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The non-relativistic Pauli equation is used to study the interaction of slow neutrons with a short
magnetic pulse. In the extreme limit, the pulse is acting on the magnetic moment of the neutron only
at one instant of time. We obtain the scattering amplitude by deriving the junction conditions for
the Pauli wave function across the pulse. Explicit expressions are given for a beam of polarized plane
wave neutrons subjected to a pulse of spatially constant magnetic field strength. Assuming that the
magnetic field is generated by an ultrashort laser pulse, we provide crude numerical estimates.

I. INTRODUCTION

The technique of generating ultrashort laser pulses
offers many new applications in science and technol-
ogy. Lasers with femto- or even attosecond pulses are
able to produce considerable intensities reaching up to
1022 W/cm2 [6, 9]. Such pulses allow to boost charged
elementary particle to high energies, see e.g. Chou et al.
[3], and may also be used to generate intense γ–rays and
neutron beams via matter interaction [7]. In this note
we focus on the direct interaction of neutrons with an
ultrashort magnetic pulse. Assuming that the neutrons
are non-relativistic, the interaction is described by the
Pauli equation. The equation was first put forward by W.
Pauli [8] to generalize the Schrödinger equation in order
to study the interaction of charged spin- 12 particles with
external electromagnetic fields, but may equally describe
the dynamics of neutral particles carrying a magnetic
moment.1 Neutrons are uncharged and thus experience
no Lorentz force, hence the magnetic pulse only acts on
their magnetic moment. We model the physical pulse
as the mathematical limit to act only at a single instant
of time, i.e. as being proportional to δ(t). This implies
that before and after the interaction with the pulse, the
neutrons satisfy the free Pauli equation and therefore the
problem is to find solutions across the pulse. The δ-pulse
leads to mathematically ill-defined expressions, but these
obstacles can be overcome by making use of the so called
Colombeau theory of generalized functions [4, 5]. We
will not expand on this here but merely employ the re-
sult for our special case under consideration. With this
we are able to derive the matching conditions between
the solution before and after the pulse. For simplicity we
specialize to plane wave neutrons. If the magnetic pulse
is homogeneous, then the momentum of the wave remains
unchanged, as expected, and only the spin orientation is
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1 The Pauli equation can be derived as the non-relativistic limit
of the relativistic Dirac equation which, in contrast to the Pauli
equation, also models particles with high kinetic energy.

affected by the interaction. We explicitly derive the spin-
flip probability as well as the spin expectation values for
a beam of polarized neutrons. Finally we estimate the
numerical outcome by making use of technical data for
high intensity ultrashort pulse lasers.

II. THE PAULI EQUATION FOR A δ-LIKE
COUPLING TERM

The Pauli equation for neutrons is given by

iℏ
∂

∂t
ψ(t, x⃗) =

(
− ℏ2

2m
△+ µ σ⃗ · B⃗(t, x⃗)

)
ψ(t, x⃗) (1)

where ψ is a two-component wave function accounting for

the particle’s spin, B⃗(t, x⃗) is the magnetic field strength,
µ represents the absolute value of the magnetic moment
of the neutron (µ = 0.966 236 45(24) · 10−26 JT−1) and
the sign takes care that the orientation is opposite to the
spin. We model the magnetic pulse as a singular event
in time and set

B⃗(t, x⃗) = τ δ(t)B⃗(x⃗). (2)

At this stage, τ > 0 is a not-yet specified constant in-
troduced for dimensional reasons. It has the dimension
of time, since δ(t) has the dimension of an inverse time.
Later, when it comes to obtaining numerical estimates,
we will assign its value. Using (2) in (1) yields

iℏ
∂

∂t
ψ(t, x⃗) =

(
− ℏ2

2m
△+ µ τ δ(t) σ⃗ · B⃗(x⃗)

)
ψ(t, x⃗).

(3)
Since for t ̸= 0, equation (3) is identical to the free
Schrödinger equation, we write the wave function as the
sum of a free evolution before and after the pulse and
try to find the transition conditions through the pulse.
Accordingly we write the wave function as

ψ(t, x⃗) = Θ+(t)ψ+(t, x⃗) + Θ−(t)ψ−(t, x⃗) (4)
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with Θ+ representing the Heaviside step function and
Θ− := 1−Θ+. Using (4) in (3), we obtain

Θ+(t)

(
i
∂

∂t
+

1

2m
△
)
ψ+ +Θ−(t)

(
i
∂

∂t
+

1

2m
△
)
ψ−

+ i δ(t)
(
ψ+−ψ−

)
− σ⃗·B⃗ δ(t)

(
Θ+(t)ψ++Θ−(t)ψ−

)
= 0,

(5)

where we have omitted the coordinate dependence of ψ

and B⃗ and set ℏ = τ = µ = 1. Requiring that both ψ+

and ψ− satisfy the free equation, the terms in the first
line of (4) vanish.

The interaction term contains mathematically ill-
defined expressions of the form Θ+δ. However, the the-
ory of Colombeau generalized functions provides both a
rigorous mathematical formalism to handle products of
arbitrary distributions and also the application-oriented
concept of association for calculations on the distribu-
tional level without making use of the full theory.2 All
we need to know here is that the product Θ+δ (which can
be defined in a precise way as a Colombeau generalized
function) is associated to aδ, where a is a yet undeter-
mined constant, i.e. Θ+δ = aδ in the sense of association.
Employing this relation in equation (5), we obtain

δ(t)
((

I+ i a σ⃗ · B⃗
)
ψ+ −

(
I− i (1− a) σ⃗ · B⃗

)
ψ−

)
= 0,

(6)
where I is the unity matrix and the term in parenthe-
ses has to be evaluated at t = 0. Following Balasin [1]
and Balasin and Aichelburg [2], we require that the Pauli
(Schrödinger) probability density and current satisfy the

continuity equation ρ̇ + ∇⃗ · j⃗ = 0. It is easy to see that
ρ = ψ†ψ is conserved across the pulse, yielding the addi-
tional condition3

δ(t)
(
ψ†
+ψ+ − ψ†

−ψ−

)
= 0

which together with (6) leads to

1 +
(
1− 2a(1−a)

)
|B⃗(0, x⃗)|2 + a2(1−a)2|B⃗(0, x⃗)|4

(1 + a2|B⃗(0, x⃗)|2)2
= 1,

implying that a = 1
2 . With this, condition (6) becomes(

I+ i
2 σ⃗ · B⃗(x⃗)

)
Φ+(x⃗) =

(
I− i

2 σ⃗ · B⃗(x⃗)
)
Φ−(x⃗) (7)

2 Two generalized functions [(fε)ε∈(0,1]] and [(gε)ε∈(0,1]], these are
(equivalence classes of) families of smooth functions, are associ-
ated to each other, if they are equal in the distributional limit,
meaning that limε→0

∫
R
(
fε(t)−gε(t)

)
φ(t)dt = 0 for all functions

φ from a certain test function space.
3 In a non-distributional setting, a solution of the Pauli equation
automatically satisfies the continuity equation. In our case how-
ever, it has to be imposed separately, since, in general, equality
in the sense of association is broken in non-linear operations.

where Φ−(x⃗) := ψ−(0, x⃗) and Φ+(x⃗) := ψ+(0, x⃗). Notic-

ing that (σ⃗ · B⃗)2 = |B⃗|2, it is easy to verify that

(
I+ i

2 σ⃗ · B⃗
)−1

=
I− i 12 σ⃗ · B⃗
1 + 1

4 |B⃗|2

and applying this inverse matrix to equation (7), we end
up with the matching condition

Φ+ =
(1− 1

4 |B⃗|2) I− i σ⃗ · B⃗
1 + 1

4 |B⃗|2
Φ−. (8)

Thus the pulse transforms the incoming data Φ−(x⃗) ≡
ψ−(0, x⃗) into outgoing data Φ+(x⃗) ≡ ψ+(0, x⃗). In order
to obtain the solution after the interaction, one has to
solve the free Pauli equation with initial data Φ+(x⃗) ≡
ψ+(0, x⃗).
For the free Pauli (i.e. Schrödinger-) equation, a plane

wave solution with particle momentum p⃗ is given by

ψp⃗ (t, x⃗) = χ e−i
(

p⃗2

2m t−p⃗·x⃗
)

(9)

where the Pauli spinor χ corresponds to the polarization
of the neutrons and can be chosen arbitrarily.
If we start with a plane wave solution (9) and consider

a homogeneous magnetic field B⃗ =const. (i.e. B⃗(t) =

τδ(t)B⃗), then the transition condition (8) reduces to

ψ+(0, x⃗) =

(
1− 1

4 |B⃗|2
)
I− i σ⃗ · B⃗

1 + 1
4 |B⃗|2

χ− eip⃗·x⃗, (10)

where χ− ist the initial polarization of the neutrons. The
initial condition (10) implies that

ψ+(t, x⃗) = χ+ e−i
(

p⃗2

2m t−p⃗·x⃗
)

where

χ+ =

(
1− 1

4 |B⃗|2
)
I− i σ⃗ · B⃗

1 + 1
4 |B⃗|2

χ− (11)

is the final polarization of the neutron.
The particle momentum p⃗ remains unchanged since

a homogeneous magnetic pulse will only affect the
spin of the neutrons. Evoking the classical analog, a
homogeneous magnetic field does not exert a resulting
force on a magnetic dipole whose magnetic moment is
not aligned with the magnetic field, but a torque.

As a simple example we consider the initial neutron
beam to be polarized in z-direction, i.e. χ− = χ↑, where
χ↑↓ are eigenvectors of the Pauli spin matrix σz, and
the magnetic field to be orthogonal to the spin po-
larization, i.e. to lie in the xy-plane. Then, setting

B⃗ = (Bx, By, 0)
T =const. and calculating χ+ according

to (11) yields

χ+ =
1− 1

4B
2

1 + 1
4B

2
χ↑ +

By − i Bx

1 + 1
4B

2
χ↓ (12)
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where B2 = B2
x +B2

y . From expression (12) one obtains
the “spin-flip” probability

|⟨χ↓|χ+⟩|2 =
B2

(1 + 1
4B

2)2
.

III. EXPECTATION VALUES AND
NUMERICAL ESTIMATES

In order to obtain numerical estimates, we have to un-
cover the constants ℏ, µ and τ . This amounts to replacing
B(j) everywhere by µ

ℏ τB(j), where τ was introduced in
(2) and µ is the absolute value of the magnetic moment
of the neutron. As mentioned in the introduction, one
way to produce a short intense magnetic pulse is to use
an ultrashort pulse laser, since the electric field does not
interact with a neutron (at least in the non-relativistic
regime). Although we have assumed that the neutrons in-
teract only at one instant with the pulse, even the short-
est laser pulse is of finite duration. We thus identify τ
with the duration of the pulse and take Bj to be the ef-
fective magnetic field strength in direction j, which we
define as the average of the magnetic field strength over
the period τ , i.e.

Bj =
1

τ

τ∫
0

Bj(t)dt.

We will calculate expectation values for the spin oper-
ators Sj := ℏ

2σj . interaction. If the incoming neu-
tron beam is initially polarized along the z-axis, i.e.
⟨χ−|Sz|χ−⟩ = ℏ

2 , then the expectation value after the in-
teraction with the magnetic pulse is obtained from (12),

⟨Sz⟩χ+
=

ℏ
2

(1− 1
4 (

µ
ℏ τB)2)2 − (µℏ τB)2

(1 + 1
4 (

µ
ℏ τB)2)2

. (13)

Assuming that the magnetic field of the pulse is oriented
in x-direction, i.e.

By = Bz = 0, Bx = B,

condition (12) yields

⟨Sx⟩χ+
= 0,

⟨Sy⟩χ+ = −ℏ
2

2µ
ℏ τB(1− 1

4 (
µ
ℏ τB)2)

(1 + 1
4 (

µ
ℏ τB)2)2

,

which is consistent with the classical analog, since in this

situation the torque M⃗ = µ⃗× B⃗ would point in negative
y-direction and thus the Bloch vector (⟨Sx⟩, ⟨Sy⟩, ⟨Sz⟩)T ,
initially pointing in z-direction, should rotate in negative
y-direction. Plots of the expectation values ⟨Sy⟩χ+

and
⟨Sz⟩χ+

are shown in Figure 1. For weak fields we can
approximate ⟨Sy⟩χ+

by

⟨Sy⟩χ+ ≈ ℏ
2

(
−µBx

ℏ/2

)
τ = −ℏ

2
ωL τ,

FIG. 1. Spin expectation values after the interaction.

where ωL > 0 is the Larmor frequency, corresponding
to the classical analog of a magnetic moment precessing
with an angular frequency ωL in the magnetic field of the
pulse.

The shortest laser pulses that can be produced today
are not those with the highest intensity. However, laser
pulses with a duration τ ≈ 20 fs and a peak intensity
I ≈ 5.5 · ×1022 W/cm2 have been achieved with the J-
KAREN-P laser at KPSI (Japan), see Yoon et al. [9]. By
means of the Poynting vector, this corresponds to a peak
magnetic field strength in the order of

B ≈
√
µ0I

c
≈ 1.5 · 106 T.

However, the average value of the magnetic field strength
over the volume of the pulse is much smaller. Assum-
ing that the pulse has a total energy E = 5J, a cross-
sectional area A = 2 (µm)2 and a duration τ = 20 fs,
a crude estimate of the relevant characteristic quantity
in terms of the quadratic mean of the magnetic field
strength gives

µτ

ℏ
B ≈ µτ

ℏ

√
µ0E

2cτA
≈ 0.3

leading to rough estimates for the achievable order of
magnitude of the spin-flip probability

|⟨χ↓|χ+⟩|2 ≈ 0.09

and the expectation values

⟨Sz⟩χ+
≈ 0.83

ℏ
2
, ⟨Sy⟩χ+

≈ −0.56
ℏ
2
.

Given that the assumed conditions can be accom-
plished experimentally, our analysis shows that the effect
is in principle measurable.
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IV. RELATIVISTIC CORRECTIONS AND
OUTLOOK

The Pauli equation is restricted to describe non-
relativistic particles with spin. So one may ask whether
our results would differ substantially by taking into ac-
count relativistic effects. By the following argument it
is possible to estimate the first order corrections in v/c.
The above derivation assumes the neutrons to be moving
with non-relativistic velocities as viewed by an observer
in the lab system. The analysis shows that the momen-
tum of the neutrons not only remains constant through
the pulse, but also does not influence the spin interaction.
All that matters is the relative orientation of the spin to
the magnetic field of the pulse. This is not so in the
relativistic case where in addition, the direction of the
velocity with respect to the orientation of the spin and
the propagation direction of the pulse becomes relevant.
For example, assuming that the neutron’s velocity is or-

thogonal to the spin orientation, then the electric field
of the pulse will lead to an extra magnetic field strength
acting in the neutron’s rest frame. This term is of order
(v/c)µτℏ E = µτ

ℏ vB and will enter linearly in the expec-
tation values.
A full relativistic treatment would require a formula-

tion in terms of the Dirac equation. In a further work we
intend to give a detailed relativistic analysis for neutrons
interacting with an electromagnetic pulse. This would
then also allow to discuss the interaction of relativistic
neutrons with extremely short and intensive lasers.
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