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Abstract

We give a concise axiomatic introduction into the fundarakstructure of classical elec-
trodynamics: It is based on electric charge conservatiom,Librentz force, magnetic flux
conservation, and the existence of local and linear caristit relations. Thénhomogeneous
Maxwell equations, expressed in terms/gffand H; , turn out to be a consequence of electric
charge conservation, whereas tltemogeneouslaxwell equations, expressed in termsif
and B?, are derived from magnetic flux conservation and speciativity theory. The exci-
tationsD® and H; , by means of constitutive relations, are linked to the figétdreythsE; and
Bt. Eventually, we point out how this axiomatic approach iated to the framework of gauge
field theory.
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1 Introduction

In nature one has, up to now, identified four fundamentarauigons: Gravity, electromag-
netism, weak interaction, and strong interaction. Graeaityl electromagnetism manifest
themselves on a macroscopic level. The weak and the straatpations are generically
microscopic in nature and require a quantum field theodediescription right from the begin-
ning.

The four interactions can be modeled individually. Theréhby recognized that electro-
magnetism has the simplest structure amongst these itigraic This simplicity is reflected
in the Maxwell equations. They, together with a few addisilcessumptions, explain the elec-
tromagnetic phenomena that we observe in nature or in |&draes.

Without digressing to philosophy, one may wonder about tiggroof the Maxwell equa-
tions. Should we believe in them as such and just study tlmiseguences? Or should
we rather derive them from some deeper lying structures?aidgy, there are already some
answers known to the last question. The Maxwell equatiolysa® conservation laws and
symmetry principles that are also known from elementaryiglarphysics, see [1, 21]. In
the framework of classical physics, authoritative accewfielectrodynamics are provided by
[19,123], e.g.. In this paper we would like to add some newghiinto this subject.

We will provide a short layout of an axiomatic approach tHkdves to identify thebasic
ingredientsthat are necessary for formulating classical electrodyosnseell4]. We believe
that this axiomatic approach is not only characterized mpscity and beauty, but is also of
appreciable pedagogical value. The more clearly a streigtupresented, the easier it is to
memorize. Moreover, an understanding of how the fundarhefgatromagnetic quantities
D, H;, E;, B" are related to each other may facilitate the formulationsuoidtion of actual
electromagnetic problems.

As it is appropriate for an axiomatic approach, we will stewin as few prerequisites as
possible. What we will need is some elementary mathemab@ekground that comprises
differentiation and integration in the framework of tenaaalysis in three-dimensional space.
In particular, the concept of integration is necessaryrftoducing electromagnetic objects as
integrands in a natural way. To this end, we will use a tenstation in which the components
of mathematical quantities are explicitly indicated by meaf upper (contravariant) or lower
(covariant) indices [22]. The advantage of this notatiaimé it allows to represent geometric
properties clearly. In this way, the electromagnetic ofsjiecome more transparent and can
be discussed more easily. For the formalism of differerfitiechs, which we recommend and
which provides similar conceptual advantages, we refet@c4].

We have compiled some mathematical material in the Appentihose who don't feel
comfortable with some of the notation, may first want to haleok into the Appendix. Let
us introduce the following conventions:

e Partial derivatives with respect to a spatial coordinat@vith i, j, - - - = 1, 2, 3) or with
resepct to time are abbreviated according to
0 0
- — 0 — — 0. 1
ox? ot ' @)



e We use the “summation convention”. It states that a summagign can be omitted
if the same index occurs both in a lower and an upper posifidrat is, we have, for
example, the correspondence

3
Zalﬂi — a; 3. (2)

=1

e We define the Levi-Civita symbols;; ande*. They are antisymmetric with respect
to all of their indices. Therefore, they vanish if two of theidices are equal. Their
remaining components assume the valwésor —1, depending on whethérk is an
even or an odd permutation ©23:

o (3)
—1, forijk=213,321,132

i { 1, forijk=123,312, 231
Cijk = €7 =
With these conventions we obtain for tgeadientof a functionf the expression; f. Thecurl
of a (covariant) vectov; is written according te”’*9;v, and thedivergenceof a (contravari-
ant) vector (density)’ is given byd,w".

Now we are prepared to move on to the Maxwell theory.

2 Essential classical electrodynamics based on four axioms

In the next four subsections, we will base classical elelgtnamics on electric charge con-
servation (axiom 1), the Lorentz force (axiom 2), magnetig ffonservation (axiom 3), and

the existence of constitutive relations (axiom 4). Thigesents the core of classical electro-
dynamics: It results in the Maxwell equations together il constitutive relations and the
Lorentz force law.

In order to complete electrodynamics, one can require tweeragioms, which we only
mention shortly (see_[4] for a detailed discussion). One sjaecify the energy-momentum
distribution of the electromagentic field (axiom 5) by meahiss so-called energy-momentum
tensor. This tensor yields the energy den$ity E; + H;B")/2 and the energy flux density
€% E; Hy, (the Poynting vector), inter alia. Moreover, if one tredectomagnetic problems
of materials in macrophysics, one needs a further axiom bgnsief which the total electric
charge (and the current) is split (axiom 6) in a bound or niteharge (and current), which
is also conserved, and in a free or external charge (andnturrd@his completes classical
electrodynamics.

2.1 Electric charge conservation (axiom 1) and the inhomogeous
Maxwell equations

In classical electrodynamics, the electric charge is ataraed by its density. From a
geometric point of view, the charge densityconstitutes an integrand of a volume integral.



This geometric identification is natural since, by defimtiontegration ofp over a three-
dimensional volumé’ yields the total charg& enclosed in this volume

szfvpdv. (4)

We note that, in the Sl-system, electric charge is measuaradits of “ampere times second”
or coulomb[Q] = As = C. Therefore the Sl-unit of charge densiti [p] = As/m? = C/m?.

It is instructive to invoke at this point the Poincaré lemnihere are different explicit
versions of this lemma. We use the fodml(69) that is displagesbpendiXA. Then (if space
fulfills suitable topological conditions) we can write theacge density as the divergence of
an integrand)’ of a surface integral. Thus,

o;D" = p (divD = p). (5)

This result already constitutes one inhomogeneous Maxeeglhtion, the Coulomb-Gauss
law. In parenthesis we put the symbolic form of this equation

Electric charges often move. We represent this motion by taemahvelocity fieldw?, that
is, we assign locally a velocity to each portion of chargepace. The product of electric
charge density and material velocity:’ defines the electric current densif;

J' = pu'. (6)

Geometrically, the electric current density constitutesrdegrand of surface integrals since
integration of.J* over a two-dimensional surfacg yields the total electric current that
crosses this surface,

I:/SJidai. )

We have, in Sl-unitg,/] = A and[J/] = A/m?.

We now turn to electric charge conservation, the first axibouo axiomatic approach. To
this end we have to determine how individual packets of ahalgnge in time as they move
with velocity «¢ through space. A convenient way to describe this changepisged by the
material derivativeD /Dt which also is often called convective derivativel[20]. lioals to
calculate the change of a physical quantity as it appeans tdoaerver or a probe that follows
this quantity. Then electric charge conservation can beesged as

DQ

where the material derivative is taken with respect to tHeoity field «*. It can be rewritten

in the following way [20],
DQ D
-_x _ d
Dt ~ Dt /V(t)p v



= / @ dv + % pu' da;
vy Ot oV (t)

_ /V . <% + 8¢(pui)) v . 9)

Here we used in the last line the Stokes theorem in the foriid@f (The volumé/(¢) that is
integrated over depends in general on time since it moveshegwith the electric charge that
it contains. By means ofl6)1(8), arld (9) we obtain the axidralectric charge conservation
in the local form as continuity equation,

op+0,J =0. (10)

Now we use the inhomogeneous Maxwell equatidn (5) in ordegptace within the con-
tinuity equation[(ID) the charge density by the divergerfcB’ This yields

) (atDZ’ + JZ‘) —0. (11)

Again we invoke the Poincaré lemma, now in the fofm (68), amite the sumd, D! + J* as
the curl of the integrand of a line integral which we denotehy This yields

€%, Hy — 9,D" = J° (cwtlH —D = 7). (12)

Equation [IR) constitutes the remaining inhomogeneouswélixequation, the Ampere-
Maxwell law, which, in this way, is derived from the axiom dharge conservation. The
fields D* and H; are called electric excitation (historically: electrispiacement) and mag-
netic excitation (historically: magnetic field), respeety. From [%) and[(1l2) it follows that
their Sl-units ardD?] = As/m? and[H,] = A/m.

Some remarks are appropriate now: We first note that we obitaiexcitationsD? and
H; from the Poincaré lemma and charge conservation, respggtvithout introducing the
concept of force. This is in contrast to other approachesrtdig on the Coulomb and the
Lorentz force lawsl[[2]. Furthermore, since electric chazrgeservation is valid not only on
macroscopic scales but also in micropysics, the inhomagen®axwell equationd15) and
(@I2) are microphysical equations as long as the source teramsl .J* are microscopically
formulated as well. The same is valid for the excitatidisand H;. They are microphysical
guantities — in contrast to what is often stated in textboske [7], for example. We finally
remark that the inhomogeneous Maxwell equati@hs (5) ROdgd2 be straightforwardly put
into a relativistically invariant form. This is not self4elent but suggested by electric charge
conservation in the form of the continuity equati@nl(10)sithis fundamental equation can
also be shown to be relativistically invariant.

2.2 Lorentz force (axiom 2) and merging of electric and magne field
strengths

During the discovery of the electromagnetic field, the cphoéforce has played a major role.
Electric and magnetic forces are directly accessible teexgental observation. Experimental



evidence shows that, in general, an electric charge is stutge force if an electromagnetic
field acts on it. For a point chargeat positionz,*, we havep(z') = ¢d(z* — z4"). If it has the
velocity «?, we postulate the Lorentz force

F; = q(E; + e;jpu’ BY) (13)

as second axiom. It introduces the electric field strergtland the magnetic field strength
B'. The Lorentz force already yields a prescription of how tameeF; and B¢ by means
of the force that is experienced by an infinitesimally smadittcharge; which is either at
rest or moving with velocity:’. Turning to the dimensions, we introduce voltage as “work pe
charge”. In SI, itis measured in volt (V). ThéR;|=VC/m and, according t6 (A3)E'] = V/m
and[B;] = Vs/m?* = Wb/m? = T, with Wb as abbreviation for weber and T for tesla.

; A A B' A
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b) charge observed from inertial fran

a) charge observed from its rest frame moving with respect to q

Figure 1. A charge that is, in some inertial frame, at restiammersed in a purely magnetic
field experiences no Lorentz force, see Fig.1a. The factthigae is no Lorentz force should
be independent of the choice of the inertial system thatesl s observe the charge. There-
fore, a compensating electric field accompanies the magfield if viewed from an inertial
laboratory system which is in relative motion to the chasge Fig.1b.

From the axiom of the Lorentz force{13), we can draw the agsioh that the electric and
the magnetic field strengths are not independent of each. ofhe corresponding argument
is based on the special relativity principle: According lte special relativity principle, the
laws of physics are independent of the choice of an inertistesn [2]. Different inertial
systems move with constant velocitig’srelative to each other. The outcome of a physical
experiment, as expressed by an empirical law, has to be émdiemt of the inertial system
where the experiment takes place.

Let us suppose a point chargewnith a certain mass moves with velocity in an elec-
tromagnetic fieldz; and B*. The velocity and the electromagnetic field are measured in a
inertial laboratory frame. The point charge can also be mieskfrom its instantaneous iner-
tial rest frame.If we denote quantities that are measured with respect saréisit frame by a



prime, i.e., byu", E;, andB"*, then we have/* = 0. In the absence of an electric field in the
laboratory system, i.e., if additionally’; = 0, the charge experiences no Lorentz force and
therefore no acceleration,

F'; = q(E'; + eu’ B*) = 0. (14)

Figure 2: The tetrahedron of the electromagnetic field. Teetec and the magnetic excita-
tions D¢, H; and the electric and the magnetic field strengihsB® build up 4-dimensional
guantities in spacetime. These four fields describe thdreleagnetic field completely. Of
electric nature aré® and E;, of magnetic naturé; and B*. The electric and the magnetic
excitationsD?, H; are extensities, also called quantities (how much?), teetiéd and the
magnetic field strength’;, B’ are intensities, also called forces (how strong?).

The fact that the charge experiences no acceleration idralgon the laboratory frame.
This is a consequence of the special relativity principlentore precisely, of the fact that the
square of the acceleration can be shown to form a relativiistariant. Consequently,

E = q(EZ + eijkujBk) =0. (15)
Thus, in the laboratory frame, electric and magnetic fietdratated by
Ez' = —ez-jkujBk . (16)

This situation is depicted in FId.1. Accordingly, we find theectric and magnetic field
strength cannot be viewed as independent quantities. Titeegaanected to each other by
transformations between different inertial systems.

Let us pause for a moment and summarize: So far we have irteddbe four electromag-
netic field quantitied?, H; and E;, B'. These four quantities are interrelated by physical and
mathematical properties. This is illustrated in Eig.2 by ttetrahedron of the electromagnetic
field”.



2.3 Magnetic flux conservation (axiom 3) and the homogeneoilaxwell
equations

We digress for a moment and turn to hydrodynamics. Helmhe#tg one of the first who
studied rotational or “vortex” motion in hydrodynamicseg&]. He derived theorems for
vortex lines. An important consequence of his work was thecksion that vortex lines are
conserved. They may move or change orientation but theyew&r spontaneously created nor
annihilated. The vortex lines that pierce through a twoatisional surface can be integrated
over and yield a scalar quantity that is called circulatidime circulation in a perfect fluid,
which satisfies certain conditions, is constant provideditiop enclosing the surface moves
with the fluid [8].

There are certainly fundamental differences betweenrel@etgnetism and hydrodynam-
ics. But some suggestive analogies exist. A vortex line iarbgtynamics seems analogous to
a magnetic flux line. The magnetic fldxis determined from magnetic flux lines, represented
by the magnetic field strength’, that pierce through a two-dimensional surfaGe

d = / B'da; . (17)
S

As the circulation in a perfect fluid is conserved, we can gubat, in a similar way, the
magnetic flux may be conserved. Of course, the consequehsesioan axiom have to be
borne out by experiment.

At first sight, one may find vortex lines of a fluid easier to abze than magnetic flux
lines. However, on a microscopic level, magnetic flux canuodn quanta. The corre-
sponding magnetic flux unit is called flux quantum or fluxon &nchrries®, = h/(2¢e) =~
2,07 - 101> Wb, with 4 as Planck constant andas elementary charge. Single quantized
magnetic flux lines have been observed in the interior of tygeperconductors if exposed
to a sufficiently strong magnetic field, séé [4], p.131. Thesrecan be counted. The corre-
sponding experiments provide good evidence that magnekiésla conserved quantity.

But how can we formulate magnetic flux conservation mathealit? It is at this point
instructive to reconsider the notion of the electric charge

Q= /V pdv (18)

together with its corresponding conservation law

8tQ+/ J'da; = 0. (19)
ov

The rate of change of the electric charge within a specifiédme 1 is balanced by the out-
or inflowing charge across the surfag®&. This charge transport is described by the electric
chargecurrent J! that is integrated over the enveloping surfadé. By means of the Stokes
theorem in the form{70), equatidn_{19) yields the local oanty equation

op+0,J =0. (20)



Let us follow the same pattern in formulating magnetic flurgervation: Starting with the
definition [IT) of the magnetic flux, the corresponding covestion law, in analogy td{19),
reads

at<b+/ Jrdc =0, (21)
aS

where we introduced the magnetic fladrrent J*. Geometrically, this is a covariant vector
that is integrated along a lir&S, that is, along the curve bordering the 2-dimensional serfa
S. The conservation lanw_(21) tells us that the rate of changth@fmagnetic flux within
a specified are® is balanced by the magnetic flux currefft that is integrated along the
boundarydS. Then the Stokes theorem in the forml(71) yields the locatinaity equation

OB+ €70, T2 = 0. (22)
One interesting consequence is the following: The divergat [22) reads
az(atBZ) =0 — azBZ = Pmag > atpmag =0. (23)

Thus, we find a timeadependent termp,,,,, Which acquires tentatively the meaning of a
magnetic charge density. Let us choose a specific refergstens in whichp,,,, is constant in
time, i.e.,0;pmag = 0. NOw we go over to an arbitrary reference system with timedioate

t' and spatial coordinates’. Clearly, in generab, p,.., # 0. The only way to evade a
contradiction to[(2B) is to requirg,., = 0, that is, the magnetic field strengfBf has no
sources, its divergence vanishes:

0B =0 (divB =0). (24)

This is recognized as one of the homogeneous Maxwell equeathote that our derivation of
24) was done under the assumption of magnetic flux consemv@). Under this condition
we find ppe = 0.

In order to understand better the magnetic flux current, we tiat.J®, as a covariant
vector, has the same geometric properties as the elecidcstiengthZ;. Additionally, J?
and E; share the same physical dimension voltage/length, i.&l,iN/m. Accordingly, it is
plausible to identify both quantities,

J*=E;. (25)

That also the sign chosen is the appropriate one (consisténthe Lenz rule) was discussed
in [6]. Then the local continuity equatio{22) assumes trenf

OB + ¢7*0,E, = 0 (B+curl E = 0). (26)

This equation reflects magnetic flux conservation, the tiaxidm of our axiomatic approach.
It also constitutes the remaining homogeneous Maxwell gguahat is, Faraday’s induction
law.

At this point one might wonder to what extend the identifioat{Z3) is mandatory. It turns
out that it is special relativity that dictates this idemtifion. We illustrate this circumstance

10



as follows: In the rest frame of a magnetic flux lif#’ the magnetic flux current vanishes,
J'? = 0. The rest frame is also defined via the Lorentz force: In tteeabe of an electric

field, £'; = 0, a test charge is not accelerated by’*. Then a Lorentz transformation,
together with[[21), yields an equation that relaf¥sand.J? in a laboratory frame according
to

J? = —epu’ BF . (27)

7

A comparison with[(16), which was obtained by an analogoaissfiormation of a magnetic
flux line from its rest frame to a laboratory frame, shows thatidentification[(25) needs to
be valid, indeed. However, one should be aware that our siemglument requires’; = 0 in
the rest frame of the considered magnetic flux line.

2.4 Constitutive relations (axiom 4) and the properties of gacetime

So far we have introducedl x 3 = 12 unknown electromagnetic field componeii§ H;,
E;, andB‘. These components have to fulfill the Maxwell equatidhs (B)), (Z4), and(26),
which represent + 3 + 1 4+ 3 = 8 partial differential equations. In fact, among the Maxwell
equations, only[{A12) anf{R6) contain time derivatives aedignamical. The remaining equa-
tions, [B) and[[24), are so-called “constraints”. They byeyirtue of the dynamical Maxwell
equations, fulfilled at all times if fulfilled at one time. Iblfows that they don’t contain in-
formation on the time evolution of the electromagnetic fieltherefore, we arrive at only
6 dynamical equations for 12 unknown field components. Toarthk Maxwell equations
a determined set of partial differential equations, we ktve to introduce additionally the
so-called “constitutive relations” between the excitaid®?, H; and the field strengths;,
B

The simplest case to begin with is to find constitutive relagifor the case of electromag-
netic fields in vacuum. There are guiding principles thattlitheir structure. We demand
that constitutive relations in vacuum are invariant undanglation and rotation, furthermore
they should be local and linear, i.e., they should connelcifigt the same position and at the
same time. Finally, in vacuum the constitutive relationswudti not mix electric and magnetic
properties. These features characterize the vacuum anthen@lectromagnetic field itself.
We will not be able to prove them but postulate them as fouxibra.

If we want to relate the field strengths and the excitationshewe to remind ourselves
that E;, H; are natural integrands bhe integrals and)?, B* are natural integrands sfirface
integrals. Thereforef;, H; transform under a change of coordinates as covariant \&ector
while D!, B transform as contravariant vector densities. To compertbatse differences
we will have to introduce a symmetric metric fiejgd = g,;. The metric tensor determines
spatial distances and introduces the notion of orthogtynalihe determinant of the metric
is denoted byy. It follows that,/gg" transforms like a density and maps a covariant vector
into a contravariant vector density. We then take as fouitbra the constitutive equations for
vacuum,

Di =<0 \/Egzj Ej i (28)

11



H; = (10+/9) ‘9 B (29)

In flat spacetime and in cartesian coordinates, we have 1, ¢ = 1, andg¢” = 0 for

1 # j. We recognize the familiar vaccum relations between figlengfths and excitations.
The electric constant, and the magnetic constam$ characterize the vacuum. They acquire
the Sl-unitgey] = As/Vm and[u,] = Vs/Am.

What seems to be conceptually important about the conséteguations({28)[(29) is that
they not only provide relations between the excitatibis H; and the field strengths;, 5,
but also connect the electromagnetic field to the structtispacetime, which here is repre-
sented by the metric tensgy;. The formulation of the first three axioms that were presénte
in the previous sections does not require information omrietric structure. The connection
between the electromagnetic field and spacetime, as ergrbysthe constitutive equations,
indicates that physical fields and spacetime are not indkpemf each other. The constitutive
equations might suggest the point of view that the struatfispacetime determines the struc-
ture of the electromagnetic field. However, one should be@awet the opposite conclusion
has a better truth value: It can be shown that the propagptaperties of the electromagnetic
field determine the metric structure of spacetime [4, 9].

Constitutive equations in matter usually assume a more toatgd form than[(28)[{29).
In this case it would be appropriate to derive the constitduéquations, after an averaging
procedure, from a microscopic model of matter. Such proeedare the subject of solid state
or plasma physics, for example. A discussion of these st&hjsmut of the scope of this
paper but, without going into details, we quote the contiéurelations of a general linear
magnetoelectrienedium:

Dt = (eij — ik nk) E; + ( ')’ij + §ji) B+ (a—s)B", (30)

Hy = (pg —ejwm®) B + (=7 +57) E; — (a+5) E; . (31)
This formulation is due to Hehl & ObukhovI[4} 5,115], an equ&rd formulation of a “bian-
isotropic medium” — this is the same as what we call genengldir medium — was given
by Lindell & Olyslager [17/10D]. Both matrices’ and 1.;;' are symmetric and possess 6
independent components eaef, is calledpermittivity tensor andu;j1 impermeabilityten-

sor (reciprocal permeability tensor). The magnetoelectross-termy*;, which is tracefree,
~+*. = 0, has 8 independent components. It is related to the Frésnehu effects.

The 4-dimensional pseudo-scatgrwe call it axion piece 4], represents one component.
It corresponds to the perfect electromagnetic conducteM®) of Lindell & Sihvola [11], a
Tellegen type structuré [24, 25].

Accordingly, these pieces altogether, which we printed3@) @nd [31L) in boldface for
better visibility, add up t6¢ +6+8+1 = 20+ 1 = 21 independent components. The situation
with 20 components is described in Pastl[18] (he reqiured 0 without a real proof), that
with 21 components in O’Dell[]16].

We can have 15 more components related to dissipation, vdaiciot be derived from a
Lagrangian, the so-called skewon piece (§eé [14] and @raditre given), namely+ 3 com-
ponents ofy, andm* (electric and magnetic Faraday effects), 8 components fhenmatrix

12



5/ (optical activity), which is tracelesg,* = 0, and 1 component from the 3-dimensional
scalars (spatially isotropic optical activity). This scalar wasrmduced by Nieves & Pal[13].
It has also been discussed in electromagnetic materialsid parameter, see Lindell et al.
[12]. Note thats, in contrast to the 4-dimensional scataris only a 3D scalar. We end then
up with thegeneral linear mediurwith 20 + 1 4+ 15 = 36 components.

With the introduction of constitutive equations the axidgimapproach to classical elec-
trodynamics is completed. We will see in the next Sedfion\8 tios approach relates to the
framework of gauge theory.

3 Onthe relation between the axiomatics and the gauge ap-
proach

Modern descriptions of the fundamental interactions Hgaely on symmetry principles. In
particular, this is true for the electromagnetic interactwhich can be formulated as a gauge
field theory that is based on a corresponding gauge symnhetyrecent article this approach
towards electromagnetism has been explained in some {@&tailThe main steps were the
following:

e Accept the fact that physical matter fields (which represéetrons, for example) are
described microscopically by complex wave functions.

e Recognize that the absolute phase of these wave functiamedphysical relevance.
This arbitrariness of the absolute phase constitutes adwnensional rotational type
symmetryU (1) (the circle group) that is the gauge symmetry of electroretigm.

e To derive observable physical quantities from the wave tione requires to define
derivatives of wave functions in a way that is invariant unithe gauge symmetry. The
construction of such “gauge covariant” derivatives reggiithe introduction of gauge
potentials. One gauge potential, the scalar potentidefines a gauge covariant deriva-
tive Df with respect to time, while another gauge potential, thearepotential A;,
defines gauge covariant derivatives with respect to the three independent directions
of space.

¢ Finally, the gauge potentiatsand A; describe an electrodynamically non-trivial situa-
tion, if their corresponding electric and magnetic fieléstyths

E; = -0,0 — 0;A; (32)
B = 9%, Ay, (33)
are non-vanishing.

In the following we want to comment on the interrelation be¢w the previously presented
axiomatic approach and the gauge approach. It is intege&iisee how the axioms find their
proper place within the gauge approach.
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3.1 Noether theorem and electric charge conservation

In field theory there is a famous result which connects symesebf laws of nature to con-
served quantities. This is the Noether theorem which has peaven to be useful in both
classical and quantum contexts. It is, in particular, dised in books on classical electrody-
namics, see [19, 23], for example.

Laws of nature, like in electrodynamics, e.g., can oftent (lmi always) be characterized
concisely by a Lagrangian density = L£(V,0;¥,0,¥) which, in the standard case, is a
function of the fieldsl of the theory and their first derivatives. Integration of Liagrangian
densityL over space yields the Lagrangian

L= /E(\If, oV, 0, 0)dV , (34)
and further integration over time yields the acti®n

S:/Ldt. (35)

There are guiding principles that tell us how to obtain anrappate Lagrangian density for

a given theory. Once we have an appropriate Lagrangiantgiews can derive conveniently
the properties of the field¥. For example, the equations of motion which determine the
dynamics ofl follow from extremization of the actiof with respect to variations ob,

0gS =0 — equations of motion fow . (36)

Now we turn to the Noether theorem which connects the synyoét Lagrangian density
L(V,0;¥, 0, V) to conserved quantities. Suppose thas invariant under time translations
In daily life this assumption makes sense since we do notattpat the laws of nature change
in time. Then the Noether theorem implies a local consesadtw which expresses the con-
servation of energy. Similarly, invariance under transtad,.: in space implies conservation
of momentum, while invariance under rotatiofs; yields the conservation of angular mo-
mentum,

WL =0 — conservation of energy (37)
0L =0 — conservation of momentum (38)
0ii £ =10 — conservation of angular momentum (39)

These symmetries of spacetime are called external symaaeBut the Noether theorem also
works for other types of symmetries, so-called internalsoreespecially gauge symmetries.
In this case, gauge invariance of the Lagrangian impliesa@&wed current with an associated
charge. That s, if we denote a gauge transformatiod, loye conclude

0.L=10 — charge conservatian (40)

If we apply this conclusion to electrodynamics, we have tecty the Lagrangian density to
be the one of matter fields that represent electrically a@dhyarticles. Then invariance of
this Lagrangian density under the gauge symmetry of eldgiramics yields the conservation
of electric charge. Thus, if we accept the validity of the taaggian formalism, then we can
arrive at electric charge conservation from gauge invagara the Noether theorem.
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3.2 Minimal coupling and the Lorentz force

We already have mentioned that, accordindid (36), we canedire equations of motion of a
physical theory from a Lagrangian density and its assatiatéon. We can use this scheme to
derive the equations of motion of electrically chargedipbas. In this case, the corresponding
Lagrangian density (that of the electrically charged phe$) has to be gauge invariant.

If electrically charged particles are represented by tivaire functions, the corresponding
Lagrangian density will contain derivatives with respextime and space. It follows that
the Lagrangian density will be gauge invariant if we passnfioartial derivatives to gauge
covariant derivatives according to

o —  Dl=d+50, (41)
R D;“::@—%Ai, (42)

with ¢ the electric charge of a particle,= h/(2x) with h as the Planck constant agd A;

as electromagnetic potentials [3]. This enforcement ofyganvariance has a classical ana-
logue. If electrically charged particles are represenieddint particles, rather than by wave
functions, we have to replace within the Lagrangian denbigyenergyr and the momentum
p; of each particle according tb [23]

E — E+q9, (43)
Di — pi — q4;. (44)

The substitution$ (4 1) {#2) dr(43]),{44) constitute timegdest way to ensure gauge invariance
of the Lagrangian density of electrically charged particlehey constitute what commonly is
called “minimal coupling”. Due to minimal coupling, we rédeelectrically charged particles
and the electromagnetic field in a natural way that is didt&tg the requirement of gauge
invariance.

Having ensured gauge invariance of the actigrwe can derive equations of motion by
extremization, comparé_(B6). It then turns out that theseagons of motion contain the
Lorentz force lawl(113). Therefore the Lorentz force is a eopuence of the minimal coupling
procedure which couples electrically charged particlethéoelectromagnetic potentials and
makes the Lagrangian gauge invariant.

3.3 Bianchi identity and magnetic flux conservation

The electromagnetic gauge potentialand A; are often introduced as mathematical tools to
facilitate the integration of the Maxwell equations. Indegéwe put the relationg (32) and{33)
into the homogeneous Maxwell equatiohs] (24) dndl (26), wegrize that the homogeneous
Maxwell equations are fulfilled automatically. They becomere mathematical identities.
This is an interesting observation since within the gauge@ach the gauge potentials are
fundamental physical quantities and are not only the ouécofra mathematical trick. Thus
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we can state that the mathematical structure of the gaugatpas already implies the homo-
geneous Maxwell equations and, in turn, magnetic flux coasi@n. In this light, magnetic
flux conservation, within the gauge approach, appears aotisquence of a geometric iden-
tity. This is in contrast to electric charge conservatioat tten be viewed as the consequence
of gauge invariance, i.e., as the consequence of a phygitahstry.

The mathematical identity that is reflected in the homogaesddaxwell equations is a
special case of a “Bianchi identity”. Bianchi identitieedhe result of differentiating a po-
tential twice. For example, in electrostatics the eledtald strengthZ; can be derived from
a scalar potentiap according to

E; = 0;0. (45)

Differentiation reveals that the curl @&f; vanishes,
R0, By, = €% 0;0,0 = 0, (46)

which is due to the antisymmetry ef*. Again, this equation is a mathematical identity, a
simple example of a Bianchi identity.

3.4 Gauge approach and constitutive relations

The gauge approach towards electrodynamics deals withrtipegies of gauge fields, which
represent the electromagnetic field, and with matter fieltsloes not reflect properties of
spacetime. In contrast to this, the constitutive equatamseflect properties of spacetime,
as can be already seen from the constitutive equations oiwachat involve the metrig;;,
compare[(Z8) and(29). Thus, also in the gauge approach tistittdive equations have to be
postulated as an axiom in some way. One should note thatchegdo [32), [3B), the gauge
potentials are directly related to the field strengthsaind B*. The excitations)? and H; are
part of the inhomogeneous Maxwell equations which, withegauge approach, are derived
as equations of motion from an action principle, compar®. (3éce the action itself involves
the gauge potentials, one might wonder how it is possiblétain equations of motion for the
excitations rather than for the field strengths. The ansswrat during the construction of the
action from the gauge potentials the constitutive equatare already used, at least implicitly.

4 Conclusion

We have presented an axiomatic approach to classical @igciamics in which the Maxwell
equations are derived from the conservation of electrazgeand magnetifiux. In the context
of the derivation of the inhomogenous Maxwell equation®, imroduces the electric and the
magnetic excitatioD® and H;, respectively. The explicit calculation is rather simpézause
the continuity equation for electric charge is alreadytreistically invariant such that for the
derivation of the inhomogeneous Maxwell equations no &mthl ingredients from special
relativity are necessary. The situation is slightly morenpticated for the derivation of the
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homogeneous Maxwell equations from magnetic flux conservaince it is not immediately
clear of how to formulate magnetic flux conservation in atreistic invariant way. It should
be mentioned that if the complete framework of relativityrgvavailable, the derivation of the
axiomatic approach could be done with considerable more &ad elegancél[4].

Finally, we would like to comment on a question that somesineads to controversial
discussions, as summarized Inl[20], for example. This igthestion of how the quantities
E;, D', B, and H; should be grouped in pairs, i.e., the question of “which djtias belong
together?”. Some people like to form the pdifs, B), (D?, H;), while others prefer to build
(E;, H;) , (D', B"). Already from a dimensional point of view, the answer to thigestion
is obvious. Both,F; and B* arevoltagerelated quantities, that is, related to the notions of
force and work: In SI, we havgF;] = VIm, [B] = T=Vs/n?, or [B'] = [E;]/velocity.
Consequently, they belong together. Analogously,and H; are currentrelated quantities:
[DY] = CIm? = As/n?, [H;] = A/m, or [D] = [H;]/velocity. Thermodynamically speaking,
(E;, BY) are intensities (answer to the question: how strong?) (aNidH;) extensities (how
much?)

These conclusions are made irrefutible by relativity tge@lassical electrodynamics is a
relativistic invariant theory and the implications of r@léty have been proven to be correct on
macro- and microscopic scales over and over again. Andvigyaells us that the electromag-
netic field strength;, B¢ are inseparably intertwined by relativistic transforroas, and the
same is true for the electromagnetic excitatidts H;. In the spacetime of relativity theory,
the pair(E;, B*) forms one single quantity, the tensor of electromagnetid figrength, while
the pair(D?, H;) forms another single quantity, the tensor of electromadgreatitations. If
compared to these facts, arguments in favor of the gairsH;), namely that both are cov-
ectors, and D*, BY), both are vector densities (see the tetrahedron in Figi),dut to be of
secondary nature. Accordingly, there is no danger thataheles(E;, B) and(D?, H;) ever
get divorced.
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A Mathematical Background

Within a theoretical formulation physical quantities aredaled as mathematical objects. The
understanding and application of appropriate mathemsgtedds, in turn, the properties of
physical quantities. In the development of the axiomatigrapch, we made repeated use of
integration, of the Poincaré lemma, and of the Stokes #raorit is with these mathemati-
cal concepts that it is straightforward to derive the basfoslectromagnetism from a small
number of axioms.
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A.1 Integration

Integration is an operation that yields coordinate indeeen values. It requires an inte-
gration measure, the dimension of which depends on the typegoon that is integrated
over. We want to integrate over one-dimensional curves;dintensional surfaces, or three-
dimensional volumes that are embedded in three-dimerisspaae. Therefore, we have to
define line-, surface-, and volume-elements as integratessures. Then we can think of suit-
able objects as integrands that can be integrated overltbggerdinate independent physical
guantities.

A.1.1 Integration over a curve and covariant vectors as linentegrands

We consider a one-dimensional curge= c¢(t) in three-dimensional space. In a specific
coordinate system’, with indicesi = 1, 2, 3, a parametrization af is given by the vector

c(t) = (cl(t),c2(t),c?’(t)) ) (47)

The functions:(¢) define the shape of the curve. For small changes of the pazametith
t — t + At, the difference vector betweetit + At) andc(t) is given by

Act A A
Ae(t) = (At’ At At) At

compare Fi@l3. In the limit wherAt becomes infinitesimally we obtain the line element
de(t) = (dc'(t),dc?(t), de’(t))

_[0c(t) 9ct(t) 9c(t)
_( ot ' ot ot )dt‘

It is characterized by an infinitesimal length and an oritoita

(48)

(49)

We now construct objects that we can integrate over the atiimeorder to obtain a co-
ordinate invariant scalar. The line elemdatcontains three independent componehits If
we shift from old coordinates’ to new coordinateg’’ = 7' (2*) these components transform
according to /

gt = g (50)
oz’
Therefore we can form an invariant expression if we intradolsjectsce = a(z*), with three
independent componenis, that transform in the opposite way,

ox’
= —0;.
oy’

This transformation behavior characterizes a vector orenpoecisely, a covariant vector (a
1-form). It follows that the expression

Oéj/

(51)

a; dct = oy de” (52)
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Figure 3: Parametrization of a cureé). The difference vectof\¢(t) betweerc(t + At) and
c(t) yields, in the limitAt — 0, the line elemendc(t).

yields the same value in each coordinate system.
Thus, we can now immediately define integration over a cuphe expression

/aidci = /al det + ay dc? + as de?

oct oc? oc?
:/ (04154—0625—'—063%) dt. (53)

The last line shows how to carry out explicitly the integpatsincer; andc® are functions of
the parameter.

A.1.2 Integration over a surface and contravariant vector ansities as surface inte-
grands

Now we consider a two-dimensional surfage= a(t, s). Within a specific coordinate sys-
temz?, a parametrization of is of the form

a(t,s) = (a'(t,s),a*(t, s),a’(t, s)) (54)
with parameters, s and functions:’ (¢, s) that define the shape of the surface.
An elementary surface element is bound by linesconst,t + dt =const,s =const, and
s + ds =const, compare Fig.4. It is characterized by the two edgedt and 2~ ds. These
edges span an infinitesimal surface, the area and oriemtatiovhich is characterized by a

covariant vectotla; that points normal to the infinitesimal surface. The vedigris given by
the vector product of2 dt and 2% ds,

L dtds. (55)
S
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surface ¢

Figure 4: Parametrization of a surfae¢, s). The linest =const,t + At =const,s =const,
ands + As =const circumscribe a surfaces; that is spanned by the edg%%l dt and% ds.
In the limit At — dt, As — ds, it becomes an elementary surface elenint

In order to know how the components,; transform under coordinate transformations
v’ =y’ (2'), we have to know the transformation behavior of the symbg! Since in any
coordinate system;;;, assumes the values 0, 1, or -1 by definition, it is obviousithgéneral

oxt Ox? OxF
Ei’j/k’ 7£ WWWEU]C . (56)
This is because the determinant of the transformation ryakei,
i j k
det (0z/0y) Ou” Ou? Oz (57)

= €5 - -7 7
J"”ayz oy’ Oyk

is, in general, not equal to one. But it follows from¥57) thia¢ correct transformation rule
for €;;1, is given by

o 1 ox' Ox? OxF .
i’k — det(ﬁx/ﬁy) ayz' ayj/ 8yk' ijk
ox' Ox? OxF

With (B9) this yields the transformation rule for the compotsda,,

7

day = det(@y/@x}%dai : (59)

Now we construct quantities that can be integrated overfaseirSince a surface element
is determined from three independent componéntsve introduce an integrand with three
independent components that transform according to

y 1 oy’

p= det(Qy/0x) Oz g (60)
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Transformation rules that involve the determinant of th@sformation matrix characterize so-
called densities. Densities are sensitive towards chaoigie scale of elementary volumes.
In physics they represent additive quantities, also cadiddnsities, that describe how much
of a quantity is distributed within a volume or over the sugaf a volume. This is in contrast

to intensities. The covariant vectors that we introducedasaral line integrals are intensive
guantities that represent the strength of a physical field.

The transformation behavidr{|60) of the componetitsharacterizes a contravariant vector
density. With this transformation behavior the surfacegnal

; . 0a? Dak

yields a scalar value that is coordinate independent.

A.1.3 Integration over a volume and scalar densities as votae integrands

We finally consider integration over a three-dimension#in@ v in three-dimensional space.
Again we choose a specific coordinate systérand specify a parametrization ofby

v(t,s,r) = (Ul(t, s,1),v3(t, 5,7), v3(1, s,r)) , (62)

with three parameters s, andr.

An elementary volume elemet is characterized by three edgéisdt, 2 ds, and 22 dr.
The volume, which is spanned by these edges, is given by teendi@ant
ot ot . O
dv = det (Edt, gdé’, Ed'f’)
ov' O’ vk
It is not coordinate invariant but transforms under coaatirtransformationg’’ = 37'(z)
according to
dv' = det(dy/0x) dv . (64)

Since the volume elemedb constitutes one independent component, a natural object to
integrate over a volume has one independent component hdMeetienote such an integrand
by ~. It transforms according to

1
R — 65
7 det(dy/0x) 7 (65)
This transformation rule characterizes a scalar densiyyaids
ov' Ovd vk

as a coordinate independent value.
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A.2 Poincaré Lemma

The axiomatic approach takes advantage of the Poincam@derhe Poincaré lemma states
under which conditions a mathematical object can be expdessterms of a derivative, i.e.,
in terms of a potential.

We consider integrands;, 5, andy of line-, surface-, and volume integrals, respectively,
and assume that they are defined in an open and simply codnegien of three-dimensional
space. Then the Poincaré lemma yields the following caichs:

1. If o; is curl free, it can be written as the gradient of a scalartioncf,
€50y = 0 = a; =0, f. (67)
2. If 3*is divergence free, it can be written as the curl of the iraadry; of a line integral,
9B =0 — B = %90y . (68)

3. The integrand of a volume integral can be written as the divergence of ayiaind3’
of a surface integral,

~ is a volume integrand — v =0,5". (69)

While conclusions[{87)[{68) are familiar from elementaegtor calculus, this might not be
the case for conclusiofi (69). Howevdr,](69) is rather trigiace, in cartesian coordinates
x, y, z, for a given volume integrangd = ~(z,y, 2) the vector3® with components3® =
IS ty, z)/3dt, Y = [ y(x,t,2)/3dt, andB* = [ y(z,y,t)/3dt fulfills (EF). Of course,
the vectors® is not uniquely determlned from since any divergence free vector field can be
added to3? without changingy. We further note that, as a volume integrand, constitutes a
scalar density. It can be integrated as above to yield thepooents of3* as components of
a contravariant vector density. Therefore the integratdio@s not yield a coordinate invariant
scalar such that cannot be considered as a natural integrand of a line irfitegra

A.3 Stokes Theorem

In our notation Stokes theorem, if applied to line integismdor surface integrand¥’, yields
the identities:

/ o dv= [ B da, (70)
Vv oV

/eijkajakdai:/ a; dc', (71)
S as

wheredV denotes the two-dimensional boundary of a simply conneabhgme V' and oS
denotes the one-dimensional boundary of a simply connectedces.
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