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Deceleration of electrons by an oscillating field
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Karl Marx Avenue 20, Novosibirsk 630073, Russia

Quantum corrections to electron dynamics under an oscillating electromagnetic field are found
within the Floquet theory of periodically driven quantum systems. It is demonstrated that emission
of photons by an electron oscillating under the field is asymmetric with respect to the direction
of its forward movement. Since emission of each photon is accompanied by momentum transfer
to the electron, such a skew emission leads to the quantum recoil force decelerating the electron.
Possible manifestations of this phenomenon are discussed for various electronic systems driven by
laser irradiation.

INTRODUCTION

The theory describing movement of a charge in an oscillating electromagnetic field was developed at the dawn of
classical electrodynamics and takes deserved place in textbooks (see, e.g., Ref. 1). It is well-known, particularly, that
the charge makes oscillating movement with the field frequency. Since an oscillating charge emits electromagnetic
radiation, one can expect that an electron under the field emits photons as well. However, the consistent quantum
description of such an emission still waits for detailed analysis. To fill this gap, the mentioned problem was considered
within the Floquet theory which is conventionally used to describe various periodically driven quantum systems (see,
e.g., Refs. [2–6] and references therein). Surprisingly, it was found that the intensity of photon emission in the direction
of forward movement of the electron exceeds the intensity of photon emission in the opposite direction. Since emission
of each photon is accompanied by the momentum transfer to an emitting electron (the quantum recoil), such a skew
photon emission results in the recoil force decelerating the electron. The present paper is devoted to the theoretical
analyses of this quantum force which substantially modifies electron dynamics in strong electromagnetic fields.

MODEL

For definiteness, let us consider a classically strong circularly polarized homogeneous electromagnetic field with the
zero scalar potential and the vector potential

A± = (Ax, Ay, Az) = A0(cosωt, ± sinωt, 0), (1)

where A0 is the field amplitude, ω is the field frequency, and the signs “±” correspond to the clockwise and counter-
clockwise field polarization, respectively. Within the framework of classical electrodynamics, the vector potential (1)
describes the rotating electric field, E = −(1/c)∂tA±, which induces electron rotation with the velocity v0 = eA0/mec
along circular trajectory of the radius r0 = |v0|/ω, where me is the electron mass and e is the electron charge [1].
Proper generalization of the model oscillating field (1) to the physically important case of electromagnetic wave will
be done in the following. The non-relativistic quantum dynamics of an electron under the field (1) is defined by the
Hamiltonian

Ĥ0 =
1

2me

(
p̂− e

c
A±

)
, (2)

where p̂ = (p̂x, p̂y, p̂z) is the momentum operator. The exact eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian (2) are

ψk =
1√
V
eikrei(εk+ε0)t/~ei(v0/ω)kx sinωte∓i(v0/ω)ky cosωt =

1√
V
eikre−i(εk+ε0)t/~e−i(kv0/ω) sin θk sin(±ϕk−ωt), (3)

where r = (x, y, z) = (r sin θ cosϕ, r sin θ sinϕ, r cos θ) is the electron radius vector, θ and ϕ are the polar and
azimuth angle, respectively, k = (kx, ky, kz) = (k sin θk cosϕk, k sin θk sinϕk, k cos θk) is the electron wave vector,
εk = ~

2k2/2me is the kinetic energy of forward movement of the electron, ε0 = mev
2
0/2 is the kinetic energy of electron

rotation under the field (1), and V is the normalization volume. The wave functions (3) can be easily proved by direct
substitution into the Schrödinger equation, Ĥ0ψk = i~∂tψk, and should be treated as the Floquet functions [2–5]
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describing dynamics of an electron strongly coupled to the field (1) (dressed by the field). The averaged electron
velocity in the Floquet state (3) reads

V =
i

~
〈ψk〈|Ĥ0r− rĤ0〉|ψk〉 = v + v0, (4)

where v = ~k/me and v0 = v0(− cosωt, ∓ sinωt, 0) are the velocity of forward and rotational movement of the
electron, respectively. As expected, the velocity (4) exactly coincides with the classical velocity of an electron under a
circularly polarized field [1]. Next, let us find quantum corrections to this velocity arisen from the emission of photons
by the dressed electron.
The emission of photons by an electron under the field (1) is described by the Hamiltonian Ĥ = Ĥ0 + V̂0, where V̂0

is the Hamiltonian of electron interaction with the photon vacuum. Since the Floquet functions (3) form the complete
orthonormal function system for any time t, the solution of the Schrödinger problem with the Hamiltonian Ĥ can be
sought as an expansion

ψ =
∑

k′

ck′(t)ψk′ . (5)

Using the Floquet functions (3) as an expansion basis, we take into account the electron interaction with the strong
field (1) accurately (non-perturbatively), whereas the electron interaction with the photon vacuum can be considered
as a weak perturbation. Substituting the expansion (5) into the Schrödinger equation, Ĥψ = i~∂tψ, and assuming
the electron to be in the Floquet state ψk at the initial time t = 0, the conventional perturbation theory [7] in its first
order yields the expansion coefficients

ck′(t′) = − i

~

∫ t′

0

〈ψk′ |V̂0|ψk〉dt, (6)

where k′ 6= k. Within the conventional quantum electrodynamics [8], the matrix element of electron-photon interaction
reads

〈ψk′ |V̂0|ψk〉 =
e

c

∫

V

(
jk′k ·A∗

q

)
d3r, (7)

where Aq = e(q)
√
2π~c/qV ei(qr−cqt) is the photon wave function, q = (qx, qy, qz) =

(q sin θq cosϕq, q sin θq sinϕq, q cos θq) is the photon wave vector, e(q) is the unit vector of photon polariza-
tion,

jk′k =
1

2m
(ψ∗

k′p̂ψk − ψkp̂ψ
∗
k′)− e

mc
A±ψ

∗
k′ψk =

ei(k−k
′)r

V

∞∑

m=−∞

j
(m)
k′k e

−imωt (8)

is the transition current, and j
(m)
k′k are its Fourier harmonics. The squared modulus of the expansion coefficient (6),

|ck′(t′)|2 =
2πe2

~cqV3

∣∣∣∣∣

∞∑

m=−∞

(
e(q) · j(m)

k′k

)(∫

V

ei(k−k′−q)rd3r

)
e−imωt′/2

∫ t′/2

−t′/2

ei(εk′−εk−m~ω+~cq)t/~dt

∣∣∣∣∣

2

, (9)

describes the probability of photon emission during time t′, which is accompanied by the electron transition ψk → ψk′ .
In the limiting case of t′ → ∞, it reads

|ck′(t′)|2 =
(2π)9~e2

cqV3

∞∑

m=−∞

∣∣∣e(q) · j(m)
k′k

∣∣∣
2 [
δ3(k− k′ − q)

]2
[δ(εk − εk′ +m~ω − ~cq)]

2
. (10)

To rewrite squared delta functions in Eq. (10) appropriately, one has to apply the transformation [8]

[δ(ε)]2 = δ(ε)δ(0) =
δ(ε)

2π~
lim

t′→∞

∫ t′/2

−t′/2

ei0×t/~dt =
δ(ε)t′

2π~
, [δ3(k)]2 = δ3(k)δ3(0) =

δ3(k)

(2π)3

∫

V

ei0×rd3r =
δ3(k)V
(2π)3

.

Then Eq. (10) yields the total probability of emission of a photon with the wave vector q per unit time,

w(q) =
∑

k′ 6=k

d
{
|ck′(t′)|2

}

dt′
=

(2π)5e2

cqV2

∞∑

m=1

∑

k′

{∣∣∣e(q) · j(m)
k′k

∣∣∣
2
}
δ3(k − k′ − q)δ(εk − εk′ +m~ω − ~cq), (11)
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where the braces, {...}, denote the summation over photon polarizations. Applying the Jacobi-Anger expansion,
eiξ sinωt =

∑∞
m=−∞ Jm(ξ)eimωt, to find the Fourier harmonics of the transition current (8), the probability (11) can

be written as

w(q) =
(2π)2e2

cqV

∞∑

m=1

{
|jm(q)|2

}
δ(εk − εk−q +m~ω − ~cq), (12)

where the harmonics read

jm(q) =
(
v · e(q)

)
Jm(ξq)− v0

e
(q)
x ∓ ie

(q)
y

2
Jm+1(ξq)e

±iϕq − v0
e
(q)
x ± ie

(q)
y

2
Jm−1(ξq)e

∓iϕq , (13)

Jm(ξq) is the Bessel function of the first kind, its argument is ξq = −(v0/ω)q sin θq. As to summation with respect
to the polarization of the photon, it is effected by averaging over the directions of the polarization vector e(q) (in a
plane perpendicular to the given direction q), and the result is then doubled because of the two independent possible
transverse polarizations of the photon [8]. Carrying out this conventional procedure, we arrive at the geometric
relations,

{(e(q)x )2} = (1 − sin2 θq cos
2 ϕq), {(e(q)y )2} = (1 − sin2 θq sin

2 ϕq), {(e(q)z )2} = sin2 θq,

{e(q)x e
(q)
y } = −(sin2 θq sin 2ϕq)/2, {e(q)x e

(q)
z } = −(sin 2θq cosϕq)/2, {e(q)y e

(q)
z } = −(sin 2θq sinϕq)/2, (14)

which allows to write the harmonics
{
|jm(q)|2

}
in Eq. (12) explicitly. The delta functions in Eq. (12) describe the

energy conservation law, εk+m~ω = εk−q+~cq, which yields the allowed lengths of wave vectors of emitted photons,

qm =
1

λ0

(√
[1− (v · nq) /c]2 + 2mλ0ω/c− [1− (v · nq) /c]

)
=
mω

c

[
1 +

(v · nq)

c
+O

(
1

c2

)]
(15)

where nq = q/q = (sin θq cosϕq, sin θq sinϕq, cos θq) is the unit wave vector, λ0 = ~/mec is the Compton wavelength,
and m = 1, 2, ... is the number of radiation harmonic. Expanding Eq. (13) in powers of 1/c and taking into account
Eq. (15), one can see that main contribution to the probability (12) arises from the first Fourier harmonic of the
transition current,

{
|j1(q)|2

}
=
v20
4

[
1 + cos2 θq +

2vx
c

cos2 θq sin θq cosϕq +
2vy
c

cos2 θq sin θq sinϕq − 2vz
c

cos θq sin
2 θq +O

(
1

c2

)]
,

(16)

whereas contribution of higher harmonics is relativistically small,
{
|jm 6=1(q)|2

}
∼ O

(
1/c2

)
, and can be neglected as

a first approximation. As a result, the probability (12) takes its final form

w(q) =
π2e2v20
~ωcV

[
1 + cos2 θq +

2vx
c

cos2 θq sin θq cosϕq +
2vy
c

cos2 θq sin θq sinϕq − 2vz
c

cos θq sin
2 θq +O

(
1

c2

)]

× δ(q − q1). (17)

It should be noted that application of the Floquet theory to the considered emission problem assumes the condition

ωτ ≫ 1 (18)

to be satisfied, where

τ =

[
∑

q

w(q)

]−1

=

[ V
(2π)3

∫ 2π

0

dϕq

∫ π

0

dθq sin θq

∫ ∞

0

dq q2 w(q)

]−1

=

(
2e2ωA2

0

3~m2
ec

5

)−1

(19)

is the life time of an electron in the Floquet state. Otherwise, the electron-photon interaction destroy the Floquet
state and cannot be considered as a weak perturbation.
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FIG. 1: The radiation pattern I(θ,ϕ) of an emitting electron e in the x, y plane: (a) for the electron at rest; (b) for the electron
making forward movement with the velocity v, where F is the quantum recoil force acting on the electron.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

It follows from Eq. (15) that an electron rotating under the field (1) emits radiation at the frequencies ωm ≈
mω

[
1 + (v · nqm)/c

]
, where m = 1, 2, 3, ... is the harmonic number. Certainly, a classical charge rotating with the

frequency ω emits a set of radiation harmonics, ω′
m = mω, as well (the cyclotron radiation) but the frequencies ωm

and ω′
m differs slightly from each other. Physically, this difference occurs due to the momentum transfer from an

emitted photon to an emitting electron (the quantum recoil), which is responsible for the effects discussed below.
The intensity of photon emission is

I =
∑

q

~cqw(q) =
~cV
(2π)3

∫ 2π

0

dϕq

∫ π

0

dθq sin θq

∫ ∞

0

dq q3w(q) =

∫ 2π

0

dϕ

∫ π

0

dθ I(θ, ϕ), (20)

where

I(θ, ϕ) =
~cV
(2π)3

sin θq

∫ ∞

0

dq q3w(q)

∣∣∣∣
θq=θ, ϕq=ϕ

(21)

is the angle distribution of the radiation emitted by an electron (the radiation pattern). Substituting Eq. (17) into
Eq. (21), the radiation pattern can be written as

I(θ, ϕ) =
e2ω2v20
8πc3

[
1 + cos2 θ +

vx
c

(
5 cos2 θ + 3

)
sin θ cosϕ+

vy
c

(
5 cos2 θ + 3

)
sin θ sinϕ+

vz
c

(
5 cos2 θ + 1

)
cos θ

]
sin θ.

(22)
This pattern is of symmetric shape for an electron at rest (see Fig. 1a) but it acquires asymmetry if the electron moves:
The intensity of photon emission in the direction of electron velocity v exceeds the intensity of photon emission in
the opposite direction (see Fig. 1b). Due to such a skew photon emission, the resultant momentum transferred to an
emitting electron per unit time (the quantum recoil force) differs from zero and reads

F = −
∑

q

~qw(q) = −1

c

∫ 2π

0

dϕ

∫ π

0

dθ nI(θ, ϕ), (23)

where n = r/r = (sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ) is the unit radius vector. Substituting Eq. (22) into Eq. (23), the recoil
force acting on an electron under the field (1) takes the simple final form

F = −2

3

(
e4ω2A2

0

m2
ec

7

)
v, (24)

where v = (vx, vy, vz) is the velocity of forward movement of the electron. Applying the classical dynamics equation,
mev̇ = F, to describe evolution of the electron velocity v(t) under the force (24), we arrive at the exponentially fast
deceleration of the electron,

v(t) = v(0)e−t/τ0 , (25)
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where

τ0 =

(
2e4ω2A2

0

3m3
ec

7

)−1

(26)

is the deceleration time. It should be stressed that the force (24) differs substantially from the Abraham-Lorentz force
(also known as Lorentz-Abraham-Dirac force) [9],

Frad =

(
2e2

3c3

)[
γ2V̈ +

γ4V(V · V̈)

c2
+

3γ4V̇(V · V̇)

c2
+O

(
1

c4

)]
, (27)

introduced into physics in the deep past to describe the radiation reaction within the classical electrodynamics, where
V is the velocity of an emitting particle with the charge e, and γ = 1/

√
1 + V 2/c2 is the Lorentz factor. Indeed,

substituting the classical velocity (4) into Eq. (27) and averaging it over the field period, 2π/ω, one can see that
the averaged force Frad turns into zero in contrast to the recoil force (24). Although the force (24) does not depend
explicitly on the Planck constant, ~, it is purely quantum since its applicability condition (18)–(19) cannot be satisfied
in the classical limit of ~ → 0. Therefore, there is no classical analogue of the quantum deceleration (25). It should
be noted that the deceleration (25) takes place for any charged particles under an oscillating field but it expected to
be most pronounced for electrons due to their small mass.
To extend the developed theory for an electron under an electromagnetic wave, the vector potential of the homo-

geneous field (1) should be replaced by the wave vector potential,

Ã± = (Ax, Ay, Az) = A0

(
cos(ωt− q0r), ± sin(ωt− q0r), 0

)
, (28)

where q0 = (0, 0, ω/c) is the wavevector of the wave, the field amplitude is A0 = cE0/ω, and E0 is the electric field
of the wave. The eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian (2) with the vector potential (28) read

ψ̃k =
1√
V
eikrei(εk+ε0)t/~eikx(1+vz/c)(v0/ω) sinωte∓iky(1+vz/c)(v0/ω) cosωt +O

(
1

c2

)
(29)

and can be easily proved by direct substitution into the Schrödinger equation, Ĥ0ψ̃k = i~∂tψ̃k. Using the Floquet
functions (29) as a basis of the expansion (5), we arrive at the probability of photon emission per unit time,

w̃(q) =
(2π)5e2

cqV2

∞∑

m=1

∑

k′

{∣∣∣e(q) · j̃(m)
k′k

∣∣∣
2
}
δ3(k− k′ +mq0 − q)δ(εk − εk′ +m~ω − ~cq), (30)

where j̃
(m)
k′k are the Fourier harmonics of the transition current in the wave field,

j̃k′k =
1

2m

(
ψ̃∗
k′ p̂ψ̃k − ψ̃kp̂ψ̃

∗
k′

)
− e

mc
Ã±ψ̃

∗
k′ψ̃k =

ei(k−k′+mq0)r

V

∞∑

m=−∞

j̃
(m)
k′k e

−imωt. (31)

For the main radiation harmonic (m = 1), the delta functions in Eq. (30) describe the momentum and energy
conservation laws,

k+ q0 = k′ + q, εk + ~ω = εk′ + ~cq, (32)

which yield the allowed lengths of wave vectors of emitted photons,

q̃ =
ω

c

[
1− vz

c
+

(v · nq)

c
+O

(
1

c2

)]
. (33)

Taking into account Eqs. (16) and (33), the probability (30) in the main order of the (1/c)-expansion takes its final
form

w̃(q) =
π2e2v20
~ωcV

[(
1 +

2vz
c

)(
1 + cos2 θq

)
+

2vx
c

cos2 θq sin θq cosϕq +
2vy
c

cos2 θq sin θq sinϕq − 2vz
c

cos θq sin
2 θq

+ O

(
1

c2

)]
δ(q − q̃). (34)
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Applying Eq. (34) to find the recoil force acting on an electron in the wave field, F = −∑
q ~qw̃(q), one can see

that it is described by the same expression (24). It follows from the conservation laws (32) that the considered
emission process in the wave field (28) is physically identical to the Compton scattering of the wave by the electron.
Particularly, emission (scattering) of each photon is accompanied by transfer of the momentum ~q0 from the wave to
the electron. As a consequence, the photon drag force,

F0 = ~q0

∑

q

w̃(q) = ~q0

∑

q

w(q) =
2

3

(
e4ω2A2

0

m2
ec

6

)
n0, (35)

occurs in addition to the recoil force (24), where n0 = q0/q0 is the unit wavevector. As expected, the photon drag
force (35) exactly coincides with the known radiation pressure force acting on an electron under an electromagnetic
wave, which was derived earlier from the scattering theory [10].
The electron dynamics under the two forces (24) and (35) can be described by the classical equation, mev̇ = F0+F.

For a non-relativistic electron, v ≪ c, the force (35) much exceeds the force (24). Therefore, the photon drag force
F0 accelerates an electron along the direction of wave propagation, whereas the recoil force F decelerates it in the
perpendicular directions. As a result, the alignment of electron velocities occurs: During the time t ≫ τ0, velocities
of free electrons exposed to an electromagnetic wave become oriented along the direction of wave propagation. This
can lead, particularly, to collecting and focusing of an electron beam under laser irradiation. In two-dimensional
electron systems (e.g., conduction electrons in quantum wells and other two-dimensional nanostructures) irradiated
by a normally incident electromagnetic wave, the photon drag force (35) vanishes, whereas the recoil force (24) results
in the cooling of electrons. If the two-dimensional electron gas is non-degenerate, the averaged electron velocity is
〈v〉 =

√
8kBT/πme, where T is the temperature of the gas, and kB is the Boltzmann constant. Then the deceleration

(25) leads to exponentially fast decreasing electron temperature, T (t) = T (0)e−2t/τ0. It should be noted that the theory
developed above for the circularly polarized fields (1) and (28) can be easily generalized for any field polarization. For
a linearly polarized field, particularly, the recoil and photon drag forces are described by the same expressions (24)
and (35), where the numerical factor 2/3 in the right-hand side should only be replaced by the factors 1/15 and 1/3,
respectively.
It follows from the aforesaid that the deceleration time (26) should be small enough to observe the discussed effects

experimentally, which needs intense laser fields. For an electromagnetic wave generated by an ordinary hundred-
kilowatt laser with the wavelengths λ ∼ 10−6 m, the electric field amplitude E0 can reach 1010 V/m, which corresponds
to the deceleration time (26) of a split second. One can expect that this time scale is appropriate to detect the
electron deceleration in state-of-the-art measurements. The discussed effects can manifest themselves in various
electronic systems, including free electrons in vacuum and conduction electrons in condensed matters. Among them,
semiconductor structures hold much promise since the effective electron mass can be very small there. Electrons in
graphene and related materials also deserve careful consideration since their kinetic energy can be very large under
low-power irradiation due to the giant Fermi velocity [11]. It should be stressed that controlling electronic properties
of various condensed-matter structures by a high-frequency off-resonant electromagnetic field — which is based on
the Floquet theory of periodically driven quantum systems (“Floquet engineering”) — has become an established
research area during last decades and lead to many light-induced quantum phenomena (see, e.g., Refs. 11–21 and
references therein). Therefore, the discussed high-frequency mechanism of electron deceleration can be considered,
particularly, as a tool to manipulate conduction electrons in condensed matters, which fits well the current trend in
modern physics.

CONCLUSION

It is shown theoretically that an electron oscillating under a high-frequency electromagnetic field emits photons
differently in the direction of its forward movement and in the opposite direction. Since emission of each photon is
accompanied by momentum transfer to the electron, such a skew emission leads to the quantum recoil force decelerating
the forward movement of the electron. This quantum phenomenon is of general physical nature and can manifest
itself in various electronic systems driven by a laser field, including free electrons in vacuum and conduction electrons
in condensed matters. It can lead, particularly, to the alignment of velocities of free electrons along the direction of
laser beam and the laser-induced cooling of conduction electrons confined in two-dimensional nanostructures.
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