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Abstract

In larXiv:0806.4682 the self-energy and self-angular matomran(i.e.,
electromagnetic mass and spin) of a classical point-eleatrere calculated
ina Colombeau algebra. Inthe present paper these quaatiealculated in
the better known framework of ‘regularized distributions,, the customary
setting used in field-theory to manipulate diverging ingédgyrdistributions,
and their products. The purpose is to compare these two fvarke, and
to highlight the reasons why the Colombeau theory of noaliggeneralized
functions could be the physically preferred setting for mgkhese calcu-
lations. In particular, it is shown that, in the Colombeagehira, the point-
electron’s mass and spin aexactintegrals of squares of delta-functions,
whereas this is only an approximation in the customary fraonk.

1 Introduction

In Referencel[1] we calculated the electromagnetic massspimdof a classical
point-electron defined as a pole-dipole singularity of trexell field. Since these
guantities are nonlinear in the fields, as well as divergbet, were calculated in a
Colombeau algebra which provided the framework requiredutiiply the fields
interpreted as distributions in a mathematically meanihgfanner.

The Colombeau algebrais however only one possible ass@;iedmmutative
differential algebra of generalized functions containiing spacé’ of Schwartz
distributions as a linear subspace: The distinctive feattithe Colombeau algebra
G is that the embedding @ is such that’>, the algebra of smooth functions, is
a faithful differential subalgebra @f, seel[2] 3]. This feature has the momentous
consequence thatll properties of a physical theory that are valid for smooth
functions remain valid when this theory is embedded into @beau algebra
This is for instance the case of classical electrodynamitsch is essentially
a continuum theory: Embedding classical electrodynamits & Colombeau
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algebra leads to a theory that is mathematically meanigfdiconsistent for both
smooth and distributional potentials, fields, and changeent distributions, as
well as any of their linear or nonlinear algebraic combioiagi.

Yet, not much use was made of the powerful properties of thierGloeau
algebra in the calculations made in Reference [1]: Apannfiaroviding the
framework allowing distributions to be multiplied, its maapplication was to
define a generalized functiGhwhich enabled to greatly simplify the computation
of nonlinear quantities such as the self-energy and theasgjfilar-momentum. In
fact, theG-setting would have been truly essential if these nonligeantities were
used in subsequent calculations in which they would have he#her multiplied
by other nonlinear generalized functions. Instead, theywanply integrated to
yield scalars quantities, i.e., mass and spin.

In this paper it will be shown that the electromagnetic maskspin, as well as
the total self-force and the total self-momentum, can adigtbe calculated in the
more elementary framework of ‘regularized distributiotigt is in the ‘sequence
algebra’ which is possibly more familiar to physicists ttiaaColombeau algebﬂa.

This will enable to compare the mathematically rigorousgladtions made in
Reference [1] to the analogous calculations made in thispapng the empirically
justified methods well known to physicists, and thus to hglitlthe differences
between these two methodologies in order to clarify the eptuial advantages of
the Colombeau method. This is the main objective of this pape

2 The sequence algebréC>)?

Let us consider the s¢€>)" of all the usual sequences of smooth functions on
R™. As is well known, when considered with the usual termwiserapons on
sequences of function&>)" is a commutative differential algebra. Namely, its
elements can be added and multiplied arbitrarily, and tleyhle differentiated
any number of times. Now, to be formally as close as possibtee definition

of the Colombeau algebra given in Ref! [1], we will use thentésequence’
for expressions such dan, ., F, wheree € Z, with Z :=|0, 1], even though
mathematicians reserve this term to mappings> F, wheren € N, so that

¢ — 0 corresponds té/n — 0 asn — oco. Then, instead ofC>)", we designate
the ‘sequence algebra’ f¢>°)%, and we define:

For an elementary introduction to Colombeau algebras aetkation of references see [4] or
[5]. For a more comprehensive introduction see [6].



Definition 1 (Sequence algebra)Let 2 be an open set iiR", letZ =0, 1[C R,
and lete € 7 be a parameter. The ‘sequence algebra’ is the differentgelora

(C)E(Q) = {fE . IxQ—C,
(6,) = £(@) }, @1

where the sequencigs are C* functions in the variableg € (2. The compactly
supported distributions are embedded ()% by convolution with the scaled
regularizerp,, i.e.3

@)= [ Lo () 1) = [ o) s+ ). @)

o € €

where the regularizing function is writterto make clear thatit is nota Colombeau
mollifier n € A,. That is, the only constraint on the regularizer S is to be
normalized in such a way that

/ dz" p(z) = 1. (2.3)
Q

For example, the regularizations of the Dirac and Heaviidetions in) = R,
that is their embeddings ii€>)* (R), are

de(z) = %p(—%), and H(x) = /OO dz p(z) = /l‘/e dz p(—z).
o - (2.4)

Conversely it is possible to recover any distributjofrom its regularizations
by means of its definition as a functional, i.e., as the edeinee class
+oo

f(T) :=lim dx f(z) T(x), VT (z) € D, (2.5)

e—0 o

whereT is any test-function, and, any representative sequence fof But, of
course, not all sequences are distributions. For exampéesquare of Dirac’s
o-function defined as the square of its embedding (2.4), i.e.,

2 ._ 2 — i 2( %
(92)e(a) i= (5)%(x) = 5 (7). (2.6)
is not a distribution because, making the change of varsabte —ey,
1 [t dy - . M3
i) )T =T TR — )

o0

2This definition due to Colombeau differs by a sign from thealsiefinition of regularization.
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where the constant/[%] is the moment

+o0
M7 22/_ dy y" p*(y). (2.8)

[e.9]

The sequence algebf@>*)* contains the distributions embedded according to
(2.2) as a subspace. These embedded distributions carfotieche ‘multiplied’
in the sense that their product is associative and comnaatat{C>)*. But apart
from being the product of two regularized objects, this picichasno particular
meaning: In general, the product of two embedded distmgtior continuous
functions will not be a distribution or continuous functj@md even the product of
two embedded smooth functions wilbt be equal to the embedding of the product
of the two original smooth functions.

On the other hand, and especially in the perspective of ysipal applica-
tions, the remarkable property of the Colombeau algébsathat the algebrg>
of the smooth functions is a faithful differential subalgelof G, thanks to the
Colombeau regularization which insures the compatibbgyween the products
of these functions iG> and the products of their embedding%init then follows
that the properties which in a physical theory are true’fdrobjects are automat-
ically extended to thei§-embeddings when that theory is considered irather
then inC®.

However, working in(C>)% can nevertheless lead to physically meaningful
results, and it is of interest in view of getting a better ustinding of the physical
significance of the Colombeau algebra to compare calculatioade inC>)? to
those made iig/, as will be done in this paper.

3 Point singularities in D’ and in (C>)*

While classical electrodynamics is fundamentally a canim theory, itis possible
to consistently introduce point charges through distidntheory. The basic idea
is to replace the classical Coulomb potentiat of a point charge by the weak
limit of the sequence of distributions|[7, p. 144], [8, p.51]

6(r) == “Hy(r),  where  H(r):=limH(r — a), (3.1)

o r a—0

wheree is the electric charge of an electron at rest at the origirpaiar coordinate
system, and = || the modulus of the radius vecfbConsistent with Schwartz's

3We write o rather tharz in subscript to emphasize thais not an index but the parameter of
a limiting sequence. This parameteis also not a regularizing parameter suck as(Z2.2).
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local structure theoremy(r) is the derivative ofe lim, .o log(r/a)H(r — a), a
C° functionVr > 0. The infinitesimal cut-oftz > 0 insures that(r) is a well
defined piecewise continuous function foralt 0, whereas the classical Coulomb
potentiale/r is defined only for- > 0. Itis then readily verified, using (2.5), that
(3.1) is a distribution. Indeed,

VT € D, ///R 3 d*r ¢(r)T(r) = 4me /a h drrT(r) €R, (3.2)

becausd’ € D has compact support so that the integral is bounded.

Differentiating [3.2) in the sense of distributions, as ee for example in
Ref. [7, p. 144], one can calculate the distributional fiéld= —V¢ and charge
densityp =V - E.

But in order to show how this is done {°°)%, and how the resultin¢C>)Z-
functions relate to the corresponding distributions, wgifdoy regularizinge
according tol(Z2]2), so that the regularized Coulomb poaéigti

[e.e]

e(r) = (SH,) (r) =elim [ dy Py Vr > 0. (3.3)

r e a0 Ja—r 7 7+ ey’
€

One then easily verifies that the distributional Coulomleptal (3.1) is recovered
whene — 0. Indeed, in that limit,[(3)3) tends towar@gor » < a, and towardd
for r > a. Thus

€
gbe(r) = ;Hg(r) = ¢(T)7 (34)
which reverts to the classical Coulomb potentiat asa — 0.

Calculating the regularized Coulomb field is now straigivfard because the
regularized potentigleH, /r). is C* in the variable. It comes

B.(7) = V. (r) = ehg%(/j dy % . ép(“—j))ﬁ, (3.5)

where = Vr is the unit vector in the direction @t Introducing the notation

a—r 1

) = (50) (1), (36)

do(r) :=1lim o(r — a), sothat  lim ip(

= a—0 a—0 €q €

this electric field can be written in the more convenient f¢4in

B.(7) = e((%HQ)E(T) - (15(1)6(7“))2_[. (3.7)

a ¢



By an appeal to test functions we easily verify that the figlds a distribution,
and that thej-function in (3.T) gives a nul contribution when evaluatedeaotest
function. Thus .

E (7)< ﬁHg(r)ﬁ = E(1), (3.8)
where £() is the distributional Coulomb field which in the limit— 0 yields
the classical Coulomb field”/r3. Therefore, the distributio'(7*) associated to

the regularized fieldZ, does not contain thé-function contribution on the right

of (3.17).

To get the Coulomb charge density we have to calculate tleegiwnce of (3]5).
In standard distribution theory one would then ignore theaten the right because
it corresponds to a-function which, as we have just seen, gives no contribution
when evaluated on a test function. Howeve(drr)?, this term cannot be ignored
if we subsequently calculate quantities in whiEh, or any of its derivatives, is
a factor in a product. Calculating is therefore somewhat laborious, but still
elementary. It yields, using - @ = 2/r,

Amo.(r) = V - E.(F) :elim<g[io dy%—%p(a_r)

a—0 T —r €
€

s 2 [T a2 (), @)

€ ar - (r+ey)®  €a €
which can be rewritten in the less cumbersome form

4o (r) = elim( g( ! Hy) (r) — 2( ! H,) (r)

(00,00~ 2(0), 0 - (C0),1)). (3.10)

The distribution associated to this expression is obtabyeevaluating it on a test
function [4, Sec. 8], i.e.,

0.(r) < ¢ 3o (1) := o(r), (3.11)

= G2
which yields the classical point-charge densify(r) = ed(r)/4nr?* asa — 0.

Finally, generalizing definitiond (3.1) and _(B.3), we nadtattthe cut-offa
implies the identities,

i, =0 and lim(ng)e(O)IO, (3.12)

rv = e=0 1"

which are validvn € Z, and which will be useful in what follows.
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4 Electric monopole: Self-energy

In the classical theory, whei_é(F) is just the Coulomb fieldr’/r3, the self-energy
of a point charge is the integral

1 . 1 [ee] 2 2 1
Ugle := — /// dr E* = —/ dr 2 = S lim = = 0. (4.1)
8 J)J g3 2 Jo rt 2 r0r

In distribution theory the Coulomb field is the distributiéi{i) = eH,7/r?
defined by[(3.B). Then, apart from expressing the self-gnégg(7") as a function
of the parametet, we still have the same divergent result

Ueel1) = o (E7[1) = & Tim * = oo, 4.2)

even if £ is evaluated on a test-functidn# 1.

We now calculate the self-energy(@>)*. With the Coulomb field expressed
as [3.7) we have therefore to integtate

1

L 1 1
Ue|e:hm5/0 drr2<(ﬁH@)3_2(T_2H2)e( 5a)

a Ve

+ (émf), (4.3)

e—0

where the explicit forms of the representatives are give(3®), and where the
limit e — 0 has to be taken before the limit— 0, which is implicit in the symbols
H, andé,. However, as a quite similar expression will have to be iratsgl when

calculating the self-force, we consider the more genetagnal

Mo (a,€) = /OOO dr Tn(( Ha), (

which multiplied bylim,_,, ¢?/2 is then-th moment of the energy-densiﬂﬁ/zlw.
(i) The integral of the K term in (4.3) is then

1

r2

1

r2

Ha)? —2(

€

), (20)7), (44

576 €

tim [ dr (M) = tim [ dr 2 4+ O(e) = tim L
El—r)% 0 rr 72 QE_al—r>I(l) a T?”4_n ¢ _al—r>I(l)3—n

+ O(e), (4.5)

because, as— 0, the embedding of ?H,(r) is 0 for r < a and1/r? for r > a.
To be rigorous, let us look 4'&*—2HQ(7’))6 more closely. We have, sinee> 0 and

“To further simplify the notation we leave implicit thedependence of HandJ,,.



e >0,

(1 Ha)ezlim dzﬂ

2 a—0 Ja— (r + €z)?
Cdim L [ 4 1 - 22 1) (—e2)" 4.6
=lm [ depE)(1-20 4t )(-)"). @)

€

Then, ife — 0 and0 < r < a the integral tends towardﬁ:foo, which vanishes

in that limit becausep € S. On the other hand, if again— 0 butr» > a the
integral tends towardfif’oo. In that case the first term in the developméntl(4.6)
tends towards, i.e., the normalizatior.(2.3), and the other terms vanish-a 0.
Thus, the integrand in_(4.5) is equal to eitleor r™ /r* + O(e), so that[(4.b) is
proved.

(i) Next, the H,0, termin (4.4) is

—lim [ drr"2( ! Hg)e(laa)e = —lima"* + O(e). 4.7)

=0 Jq r2 a - a—0

To prove this we start from the identity

((5H)7) =2(5H),

1,1 1 1
= Ha)e g

(20a), = 2(53Ha) 2(5Ha) . (4.8)

a - a
so that the left-hand side df (4.7) can be written

—lima/ drr"((%Ha)f)'—hmzia/ drr"(%Hg)e(ng)e, (4.9)
0 0

e—0 e—0 7’3

which after integrating by part the first integral becomes

—limar"(iH )2

e—0 72 e

- +lima/ dr m“”*l( ! Ha)2
0

0 e—0 72 €

: > | 1
—hma/o dr 4r (T_QHQ)E(T_?’HQ)f' (4.10)

e—0

Now, ase — 0, the boundary term is zero becauseof (B.12), and the H terths i
two integrals yield Heaviside functions just like when rating (4.5). Therefore,
ase — 0, we get

lim a/ dr nr™® — lim a/ dr 4r"® = — lim a" 3, (4.11)
0 0 a—0

a—0 a—0

which confirms[(4.17).



i) Finally, making the change of variable= a + €z, thed? term in is
(iii) Finally, making the ch f variable hes? in (Z3) |

B N B , * dz(a+ex)" ,
lg | dr el (S ) =l )
n—2

:g%(ae M[§]+na"*3M[§]+O(e)), (4.12)

where M [%] and M|[?] are given by[(Z18). Note that/[}] = 0 when the regular-
ization is even, i.e., ip(—z) = p(z), in which case the embedding (R.4) of the
o-function is even, as is by definition the case of the Diracsnea

Adding the three contribution (4.5, 4[7, 4112) we get fodj}4.

M, (a,€) = / dr r"E2(7)
0

n—3 n—2

—a" 3+ ¢

—nNn €

= lim lim(

a—0e—0

M)+ na" " ME] + O(e) ),
(4.13)

Then, withn = 2 and assuming that is even so thaf/[?] = 0, the self-energy

@3)is

2 T R R e /1,
Uote = lim lim (= =~ ~M[] + 0(e)) = 5 lim(ME] + 0()). (4.14)
which has the remarkable property to be independent lnécause the twd/a
contributions cancel exactly. E@. (4113) is thus rigorgwsllid in the limita — 0,
that is for apoint electron.

Summarizing, when the self-energy is calculatedder ) rather than irD’,
thed(r)/r and Hr)/r? terms in the field[(3]7) interfere in such a way that in the
self-energy integral (413) the mixed term cancels the fasnt i.e., the divergent
classical Coulomb-field self-enerdy (4.2). The sole cbution to the self-energy
comes then from thé?(r) term in (43). This yields the resuli{4]14), which
depends only ol and onp through the value ofi/[2] given by [2Z.8), and which
may be renormalized to a finite quantity such as the mass gqfdimt charge.

We have therefore obtained the physically remarkable trésatlin the regular-
ization algebra the self-energy of a point-charge is elgtlceated at the position
of the charge, and to ordé€¥(¢) solely due to the square of thg(r) term in the
electric field [3.7), which itself derives form the, i) factor in the potential(314).



5 Magnetic dipole: Fields and self-energy

Applying the principles of Setl 3 we define the vector potdiati a point magnetic
dipole as a distribution, and regularize it accordind t@)2Therefore

('F’) =i XU (:2 H_) (r), (5.1)

whered = (0, ) is the unit radial vector, and the magnetic momgnhas
the dimension of a charge times a length. The calculatiom@fagnetic field
strength gives

A7) =V % A = (+ @i @) ) () + (7= (- D) ) halr), (5:2)

1,1
hy(r) = . (7’2 H,) (r), and hy(r) = (?%)E(T) — 2(ﬁHg)E(T), (5.3)
which reduces to the classical expression
= (i -u) — i
fi = 1D~

, (5.4)

when H, is replaced by, andd, by 0.

Thus, as for the electric field (3.7), there ig-function term in the magnetic
field (5.2). In fact, when integrated over 3-space, thfsinction gives the well
known finite contribution[9, p.184]

iy [If @0 (- a- @) (150,00 = S (5.5)

which is essential in calculating the hyperfine splittingatdmics-states. There-
fore, contrary to théC>)Z-expression(3]7) of the electric field of a point-charge,
in which theJj-term is not directly observable, we have in the magnetioldip
field (5.2) a directly observablelike term [10].

At this point we could calculate the source current denssiypgi Maxwell’s
equationV x H.(7) = %%;.(7). But this would lead to a rather complicated
formula which we will not explicitly need in this paper.

Instead, we want to calculate the magnetic self-energy efpibint-dipole.
Classically, withH expressed a§(5.4), it is

1
3, 772 _ oL
Unag : =% ///]R3 d’r H 71"1_1% 5= oo (5.6)

10



In (C>)Z, with H given by [5.2), we have
2( L ) 2 2 )
HA() = (i i @) mir) +2(p2 = (- @)2) n(r)ha(r)
2
+ (70— (@) K. (5.7)
Then, making the angular integrations, we get

& [ o 0 = 2 (100 + 2y batr) + 31300 59

3 3
Developing this expression we are led to the radial integral
Uneg =1 [ dr 2 5 (5HO0)
o [ () 0 (50,0 - 2(5H),0)
T p? /OOO ar 2 () () 2 5Ho), (1) (5.9)
which can be rearranged as
Unnag = 11° /OOO dr((%Hg)z - gr(%Hg)e(%Hg)e + %ﬁ(%Hg)f) (5.10)
+ 402 /OOO dr(gr(%Ha)e(%éa)E - %rQ(%Ha)E(%éa)J (5.11)
oot [ (), 612

where we left the-dependence of Hands,, implicit. The technique for calculating
these integrals is the same as in $éc. 4. It consists of attegtby parts the mixed
terms [(5.111) so that apart from thgintegral [5.12) we are left with integrals of
expressions containing products of factors of the f(@l;bHQ)e. We therefore use
the identities

1 2\’ 1 1 1 1
r((5HW)?) = 2r(5Ha), (558), = 4r(5H), (Ha).. (5.13)
o/ 1, ey o1 1 5,1 1
ar?((5Ho)?) = 20 (Hy), (5500), — 6ar* (H) (SHo),. (5.14)
so that the first integral of (5.11) becomes
1 [ 1 N 4 [ 1 1
gA dT T((ﬁHg)E> +§A dT T(ﬁHg)e(ﬁHg)E
1,1 9| 1 [ 1 o 4 [ 1 1
= g(T—QHQ)6 0 — 5/0 dT(T_ZHQ)e + 5/0 dr T(ﬁHﬁ)e(ﬁHﬁ)e’ (515)
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and the second one df (5]11)

2a [ 1 2\’ > 1 1
-3 i dr T2<(EHQ)E> —4a/0 dr r* ( peiald ) (_4HQ)€

r r

2a 5,1  \o|® da [ 12 > 1 1
:_gﬁ(r—ng)e v T3 ), dr r(ﬁHQ)e —4a/0 dr r? (TBH ). (FHg)e.
(5.16)

In the limite — 0 the boundary terms in_(5.165=5]16) are zero, and, addingell t
H, contributions in[(5.10) and (5.16=5]16), we obtain to ordér)

4 4 1 4  dr 4 < dr 2 2
oty s 1 _> @ (_—4) / Tt 2 (517
( 573 3+3/a AT T 38 T 38 (617

Therefore, as in the case of the electric self-energy, théritotions from the K
and H,4, terms, i.e., from(5.10) anf{(5.11), cancel each other tergdde), and to
that order the sole non-zero contribution to the magnetfeesergy comes from
thed? term, i.e., using(4.12),

= %hm hmM—(EM[ |+ 2M[ |+ O(E)), (5.18)

whereM 3] = 0 if the regularization is even.

6 Electron singularity: Self-force and stability

Starting in this section we calculate the basic dynamicaperties of a classical
electron at rest defined as a pole-dipole singularity of trexwell field, that is

as an electric-pole of chargeand a magnetic-dipole of momeftocated at one
same point, taken as the origin of the coordinate system.

To do this we assume that these properties derive solely tiherslectromag-
netic fields generated by that singularity, so that, foranse, the total self-energy
of the electron is

1 L
Uelectron — 8_ \/// d37” (E2 + H2) — Uele + Umag, (6.1)
™ R3

whereUge andUnag are given by[(4.14) and (5.118).
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Similarly, the total self-force, is given by

ﬁelectron: ///3 dBT (QE +j X ﬁ)v (6-2)
R

whereE andy are given by[(3]7) and by {3.10), an}ﬂ by (5.2) Whl|€j may be
derived from [5.2) by means of Maxwell’s equati®hx H.(7) = —je(*)

However, as is discussed inl [1, Sec. 8], it turns out that ¢ self-force
(6.2) is zero. Indeed, since the electron is strictly pdikg; the forces which
potentially tend to its disassembly compensate each ottemtlg at onesingle
point after angular integration: The electron is therefstable and Poincar
compensating stresses are not required.

But this necessitates that all the termdinl(6.2) are finiterweh# 0 anda # 0,
enabling the radial and angular integrations to be interghd without their order
affecting the result. As in |1, Sec. 8] we will verify that ¢his indeed the case
for the electric part of the radial self-force — the calcigdatof the magnetic part
being similar but more lengthy. Hence, we calculate the htzrself-force on a
electric point-charge. Because the potential is just atfanof r, the electric field
can be writter () = E(r)a, wheret is the unit vector in the direction f and
the charge density(7") = o(r). Thus, by definition, the electric self-force is

Fie := /// &r o(F)E(F // dwii(6 (6.3)

where the radial force is given by

F,:/O dr r=o(r)E(r). (6.4)

Of course, ag is just the unit radius vector, integrating over solid angle yields
a zero total self-force if the radial and angular integrals loe interchanged, which
is the case iff; is finite.

In the classical theory this radial force is the integral

> 1
F = /0 dr T2:2 (T’)T% =¢? llg(l) =00 (6.5)
so that the electron is absolutely unstable since the satkfis outwards-directed
and infinite. In distribution theory, with the Coulomb fielddacharge-density
expressed a6 (3.8) anid (3.11), the result is the sarhe asvith5) replaced by the
parameter..
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In regularized distribution theory we could calculdfe Jau8ing for E and o
expressiond (317) an@(3110), but this would lead to lahwricalculations since
ten different terms would have to be integrated. It is easiexploit the fact that
E. and 0., 1.e., the regularizations of the distributiofsand o0, are actuallyC>
functions so that one can use integration by parts td pu} i® a@tmore convenient
form. In view of this we note that witl = | £, ()| we can writep = E' + 2E/r,
so that the radial integration in_(6.4) becomes

o 2
A :/ dr T2E<E’+ —E). (6.6)
0 T
Then, we integrate by parts using the identity
b2\ L an sp2) L (02 2)
B(E+2E) = 5= (2BE + 4 E?) = —((*EY)°),  (6.7)
which is well defined at = 0 because 0f(3.12). Thus

1

- +/ dr rE?, 6.8)
0 0
where the boundary term is zero on accounfof (3.12). Thexefo
[ / dr rB2(F) = Ma(a, e), (6.9)
0

and the radial self-force is given by the first momenti¥, i.e., from [4.1B),
assuming that the regularizing functipns even,

1 1 1
F, = lim 11301(2—&2 -+ M+ 0(e)). (6.10)
Which shows that, in the self-force, the mixed term is ov@mpensating the H

term, i.e., . .
F, = lim hm(—M[g] 1 O(e )) 0, (6.11)

a—0e—=0\ qe 2a2
because <« a.

In conclusion F; is finite in (C*)? if both a ande are non-zero, which is nec-
essary for the calculations to make sensgiti)Z. Thus, under these conditions,
the total electric self-force is zero after angular intégra
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7 Electron singularity: Hidden momentum and spin

In this section we calculate the self-momentum and selfiEmgnomentum of an

electron singularity defined as an electric monopole ofghalocated at the same
position as a magnetic dipole of momentuini.e., the origin of the coordinate
system. These momenta are defined like the momentum andsamgamentum

of an electromagnetic field, i.e.,

4m///R3d3rE x H, (7.1)
= ///R &Prix (Ex H), (7.2)

but P is called ‘hidden momentum’ ansl ‘spin’ when the corresponding sources
are at rest, as the case for an electron singularity attathéite origin of the
coordinate system.

For example, a system consisting of a point magnetic-dipbl@moment
located at” = 0, and a point charge positioned at’ = @, has a non-zero hidden
momentum|[[11]

P=1Lixa, (7.3)
a

which tends towards infinity as/a* when the point charge approaches the position
of the point dipole. We therefore expect that the hidden nmdara of an electron
singularity could also be infinite, unless it is zero as in¢hse of the self-force.
To find out we have have to make a detailed analysis.

Taking for E andH expression$(317) and (5.2), we easily find, sidieer = 0,

—

Ex H =eji x ii ((T—ZHQ)G(T) - 2(@)5(7«))
< (25H2), )~ H(5H), )~ 5(5),()). (7.4
Separating angular and radial integrationsJ(7.1) Big @#ethen
_ W //dw efi x i Rola, ), (7.5)
— //dw i@ x (efi x @) Rala, €), (7.6)

Uy
||

15



where, developing and rearranging (7.4), the radial irtisgre
1 1 1

R.(a,¢) = /000 dr (27’”( Hg)e(ﬁHQ)6 — r”’l(T—Q

+/000 dr (_@( 1 Ha) (02), + M(ng)e(%)J (7.8)

+/OOO dr (Z—Z(csa)f), (7.9)

in which ther-dependencies of Hand ¢, are implicit. Of course, sincé (1.5) is
odd in the substitutiofi — , its angular integral is zero, wherels (7.6) being even
its angular partis non-zero. Indeed, separating the angntaradial integrals and
writing P, = Rs(a, €) andS, = R3(a, €), we have

Ha)?) (7.7)

r2

P=P P,  where P,=0, (7.10)

. . .9

§=5,5, where S, = 3—6,1 (7.11)
&

But we want to study the radial integrals independently effétct that the angular
integrals are zero or not.

To integrate[(7.J9) we use the identities

n((Lpy2y 2272 el 1
a,27“ ((ﬁH2)5> = T(EHQ)E((S@L_G@% (ﬁHl)s(ﬁHg)e’ (712)
ar™t—prm 1 N arml— ]
T (M) =T (). 6,
1 1
= 2" = ") (5Ha) (5Ha), (7.13)

so that the first integral in_(7.8) becomes
1

e . 1 2N/ o0 n 1
_A dr a®r ((EHQL) —A dr 6a*r (EHQ)E(T_‘lHQ)e
_ _2.n i 2| /OO 2 pn—1 i 2
= —a’r"( H)onL i dr a*nr (r?’Hg)E
—/0 dr 6a*r (EHQ)E(T—LlHQ)E, (7.14)

a
r3 =
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and the second one

©  apn=l _n 1 2\’ 00 e " 1 1
[ Gy st

3

ar"t —rm 1 2] * an—1)r"2—nrmt 1 2

= ——5—(5Hd)|, —/0 dr " (Ha),
OO n— n 1 1

+/0 dr 2(ar™ ' —r )(EHQ)E(EHQ)E'

(7.15)

In the limite — 0 the boundary terms il (7.14-7115) are zero, and, addinpell t
H, contributions in[(7.I7) and{7.14-7]15), we obtain in the sdimit

o -2 -5 3—
/ dr(n pr=s - L2 gt (n— 6)(127“"_7) = D, (7.16)

2 2 n—4

It remains to calculate th-term in [Z.9) in the same limit, i.e., using (4112) and
assuming that the regularizing functipns even

lim Oodr (Z—Z (5g)2) = lim lim(a

e—0 0 € a—0e—0

so that addind (7.16) we have

n—3

MP + O(e)), (7.17)

€

a”3 n —
M) - Sar 1 0(0). (7.18)

Therefore, the radial integrals in (7110=4.11) are

lim R, (a,¢) = lim lim(
e—0 a—0e—0

2 I

P, = liglim (=M - 55 +0(0), (7.19)
/1

S, = 11_13%(EM[§] + O(e)). (7.20)

The radial component of the self-momentum has thus the samreds the radial
component of the self-forcé (6]11). On the other hand the isphdependent on
a and a puré? integral just like the electric self-enerdy (4114), witle tifference

that here thé? comes from the product of thiecontributions ik and 4.

In conclusion, combinind (7.10=7111) and (7.[19-V.20) we ge

P=o, (7.21)
g 2e_.. (1.
S = Qulg%(—M[O] + O(e)). (7.22)

€
Therefore, while the hidden-momentum is zero (a necessitihe stability of the
electron) the spin is, to ordéd(¢), a §*-quantity located at the position of the
electron just like its electric self-enerdy (4114), as veallits magnetic self-energy
(5.18) when the regularization functipris even.

17



8 Discussion

In this section we compare our results to those obtained ifHeTo do this we
compare the three main numbers obtained, the self-endrgieand Unyag Whose
sum corresponds to the electromagnetic self-mas$ the electron, i.e.,

m02 = Ue|e_'_ Umag, (81)
and the electromagnetic self-angular-momentsim- |S], i.e., the spin of the
electrorf]

In the present paper, working in the sequence algé&brg” and assuming an
even regularizing functiop, we have found, i.e., Eq$.(4]14), (5.18), and (7.22),
that

Uee((C)F) = lim %M%[O] e? 4+ O(e), (8.2)

U (€)7) = tim ML o) 8.3)
a—0

S((C*)) = tim 2 Melal et o) (8.4)

e—03 € c
which mean that these equalities are first order approxanaine ase — 0.

On the other hand, in Refl[1], working in the Colombeau atgaeh and
assuming an even mollifier, we have found that

2
UaelG) = tim 1200 2 o) ©.5)
1M 2 2
Und9) = Iy AL o), 8.6)
2
() = tim 2 Mol et ) (8.7)

e—03 € c

which correspond to Egs. (10.1), (10.2), and (10.3) of Réf.and in which we
have made explicit that these expressions are @lgg approximations when
taking Eq. (5.33) of Refl]1] into account.

SLet us stress again that what is done here is a purely classikcalation, and that we do not
take into account the constraints that may arise from gépereiples such as Wigner-Poin@&ar
invariance, etc. Thus, neither the mass nor the spin arenttquesl,” and all results should be
interpreted in the same spirit as, for example, the angutamentum radiated by the multipolar
field of an accelerated classical electron [9, p. 750-751].
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Therefore, comparing (8.2=8.4) fo (B.548.7), it looks dlefe were no differ-
ence between working if€>°)* or in G — apart forM[3] having a different value
in the two sets whep # 7. But this is not the case: Each of these formulas is
the sum of several terms, and making the contribution ayifiom thes?-term in
each of them explicit reveals a hugealitativedifference.

Indeed, let us definé.,(r) := e *x(—r/e). Then, as is easily verified,
Eq. (4.12) of the present paper, in whigh, is integrated inC>)*, is (replacing
p by n) equivalent to Eq. (5.33) of Ref.][1], in whiofr")* = 47, is integrated in
G. Thatis, in both frameworks,

o P dr = tim a3 1 0o ©9)

a—0

provided the regularizer/mollifier is even, as we alwaysiassd. Thus, looking at
the details of the calculations made in the present papemaRédf. [1], one finds

el (€)7) = lim ; / " 62,(r) dr + 0(e), 5.9)
Umag((C)F) = 15% / 82 ,(r) dr 4 O(e), (8.10)
Sy =tim /0 82 (1) dr + O(e), (8.11)
whereas
Uee(G) = lim %(32 /0 82, (r) dr + O(cY), (8.12)
Ui 9) =l 1 [ 2,00 e+ 0(), 8.13)
$(9) = lim %“ /0 52, (r) dr +O(e), (8.14)

where theO(e?) contributions withe € 7 andg € N as large as we please can be
ignored for all practical purposes, so that Eds. (8.12)8id actuallyequalities
in G — as was stressed in the conclusion of Ref. [1].

In conclusion, in a Colombeau algebra, the electron’s elezgnetic self-
energies and the self-angular-momentum, i.e., mass angsspiexact integrals of
§2-functions. Moreover, as was recalled in the introducttba,product of smooth
functions in a Colombeau algebra is not ‘regularizationeshejent,’ as is the case in
the sequence algehi@>)*. This means that embedding classical electrodynamics
in a Colombeau algebra, and allowing for truly point-likagularities as well as
nonlinear operations, are mathematically consistent agdipally meaningful.
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