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Abstract. We investigate the transformation of the distribu- saying that the product of the probability divided by the Aum
tion function in the relativistic case, a problem of intéres ber density of particles in the phase space volume under con-
in plasma when particles with high (relativistic) veloe&i sideration must be one, thus being invariant. Under special
come into play as for instance in radiation belt physics, inrelativistic conditions the definition of such a distritmrti

the electron-cyclotron maser radiation theory, in thensici poses a non-trivial problem. In this Letter we define such a
ity of high-Mach number shocks where particles are accelerdistribution from first principles showing that of the cocti

ated to high speeds, and generally in solar and astrophysicg@oints the first is to confirm that the phase-space volume el-
plasmas. We show that the phase-space volume element @ment must correctly be made Lorentz invariant. Once this
a Lorentz constant and construct the general particlei-distr has been done, it is possible to define a distribution functio
bution function from first principles. Application to theain  valid for the entire phase space.

equilibrium lets us derive a modified version of the isotoopi

relativistic thermal distribution, the modified Juttnestdbu- ) S

tion corrected for the Lorentz-invariant phase-spacemelu 2 Construction of phase-space distributions

element. Finally, we discuss the relativistic modificatida

number of plasma parameters. Clearly, if the distribution function is a proper probatyii

it is by its nature invariant with respect to any coordinate
Keywords. Relativistic invariance of the one-particle distri- transformation of the spatial and momentum space volume
bution function, Juttner distribution, relativistic glaa pa-  elements, if the number of particles in the volume element
rameters is kept constant. This follows from Liouville’s theorem and
the dynamics of the particles (at least as long as no parti-
cles are lost or added to the volume element under consid-
eration). However, a proper transformation of the volume
element might be in place. In the Galileian non-relatigisti
case there is no problem at all. Problems arise when the
particle dynamics becomes relativistic. While the funcéb
form of the phase-space probability in such transformation
is conserved, its dependence on the new phase-space coordi-
d.; natesx’,p’ will change during the transformation. This has
fa(X,p,t) = edp (1)  been noticed long ago (for the basic arguments see, e.g.,

lLandau and LifshitZ, 1975, Section 10), and the transforma-

Since the above function is a probability function this exger  tion of the phase-space volume becomes non-trivial. In fact

1 Introduction

One-particle distribution functions are defined as the arob
bility of finding a certain numbed. 4 of particles of species
a attimet in a given phase-space volume elenxid p3 as

sion can also be read as a normalisation condition in order to arrive at a consistent formalism and understandi
one cannot simply transform the above formula; rather one
3 fa (x,p,t) must return to the exact definition of the distribution func-
dxCdp =1 (2) Lo
S dA tion given by
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wherex;(t),pi(t) are the dynamical coordinates of iltlepar- ~ of a completely isotropic angular distribution of the varso
ticle. SinceF sums up all points in phase space which arevelocities. Moreover, stationarity of the distributiorcoenes

occupied by the#” particles numbered=1,...,.4/, itis ex- illusionary for several reasons, the simplest one thatirhis
act. Accordingly, the exact distribution of one single ¢t  possible to assign initial conditions to all particles aba@di
is defined as timet = O for the obvious reason that this requires time. This
time is needed for jumping from one proper frame to the next
Fj(x,p) = 8[x—x;(t)]3[p—pj(t)] (4)  and, thus, is limited by relativity and the requirementsasf r

ativistic synchronisation. It can be achieved only for a kma

and the exact distribution of a grodp/” of particles is given limited number of particles.

by

(=] . .
SF._j(x,p) = %ﬂélix_x[(t)}a[p_pe(tﬂ ) 3 rIjn(;rn(intz invariance of full phase-space volume ele-
b g

This all looks simple and is simple as long as one does notrpe only way out of this dilemma is to neglect the proper
include relativity. Then, however, particles are all in oot particle motions altogether and assume that by some myste-
each in its own proper frame and with its own proper di- joys (thermodynamic) reason the particles have managed to
rection of velocity and momentum. The transformation from yeach a stationary final state where their momenta aretstatis
that frame into another frame, i.e. into the observer'satat cally distributed. In this case a common phase-space volume
ary frame involves the Lorentz transformation of each parti oan pe attributed to them all, and each particle moves with

cle's frame separately. In the (primed) particle’s propanfe  its (thermal) momentum with respect to tiismmon proper
- & by
(X',p’) the particle is located at the origin and the proper-frame. If the momenta are isotropically distributed in spac

frame distributior Eq. (4) reads then the probability distribution will not depend on thesdi
0 , , tion of velocities. It can then be considered as averaged ove
Fi(x',p’) = 3(x)a(p) (6) all angles and depends just on the modulus of the momentum

while Eq. [4) is the expression in another frame with re- P-
spect to which the particle is displaced, has momerg(t)
and moves with relative velocity; (xj,t) with respect to the

The way to do this is to take one single particle and to
smooth it out so as to fill a certain infinitesimal but finite

3/ A3/ H i _
new frame. Taking the axes of the two frames all parallelpro'oter vr(])_llumdedf_xjd Pj: Whlk():hb'lﬁt act:zfa_ll;(/j_a V(:rl]ume et!el
to each other and assuming that the particle instantaryeousfnen.’ while de '”'Pg/a probabiiity of Tinding he particle
moves alongx, and definingB=v/c,y=1/,/1— B2 = in this \_/olume.fj (x',p") vv_h|ch now is a continuous fu_nc—
m ith el ’ ¢ tion which vanishes outside the volume element and is nor-
+ p?/méc? with mpar |(_:e mass, momentum= mcyf3, malised according to
thusp =y 1,/y2—1, and timet — ct one has as usually for

the spatial coordinates 1— / £ (<, p})d3xd 3 p; (9)
%

[le }/7 Z/v t/] = [y(p) (X_Bt)7 Y, Z, V(p) (t_BX)] (7) J

Inserting into Eq.[(¥) then yields for the transformed exactwith integration just over the infinitesimgth volume. It

single-particle distribution function is unity because the infinitesimal volume contains only the
one jth particle, andf; = 0 outside it. In principle the latter
Fi(x,p,t) = 5{X— [Vj (p) (x=Bjt), ¥, Z} } X fact would allow for extending the integration over the emti

A L, n phase space volume.
<ol pj(t)} Slt=wn(Pt=Fx] © Within this small volume element it can be said that pre-

In this expressiop; = p; because there is only one (instan- scribing the initial state has been done at a fixed titaeO.
teneous) relative velocity between the movitly particle’s ~ This is correct for sufficiently small volumes such that syn-
and the observer’s frame. Howevgrjs a function ofy(p), chronism is warranted. It thus becomes possible to Lorentz
and though the functional form of the probability distribu- transform the infinitesimal volume to the un-primed observe
tion (represented by the productd@functions) is conserved, frame. Since the particle velocity at fixed time is lineareon
the dependence on phase-space coordinates becomes comptiay rotate both frames to coincide in the directions of their
cated. axes.

In considering many particles with their different proper  Applying the spatial transformation Eg] (7)tat 0 and ob-
velocities, proper momenta and different directions obeel  serving that only the coordinatéis affected by the Lorentz
ities, one needs to rotate the axes of all the proper framegransformation becoming contracted when transforming to
in performing the various Lorentz transformations. This in the un-primed observer frame, one immediately finds (cf.,
hibits the use of the exact equation Eg. (5) even in the casalso,S, his Egs. (2.10.11) & (2.10.12) for the
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transformation of the particle 4-current density) that 4 Global phase-space distribution

3\, 3.
d°x; =y (p)d; (10) " one would wish to add up all single particle distributions to

where the indexj at d3x; reminds one that the observer's One distribution which covers the entire phase space. This
frame has been rotated into the particle frame, pni$ the task encounters the problem that so far the two frames, the
particle momentum of the smeared out infinitesimal volume Jth particle frame and the observer frame, have been aligned.
of the particle in the observer's frame. In the proper frame!n order to obtain a similar result this must be done for all
of the particle the momentum has zero averdgg = 0. particles. Hence, simply adding the distribution functos
In the frame of the observer the finite infinitesimal momen- in@ppropriate. One needs to introduce a distribution ofemng
tum space volume?p; is located at the tip of the particu- for the various particle moments as seen from the stationary
lar particle-momentum vectqr;. The proper Lorentz factor OPServer frame. This can be achieved with the help of the
yi(p) depends only on the modulusof. solid angleQ, and the distributiontP(Qp). Then in the sta-
One may also understand the small infinitesimal momen-ionary frame one defines the probability of finding alf
tum space volume as theermal uncertaintyf the particle ~ Particles in the volume of phase space occupied by all the
momentum that is caused by the quiver velocity of the parti-Smeared-out infinitesimal though finite volumes of the parti

cle. This quiver velocity is the rms velocity) ; = \/(Au;)? cIe; (assuming that they do not overlap, i.e. in the abseince o
of the particle’s proper motion, its thermal speed. It may becollisions)
assumed to be isotropic though this is not necessary if this N

thermal speed is anisotropic due to some other reason.  f(x,p) d% d®pdQ, = [7 i (X} P}) @(Qp) d2p d%; d°p
With all this in mind we can proceed to the transformation =1
of the momentum space element. This is more involved than
the transformation of the spatial volume. It requires netur
ing to the definition of the momentumy; = mcy;(p)B; and
taking into account that the particle energy and momenta inFor an isotropic distribution of particle momenta the imegg
relativity are not independent, being related via the imfat ~ over the solid angle gives just a factar4T his yields for the
pc= & or & = my(p)c?. This implies that the transforma- probability distribution in the stationary frame the finesult
tion of momentum and energy has to be done together. This

N
= [ il (x.p).P}(p.&)]P(Qp) dQp dx &°p  (18)
=1

N
becomes / F(x,p.Qp) @20 =[] i ] (,P). P} (P )] P(Qp) A
& 1 - & = I=
[ ]—V(p)[_ B} { } =P ) (19)
cp B 1 CPx Pz = Pz L e
o ) Normalisation of this distribution must as usually be dame t
The variations in energy and momentum become the total number/” of particles respectively the average par-
_y(p) ticle densityN = .4 /7. With this definition, the relativistic
dp = ¢ [cdp—pdé] (12) particle phase-space distribution can indeed be writtem as

dé’ = —y(p)[cBdp—d&] =0 (13)  single average distribution while the directions of theedif

ent single particle velocities and thus the various rotetio

bt the v proper coordinate frames is taken care in the an-

ngular dependence df(x,p,Qp), which eliminates the oth-

erwise required dependence of the volume element on the

proper particle-speed direction as givenm etal
, and references therein).

Clearly, this angular distribution must be introduced by
hand, making a reasonable guess. This, however does not
provide any problem as it can be chosen to be inherent to
di = dpx . with y(p)=1 (15)  the initial model. Again, in the case of an isotropic angular

mey(p')  moy(p) distribution it just gives, after integration, a factor of.4
and the single-particle phase-space volume including Eq.
(@J) is an invariant under Lorentz transformation

d*Xjd’p; =d*dpy (16)
This holds f h particl tel h that dThe evolution of the relativistic distribution function
IS holds Tor each parlicle separately such that one can ef(x,p,Qp) in a dynamical system is subject to the relativistic

fine a single-particle distribution function in the obseive Vlasov equation
frame by
of

fj(xj,p))d>;d®p; = fj(x},p})d>d®p  (17) 5; +[£,11=0,  (with # the Hamiltonian ~ (20)

The last expression follows because, in the particle res
frame, the energy remains unaffected by the transformatio
yielding as usuallgé” = cfd py. Hence,

dpx

dp&:vm)dpx(l—ﬁz):m (14)

which, of course, is just a special case of the well-known
transformation law

5 Applications
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written in the 3+1-split non-covariant representationgveh It is argued|(Dunkel etlal, 2007) that, if rigorous Lorentz
[...] is the classical Poisson bracket. In fact, hefgx,p) is invariance is imposed (as has been used in our strict
the 1-particle Hamiltonian. Under equilibrium conditiadhs definition of the general non-stationary distribution func
time dependence is dropped, and in thermal equilibrium thaiorﬁ) the correct (non-angular-dependent part of the) rela-
left-hand side is identically zero. tivistic thermal-equilibrium distribution should becorttee
modifiedduttner distribution. (The ordinary Maxwell-Juttner
Relativistic thermal equilibrium distribution distribution function was derived by er, 1911, who

. . o obtained it imposing translational invariance in momentum
The stationary thermal equilibrium distribution assuntes t space only.)

form of a relativistic variant of the Maxwell-Boltzmann dlis Dunkel et al (20Q7) chose a general approach starting from

tribution. Its determination poses a nontrivial problerh,(¢ 1o maximum-entro e
! - py principle for the Boltzmann-Shannon
e.g., Dunkel et al, 2007, and references therein) as the ther(relative) entropy density (actually the entropy densiey p

mal eqw!|br|_um ur_1der relativistic conditions is definedmao particle)s, as a functional of the distribution function
subtly, yielding different forms of the so-called Maxwell-

Juttner distribution. Its functional form must in fact be-d Y d
rived from putting the Boltzmann collision term Sol F(pI¢(p)] = _/ypd P f(p)log [(mc) f(p)} (24)
0= /d3p/0'coll dQcon [(f'f)" —f'f] x where/(p) = (m¢)~¢ is the constant momentum space den-

T PP , sity needed for normalising the argument of the logarithm,
X \/(p )+t (P)y2(p) - 1/mey(p) - (21)  ang 5 the momentum space volume. This is subject to the

to zero which, in the above equation, has been taken to vargonstraints

ish identically. Hereae is the collisional cross section, g :

anddQq the solid collisional deflection angle, and primed 1= '/Vpddpf(lo), &= /Vpdd f(p)e(p) (25)

and un-primed quantities refer to the two colliding padgs;!

while the asterisk refers to quantities after collisionisthen ~ where& is the average energy density, i.e. the scalar pres-

yields [(f'f)* — f'f] = 0 and, ultimately, the famous expo- sure which is the trace of the energy-momentum tefsdr,

nential Boltzmann-Gibbs dependence on energy: and g(p) = m&y(p) the relativistic particle energy. Defin-

ing the Haar measure to momentum space, they propose the

modified-Juttner distribution for arbitrary dimensiahdUn-

fortunately, however, Lorentz invariance is applied ordy t

momentum space.

The Lagrangean multipliers, ©g,©; must be determined as On using the Boltzmann collision-integral approach,

usual from particle number and global energy-momentumChacon-Acosta etlal (2010, and references therein) obtain

conservation; the 4-vector componegis have dimension another form in arbitrary dimensiomswhich, ford = 3, re-

of inverse energy which suggests that they relate to a particduces to the original Maxwell-Juttner function (alreadxeg

ular inverse-temperature 4-vector. Consistency with te ¢ earlier byl Israél, 1963).

lisionless part of the Vlasov equation yields that const

joes not depgnd on space, wrﬂe_could pecomg_a linear proaches only consider the momentum-space part of the vol-
-vector function of space. Under isotropic conditionsyho

. ume element neglecting the transformation of the spatial co
ever, only thg average energy comes into play, and one may iotes. thus keeping the factgt=macy(p) in the denom-
putall®; =0,i=1,2,3, keeping only the constab 7 0. inator of the momentum-space volume element. This is either
General form of distributionT his approach then leads to the not justified at all or it is argued that the particles are alic
canonical form of the isotropic relativistic distributidmnc- fined to a fixed box which is unaffected by the Lorentz trans-
tion formation and invariance. However, the momentum and con-

frelly(p)] =\ exp [—Gomc"y( p)] (23) figuration space volume elements the product of which forms
the phase-space volume element, are not independent, as we
have demonstrated above. Even in this case of a fixed outer

guessed from the requirement that the argument of the e)J-)OX' the particle’s proper spaces experience linear Larent
ponential should be dimensionless, which yieis— 1/T contractions when seen from the stationary frame of the ob-

(for rigorous argument, cf. 1sradl, 1963) identifying it STVer -6 from the box-frame perspective. The conserpien

the inverse of temperatufe of the macroscopic system of 1it is important to note that this is the only case which actsun
particles. Determination of\ requires solving for the nor-  for the required general Lorentz invariance of the compbéiase-
malisation of the distribution. Here the different appio@&  space volume element, and only under the condition of itislial
diverge, and there has no unambiguous consensus be foundk it possible to define a global phase-space distributiantfan.

f=Aexp (22)

s
—Oumcy(p) — _;eicd

Juttner-like thermal distribution.However, all these ap-

with the only remaining problem to determine the two La-
grangean multiplierg\ and ©q. The latter can simply be
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is that the extra proper Lorentz factgip) in the phase-space (23), (32), and[(31) define the correct relativistic isotcop
volume element cancels thereby guaranteeing and restorintpermal equilibrium distribution.
Lorentz invariance. The correct form of the normalisation [ jke the conventional Juttner distribution, the modified

condition is thus Juttner distribution given here refers to thermal eqtidib
y y v 3 y being just the relativistic version of the Boltzmann energy
N Z/dspp fraly(p), T =/d PP’ fraily(P)] (26)  istribution when taking into account Lorentz invariande o
the phase-space volume element. Observations of high en-
whereN" is the particle-current density 4-vector, alfid”  ergy particles, for instance Cosmic Ray spectra or spectra
the average energy-momentum tensor. When taking into acof energetic particles in the solar wind and in the vicinity
count the functional dependence of the relativistic distii  of shocks, frequently deviate quite strongly from suchriist

tion Eq. [23) on®, both can be derived from the Integral  putions exhibiting long non-thermal power law tails in en-
ergy and velocity. The physics of generation of such tails
f:/d3pfre|[y(p)] (27) is still a problem of intense research. Clearly such distri-
butions are not described by thermal equilibria; it is ulual
by differentiation with respect t®. For instance, withp? = assumed that highly non-linear wave particle interactians
mcy, one has for the average particle density in the observepon-equilibrium systems, i.e. mostly in the presence of col
frame (the stationary box) lisionless shock waves, or else plasma turbulence, would be
capable of generating particle spectra and distributioitis w
N=N°— _Nos (28) extended tails. Since in most cases those tails reach far int
- € 00 the relativistic domain one would from the beginning as-

. . . . . sume that the non-linear problem of tail generation should
Calculation of the integral is straightforward. Followiagr- P g

: ~ be treated relativisticall Ki ith relativistic threal
lier work dJUttndrI 1911 Israel, 1963; Chacon-Acostalet € treated retafivisically working with re1afivistic a

5010 introd herical-h : dinates i distributions as initial equilibrium conditions which, &h
) one introduces spherical-harmonic coordinates in moexposed to turbulence or non-linear processes, finallywevol

mentum space and Uses the u_sual representation of ﬂ}%Iativistic tails. These questions are particularly imgnt
Lorentz factor by hyperbolic functions as

in astrophysical applications to energetic particle spect
p(_’ = mccosh§ There have also been attempts to describe power law
p' = mcsinhé (sinBcosp,sinfsing,cosd) (29) tail distribution, calledk-distributions, as some intermediate
ithi—123and his vield thermodnamic equilibrium in non-linear or turbulent irster
withi=1,2,3 and 0< & <. This yields tion. Such attempts have so far been fairly artificial and aca

7 — [ 4% e @omccoste demi_c be_ing either based on a m_o_dification of BoItz_mann’s
- P collision integral or on the proposition of some speciahifor
_ 4n(mc)3/dEsinf?Ecos}fe’eomgCOShf (30) for the thermodynamic entropy depending on some free pa-
rameter likek. Distributions of this kind fit fairly well ob-

If one choses = coshE as dummy integration variable, the servations. In how far they obey a thermodynamic state has,
boundaries of the integral becomek < w. Performing the however, not been clarified from basic principles. It has als

integration yields not been shown, how the free parameteran be related to
internal non-linear plasma processes on which it must neces
K2(mc&0yp) 1 sarily depend if being real. In principle, of course, oneldou
_ 3h2 0 _
S = 4m(mg) mQ, ' ©o= T (31) extend formally the derivation of an equivalent to the it

function also for such distributions. However, as long &seh

an expression in which the second order modified Bessejs no thermodynamic basis for them this remains a purely
function K>(z) appears instead d€1(z). This result is dif-  academic problem.

ferent from those obtained without taking into account the
correct Lorentz invariance of the full phase-space volume e
ement, including the configuration space.

Taking the derivative as prescribed above we find

Various plasma quantities

The Lorentz-invariant property of the phase-space volume

NO mc mc me\1 2t element has consequences for the definition of a number

= AmeTe [3K2< ) + ?Kl( )] (32)  of phase-space averages of plasma parameters. These come
into play via the relativistic variation of the particle nsas

This is slightly more complicated than Juttner’s nornelis  m— my(p) which depends on the single particle momentum.
tion but takes into account the correct Lorentz invariarfce o Hence, in presence of large particle numbers the collective
the phase-space volume element as required by relatimity. | averages of some quantities imply the phase-space integra-
any application it is therefore preferable over the forrges.  tion over all contributing particles.

A\

T

T
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Plasma frequency which retains the functional form of the inertial length eve
The square of the plasma frequency of particles of rest mass the relativistic case yielding for the root.mean-squafre
Mmoe and chargeayy is defined ago? = 2Ny /eomy, Where  the inertial length ofath particle specied[®' = \/(A2) =

Mg = Mog y(p) andN is the particle density which follows ¢/, /(w2), simply replacing the non-relativistic plasma fre-
from the zeroth moment of the relativistic distribution &dn  quency with its relativistic average. This form remains un-
tion_. Under relativistic conditions v_vith the single palée  changed even in the case when the plasma moves at bulk
having proper Lorentz factong p), this becomes Lorentz factor™ (po), for the reasons explained above.

(@)= a / d3xd3p]c (D)= / d*p fa(p) (33) Alfvén speed, Mach number, magnetisation parameter

" gomea ) y(p) wo". y(p) “ As alast quantity we consider the relativistic Alfvéen vaty.

The extra Lorentz factor in the denominator of the integrandThe Alfvén speed is defined ¥ = B/./LiomN showing that

arises from the relativistic mass-dependence on the propdf 9€Pends on the average particle mass demshty SinceN

v(p). When introducing the rest-frame denshi§) and as- is given as the zero moment of the distribution function, one

suming that the relativistic distribution is homogeneaus i 9€neralises the mass density as

configuration space the integration over space can be per- 3

formed leading to the second form in the above equation, {MaNor) :/d P Y(P) fa(p) (37)

wherew?, = g2 Nog / €0Moy is the square of the nonrelativis- _ o

tic plasma frequency. The above expression takes into acONe may note that particles of high internal momentum con-

count that each particle has its own relativistic mass whichtribute substantially to the relativistic mass density lg b

depends on its proper momentum. coming relativistically heavier. Moreover, if the plasmea e
So far we assumed that the plasma in the observer’s framBiPits a bulk flow with Lorentz factoF (po), then the mass

is at rest, in which case only the proper motions of the par-density increases as. o ) _
ticles count. If there is a bulk flow with bulk momentyp Calculation of the relativistic Alfvén velocity can be don

then the un-primed frame can be considered as the rest frani8 @nalogy to calculating the inertial scale by takkgand
of the plasma as a whole, and a new observer frame can ba/€raging its inverse over the phase space. This yields

defined in which the plasma moves with bulk Lorentz factor B

I (po). In this case the average density and mass transform VI =\ (VB) = —— (38)

like N — NI'(pg) and (mq) — (mg )T (po), where from Eq. V Ho(MaNa)

((ck)) Here the relativistic particles reduce the Alfvén speed du

(Ma) :mOa{/ d3p fa(p)}il (34) to their increasing mass effect. This also implies that the

v(p) Mach number# =V /Va will increase, if the plasma flows

yielding that the ratio oNr(pO)/<ma>r(pO) remains inde-  with bulk velocityV = Crfl\/ 2—1, in which case the Mach

pendent of (po). Thus, for bulk relativistic flows the bulk number becomes proportionalt4™ ~.#0v/T2? -1, where

Lorentz factoi (pp) drops out of the plasma frequency, mak- -#o is the non-relativistic Mach number.

ing it independent of any relativistic bulk flows. Finally, a comment on the magnetisation parameter (in-
verse plasmg) is in place. This is defined as the ratio of the

Relativistic length scales ; L s
L magnetic to kinetic energy densities
The above definition of the plasma frequency leads to the g 9y

relativistic redefinition of some lengths which depend am th B2
plasma frequency. These are the Debye length and the inertia Om= 2UoNK
scales. The Debye leng#ty does not depend on the particle

mass. Because of this reason it remains invariant as long aghereK =T + &in is the sum of thermal and kinetic plasma
no bulk flow is considered. In a medium flowing with bulk €nergies, the latter playing a role only in plasma in bulk mo-
momentunpg having a bulk Lorentz factdF(py) its density tion. A plasma not in bulk motion has thus constant magneti-

(39)

dependence causes a weak dependence sation parametes;, = const. However, when the plasmais in
bulk relativistic motion, one had — NI"(pp), and the mag-
Ao = Apo/ /T (Po) (35) netisation parameter decreases. Moreover, if the bullkggner

As for the inertial scaled, = ¢/wy, on the other hand, it  is substantially larger than the thermal energy, as is tse ca
is clear that the dependence of the plasma frequency makd8 ultra-relativistic cool flows which are important in astr
them sensitive to the internal Lorentz factor as contaimed i physics, one hasiin 0T (po) > T and thus
the def|n|t|_on Eq.II;SB) of th_e plgsma frequenlcy. I.t is obtdine g2 1
by averaging the inverse inertial length taking into acd¢oun Om = 0 <1 (40)
that fo is normalised 2UoNK ~ 2(po)

c? 2 c? which usually is very small and in this form is commonly
A2 = (wg) = (A2) (36)  used in ultra-relativistic astrophysical flows.
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Under this condition a flow can be considered as very New J Physics 9:144-157, DOI 10.1088/1367-2630/9/5/144,
weakly magnetised unless it becomes capable of generating [arXivicond-mat/0610045
its own strong equi-partition magnetic field. This is theecas Fried BD (1959) Mechanism for instability of transverse spiea

when the Weibel instability (Weibiél, 1999; Friéd, 1059)dak ~ Waves. Phys Fluids 2:337, DOI 10.1063/1.1705933
over under some well defined conditions. Israel W (1963) Relativistic kinetic theory of a simple gasMath

Physics 4:1163-1181, DOI 10.1063/1.1704047
Juttner F (1911) Das Maxwellsche Gesetz der Geschwiniigke
verteilung in der Relativtheorie. Ann Physik (Leipzig) 38396—
882, DOI 10.1002/andp.19113390503
ndau LD, Lifshitz EM (1975) The classical theory of fields| 2.
Pergamon Press, Oxford, UK

6 Conclusions

In summary, we have given here an argument for the Lorentz2

invariance of the phase-space volume element and Cong - ra Tk (2009) Relativistic equilibrium distributidny rela-

strl_Jcted the corresponding relativistic d!strlbut|on dtion. tive entropy maximization. Europhysics Letters 88:40,@0!

This has consequences for the_z f:a!culanon_ of some rglevant 10.1209/0295-5075/88/400G9. 09092732

plasma parameters in the relativistic domain. Applicatbn  yan Kampen NG (1968) Relativistic Thermodynamics of Mov-

such parameters can be found in the cyclotron-maser theory ing Systems. Phys Review 173:295-301, DOI 10.1103/PhysRev

as for instance in the aurora or solar physics as well as in as- 173.295

trophysics, and to radiation belt problems where relativis Weibel ES (1959) Spontaneously growing transverse waves in

particles come into play. plasma due to an anisotropic velocity distribution. Phyg Rett
We have also shown that tisotropic thermal equilibrium 2:83-84, DOI 10.1103/PhysRevLett.2.83 o

distribution function in a relativistic plasma Eq_{23) can be Weinberg S (1973) Gravitation and Cosmology: Principles Ap-

given analytically [see EGB2]; it has the form of a modi- plications of the General Theory of Relativity. John Wiley &

fied Juttner distribution. Calculation of the anisotrothier- Sons, Inc., New York, London, Sydney, Toronto

mal distribution which has been argued is more correct than

the isothermal (Isra€l, 1963; van Kampen, 1968; Nakamura,

) in the relativistic case would be more involved and

becomes possible only when the 4-vector of inverse temper-

ature is properly taken into account. Since these questions

have not yet been clarified even in basic relativistic thermo

dynamics, we have not invested any effort into the determi-

nation of the general relativistic distribution in that eashe

normalisation condition changes when the exact Lorentz in-

variance of the phase space volume is taken into account.

This has consequences for the relativistic ideal gas laws,

which have not been explored in this letter. The interesting

temperature-4-vector as well as anisotropic cases pose fur

ther hurdles and have not been considered here.
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