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The problem of the electromagnetic radiation of an accelerated charged particle is one of the
most controversial issues in Physics since the beginning of the last century, representing one of the
most popular unsolved problems of the Modern Physics. Different equations of motion have been
proposed throughout history for a point charge including the electromagnetic radiation emitted, but
all these expressions show some limitations. An equation based on the principle of conservation of
energy is proposed in this work for the ultra-relativistic motion. Different examples are analyzed
showing that the energy lost by the charge agrees with the Liénard formula. This proposed equation
has been compared with the Landau-Lifshitz equation obtaining a good agreement in the range of

application of the Landau-Lifshitz formula.

I. INTRODUCTION

When a charged particle is accelerated it radiates elec-
tromagnetic energy according to the well-known Liénard
formula [I]. The energy lost comes from the particle’s
kinetic energy and consequently a reaction force must
act on the radiating particle for accounting such loss of
kinetic energy. The equation of motion of a charged par-
ticle including the reaction force has been a subject of in-
terest during the last 100 years and it has become one of
the most popular unsolved problems of Modern Physics.
The first formula of the reaction force was the Abraham-
Lorentz formula [2] 3], which was extended to a Lorentz-
covariant form by Dirac in 1938 [4]. This expression is
called the Lorentz-Abraham-Dirac (LAD) equation and
suffers from some problems. Firstly, the LAD equation
involves the temporal derivative of the acceleration and
hence the initial position and velocity of the particle does
not determine the solution uniquely. For this reason, one
extra initial condition is needed compared to the New-
tonian mechanics. Secondly, if the external force is zero
the LAD equation admits solutions that accelerate ex-
ponentially in addition to the trivial solution of uniform
motion. These solutions are called runaway solutions and
violate the principle of conservation of energy. The run-
away solutions can be avoided by artificially introducing
a preacceleration, but then the causality is violated. Fur-
thermore, the LAD equation does not agree with the the-
ory of Compton scattering except in the weak field case
5]

As a consequence of the inherent difficulties of the LAD
equation, several alternative formulations have been pro-
posed. Mo and Papas proposed in 1971 a new radiation
reaction force formula that avoids the runaway solutions
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as well as the preacceleration phenomenon, assuming a
reaction force proportional to the acceleration of the par-
ticle rather than the velocity [6]. Ford and O’Connell
proposed in 1991 an alternative equation based on the
use of the generalized quantum Langevin equation for
an electron with a finite size [7]. Hartemann and Luh-
man [§], Yaghjian [9], and Hammond [I0] have proposed
other equations, but the most famous reaction force is
the Landau-Lifshitz (LL) equation [II] that can be ob-
tained assuming that the radiation reaction force is much
smaller than the external electromagnetic force. But the
LL equation can also be obtained as a limit of the self-
force modeling the electron as a sphere [12], [13]. Thus,
the LL theory has been proposed as the correct equation
of motion of a classical point charge [I4] and it has even
been recently verified experimentally measuring the emis-
sion spectra of electrons and positrons penetrating into
aligned single crystals [I5]. However, the LL equation
is not totally correct since it predicts no reaction force
when the particle has a linear acceleration although in
this case the radiation losses are practically negligible for
typical electric fields [I]. Moreover, the LL equation fails
for electromagnetic fields with abrupt changes, i.e. for
high frequencies and/or high intensities [16].

The purpose of this work is the derivation of a new
equation that overcomes these difficulties. The article is
organized as follows. In Sec. [[] the basic principles and
the approximations to obtain the new proposed reaction
force are discussed. In Sec. [[II] the proposed reaction
force is solved for some simple physical examples com-
paring the results with the LL equation. We conclude
the paper with final remarks in Sec. [[V}

II. THE PROPOSED REACTION FORCE

Radiation from charged particles becomes important
for ultra-relativistic particles and its emission is concen-



trated in the direction of motion of the particle with a
symmetric angular distribution around this direction [IJ.
Consequently, we will assume that the reaction force is
antiparallel to the velocity v, i.e.

Fr = _FR‘;7 (1)

with v = v/||v||, in order to satisfy in average the prin-
ciple of conservation of energy and momentum when the
emission is produced. Note that ||| indicates the eu-
clidean norm of a vector on the 3-dimensional space R3.
On the other hand, in the average distance, called mean
free path [17]
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where E. = %hc'y3 /p is the critical energy, p is the in-
stantaneous radius of curvature of the trajectory, v is the
Lorentz relativistic factor, & is the reduced Planck con-
stant, ¢ is the speed of light in vacuum and o ~ ﬁ is
the fine-structure constant. Thus, the principle of con-
servation of energy during a small displacement Az gives

the relation FrAz = §Z(E), i.e.

(E) = E, 3)

Fr =+, (4)

which depends only on v and p. The radiation emitted
by an extremely relativistic charge is approximately the
same as that of a particle moving instantaneously in a
circular arc of radius of curvature [I]:

IR (5)

where ||V || is the magnitude of the perpendicular com-
ponent with respect to v of the acceleration. Note that
the dot indicates a time derivative. The equation of mo-
tion of the particle will be

p = myv + myv = Fex + Fr, (6)

where p is the relativistic linear momentum, m is the rest
mass of the particle and Foyy is the external force applied
to the charged particle, e.g. the Lorentz force. Therefore,
projecting the equation of motion in the perpendicular
direction, we obtain

. o Fext,J_
V] = my . (7)

Hence, substituting in Eq. 7 the following reaction
force is obtained

Tm e N T 3
Fr = — " 07 [Fox PV ~ =9 |Fex L]0,
me mc

(8)
where the characteristic time 7, = % 1 Wlao nisz has been
defined; e is the elementary charge, ¢y is the vacuum
electric permittivity and § = v/c. This proposed reaction
force will be a great approximation for ultra-relativistic
particles. Note that if the acceleration is parallel to the
velocity, the Eq. erroneously predicts a null reaction
force as e.g. the Landau-Lifshitz force. Nevertheless, for
a given magnitude of applied force, the radiation emitted
due to a perpendicular acceleration is a factor v2 larger
than with a parallel acceleration [I]. Consequently, ()
suggests the addition of an identical term for the parallel
component of the force without the factor 42. Thus, the
following final expression is obtained

T N
Fr =" (V|Fext, . |* + [Fexi y[*) V. (9)
me
As a first check, we see that in absence of the external
force the reaction force is zero. An alternative demon-
stration using four-vectors is included in the Appendix.

III. SPECIAL CASES AND COMPARISON
WITH THE LANDAU-LIFSHITZ EQUATION

Now we will solve the equation of motion @ assum-
ing the proposed reaction force @D for an electron (with
charge ¢ = —e) in different basic physical situations com-
paring the results with those of the Landau-Lifshitz re-
action force equation [I1]

(10)

where FM is the electromagnetic field tensor [I]
and wu” is the four-velocity; the metric tensor is
g"" = diag(1,—1,—1,—1). In the three-dimensional form
it can be written for an electron as [I§]

FLL:Tm{ey({gt+(v-V)]E+{vx [gt—&-(v-V)}
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me c
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(11)
where E and B are the external electric and magnetic
field, respectively.



A. DMotion perpendicular to uniform magnetic field

In this first example, we are going to assume a uniform
magnetostatic field B = Byz and motion in the xy-plane.
Then, the proposed reaction force @ and the LL force
(11) are simply

Tm€2

Fr=FrL=— v’ Bjv, (12)

where v &~ ¢ has been assumed. The solution of the mo-
tion for the general initial conditions (xo, yo), (Vz0, Uy0)
is

vy (t) =e" 7

Uy(t) = €777 [—vg0 Sin(weT) + vyo cos(weT)],

7 [vz0 cos(weT) + vyo sin(weT)]

(13)
x(t) = xo + va0l1(T) + vyola(7),
y(t) = Yo — veola(7) + vyol1(7),
where we have defined the auxiliary integrals
/ \/1527_2” cos(w,T
(14)

/ sin wc
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the following quantities w. = eBy/m, o = T,w? and the
proper time 7 that can be expressed in the laboratory
frame time ¢ as

1 5 — e2015
=—In|—— | —t¢ 15
Tt < 0—1 > (15)
with § = 1= 17¢- Note that By = vo/c, vo = (v +v2)/?
and vy = (1 — 53) 172,
Furthermore, we can calculate the energy lost per unit
time —% = —mc2 ‘flt, obtaining
dE Tm7 02 B2y2
= Bgv 16
dt mc (16)

that agrees with the Liénard formula [I]

P =

TmY>
mc (

- %), (17)

if it is particularized for the considered uniform magnetic
field.

Figureshows the trajectory in the zy-plane of an
ultra-relativistic electron. As it is expected, the motion
is a spiral due to the radiated energy by the accelerated
electron.

B. Motion parallel to uniform electric field

In this case we will assume a homogeneous static elec-
tric field E = Eyz and motion in the z-axis. Hence, the
proposed reaction force @D is
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FIG. 1. Motion of an electron with an initial total energy of
100 GeV in a perpendicular magnetic field of B = 1 T for
the first 50 ps (the vectors indicate the initial and final veloc-
ity). The dashed line shows the circular trajectory with radius
o = m~ovo/(eB) obtained if the radiation is neglected.
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R oV (18)
and the Landau-Lifshitz force (11) is Fry, = 0. The

general solution of this motion is

ust) =7 (00=(t) = oo + T2 (1 sgn(e)elt,  (19)

m02

qEo(1 — sgn(v;)e)

where the dimensionless parameter € = % ~ 3.68 x
10721 Eo(V/m) has been defined and sgn(x) is the sign
function. The solution of the Landau-Lifshitz force, i.e.
neglecting the losses due to the radiation, is obtained by
substituting € = 0. Thus, it can be seen that for typical
values of the electric fields in conventional particle ac-
celerators, i.e, Ey ~ 100 MV /m, this parameter includes
a small perturbation to the motion obtained neglecting
the effects of radiation. The cumulative energy lost as a
function of time is given by

=me(y(t,e = 0) = (¢,

2(t) = 20 + () =), (20)

AE(t) €)) = qEquste + O (%) .

(21)
If we make the approximation v, =~ c¢ this equation
is analogous to the Liénard equation , as it is ex-
pected. Hence, our proposed reaction force will be
valid as long as ¢ <« 1, i.e. up to electric fields
of the order of 10 V/m. It is important to re-
mark that the effects of the radiation are in general
totally negligible in this case. For example, an elec-

tron initially at rest accelerated with an electric field of



1 GV/m during 100 m has finally an energy of
~100 GeV, but the predicted losses due to the radia-
tion are ~0.36 eV in such distance. However, Eq.
shows that the energy lost as a function of time is propor-
tional to the square of the electric field. Consequently, if
the electric field is increased four or five orders of mag-
nitude (i.e. for electric fields ~10-100 TV/m) the radi-
ated energy will become very important. These ultrahigh
electric fields have been predicted using X-ray wakefield
acceleration in metallic crystals [I9] [20] and hence the LL
equation cannot be used in their simulations, whereas the
novel reaction force presented in this manuscript will be
a good approximation.

C. Motion in an electromagnetic plane wave

In this section we are going to study the motion of an
electron due to a linear polarized electromagnetic plane
wave with fields E = Ej cos(wt — kz)%, B = By cos(wt —
kz)y with w = ck and Fy = ¢By. The fourth order
Runge-Kutta method has been used to numerically solve
the electron relativistic dynamics. The radiated power
can be calculated as
dE
dt’
i.e., the difference between the power obtained from the
external force (the Lorentz force) and the variation of the
total energy per unit of time.

Figure 2| shows the comparison between the trajecto-
ries obtained using the proposed reaction force @D and
the LL equation for different frequencies w, showing
that the disagreement between the trajectories becomes
very important at higher frequencies. Furthermore, Fig.
shows the comparison between the Liénard formula
and the radiated power when the electron relativis-
tic dynamics is numerically solved using the proposed
reaction force and the LL equation. It can be seen that
the new reaction force agrees with the Liénard formula,
while the LL equation does not have a good accordance.
It is interesting to remark that the radiated power asso-
ciated with the proposed reaction and the LL equation is
similar, but the power predicted by the Liénard formula
is different in each case since the motion is different (see
Figure [2).

Figure [d] shows the difference between the Liénard for-
mula and the radiated power for different frequencies w
in order to study the differences between the two forces
when the electromagnetic fields have very rapid changes.
Firstly, we can see that the discrepancy between the ra-
diated power obtained using the LL equation and the
Liénard equation increases linearly with the frequency.
Nevertheless, the discrepancy is negligible for the pro-
posed reaction force. Therefore, it has been verified that
the emitted radiation calculated with the proposed reac-
tion force agrees much better to the Liénard formula for
high frequencies than the LL equation which definitively
fails.

Prad = Fext V- (22)
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FIG. 2. Comparison between the trajectory obtained using
the proposed reaction force (R) and the LL equation for Ey =
1 TV/m and (a) w = 10 rad/s, (b) w = 10" rad/s, (c)
w = 10'® rad/s. The initial conditions are ro = 0, vo = voX
with an initial electron total energy of 10 GeV.
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FIG. 3. Comparison between the Liénard formula and the
radiated power associated with the motion obtained using the
proposed reaction force (a) and the LL equation (b) for Ey = 1
TV/m, w = 10"® rad/s, and the initial conditions ro = 0,
vo = voX and an initial electron total energy of 10 GeV. The
time is normalized to the period of the plane wave T = 27 /w.

D. Motion in an undulator

Finally, we are going to consider an ultra-relativistic
electron moving in a planar undulator as it is depicted in
Figure In the planar undulator, near the z-axis, the
magnetic field can be approximated by [21]

&@:mm{Ta, (23)

u

where )\, is the undulator period length. If we consider
a trajectory in the xz-plane and assume that the energy
is constant (i.e. -y is constant), the horizontal component
is given by

x(z) = sin (ky2) , (24)

kw182

where we have imposed an initial velocity v,(z = 0) =
—Kec/v, vl = Be, xo = 0; ky = 21/A,, K = % is
the undulator parameter and

K? K?
is the velocity (in units of ¢) of the electron in the z-
direction.
In this example, the proposed reaction force is given
by

Tm62

Fr = 2B sin? (ky2) v, (26)
m

and the LL equation is this Eq. plus a term due to
the spatial derivative of the magnetic field. Nevertheless,
for typical values of the undulator period (about tens of
mm) this additional term is negligible since the magnetic
field has not a sufficient strong spatial variation. Conse-
quently, the discrepancies between the proposed reaction
force and the LL equation when they are numerically
solved are totally negligible.

Figure [f] displays the trajectory obtained solving the
proposed reaction force compared to the Eq. show-
ing that the difference is negligible for typical values
even when the electron energy is 500 GeV. However, this
approximation assumes no radiation and therefore can-
not be used in order to take into account the effects of
the electron electromagnetic energy loss in the radiation
spectrum.

The energy lost per one undulator period can be cal-
culated using the Liénard expression obtaining [22]

2 2K?
AFE(period) = gwahc’y)\ , (27)
and the relative energy loss § is given by
AE(period)  (27)? .7
0= = K-— 28
o> 5 7K (28)
ah

where r, = e is the classical electron radius.

Figure [7] shows the energy lost per one period as a
function of the number of period of the undulator. It
can be seen that the result obtained with the proposed
reaction force agrees with the Liénard expression. As
a consequence of the electron energy decrease along the
trajectory, the electromagnetic radiation from different
undulators drops out of synchronism. Thus, the proposed
reaction force can be easily used to calculate the radiation
spectrum taking into account this effect. The interfering
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FIG. 4. Discrepancies between the Liénard formula and the radiated power associated with the motion obtained using the
plane wave T = 27 /w.

proposed reaction force (R) and the LL equation for different frequencies w: (a) w = 10'® rad/s, (b) w = 10'° rad/s, (c)

w = 10'7 rad/s and (d) w = 10'® rad/s. Same Ey and initial conditions as in Fig.
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is the difference of phase between the emission in the
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(n 4+ 1)-th and the n-th period of the undulator, N is
the total number of periods, A is the wavelength of the

emitted radiation and

FIG. 5. Scheme of electron motion in an undulator. Adapted

from [21].
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factor associated with the emission of electromagnetic
radiation in each period of the undulator is given by [22]

AC Dbeing the length of the electron trajectory and

AC
B).

Z exp (i® (z,)),

Ay the length of the photon trajectory (see Figure

(29)
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FIG. 6. (a) Comparison between the trajectory obtained us-
ing the proposed reaction force (R) and the analytical approx-
imation of an electron with an initial total energy of 17.5
GeV and in a planar undulator with K = 4 and A\, = 40 mm
after 1000 periods. These numerical values correspond to the
European XFEL parameters [22]. (b) Same as (a) but with
an initial energy of 500 GeV.

When we assume that 7 is constant, the interfering
factor is given by

sin (Nﬂ"\—)\l)

Lt (0) = sin (Wﬁ) (32)
Py

with A\; = 2/\7“2 (1 + K72> We can deduce from this ex-
0

pression that the resonance occurs at the wavelengths
A = A1 /k being k an integer (the k-th harmonic) and
the width of the maxima is inversely proportional to N.
Otherwise, if we assume that the relative energy ¢ is con-
stant, the phase is given by [22]

TAy ( K?

o 1+2> (n—1)(1+d(n—2), (33)

®(2,) =

where 7 is the initial relativistic factor. On the other
hand, using the proposed reaction force to numerically
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FIG. 7. Comparison between the energy lost per one undu-
lator period using the proposed reaction force (R) and the
Liénard expression as a function of the number of period
n. The electron has an initial total energy of 17.5 GeV and
the planar undulator parameters are K = 4 and A, = 40 mm.
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FIG. 8. Scheme of the electron trajectory in order to calculate
the resonance condition of the emitted radiation.

solve the electron dynamics, we can calculate the value
of A1, as a discretization of the integral of the path de-
scribed by the electron:

A—C

/\1’n=<AC—AC> = Z%—‘Zc—&ﬂ
g ~ [
n J n
(34)
Thus, we are going to compare the interfering factor
using the three different approximations: Eq. —.
Figure [9] shows the normalized intensity as a function of
the energy of the emitted photons for the first and sec-
ond harmonic. It can be seen that the approximation
of ¢ constant and using the proposed reaction force
agree very well. As a consequence of the energy lost
by the electron along the trajectory, the peak maximum
decreases and is redshifted. Furthermore, the spectrum
is also wider compared to the case neglecting the energy
loss. These three effects can be clearly seen in Figure
where the number of periods NV and the initial energy
have been increased. In this case, the first harmonic has a
very wide spectrum and the normalized intensity is lower
than the 2 % of the peak maximum predicted neglecting
the energy loss. Moreover, it can be seen that the ap-



proximation of § constant agrees well with the case using
the proposed reaction force, although in this extreme case
there is a small discrepancy.

Thus, in this last example we have checked that the
proposed reaction force is consistent with the typical ap-
proximations that are made in the undulators theory.
Furthermore, the way that we have proposed in order
to calculate the spectrum using the reaction force can be
evidently used for any magnetic field. For example, the
effects of the magnetic field nonuniformity along the hor-
izontal X-axis due to finite poles could be easily studied.
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IV. CONCLUSIONS

A new reaction force has been proposed to take into
account the electromagnetic radiation emitted from an
accelerated charged particle. The proposed reaction force
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FIG. 10. Spectra of the electromagnetic radiation as a func-
tion of the photon energy hc/A. (a) Normalized intensity
|Iins /N|? associated with an electron with an initial total en-
ergy of 175 GeV and a planar undulator with parameters:
K =4 and A\, =40 mm, N = 3000. (b) Zoom of the spectra

calculated using Eq. (33fi34).

works equal or better than the Landau-Lifshitz force in
the analyzed cases. Firstly, this new reaction force allows
to introduce the radiation when the motion is parallel
to an electric field, while the Landau-Lifshitz equation
predicts no radiation in such case. Secondly, the pro-
posed reaction force agrees much better than the Landau-
Lifshitz force with the Liénard formula for electromag-
netic fields with rapid changes. Moreover, this new reac-
tion force is much easier to numerically solve and imple-
ment since it does not depend on the derivatives of the
electromagnetic fields.
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APPENDIX: ALTERNATIVE DEMONSTRATION
OF THE PROPOSED REACTION FORCE

The Liénard formula for the radiated power in terms
of the four-velocity is given by [I]

du* du
Prad = —Tmm (d’r) <dql'u‘) 5 (35)

where 7 is the proper time. If we assume that the external
force is the Lorentz force F}' = ¢F'*"u,, the equation of
motion taking into account the radiation is

du*
dr

m =F!'+F" (36)

rad*”

Thus, the temporal component is the variation of the
total energy per unit of time

dE cF"
= —¢E- —rad 37
g BV (37)

where the second term is the contribution due to the radi-
ated power P.,q. Consequently, the temporal component
of the reaction force is

7’7Prad _
c C

Praa
ra UO

0 _
Frad* 2 )

(38)

where the minus sign indicates that the particle is radi-
ating energy. This equation suggests that the reaction
force is proportional to the four-velocity, obtaining the
following four-force

Pad Tmm [ du” du,,
Pt =2 () () o

If we assume that the reaction force is much less impor-

tant than the Lorentz force, i.e. m%% = F}', the vector

dr
component of (39) is

Tm?

Fraa = — (VIFLL?+FLyl?) ¥, (40)

me?

that coincides with the proposed reaction force @ ifor
c is assumed.
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