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We develop the quasi-classical (WKB) approximation of the synchrotron radiation by a fermion
embedded into uniformly rotating system in external magnetic field. We show that it gives an
accurate approximation of the exact expression that we recently obtained at a tiny fraction of the
numerical cost. Our results can be used to compute the electromagnetic radiation of the quark-gluon
plasma produced in relativistic heavy-ion collisions.

I. INTRODUCTION

We have recently developed a theory of synchrotron radiation by fermions embedded into rotating systems [1–4]
with the aim of understanding the impact of rotation on the electromagnetic radiation by the quark-gluon plasma,
which was recently observed to posses high vorticity collinear with the magnetic field [5–12]. We derived analytical
results for the intensity of the electromagnetic radiation and used them to numerically investigate its dependence on
the angular velocity of rotation. We showed that depending on the relative direction of the angular velocity and the
magnetic field, the radiation intensity can be enhanced or suppressed. The main focus of [1, 2] was on the systems
rotating with ‘relatively slow’ angular velocities satisfying Ω2 ≪ |qB|. We argued that the boundary conditions on
the light-cylinder have little impact on the radiation intensity. In faster-rotating systems, the boundary conditions
on the light-cylinder become essential and were discussed in [3, 4].

In principle, one may use the results obtained in [1–4] to compute the electromagnetic radiation by the quark-gluon
plasma. The synchrotron radiation of non-rotating electromagnetic plasmas was studied in [13–15]. However, such
a calculation in rotating plasmas turns out to be very expensive numerically because rotation lifts the degeneracy
of the spectrum, which not only makes analytical expressions way more complicated than in the non-rotating case
but also greatly increases the complexity of the numerical calculations. It is, therefore, important to develop a
reliable approximation. In this paper, we develop the quasi-classical approximation, which hinges on the assumption
that spacing between the nearby Landau levels is negligible. Considering that the distance between the nearby
Landau levels equals the synchrotron frequency ωB , the applicability of the quasi-classical approximation requires
that ωB ≪ E, where E is the fermion energy. It can be argued that [16]

ωB

E
∼ B

M2/q

M2

E2
=

qB

E2
, (1)

where M is the fermion mass. This indicates that the quasi-classical approximation is expected to be accurate in
describing the synchrotron radiation of ultra-relativistic fermions in subcritical magnetic fields. This argument applies
as well to a rotating system where E is understood as including the additional term −mΩ, where m is the magnetic
quantum number:

E =
√
M2 + p2z + 2n|qB|+mΩ , (2)

where pz is the conserved fermion momentum along the magnetic field, which we choose to be the z-axis. Evidently,
rotation lifts the degeneracy of the Landau levels in m. It was argued in [4] (see also [17]) that if Ω2 ∼ qB, the
structure of the Landau levels is completely broken due to the lifted degeneracy in m so that it is no longer possible
to give a simple estimate of the distance between the levels. We therefore constrain ourselves in this paper to the
‘relatively slow’ rotation. The development of the quasi-classical approximation in such a case is the main subject of
this paper.
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In our analysis, we follow the method Sokolov and Ternov [18, 19] who first obtained the expressions in the leading
order perturbation theory and then expanded it in the quasi-classical limit. It is a natural method in our case since
we have already derived the leading order result and we proceed along the same guidelines.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we review the baseline results obtained in [1, 2]. The radiation
intensity involves the Laguerre function In,n′ that parametrizes the matrix element of photon emission. The WKB
approximation is developed in Sec. III and used in Sec. IV to obtain the quasi-classical expression for the radiation
intensity. Sec. V is devoted to numerical analysis. We summarize and conclude in Sec. VI.

Throughout the paper, q denotes the electric charge carried by the fermion, and B and Ω are the collinear magnetic
field and the angular velocity of rotation. We adopt the natural units ℏ = c = 1 unless otherwise indicated, and the
quantities shown in the figures are given in units of the fermion mass, M = 1.

II. SYNCHROTRON RADIATION INTENSITY

It is instructive to begin with the review of the main result of [1, 2]. The Landau levels of a particle in a constant
magnetic field embedded in a uniformly rotating medium are given by (2). Since the operator of rotation about the
z-axis commutes with the boost operator in the same direction, we can choose a reference frame where the momentum
of the initial electron along the z-axis vanishes: pz = 0. When Ω is parallel to B, Ω is taken to be positive and
negative when it is anti-parallel. In place of m, it is often useful to use the radial quantum number a:

a = n−m− 1

2
. (3)

The quantum numbers n and a takes integer values from 0 to ∞. We will use the prime such as E′, a′, etc. to
distinguish the final state. The radiation intensity is given by

Wh
n,a,pz=0,ζ =

q2

4π

∑
n′,a′,ζ′

∫
ω2dω

∫
d cos θδ(ω − E + E′)Φh , (4)

where ζ, ζ ′ denotes the initial and final fermion polarization, h denotes the helicity of the emitted photon, and θ
denotes the emission angle of the photon with respect to the z-axis. The delta function imposes energy conservation,
and momentum conservation is implicit. Φh is the matrix element of the scattering process given by

Φh = I2a,a′(x)
∣∣ sin θ (K4In−1,n′−1(x)−K3In,n′(x)) +K1(h− cos θ)In,n′−1(x)

+K2(h+ cos θ)In−1,n′(x)
∣∣2 . (5)

The function In,n′(x) is defined as

In,n′(x) =

√
n′!

n!
e−x/2x(n−n′)/2Ln−n′

n′ (x) , (6)

where Ln−n′

n′ (x) is the associated Laguerre polynomial and

x =
ω2 sin2 θ

2|qB|
. (7)

In,n′(x) is sometimes called the Laguerre function. We will call these functions the I-functions throughout the article.
The coefficients Ki that appears in the intensity are defined as follows:

K1 = C ′
1C4 + C ′

3C2 , K2 = C ′
4C1 + C ′

2C3 , (8a)

K3 = C ′
4C2 + C ′

2C4 , K4 = C ′
1C3 + C ′

3C1 , (8b)

where

C1,3 =
1

2
√
2
B3(A3 ±A4) , C2,4 =

1

2
√
2
B4(A4 ∓A3), (9)

with the upper signs refer to the indexes 1 and 2, and the lower ones to 3 and 4. The primed quantities are defined
similarly with primed A and B coefficients, which are as follows:

A3 = 1 , A4 = ζ , B3 =

(
1 +

ζM

E −mΩ

)1/2

, B4 = ζ

(
1− ζM

E −mΩ

)1/2

, (10a)
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A′
3 =

(
1− ω cos θ

E′ −m′Ω

)1/2

, A′
4 = ζ ′

(
1 +

ω cos θ

E′ −m′Ω

)1/2

, (10b)

B′
3 =

(
1 +

ζ ′M√
(E′ −m′Ω)2 − p′2z

)1/2

, B′
4 = ζ ′

(
1− ζ ′M√

(E′ −m′Ω)2 − p′2z

)1/2

. (10c)

The total intensity of photons produced from a given initial energy (associated with the quantum numbers, n
and a) of the fermion is obtained by summing over the photon helicities, h, and averaging over the initial fermion
polarizations, i.e., ζ in (4) which gives us the following result:

Φ =
∑
h=±1

Φh = 2I2a,a′(x)
{
[(K4In−1,n′−1 −K3In,n′) sin θ − (K1In,n′−1 +K2In−1,n′) cos θ]

2

+(K1In,n′−1 −K2In−1,n′)2
}
, (11)

Wn,a =
1

2

∑
ζ,h

Wh
n,a,pz=0,ζ =

q2

4π

∑
n′,a′

∫
ω2dω

∫
d(cos θ)δ(ω − E + E′)

1

2

∑
ζ,ζ′

Φ

 . (12)

The integral over ω can be performed by integrating the delta-function (as done in [20].) To do so, we require the
solution to the equation,

ω = E − E′ . (13)

Conservation of momentum along the longitudinal direction dictates that

p′z = pz − ω cos θ . (14)

Using (2) and (14), we can solve for ω in (13), and the solution is as follows:

ω0 =
E −m′Ω− pz cos θ

sin2 θ

{
1−

[
1− B sin2 θ

(E −m′Ω− pz cos θ)2

]1/2}
, (15)

where

B = 2(n− n′)|qB| − (m−m′)2Ω2 + 2(m−m′)Ω(E −m′Ω) . (16)

Since we perform our computations in a frame where the initial longitudinal momentum vanishes (pz = 0), we have

p′z = −ω cos θ , (17)

ω0 =
E −m′Ω

sin2 θ

{
1−

[
1− B sin2 θ

(E −m′Ω)2

]1/2}
. (18)

The delta-function then becomes

δ(ω − E + E′) =
δ(ω − ω0)
∂(ω−E+E′)

∂ω

=
δ(ω − ω0)

1 + ∂E′

∂ω

. (19)

The partial derivative is easily obtained using (2) and (14),

∂E′

∂ω
=

ω cos2 θ

E′ −m′Ω
. (20)

We can now perform the ω integral in (12) using (20) and (19), which gives us

Wn,a =
q2

4π

∑
n′,a′

∫
dθ

ω2
0 sin θ(E

′ −m′Ω)

(E′ −m′Ω) + ω0 cos2 θ

1

2

∑
ζζ′

Φ

 . (21)

In [1, 2], we computed the radiation intensity numerically by evaluating the sum over n′ and a′ in (21). We will
refer to that calculation as exact. The scope of this work is to compute the quasi-classical approximation for the
radiation intensity. The applicability of the quasi-classical approximation requires that the main contribution to the
intensity comes about from the large values of the quantum numbers n ≫ 1 and m ≫ 1, which allows treating them
as continuous parameters. In particular, summations over quantum numbers can be replaced by integration. In the
following two sections, we will expand the various expressions from this section in the quasi-classical limit to obtain
the quasi-classical formula for the photon emission intensity.
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FIG. 1. The function fn,n′(x) is plotted for n = 1000, and n′ = 200. The red points denote the two turning points (roots).
The vertical lines separate the domain into five regions. Regions I, III, and V are where WKB is applicable. In regions II and
IV, the approximation is obtained by linearizing the potential.

III. WKB APPROXIMATION OF THE I−FUNCTION

In this section, we develop the quasi-classical approximation of the I-function. In the system under consideration,
the motion of ultra-relativistic fermions is characterized by the large value of the principal quantum number n.
Therefore, we are interested to obtain an approximation for In,n′(x) for large n and n′. We follow the approach
of Sokolov and Ternov in [18], who developed the WKB approximation of the I-function in the non-rotating case.
Rotation requires significant modifications to their method as we proceed to discuss.

First, consider the I-function in more detail in relation to the WKB procedure. The I-functions are solutions to
the differential equation,

d2

dx2
(x1/2y(x))− fn,n′(x)x1/2y(x) = 0 , (22)

where

fn,n′(x) =
(n− n′)2 − 1

4x2
− (n+ n′ + 1)

2x
+

1

4
. (23)

The differential equation is solved by y(x) = In,n′(x), as defined in (6).

Note that mathematically, Eq. (22) is the Schrödinger equation with x1/2y(x) being the wave function, fn,n′(x),
the potential, and 0 as the energy eigenvalue. The turning points of the potential are the solutions to fn,n′(x) = 0
since “energy” is zero. The “potential” is plotted in Fig. 1 for representative values of n and n′. Eq. (23) implies that
the turning points (for large n and n′) are

x0 = (
√
n−

√
n′)2 , x′

0 = (
√
n+

√
n′)2 . (24)

When Ω = 0, the kinematics of the problem restricts the argument of the I function, x, to be in close proximity
and on the left of the first turning point x0: x < x0. An approximation that is valid in this region (see Fig.1) is
the relevant interpolation function used in the WKB procedure by linearizing the potential near its turning points.
Such interpolation functions are proportional to Airy functions, but since in the non-rotating case, the argument x is
always to the left of the potential well, Airy functions can be represented by the modified Bessel functions Kν . For this
reason, in [18], Sokolov and Ternov use Kν functions as the approximation to the I-function in their quasi-classical
calculations.

However, when rotation is present, x can go beyond the turning point and into the potential well. For In,n′(x), x
continues to remain close to the first turning point x0. The approximation in [18] would suffice to handle the case,
except using the Airy function in place of the modified Bessel functions. However, the matrix element in Eq. (5) has
an additional I-function in the form of Ia,a′(x), which is not restricted to the region near its corresponding turning
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point. When Ω = 0, the above mentioned I-function does not appear because of the following property:

∞∑
a′=0

Ia,a′(x)2 = 1 . (25)

In the non-rotating case, the rest of the matrix element does not contain any dependence on a′ and hence the sum
of Ia,a′(x) factors out, which does not happen when Ω ̸= 0. Therefore, we must develop the WKB approximation for
the I-function that is valid for all x > 0.

The WKB method, when applied to an equation of the form (22), gives a piecewise solution in the three regions
marked off by the two turning points. The I-function vanishes at x = 0 and as x → ∞, so we require that the WKB
solution also satisfy the same conditions. Furthermore, the quasi-classical wave function is valid everywhere except
in the close vicinity of the turning points x0 and x′

0 where one has to employ the exact solution to the differential
equation (22) with the linearized potential. This is also essential for numerical computations because WKB solutions
diverge at the turning points. We employ the matching conditions for the five pieces of function to obtain the following
form for x1/2y(x),

x1/2y(x) = N



1
2
√
π

|f ′
n,n′ (x0)|1/6

[fn,n′ (x)]1/4
exp

{
−
∫ x0

x

√
fn,n′(x′)dx′

}
x ≤ x0 − δ1 ,

Ai
(
|f ′

n,n′(x0)|1/3(x0 − x)
)

x0 − δ1 < x < x0 + δ2 ,

1√
π

|f ′
n,n′ (x0)|1/6

[−fn,n′ (x)]1/4
sin
(∫ x

x0

√
(−fn,n′(x′))dx′ + π

4

)
x0 + δ2 ≤ x ≤ x′

0 − δ3 ,

(−1)p+1

(
|f ′

n,n′ (x0)|
f ′
n,n′ (x

′
0)

)1/6

Ai
(
|f ′

n,n′(x0)|1/3(x− x′
0)
)

x′
0 − δ3 < x < x′

0 + δ4 ,

(−1)p+1 1
2
√
π

|f ′
n,n′ (x0)|1/6

[−fn,n′ (x)]1/4
exp

{
−
∫ x

x′
0

√
fn,n′(x′)dx′

}
x′
0 + δ4 ≤ x .

(26)

Here N is the normalization constant, δ1, . . . , δ4 mark the left and right vicinities of the two turning points, and p is
the integer given by the Bohr-Sommerfeld quantization condition:

∫ x′
0

x0

√
(−fn,n′(x′))dx′ =

(
p− 1

2

)
π . (27)

The integral on the left-hand side of (27) can be evaluated exactly, but we need only the large n and n′ limit where

fn,n′(x) ≈ (x− x0)(x− x′
0)

4x2
. (28)

Integration in (27) yields

∫ x′
0

x0

√
(−fn,n′(x′))dx′ = π

(
min{n, n′}+ 1

2

)
. (29)

This implies that

p = min{n, n′}+ 1 . (30)

With the same accuracy, the derivative of the function fn,n′ reads

f ′
n,n′(x0) ≈ −

√
nn′

x2
0

. (31)
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Furthermore, the integrals that appear in (26) can be evaluated as follows:

S1 =

∫ x0

x

√
fn,n′(x′)dx′ (32)

=− 1

2

[√
(x− x0) (x− x′

0) +
√

x0x′
0 ln

(
x+

√
x0x′

0 −
√
(x− x0) (x− x′

0)

−x+
√

x0x′
0 +

√
(x− x0) (x− x′

0)

)

+
(x0 + x′

0)

2
ln

∣∣∣∣∣ 2

(x′
0 − x0)

(
x−

√
(x− x0) (x− x′

0)−
(x0 + x′

0)

2

)∣∣∣∣−√x0x′
0 ln

(
x0 +

√
x0x′

0

−x0 +
√
x0x′

0

)]
,

S2 =

∫ x

x0

√
−fn,n′(x′)dx′ (33)

=
1

2

[√
(x− x0) (x′

0 − x) + 2
√
x0x′

0 tan
−1

(√
x0

x′
0

(
x′
0 − x

x− x0

))

− (x0 + x′
0) tan

−1

√x′
0 − x

x− x0

+
π

2

(
x0 + x′

0 − 2
√
x0x′

0

) ,

S3 =

∫ x

x′
0

√
fn,n′(x′)dx′ (34)

=
1

2

[√
(x− x0) (x− x′

0) +
√
x0x′

0 ln

(
x+

√
x0x′

0 −
√
(x− x0) (x− x′

0)

−x+
√
x0x′

0 +
√
(x− x0) (x− x′

0)

)

+
(x0 + x′

0)

2
ln

∣∣∣∣∣ 2

(x′
0 − x0)

(
x−

√
(x− x0) (x− x′

0)−
(x0 + x′

0)

2

)∣∣∣∣−√x0x′
0 ln

(
x′
0 +

√
x0x′

0

−x′
0 +

√
x0x′

0

)]
.

We can fix the overall normalization constant N by employing the approximation used by Sokolov and Ternov in
[21] for the I-function near the first turning point, x0, as x → x0 from the left:

In,n′(x) ≈ 1

π
√
3

(
1− x

x0

)1/2

K1/3(z) , (35)

where K1/3(z) is the Bessel-K function and z is defined as

z =
2

3
(x2

0nn
′)1/4

(
1− x

x0

)3/2

. (36)

In (26), y(x) near the turning point x0 is an Airy function, which can be expressed in terms of the modified Bessel
function:

Ai(u) =
1

π
√
3

√
uK1/3

(
2

3
u3/2

)
, u > 0 . (37)

Therefore, we can express y(x) near the turning point x0 as follows:

y(x) = N
(x0

x

)1/2 1

π
√
3

(nn′)1/12

x
1/3
0

(
1− x

x0

)1/2

K1/3

(
2

3
(x2

0nn
′)1/4

(
1− x

x0

)3/2
)

. (38)

Comparing (38) with (35) and noting that x ≈ x0 we can fix the normalization constant

N =
x
1/3
0

(nn′)1/12
, (39)
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using which we obtain the desired approximation to the I-function:

In,n′(x) =



1√
2π

1
(x0−x)1/4(x′

0−x)1/4
exp {−S1} x ≤ x0 − δ1 ,

x
1/3
0

(nn′)1/12
1

x1/2 Ai

(
(nn′)1/6

x
2/3
0

(x0 − x)

)
x0 − δ1 < x < x0 + δ2 ,√

2
π

1
(x−x0)1/4(x′

0−x)1/4
sin
(
S2 +

π
4

)
x0 + δ2 ≤ x ≤ x′

0 − δ3 ,

(−1)p+1 x
′1/3
0

(nn′)1/12
1

x1/2 Ai

(
(nn′)1/6

x
′2/3
0

(x− x′
0)

)
x′
0 − δ3 < x < x′

0 + δ4 ,

(−1)p+1 1√
2π

1
(x−x0)1/4(x−x′

0)
1/4 exp {−S3} x′

0 + δ4 ≤ x .

(40)

The parameters δα, α = 1, . . . , 4 allow a continuous interpolation between the five different regions shown in Fig. 1.
Since the WKB approximation breaks down at distances shorter than the de Broglie wavelength λ from the turning
points, δα’s must be larger than λ. Noting that

√
−f is the “momentum” in Schrödinger’s equation (22), δα must

satisfy the condition

δα ≳
1√
−f

. (41)

Expanding f(x) ≈ f ′(x0)(x− x0) near the left turning point and using (31) and (24) we obtain the condition

δ1, δ2 ≳
x0

(nn′)1/6(
√
n−

√
n′)1/3

. (42)

A similar condition holds for the right turning point:

δ3, δ4 ≳
x′
0

(nn′)1/6(
√
n+

√
n′)1/3

. (43)

Any choice of δα satisfying (42), (43) is within the WKB accuracy. In Sec. V, we discuss the values of δα chosen for
the numerical calculation.

Eq. (40) is our main result in this section. The substitution n → a, n′ → a′ yields Ia,a′(x). The functions In,n′(x)
and Ia,a′(x) are then plugged into the matrix element (5). We note that although they have the same argument x,
their turning points are different. As a result, whereas the argument of Ia,a′(x) can take any positive value in relation
to its turning points, the argument of In,n′(x) is always restricted to the vicinity of its left turning point x0, viz. the
second region in (40).

IV. QUASI-CLASSIC APPROXIMATION OF INTENSITY

We are now all set to derive the quasi-classical approximation for the radiation intensity. In addition to using the
expressions for I-functions we derived in the previous section, the matrix elements and the phase space in Eq. (4)
must be expanded in the ultra-relativistic limit

E,E′, ω ≫ M,pz . (44)

We also assume that the rotation is slow enough that the following inequality holds:

|mΩ|, |m′Ω| ≪ E,E′, ω . (45)

Expanding the coefficients in (10) to the lowest order in the small parameters gives us

C1,2 =
1

2
√
2
(1± ζ)

(
1 +

1

2

M

E

)
, C3,4 =

1

2
√
2
(1∓ ζ)

(
1− 1

2

M

E

)
, (46a)

C ′
1,2 =

1

2
√
2

[
(1± ζ ′)

(
1 +

1

2

M

E′

)
∓ (1∓ ζ ′)

1

2

ω cos θ

E′

]
, (46b)

C ′
3,4 =

1

2
√
2

[
(1∓ ζ ′)

(
1− 1

2

M

E′

)
∓ (1± ζ ′)

1

2

ω cos θ

E′

]
. (46c)
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Plugging the expressions in (46) into the equations in (8), we have

K1,2 =
1

4

[
(1 + ζζ ′)± ζ(1 + ζζ ′)

Mω

2EE′ ∓ (1− ζζ ′)
ω cos θ

2E′

]
, (47a)

K3,4 =
1

4

[
(1− ζζ ′)± ζ(1− ζζ ′)

Mω

2EE′ ± (1 + ζζ ′)
ω cos θ

2E′

]
. (47b)

The matrix element in (11) contains several I-functions. They obey the recursion relations

In,n′−1(x) =
( x

n′

)1/2 [(n− n′ − x

2x

)
In,n′(x)− I ′n,n′(x)

]
, (48a)

In−1,n′(x) =
(x
n

)1/2 [(n− n′ + x

2x

)
In,n′(x) + I ′n,n′(x)

]
, (48b)

In−1,n′−1(x) =
x

(nn′)1/2

[(
n+ n′ − x

2x

)
In,n′(x)− I ′n,n′(x)

]
, (48c)

where In,n′ and I ′n,n′ in the right-hand-side are replaced by their quasiclassical approximation (35). However, since
Ω ̸= 0 implies that the argument of the I-function can also be greater than the turning point x0, we must convert the
Bessel functions to Airy functions, which yields

In,n′(x) =
1

(x2
0nn

′)1/12
Ai

(
(x2

0nn
′)1/6

(
1− x

x0

))
, (49a)

I ′n,n′(x) = − (nn′)1/12

x
5/6
0

Ai′
(
(x2

0nn
′)1/6

(
1− x

x0

))
. (49b)

The argument of the I-functions contains the ratio

x

x0
=

ω2 − ω2 cos2 θ(√
(E −mΩ)2 −M2 −

√
(E′ −m′Ω)2 −M2 − p2z

)2 . (50)

Expanding (50) to the lowest order we get

(x2
0nn

′)1/6
(
1− x

x0

)
=

(
ω
√
EE′

2|qB|

)2/3 [(
E

E′

)(
p2z
ω2

+
M2

E2

)
− Ω

3

(
8(m−m′)

ω
+

m

E
+

m′

E′

)]
. (51)

For convenience of notation, we will define two new parameters ε and κ:

ε =

(
p2z
ω2

+
M2

E2

)
−
(
E′

E

)[
Ω

3

(
8(m−m′)

ω
+

m

E
+

m′

E′

)]
, (52)

κ =
ωE2

2|qB|E′ . (53)

Collecting (48), (49), (51) and using Eqs. (52), (53) we derive the following approximate expressions for various
I-functions:
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In,n′(x) =
1

κ1/3

(
E

E′

)1/2
{
1 +

Ω

6

[
2(m−m′)

ω
+

m

E
+

m′

E′

]}
Ai
(
κ2/3ε

)
, (54a)

I ′n,n′(x) =− 1

κ2/3

E3/2

ωE1/2

{
1 +

Ω

3

[
5(m−m′)

ω
− m

2E
− m′

2E′

]}
Ai′
(
κ2/3ε

)
, (54b)

In,n′−1(x) =
1

κ1/3

(
E

E′

)1/2
{(

1 + Ω

[
(m−m′)

ω

(
1

3
− E

E′

)
+

m

6E
+

m′

6E′

])
Ai
(
κ2/3ε

)
+

1

κ1/3

(
E

E′

)(
1 +

Ω

3

[
5(m−m′)

ω
+

5m′

2E′ −
m

2E

])
Ai′
(
κ2/3ε

)}
, (54c)

In−1,n′(x) =
1

κ1/3

(
E

E′

)1/2
{(

1 + Ω

[
(m−m′)

ω

(
1

3
− E′

E

)
+

m

6E
+

m′

6E′

])
Ai
(
κ2/3ε

)
− 1

κ1/3

(
1 +

Ω

3

[
5(m−m′)

ω
+

5m

2E
− m′

2E′

])
Ai′
(
κ2/3ε

)}
, (54d)

In−1,n′−1(x) =
1

κ1/3

(
E

E′

)1/2
{(

1 + Ω

[
(m−m′)

ω

(
1

3
− ω2

EE′

)
+

m

6E
+

m′

6E′

])
Ai
(
κ2/3ε

)
+

1

κ1/3

ω

E′

(
1 +

5Ω

3

[
(m−m′)

ω
+

m

2E
+

m′

2E′

])
Ai′
(
κ2/3ε

)}
. (54e)

Combining these expressions with the coefficients in Eq. (47) we obtain the matrix element Φ, defined in Eq. (11),
up to the order O(M2/E2,Ω/E), that is

Φ =
I2a,a′(x)

4κ2/3

(
E

E′

){
(1 + ζζ ′)

2

[(
2 +

ω

E′

)2
cos2 θAi2(κ2/3ε) +

(
1

κ1/3

(
2 +

ω

E′

)
Ai′(κ2/3ε)

+

(
ζMω

EE′ − (ω + 2E′)

EE′ (m−m′)Ω

)
Ai(κ2/3ε)

)2]
+

(1− ζζ ′)

2

[
ω2 cos2 θ

E′2 Ai2(κ2/3ε)

+

((
ζMω

EE′ +
ω(m−m′)Ω

EE′

)
Ai(κ2/3ε)− ω

κ1/3E′ Ai′(κ2/3ε)

)2]}
. (55)

Summing over ζ ′ and averaging over ζ, we have

1

2

∑
ζ=±1

∑
ζ′=±1

Φ =
I2a,a′(x)

4κ2/3

(
E

E′

){[
2M2ω2

E2E′2 +

((
2 +

ω

E′

)2
+

ω2

E′2

)
(m−m′)2Ω2

E2

]
Ai2(κ2/3ε)

+

[(
2 +

ω

E′

)2
+

ω2

E′2

]
cos2 θAi2(κ2/3ε) +

[(
2 +

ω

E′

)2
+

ω2

E′2

]
1

κ2/3
Ai′2(κ2/3ε)

− 2

[(
2 +

ω

E′

)2
+

ω2

E′2

]
(m−m′)Ω

E

1

κ1/3
Ai(κ2/3ε)Ai′(κ2/3ε)

}
. (56)

The crux of the quasi-classical approximation is that at high energies, the discrete energy levels can be treated as
continuous. The assumptions of the quasi-classical approximation, therefore, enable us to replace the summations
over n′ and a′ in Eq. (21) with the corresponding integrals, treating these quantum numbers as continuous variables.
We thus obtain the quasi-classical approximation of the total radiation intensity:

Wn,a =
q2

4π

∫ n

0

dn′
∫ ∞

0

da′
∫ π

0

dθ
ω2
0 sin θ(E

′ −m′Ω)

(E′ −m′Ω) + ω0 cos2 θ

1

2

∑
ζζ′

Φ

 , (57)

with the summation over Φ given by Eq. (56). This is our main result.
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V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

To compute the radiation intensity, we first investigated the differential intensity as a function of the radial quantum
numbers a, a′. The parameters δα are fixed to be δ1 = δ2 = x0/10 and δ3 = δ4 = x′

0/10 which satisfy the requirements
(42) and (43) for n, n′ > 100. We verified that our results do not depend on the choice of these parameters so long as
they satisfy the WKB condition, i.e., they are close enough to their turning points. A few representative spectra are
shown in Fig. 2. The key observation is that the initial and final quantum numbers a and a′ are strongly correlated.
This correlation becomes less pronounced at higher energies/larger n. Nevertheless, it is instrumental in controlling
the accuracy of the a′-integration in Eq. (57), which we carry out using a standard Monte Carlo algorithm.

n=1000

a'=500

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 1400
0.000

0.002

0.004

0.006

0.008

0.010

a'

dW

da′

n=4000

  a'=500

0 1000 2000 3000 4000
0.000

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

a'

dW

da′

n=7000

  a'=500

0 2000 4000 6000 8000
0.000

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

0.005

0.006

0.007

a'

dW

da′

n=10000

a'=500

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000
0.000

0.002

0.004

0.006

0.008

0.010

a'

dW

da′

FIG. 2. The differential radiation intensity in units of M2 for n = 1000, 4000, 7000 and 10000, for Ω = 10−5, a = 500, and
qB = −0.01.

In the figures below, we plot the radiation intensity in units of

I =
q2

4π

2

3

(qBE)2

M4
, (58)

which represents the high energy limit of the classical radiation intensity Wcl. More precisely:

Wcl = I
(
1− M2

E2

)
. (59)

To validate our numerical procedure, we computed the synchrotron intensity in the stationary limit, Ω = 0, and
verified that it agrees with the well-known result first obtained by Sokolov and Ternov [16, 21]:

WST

I
= −3

4

∫ ∞

0

4 + 5χx3/2 + 4χ2x3

(1 + χx3/2)4
Ai′(x)xdx , (60)

where

χ =
qBE

M3

√
1− M2

E2
, (61)
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FIG. 3. Validation of our numerical code in the stationary case Ω = 0 for the total radiation intensity W as a function of
fermion energy E at a = 500, M = 1, and qB = −0.01. Red circles and error bars represent Eq. (57) computed with the Monte
Carlo method. Blue squares represent the well-known analytical expression given by Eq. (60) [16].

as shown in Fig. 3. It is seen in Fig. 3 that our Monte Carlo algorithm agrees with the analytical result with ∼ 5%
accuracy.

The results for the radiation intensity at finite Ω are exhibited in Fig. 4 for different values and directions of
rotation. They are compared with the calculations performed in [20] of the exact results in Eq. (21). We observe that
they are generally in a good agreement. This indicates that our quasi-classical approximation provides an adequate
description of the photon production at high energies and sub-critical magnetic fields. However, the numerical cost
of the quasi-classical calculation is roughly two orders of magnitude less than with the exact expressions. We believe
that the efficiency of the quasi-classical algorithm can be further significantly improved.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

We developed the quasi-classical approximation for the synchrotron radiation of a fermion embedded in the rigidly
rotating system and subject to the constant magnetic field. It is valid for ultra-relativistic fermions under the
conditions explained in the text. We numerically verified that our semi-classical expressions accurately approximate
the exact formulas. At the same time, they decrease the numerical cost of computations by at least several orders of
magnitude.

In our analysis, we derived the quasi-classical approximation by expanding the exact leading order expressions.
A different approach, developed by Baier and Katkov, is to compute the quasi-classical matrix element from the
get-go by observing that in the ultra-relativistic limit, the photon is emitted from a short part of the classical fermion
trajectory in the magnetic field [16, 22]. It would be interesting to generalize this method to the case of rotating
fermions.

In this work we focused on the dynamics of the synchrotron radiation by a single rotating fermion, but our ulti-
mate goal is to compute the electromagnetic radiation by the quark-gluon plasma. Indeed, it was argued that its
electromagnetic radiation contains a significant synchrotron radiation component [23–26]. While the computation of
the plasma electromagnetic radiation with account of the magnetic field and rotation with exact formulas requires
enormous computing resources, the quasi-classical method offers a significantly more effective approach.
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