paring it w ith @I_;) and i_3-_d) we have

Ap=Bo= R;W]= R;a +VE]= R;& +V]+0 R?>) 44)
A;=B;=[V;a +V]+ R; @ +al+0R?) = N;al1+0R?);
A;=Bz,= [(VI]+ 0 R);
Co=RE V =R V +0@R?3); (5)
Ci= V Aa+VE+O0R?%)= a+o0R?);
C,=3a+O0R):

T herefore, for producing a possibly non nullN ,, according to {_55), a;c and p m ust be given by

c= 2;



Or In a shorterway
O[R;W ]]=O0RE V ]=2;
and then,
20[R;W ]I+ ORE V ]=6>n=5:

Then, we conclude from @-Z_j') that N, = 0;

T dx> r ( " )= 0: (46)
2
The ux of energy and m om entum rate of the electron self- eld through the ( = ";)-hypersurface in Cfl-]_;) is null
at "y = 0:This is a new resul, a consequence of {_3(_5) . In the standard approach the contrbution from this tem
produces the problem atic Schott term and a diverging expression, the electron bound-m om entum which requiresm ass
renom alization ig].
The RHS of {41) is then reduced to

Z Z
i ax’ r (") (2 )= Iin da® L, r (2 ); @7
21‘ 1 2 2t 1 2
as, wih {_éj),on]y 2 from = 2+t 3+ 4 survivesthe passage ", ! 1 in the above integral. But from {_l-fi),
C_Z(_]') and {_2§) we have that
2 2 1 2 2
2 = V: 2 = 4—K (a a.K): (48)
T hen after the angular integration
Z
1 2 2 2 2 2
we have
Z
. 3 2 2
dx r (" )= -V a: (50)
1t 0 3

The last passage isa wellknown (see, for exam ple, page 111 of EJ:]) text-book resul; %V &% isthe Lam or tem for
the jna_d‘jated energy-m om entum rate.
W ith @6) and {50) n (23) we could w rite the electron equation ofm otion as

2 2
ma F,.WV = EaV; (1)

but it iswell known that this could not be a correct equation because it is not selfconsistent: its LH S is orthogonal
toV,

mayv =0 and VF eV = 0; (52)
while itsRH S isnot,
2 5 2
—-a’vy = —a‘: (53)
3 3

This seem s to be paradoxical until one has a clearer idea of what is happening. W e must tum our attention to
equation {44), where there is a subtle and very in portant distinction between itsLHS and #sRHS.ksLHS isentirely
determm ined by the electron instantaneous position, z( ); while its RHS is determ ined by the sum of contrbutions
from the electron self- eld at all points of a spherical surface. In other words, the LHS is a description of som e
electron attrbutes localized at a point (the electron position) while the RHS is a description of the sum of som e



electron-self- eld attributes over a sphencal surface. This distinction is m issing in equation (E]J), it was deleted by
the integration process. The LHS of C42 ) m u]th]Jed by V isnull, we know , because the force that drives the electron
w ith the 4-velocity V delivers a power (m 3oV °) that is equalto the work per unit tin e realized by this force along
the V direction m &¥ ) (this, we know, is the physicalm eaning ofm d¥ = 0). But this reasoning does not apply to
the RHS of C42. ) m u]rjphed by V because the ux of radiated energy is through a spherical surface = ",;alngk,
not along V. (except at = 0, because of (BOn ; In order to m ake sense, as we are doing a balance of the ux-rate of
energy, we have to add this ux-rate from each pojnt ofthe integration dom ain. Based on considerations of sym m etry
one can anticipate that the nalresultm ustbe null: to each point ofa sphericalhypersurface = const:;; = ,;that
gJyes a non-null contribution there is another point giving an equalbut w ith opposite sign contribution. The RH S of
C5Zh cannot be used for this point-to-point calculation as it just represents a kind of average value. A s a m atter of
fact, the equation C51), In this sense, can be regarded as an e ective equation that would be better represented as

2
ma =F_V < 5azv >; (54)
w here the bracketed term represents the contrbution from the electron self- eld:
Z
2 _, . 3
< 5aV >= Ilm  dx'r ¢ ") ("2 ):
1!

"t

This ism ore than just a change ofnotation; it explicitly in plies on a clear distinction between the V. inside and the
V outside the bracket in (54):

<V >6V:

Contributions from the electron self- eld must always be calculated through this pomntby-point summ ation, lke in
the the RHS of Cfl]_:) for the ux of electrom agnetic energy-m om entum , through the walls of a Bhabha tube around
the charge world-line, in the Im it of ! 0. In particular,

Z
Mma VFeu)¥ = In  &ExX r C "M ) (55)
1!
2! 1 2
w here
K; if > 0;
X = v; if = 0. 6)

X, in the RHS of (53), gives the direction of the ux-rate of the radiated energy; in the LHS the digection of the
energy ux-rate is given by V . O bserve that X ( ret) is x-dependent and so it does not commute with dx, that is,
X inside and X outside the integralin the RHS of ¢55) give distinct results and, based on the above argum ents, we
are saying that ¢§§) show s the correct way. Tts LH S is, of course, null. W e show now that the RHS is also null, so
that there is no contradiction anym ore. W e know that

1 1
r = —F r F =—F 2A ; (67)
4 4

and by direct calculation we nd that

KZ

- 3EQ + 2a + GE?+ ‘ax )W o (58)

2A =

W e see then that the Jnte_grand oftheRHS of ¢55) isnullfor > 0 asK 2= 0:For sin plicity we could then Jast have
used V instead of X In (255 but see the next section for an altemative illum nating calculation. T herefore, we jast

have to verify that 2V r _, I nie, orequivalently that °V r _, = O:As
V F =i2cEK Wo); (59)
then
4 SV r = K?2E %@*+3E@0 E)+ *(aa EXx) ; (60)



and

R? 2E 2&°+3E (@1 E%)+ 2(ada Ea&)

]|in0 v r = ]Iino Z : (61)

Then,

Ag=R?%=) A,=2+0 R);

Bo=2E a@*+3E @1 E?)+ *aa Eay
In By allbut 3a:A are term s of -order 2, so

Bo=22%a 6ax & +0R%);

Bi= 5(a%+ &)+ 0 R?);

B2=O(R)Z

Tt is not necessary to go further. T herefore, according to {54) and C_B-E;), we have

pa=2
and
=3;
and then,
p=5>n= 4:

S'o: both sides of {_55) are equally null and there is no contradiction. This is In agreem ent w ith the fact that due to
6_2_) and to the antisym m etry ofF,

V r = —VF r F =VF J =0:
VI. USING THE DIVERGENCE THEOREM

For the sake ofa better understanding ofX in eqg. {_5-5') et uswork out itsRH S using the divergence theoram . T hen
we have rthe RHS of @5):

Z n o
Jim o ax’ rX (") (M )+X ro [ ") M ) ") M ) (62)
"211>1 2
The explicit dependenceon r X m akesclearwhy we cannot justuseK instead ofX in Z_S-ﬁ): although lim , ¢ K =V,
Iim , orK 6 rV = Ka: _
For working out the rst tem of (5) we need:

r K =r (—)= r (63)
W 0 (64)
K#W = 1 (65)



Kr =1+K?ZE (66)

= 0: (67)
Then, from {19) and K 2 = 0 we have for the upper lin it
Z o, Z o,
3 . d . 1
Iim dx r K = Im — = Iim — = 0: (68)
L] L] 3 L] n2
Forthe owerlimitr X = K 4ad and then, from C_Ig‘i),
4 ‘K:a@=ax KW? 1)=a K?+ 1)+ ?xK?’@ a) aik? (69)
So,
z ax K2+ 1)
Iin 4 ‘dk:@a= —— "+ K@ &) aik’m =0; (70)
because
241 2, 2
JinaK(K )=lmaRCR )=O; 1)
) 10 4
as
OBr1+ OR?+ 2]1=2+ 4> 4; (72)
and
J;moaKKZ(a2 az) =o0: (73)
For evaluating the lim it of the last term of (_7(_5) we consider that
OK?a&;1=2=01["] (74)
to see that
Im & K?In lm “In = 0: (75)

to to

Tt is in portant to use the appropriate values of X to have consistent results. The use, for exam ple, of X = V in the
upper Iin it orofX = K in the lower lin it would produce inconsistent results.
For the second term of C_6§) X =V and then we have from C;Lgi) that

4 Wim = Q+RCE)WC+E)F X0 KW 2): (76)
T herefore,
2 2 2 272 2
e tviw - CTRPREOCE & &),
2 2 21272 2
L, &[2+R R(4a & + 28] _ o)
because
O[?+R*+R?AZ1+0[%a% & agl=4+2>4 (78)
and
ORI+ O *+RH+ A axl=2+4>3 (79)
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A gain we only have consistent results if we use the correct values of X in its respective 1im iting situation.
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FIG .1. The LienardW iechert solutions.
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FIG .2. Creation and annihilation of particles in classical physics.
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FIG.3. Doubl lim iting process: ! 0 alngK and ! ret.

FIG .4. C lassical picture of the fundam ental quantum process.
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