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C ausality and Self-consistency in C lassicalElectrodynam ics
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W epresenta pedagogicalreview ofold inconsistenciesofClassicalElectrodynam icsand ofsom e

new ideas that solve them . Problem s with the electron equation of m otion and with the non-

integrablesingularity ofitsself-�eld energy tensorarewellknown.They areconsequences,weshow,

ofneglecting term s that are nullo� the charge world-line but that give a non nullcontribution

on its world-line. The electron self-�eld energy tensor is integrable without the use ofany kind

ofrenorm alization;there is no causality violation and no con
ict with energy conservation in the

electron equation ofm otion,when itsm eaning isproperly considered.

PACS num bers:03:50:D e 11:30:C p

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

ClassicalElectrodynam icsofa pointelectron isbased on the Lienard-W iechertsolution;itsm any old and unsolved

problem s[1{3]m ake ofita non-consistenttheory.O ne can m ention the �eld singularity orthe self-energy problem ;

thenon-integrablesingularitiesofitsenergy tensor;thecausality-violating behaviorofsolutionsoftheLorentz-Dirac

equation [4{7];etc.Here,wewilldiscusstheseproblem s.W ewillshow thattheirsolution isconnected toam orestrict

im plem entation ofcausality (extended causality)which isexplained in section II.In section IIIwereview and discuss

the singularitiesand non-integrability ofthe electron self-�eld energy tensor.Som e helpfulm athem aticalresultsare

presented in section IV.They are usefulin the working out ofsom e lim iting processes. In section V the electron

equation ofm otion,which doesnothave the Schottterm ,isderived and itsphysicalm eaning isdiscussed. Section

VIisincluded like an appendix ofsection V forshowing an alternative way to the electron equation ofm otion that

illum inatesitsphysicalm eaning.

The retarded Lienard-W iechertsolution

A(x)=
V

�

�
�
�
�ret

; for �> 0; (1)

isthe retarded solution to the waveequation

2A(x)= 4�J(x) (2)

and to

@:A �
@A �

@x�
= 0; (3)

whereJ,given by

J(x)=

Z

d�V �
4[x � z(�)]; (4)

isthecurrentfora pointelectron thatdescribesa given trajectory z(�),param eterized by itsproper-tim e�;V = dz

d�
:

The electron chargeand the speed oflightaretaken as1.

�:= � V�R
� = � V:�:R = � V:R; (5)

where � is the M inkowskim etric tensor with signature + 2,and R := x � z(�). � is the invariantdistance (in the

charge rest fram e) between z(�ret);the position ofthe charge at the retarded tim e,and x,its self-�eld event (See

�gure1).Theconstraints

R
2 = 0; (6)

and
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R
0
> 0; (7)

m ustbe satis�ed.The constraintR 2 = 0 requiresthatx and z(�)belong to a sam e light-cone;ithastwo solutions,

�ret and �adv,which arethepointswhereJ interceptsthe pastand the future light-coneofx (see�gure1),and they

correspond,respectively to theadvanced and theretarded solutions.Theretarded solution describesa signalem itted

atz(�ret)and thatisbeing observed atx,with x0 > z0(�ret),while the advanced solution also observed atx,willbe

em itted in thefuture,atz(�adv),with x
0 > z0(�adv).R

0 > 0 isa restriction to theretarded solution (1)asitexcludes

the causality violating advanced solution,and justi�esthe restriction
�
�
�ret

in (1). Butthisisnotthe only available

interpretation;wewillshow below anotheronethatdoesnothaveproblem swith causality violation and,rem arkably

allowsthe description ofparticlecreation and annihilation stillin a classicalphysicscontext.

II. C A U SA LIT Y A N D SPA C ET IM E G EO M ET R Y

W hen working with variationsorderivativesofA the constraint(6)m ustbe considered in the neighbourhoodsof

x and ofz: x + dx and z(�ret + d�) m ust also belong to a sam e light-cone. A di�erentiation of(6) (R:dR = 0 !

R:(dx � V d�)= 0! R:dx + �d� = 0)generatestheconstraint

d� + K :dx = 0; (8)

whereK ,de�ned for�> 0,by

K :=
R

�
; (9)

is a null4-vector,K 2 = 0,and represents a light-cone generator,a tangent to the light-cone. The constraint (8)

de�nesa fam ily ofhyperplanestangentto 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-lightcone generator tangent to K �;or

equivalently,orthogonalto K �:See �gures1 and 2.

There is a geom etric and physicalinterpretation ofthe two constraints(6)and (8). R 2 = 0 assuresthat A(x) is a

signalthatpropagateswith the speed oflight,on a light-cone;in �eld theory itcorrespondsto the im plem entation

ofthe so called localcausality: only points inside oron a sam e light-cone can be causally connected. Itde�nes for

a physicalobject,ata point,its physicalspacetim e,thatis the regionsofthe space-tim e m anifold thatitcan have

accessto.

But together,(6) and (8) produce a m uch m ore restrictive constraint: a m assless physicalobject cannot leave,by

itself,itslight-cone generator(labelled by K ).O r,in otherwords,the partofa wavefrontofA(x)thatm ovesalong

a light-conegeneratorm ustrem ain in thissam egenerator.Thisisin directcontradiction to the HuyghensPrinciple

thatassum esthatthesignalata pointofa wavefrontism adeofcontributionsfrom allpointsofpreviouswavefronts;

each pointofa wavefrontactsasa secondary sourceem itting signalto allspacedirections.The HuyghensPrinciple

isappropriatefora description oflightasa continuouswavy m anifestation,butnotfora discreteone.

In contradistinction,theconstraints(6)and (8),together,im ply thata pointon a wavefrontpropagates,on itslight-

conegenerator,independently ofallthe otherwavefrontpoints.Each pointofa wavefront,therefore,can be treated

asan entity by itself. Itisso justi�ed the nam ing ofa CLASSICAL PHO TO N to each pointofan electrom agnetic

wavefront.Thiscorrespondsto an EXTENDED CAUSALITY conceptand itisreadily extensibleto m assiveobjects

too [9].Itisappropriatefordescriptionsofparticle-like�eldswith discreteinteractions,thatis,localized and propa-

gating like a particle.Usually �eld theoriesare based on a local-causality im plem entation,butitpossible to build a

theory basing on thisextended causality.Thisisbeing discussed elsewhere[10].

Arm ed with thisextend-causality conceptwecan presentanotherphysicalinterpretation ofthetwo Lienard-W iechert

solutions.Attheeventx therearetwo classicalphotons.O ne,thatwasem itted by theelectron currentJ,atz(�ret)

with x0 > z0(�ret),and is m oving in the K generator ofthe x-light-cone,K � := (K 0;~K );. J is its source. The

otherone,m oving on a �K -generator, �K � := (K 0;� ~K );willbe absorbed by J atz(�adv);with x
0 < z0(�adv):J isits

sink.See�gure2.They areboth retarded solutionsand correspond,respectively,to thecreation and destruction ofa

\classicalphoton".Exactly this:creation and destruction ofparticlesin classicalphysics!Thisinterpretation isonly

possiblewith these conceptsofextended causality and ofclassicalphoton.

III. EN ER G Y T EN SO R A N D IN T EG R A B ILIT Y

W hen taking derivativesofA(x)wem ustconsidertherestriction (8),orequivalently,K � = �
@�ret
@x�

:Thiscan turn,

forthe untrained,a trivialcalculation into a m ess.The bestand m orefruitfulapproach,in ouropinion,isto takex

and �ret as5 independentparam eters,and introducea new derivativeoperatorr ;replacing the usualone:
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@

@x�
) r � :=

@

@x�
+

@�

@x�

@

@�
=

@

@x�
� K �

@

@�
; (10)

orr � := @� � K �@�;in a shorternotation. The geom etric m eaning ofr isquite clear;itisthe derivative allowed

by the restriction (8),that is,displacem ents on the hyperplane d� + K :dx = 0 only. The constraints (6) and (8)

togetherrestrictsr to displacem entsalong the K light-cone generatoronly.Therefore,@�A(x),with the restriction�
�
�ret

im plicitisequivalentto r �A(x)withoutany restriction.

@�A(x)
�
�
�ret

= r �A(x) (11)

Thiscorrespondsto a geom etrization ofthe extended causality concept.

Thereforewe can write

r �A
� = r �

V �

�
= �

K �a
�

�
�
V �

�2
r ��= � K �

a
�

�
�
V �(K �E � V�)

�2
; (12)

with

E = 1+ a:R = 1+ �aK ; (13)

asr �V
� = � K �a

� and

r ��= K �E � V�; (14)

where aK := a:K :For notation sim plicity we use [A;B ]standing for [A �;B �]:= A �B � � B �A � and (A,B) for

(A �;B �):= A �B � + A �B �,and weareom itting,from now on,the alwaysim plicitrestriction
�
�
�ret

:

W e observethatthe Lorentzgaugecondition isautom atically satis�ed

r :A = �
�aK + V:r �

�2
= 0; (15)

asV:K = � 1,V 2 = � 1,and V:r �= 1� E = � �aK .

The M axwell�eld F�� := r �A � � r �A �,isfound to be

F =
1

�2
[K ;W ]; (16)

with

W
� = �a

� + E V
�
: (17)

The electron self-�eld energy-m om entum tensor,4�� = F:F �
�

4
F 2,is

4��4� �� = [K �
;W

�][K �;W
�]�

���

4
[K �

;W
�][K �;W �]; (18)

orin an expanded expression

� 4��4� = (K ;W )+ K K W
2 + W W K

2 +
�

2
(1� K

2
W

2); (19)

asK :W = � 1. W e willuse rathercom pactexpressionslike (18)instead of(19)also because they m ake easierthe

calculation ofsom e lim its that we willhave to do later. W ith W 2 = �2a2 � E 2 = �2a2 � (1+ �aK )
2;� m ay be

written,according to itspowersof�;as� = � 2 + � 3 + � 4,with

4��2� 2 = [K ;a+ VaK ]:[K ;a+ VaK ]�
�

4
[K ;a+ VaK ]

2
; (20)

or,

� 4��2� 2 = K K (a2 � a2K )+ K
2(a+ VaK )(a+ VaK )�

�

2
K

2(a2 � a2K ):

4��3� 3 = [K ;V ]:[K ;a+ VaK ]+ [K ;a+ VaK ]:[K ;V ]�
�

2
Tr[K ;V ]:[K ;a]; (21)
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or

4��3� 3 = � (K + V K
2
;a+ VaK )+ (2K K � �K

2)aK :

4��4� 4 = [K ;V ]:[K ;V ]�
�

2
[K ;V ]2: (22)

or

4��4� 4 = K K � (K ;V )� K
2
V V �

�

2
(1+ K

2):

Ifweneglectthe K 2-term sin (20-22)wehave:

4��2� 2

�
�
K 2= 0

= � K K

�

a
2
� aK

2

�

; (23)

4��3� 3

�
�
K 2= 0

= 2K K aK �

�

K ;a+ VaK

�

; (24)

4��4� 4

�
�
K 2= 0

= K K � (K ;V )�
�

2
; (25)

which arethe usualexpressionsthatone�nds,forexam plein [1{3,5{7].O bservethat

K :� 2

�
�
K 2= 0

= 0; (26)

which isim portantin the identi�cation of� 2 with the radiated [5]partof�,and that

K :� 3

�
�
K 2= 0

= 0: (27)

The presence ofnon-integrable singularities in the electron self-�eld energy tensor is a m ajor problem . � 2

�
�
K 2= 0

,

although singular at � = 0,is nonetheless integrable. By that it is m eant that it produces a �nite 
ux through a

spacelike hypersurface � ofnorm aln,thatis,
R
d3�� 2:n exists[6],while � 3

�
�
K 2= 0

and � 4

�
�
K 2= 0

are notintegrable;

they generate,respectively,the problem atic Schott term in the LDE and a divergent term ,the electron bound 4-

m om entum [5],which includes the so called electron self-energy. Previous attem pts,based on distribution theory,

for tam ing these singularities have relied on m odi�cations ofthe M axwelltheory with addition ofextra term s to

�

�
�
�
�
K 2= 0

on the electron world-line (see forexam ple the reviews[5{7]). They rede�ne � 3

�
�
�
�
K 2= 0

and � 4

�
�
�
�
K 2= 0

atthe

electron world-line in orderto m ake them integrable without changing them at � > 0;so to preserve the standard

resultsofClassicalElectrodynam ics. Butthisisalwaysan ad hoc introduction ofsom ething strange to the theory.

Another unsatisfactory aspect ofthis procedure is that it regularizesthe above integralbut leaves an unexplained

and unphysicaldiscontinuity in the 
ux of4-m om entum ,
R
dx4� �� r ���(�� "1);through a cylindricalhypersurface

�= constenclosing the charge world-line.Itisparticularly interesting that,aswe willshow now,instead ofadding

anything we should actually notdrop outthe nullK 2-term s. Theircontribution (notnull,in an appropriate lim it)

cancelthe in�nities. The sam e problem happens in the derivations ofthe electron equation ofm otion from these

incom plete expressionsof�:The Schottterm in the Lorentz-Diracequation isa consequence;itdoesnotappearin

the equation when the fullexpression of� iscorrectly used.

By forceoftheconstraints(6)and (8),asx and z(�ret)m ustrem ain on asam estraight-line,thelightcone-generator

K ,the lim it�! 0 necessarily im pliesalso on x� ! z(�ret)
� orR � ! 0:

Atz(�ret); K = R

�
producesa(0

0
)� typeofindeterm inacy,which can beevaluated atneighboringpoints� = �ret� d�

by the L’Hospitalruleand @

@�
(see �gure 3).Thisapplication ofthe L’Hospitalrulecorrespondsthen to �nding two

sim ultaneouslim its:�! 0 and � ! �ret.

As

:
�= � (1+ a:R) (28)

and

:

R= � V; (29)
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then

lim
�! 0

� ! �ret

K

�
�
�

R 2= 0

R :dR = 0

= V: (30)

Thisdouble lim iting processisofcoursedistinctofthe single (�! 0)-lim it,which cannotavoid the singularity.For

notation sim plicity we willkeep using just lim �! 0 but alwayswith the im plicit m eaning as indicated in (30). For

exam pleby

lim
�! 0

K
2 = � 1: (31)

wem ean

lim
�! 0

� ! �ret

K
2

�
�
�

R 2= 0

R :dR = 0

= � 1: (32)

ClassicalElectrodynam ics alone,with its picture ofa continuous em ission ofradiation,does not give room for a

com prehension oftheselim iting processes.Butweknow thatthisclassicalcontinuousem ission isjustan approxim ate

description ofan actually discretequantum process.Figure4 portraysa classicalpicture(theelectron and thephoton

trajectories)ofsuch a fundam entalquantum process;ithelpsin the understanding ofthese two lim iting results. In

the lim itof� ! 0 at� = �ret there are 3 distinctvelocities: K ,the photon 4-velocity,and V1 and V2,the electron

initialand �nal4-velocities. This is the reason for the indeterm inacy at � = �ret. At � = �ret + d� there is only

V2,and only V1 at � = �ret � d�:In other words,�ret is an isolated singular point on the electron world-line;its

neighboring �ret� d� arenotsingular.Thisisin 
agrantcontradiction to the Classical-Electrodynam icsassum ption

ofa continuousem ission process,because in thiscase,allpointsin the electron world-linewould be singularpoints,

like �ret. Itisrem arkable thatwe can �nd vestigesofthese traitsofthe quantum nature ofthe radiation em ission

process in a classical(Lienard-W iechert) solution. This is food for thinking on the realphysicalm eaning ofthe

classicaland the quantum �elds.

IV . SO M E U SEFU L M A T H EM A T IC A L T O O LS

To �nd thisdouble lim itofsom ething when �! 0 and � ! �ret willbe done so m any tim esin thispaperthatit

isbetterto do itin a m oresystem aticway.W e wantto �nd

lim
�! 0

N (R;:::)

�n
; (33)

where N (R;:::) is a hom ogeneous function ofR,N (R;:::)
�
�
R = 0

= 0. Then,we have to apply the L’Hospitalrule

consecutively untilthe indeterm inacy is resolved. As
@�

@�
= � (1+ a:R),the denom inator of(33)at R = 0 willbe

di�erentofzero only afterthe nth-application ofthe L’Hospitalrule,and then,itsvalue willbe (� 1)nn!

Ifp isthe sm allestintegersuch thatN (R;:::)p
�
�
R = 0

6= 0;whereN (R)p :=
d
p

d�p
N (R;:::),then

lim
�! 0

N (R;:::)

�n
=

8
<

:

1 ; ifp< n

(� 1)n
N (0;:::)p

n!
; ifp= n

0; ifp> n

(34)

� Exam ple1:

(
K = R

�
: n = p = 1 =) lim �! 0 K = V

K 2 =
R :�:R

�2
: n = p = 2 =) lim �! 0 K

2 = � 1:

� Exam ple2:
[K ;a]

�
=

[R ;a]

�2
=) p = 1 < n = 2 =) lim �! 0

[K ;a]

�
diverges

� Exam ple3:aK

�
[K ;V ]= �

a:R
�3

[R;V ]=) p = 4> n = 3 lim �! 0
aK

�
[K ;V ]= 0

� Exam ple4:
[K ;V ]

�2
=

[R ;V ]

�2
=) p = 2 < n = 3 =) lim �! 0

[K ;V ]

�2
diverges

Finding these lim itsform orecom plex functionscan be m adeeasierwith two helpfulexpressions,

N p =

pX

a= 0

�
p

a

�

A p� a:B a (35)
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and

N p =

pX

a= 0

aX

c= 0

�
p

a

� �
a

c

�

A p� a:B a� c:Cc (36)

valid when N (R)has,respectively,the form sN 0 = A 0:B 0;orN 0 = A 0:B 0:C0;where A,B and C representpossibly

distinctfunctionsofR,and thesubindicesindicatetheorderof d

d�
.Forexam ple:A 0 = A;A 1 = @�A;A 2 = @2�A;and

so on.So,forusing (34-36),wejusthaveto �nd the�-derivativesofA,B and C thatproducethe�rstnon-nullterm

atthe pointlim itofR ! 0:

Consecutive derivativesofproducts offunctions can becom e unwieldy. So it is worthy to introduce the conceptof

\�-order" ofa function,m eaning the lowestorderofthe �-derivativeofa function thatproducesa non-nullresultat

R = 0.Letusrepresentthe�-order" off(x)by O [f(x)]:So,forexam ple,from (28)and (29)weseethat

O [R]= 1; (37)

O [�]= 1; (38)

As@�(a:R)= � _a:R and @2�(a:R)= � �a:R � _a:V = � �a:R + a2 = a2 + O (R);then

O [a:R]= 2; (39)

For�nding theN p of(35)and of(36)itisthen necessary to consideronly theterm swith thelowest�-orderon each

factor.Som ecom binationsofterm shavederivativesthatcancelpartsofeach otherresultingin a higher�-orderterm .

Forexam ple,

@�(R
2 + �

2)= + 2�� 2�E = � 2�a:R

@
2

�(R
2 + �

2)= 2Ea:R � 2�_a:R = 2(a:R � �_a:R)+ O (R 4);

@
3

�(R
2 + �

2)= 2(_a:R + E _a:R � �a
2)+ O (R 3)= 4_a:R � 2�a2 + O (R 3);

@
4

�(R
2 + �

2)= 4a2 + 2a2 + O (R 2)= 6a2 + O (R 2):

So,

O [R 2 + �
2]= 4

although

O [R 2]= O [�2]= 2:

O bservethatweonly haveto carewith thelowest�-orderterm sastheotherones,grouped in O (R),willnotsurvive

the lim it R ! 0. Also,we do not care on writing the �-derivatives offactorsthatwillnotreduce its �-order. For

exam plein

@�(RV + O (R 2))= � V V + O (R);

the term Rawasabsorbed in O (R).In thisway weavoid taking unnecessary derivatives.

V . T H E ELEC T R O N EQ U A T IO N O F M O T IO N

The m otion ofa classicalelectron [1{3]isdescribed by the Lorentz-Diracequation,

m a= Fext:V +
2

3
(
:

a�a
2
V ); (40)

6



where m isthe electron m assand Fext isan externalelectrom agnetic �eld. The presence ofthe Schottterm , 2

3
e2

:
a,

is the cause ofallofits pathologicalfeatures,like m icroscopic non-causality,runaway solutions,preacceleration,

and other bizarre e�ects [4]. O n the other hand,its presence is apparently necessary for the energy-m om entum

conservation;withoutititwould berequired a contradictory nullradianceforan accelerated charge,as
:
a :V + a2 = 0.

This m akesofthe Lorentz-Dirac equation the greatestparadox ofclassical�eld theory asitcannotsim ultaneously

preserveboth the causality and the energy conservation [1{3].

The Lorentz-Diracequation can be obtained from energy-m om entum conservation,thatleadsto

m a
�
� F

��

extV� = m box � lim
"1! 0

"2! 1

�1! �2

Z

dx
4
r ��

��
�(�� "1)�("2 � �)�(�2 � �)�(� � �1)=

= � lim
"1! 0

"2! 1

�1 ! �2

Z

dx
4� ��

 

r ��

�

�(�� "1)�("2 � �)� �(�� "1)�("2 � �)

�

�(�2 � �)�(� � �1)+

+

�

�(�2 � �)�(� � �1)� �(�2 � �)�(� � �1)

�
!

; (41)

where �2; �1; "2;and "1 are constantswith �2 > �1 and "2 > "1. �(�� "1)�("2 � �)de�nesthe spacetim e region

between twocoaxialcylindricalBhabhatubessurroundingtheelectron world-line;foreach �xed tim ethey arereduced

to twosphericalsurfacescentred atthecharge.�(�2� �)�(�� �1)de�nesthespacetim eregion between two light-cones

ofverticesat �2 and �1,respectively. They are necessary for using the G auss’s theorem in the above interm ediary

step,astheproductofthesefourHeavisidefunctionsde�nea closed hypersurface.Theterm sin thesecond and third

linesof(41)are the 
ux ratesofenergy-m om entum through the respective hypersurfaces�= "1;�= "2;� = �2 and

� = �1.

Taking the �2 ! �1 lim itwehave

m a
�
� F

��

extV� = lim "1 ! 0

"2 ! 1

Z

�2

dx
4� ��

r ��

�

�(�� "1)�("2 � �)� �(�� "1)�("2 � �)

�

�(� � �2) (42)

Letusnow apply (34-36)for�ndinglim �! 0

R

�2
dx3�:r ��(�� " 1);which with theexplicituseofretarded coordinates

(see,forexam ple,p.20of[5]),x = z+ �K ;can bewritten aslim �! 0

R

�2
�2d�d2
 �:r ��(�� " 1):In (18),thede�nition

of�,thesecond term isthetraceofthe�rstoneand so wejusthaveto considerthislastonebecausethebehaviour

ofits trace under this lim iting process can then easily be inferred. So,as K = R

�
;and r � = (K E � V ) we have

schem atically,forthe �rstterm of(18)in �2�:r �,

lim
�! 0

N (R;:::

�n
= lim

�! 0

�2[K ;W ]:[K ;W ]:(K E � V )

�4
= lim

�! 0

[R;W ]:[R;W ]:(RE � V �)

�5
(43)

Then,com paring itwith (33)and (36)wehave

A 0 = B 0 = [R;W ]= [R;a�+ V E ]= [R;a�+ V ]+ O (R 3) (44)

A 1 = B 1 = [� V;a�+ V ]+ [R;�aE + a]+ O (R 2)= � [V;a�]+ O (R 2);

A 2 = B 2 = � [a;V ]+ O (R);

C0 = RE � V �= R � V �+ O (R 3); (45)

C1 = � V � a�+ V E + O (R 2)= �a�+ O (R 2);

C2 = a+ O (R):

Therefore,forproducing a possibly non nullN p,according to (36),a;cand p m ustbe given by

c= 2;
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p� a = a� c= 2 =) p = 6 > n = 5:

O rin a shorterway

O [[R;W ]]= O [RE � V �]= 2;

and then,

2O [[R;W ]]+ O [RE � V �]= 6> n = 5:

Then,weconcludefrom (34)thatN p = 0;

lim
�! 0

Z

�2

dx
3�:r ��(�� " 1)= 0: (46)

The 
ux ofenergy and m om entum rate ofthe electron self-�eld through the (� = "1)-hypersurface in (41) is null

at "1 = 0:This is a new result,a consequence of(30). In the standard approach the contribution from this term

producestheproblem aticSchottterm and a divergingexpression,theelectron bound-m om entum which requiresm ass

renorm alization [8].

The RHS of(41)isthen reduced to

lim
"1! 0

"2 ! 1

Z

�2

dx
3� ��

r ���(�� "1)�("2 � �)= lim
"2! 1

Z

�2

�
2
d�d

2
�
��

2
r ���("2 � �); (47)

as,with (27),only � 2 from � = � 2 + � 3 + � 4 survivesthe passage "2 ! 1 in the above integral. Butfrom (14),

(20)and (26)wehavethat

�
2� 2:r �= � �

2
V:� 2 =

1

4�
K (a2 � a2K ): (48)

Then afterthe angularintegration

1

4�

Z

d
2
K (a2

� a
2

K )=
2

3
V
�
a
2
; (49)

wehave

lim
"1 ! 0

"2! 1

Z

�2

dx
3� ��

r ���("2 � �)=
2

3
V
�
a
2
: (50)

Thelastpassageisa wellknown (see,forexam ple,page111 of[1])text-book result;� 2

3
V �
a
2 istheLarm orterm for

the irradiated energy-m om entum rate.

W ith (46)and (50)in (42)wecould write the electron equation ofm otion as

m a
�
� F

��

extV� = �
2

3
a
2
V
�
; (51)

butitiswellknown thatthiscould notbe a correctequation because itisnotself-consistent:itsLHS isorthogonal

to V,

m a:V = 0 and V:Fext:V = 0; (52)

while itsRHS isnot,

�
2

3
a
2
V:V =

2

3
a
2
: (53)

This seem s to be paradoxicaluntilone has a clearer idea ofwhat is happening. W e m ust turn our attention to

equation (42),wherethereisa subtleand very im portantdistinction between itsLHS and itsRHS.ItsLHS isentirely

determ ined by the electron instantaneous position,z(�);while its RHS is determ ined by the sum ofcontributions

from the electron self-�eld at allpoints ofa sphericalsurface. In other words,the LHS is a description ofsom e

electron attributes localized at a point (the electron position) while the RHS is a description ofthe sum ofsom e

8



electron-self-�eld attributesovera sphericalsurface. This distinction ism issing in equation (51);itwasdeleted by

theintegration process.TheLHS of(42)m ultiplied by V isnull,weknow,becausethe forcethatdrivestheelectron

with the 4-velocity V deliversa power(m a0V
0)thatisequalto the work perunittim e realized by thisforce along

the ~V direction (m ~a:~V )(this,weknow,isthe physicalm eaning ofm a:V = 0).Butthisreasoning doesnotapply to

the RHS of(42)m ultiplied by V because the 
ux ofradiated energy isthrough a sphericalsurface �= "2;along K ,

notalong V (exceptat�= 0,because of(30));in orderto m ake sense,aswe are doing a balance ofthe 
ux-rate of

energy,wehaveto add this
ux-ratefrom each pointoftheintegration dom ain.Based on considerationsofsym m etry

onecan anticipatethatthe�nalresultm ustbenull:to each pointofa sphericalhypersurface�= const:;� = �2;that

givesa non-nullcontribution thereisanotherpointgiving an equalbutwith oppositesign contribution.TheRHS of

(51)cannotbe used forthispoint-to-pointcalculation asitjustrepresentsa kind ofaverage value. Asa m atterof

fact,the equation (51),in thissense,can be regarded asan e�ective equation thatwould be betterrepresented as

m a
� = F

��

extV�� <
2

3
a
2
V
�
> ; (54)

wherethe bracketed term representsthe contribution from the electron self-�eld:

<
2

3
a
2
V
�
> = lim

"1 ! 0

"2 ! 1

Z

dx
3
r ��

��
�(�� "1)�("2 � �):

Thisism orethan justa changeofnotation;itexplicitly im plieson a cleardistinction between the V inside and the

V outsidethe bracketin (54):

< V > 6= V:

Contributionsfrom the electron self-�eld m ustalwaysbe calculated through this point-by-pointsum m ation,like in

the the RHS of(41)forthe 
ux ofelectrom agnetic energy-m om entum ,through the wallsofa Bhabha tube around

the chargeworld-line,in the lim itof�! 0.In particular,

(m a� V:Fext):V = � lim
"1! 0

"2! 1

Z

�2

d
3
xX �r ��

��
�(�� "1)�("2 � �); (55)

where

X =

�
K ; if�> 0;

V; if�= 0.
(56)

X,in the RHS of(55),gives the direction ofthe 
ux-rate ofthe radiated energy;in the LHS the direction ofthe

energy 
ux-rate isgiven by V.O bservethatX (�ret)isx-dependentand so itdoesnotcom m ute with
R
d3x,thatis,

X inside and X outside the integralin the RHS of(55)give distinctresultsand,based on the above argum ents,we

are saying that(55)showsthe correctway. ItsLHS is,ofcourse,null. W e show now thatthe RHS isalso null,so

thatthereisno contradiction anym ore.W e know that

r ��
�� =

1

4�
F
�
�r �F

�� =
1

4�
F
�
�2A

�
; (57)

and by directcalculation we�nd that

2A
� =

K 2

�3

�

3�Ea� + �
2 _a

�
+ (3E 2 + �

2 _aK )V
�
�

: (58)

W eseethen thattheintegrand oftheRHS of(55)isnullfor�> 0 asK 2 = 0:Forsim plicity wecould then justhave

used V instead ofX in (55),butsee the nextsection foran alternative illum inating calculation. Therefore,we just

haveto verify that�2V�r ��
��
�
�
�= 0

is�nite,orequivalently that�3V�r ��
��
�
�
�= 0

= 0:As

V�F
�� =

1

�2
(E K �

� W
�); (59)

then

4��5V�r ��
�� = � K

2

�

2E �2a2 + 3E (1� E
2)+ �

2(�_a:a� E _aK )

�

; (60)
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and

lim
�! 0

�
3
V�r ��

�� = lim
�! 0

R 2

�

2E �2a2 + 3E (1� E 2)+ �2(�_a:a� E _aK )

�

�4
: (61)

Then,

A 0 = R
2 =) A 2 = 2+ O (R);

B 0 = 2E �2a2 + 3E (1� E
2)+ �

3 _a:a� �E _aR

In B 0 allbut�
3 _a:aareterm sof�-order2,so

B 0 = 2�2a2 � 6aR � �_aR + O (R 3);

B 1 = � 5(�a2 + _aR )+ O (R 2);

and

B 2 = O (R):

Itisnotnecessary to go further.Therefore,according to (34)and (35),wehave

p-a= 2

and

a= 3;

and then,

p = 5> n = 4:

So,both sidesof(55)are equally nulland there isno contradiction. Thisisin agreem entwith the factthatdue to

(2,4)and to the antisym m etry ofF,

V�r ��
�� =

1

4�
V�F

�
�r �F

�� = V�F
�
�J

� = 0:

V I. U SIN G T H E D IV ER G EN C E T H EO R EM

Forthesakeofa betterunderstanding ofX in eq.(55)letuswork outitsRHS using thedivergencetheorem .Then

wehaveforthe RHS of(55):

lim
"1 ! 0

"2 ! 1

Z

�2

dx
3

n

� ��
r �X � �(�� "1)�("2 � �)+ X ��

��
r ��[�(�� "1)�("2 � �)� �(�� "1)�("2 � �)]

o

; (62)

Theexplicitdependenceon r �X � m akesclearwhy wecannotjustuseK instead ofX in (55):although lim �! 0 K = V ,

lim �! 0 r K 6= r V = � K a:

Forworking outthe �rstterm of(55)weneed:

r �K � = r �(
R �

�
)=

��� + K �V�

�
�
K �

�
r ��; (63)

W :r �� 0 (64)

K :W = � 1 (65)
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K :r �= 1+ K
2
E (66)

� ��
��� = 0: (67)

Then,from (19)and K 2 = 0 we haveforthe upperlim it

lim
"2! 1

Z "2

dx
3� ��

r �K � = lim
"2! 1

Z "2 d�

�3
= � lim

"2! 1

1

"2
2

= 0: (68)

Forthe lowerlim itr �X � = � K �a� and then,from (19),

4��4K :�:a= aK (K
2
W

2
� 1)= aK (K

2 + 1)+ �
2
aK K

2(a2 � a2K )� �a
2

K K
2 (69)

So,

lim
�! 0

4�

Z

�
2
d�K :�:a= �

aK (K
2 + 1)

�
+ aK K

2(a2 � a2K )�� a
2

K K
2
ln�= 0; (70)

because

lim
�! 0

aK (K
2 + 1)

�
= lim

�! 0

aR (R
2 + �2)

�4
= 0; (71)

as

O [aR ]+ O [R 2 + �
2]= 2+ 4> 4; (72)

and

lim
�! 0

aK K
2(a2 � a2K )�= 0: (73)

Forevaluating the lim itofthe lastterm of(70)we considerthat

O [K 2
a
2

K ]= 2= O [�2] (74)

to see that

lim
�! 0

a
2

K K
2
ln�� lim

�! 0
�
2
ln�= 0: (75)

Itisim portantto use the appropriatevaluesofX to have consistentresults.The use,forexam ple,ofX = V in the

upperlim itorofX = K in the lowerlim itwould produceinconsistentresults.

Forthe second term of(62)X = V and then we havefrom (19)that

4��4V:�:r �= (1+ K
2
E )(W 2 + E )+

�aK

2
(1� K

2
W

2): (76)

Therefore,

lim
�! 0

4��2V:�:r �= lim
�! 0

�
(�2 + R 2 + R 2

aR )(�
2
a
2
� a

2
R � aR )

�4
+

+
aR [�

2 + R 2 � R 2(�2a2 � a2R + 2aR )]

�4

�

= 0; (77)

because

O [�2 + R
2 + R

2
a
2

R ]+ O [�2a2 � a2R � aR ]= 4+ 2> 4 (78)

and

O [aR ]+ O [(�2 + R
2)+ a2R � aR ]= 2+ 4 > 3 (79)
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Again weonly haveconsistentresultsifweuse the correctvaluesofX in itsrespectivelim iting situation.
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