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Abstract

The derivation of the Helmholtz theorem of vector decomposition of a 3-vector field requires
that the field satisfy certain convergence properties at spatial infinity. This paper investigates if
time-dependent electromagnetic radiation wave fields of point sources, which are of long range,
satisty these requirements. It is found that the requirements are satisfied because the fields give
rise to integrals over the radial distance 7 of integrands of the form sin(kr)/r and cos(kr)/r.
These Dirichlet integrals converge at infinity as required.

1. Introduction

The Helmholtz theorem of vector field decomposition [1-16] states that a three-vector field
F(r,f) (where r contains the three spatial coordinates and ¢ is the time) that vanishes at spatial
infinity can, under certain conditions, be expressed as the sum of a gradient and a curl

F(r,t)=—VLfd3 /V'.F(r', t) fd3 V'xF(r',1)

4 lr-r' lr—r'l (D)
where V is the gradient with respect to r (V' is the gradient with respect to r'). Although the
theorem is invariably derived for time-independent fields [1,2,4], it is natural to ask if it can be
extended to time-dependent ones [5,16-19]. There have been two approaches to this question.
In the first [16-18,20], the kernels of the integrals are evaluated at a retarded time. To do this a
time derivative term needs to be added to (1) and it is clear that assumptions about the field
equations that generate the time dependence of the field have to be made. In the second method
[3,6-9,11,12] the time parameter ¢ is simply included in (1) as shown. This is valid because, as
noted in the next section, the derivation of (1) involves only spatial derivatives and these carry
through as before if the time parameter does not change. No assumption is made about the
equations that generate the field. This method had been used to construct electromagnetic
potentials of relevance to the Aharonov-Bohm effect [12]. The two approaches have been
compared by Woodside [14].

However, the validity of the Helmholtz theorem of the decomposition of vector fields
(1) holds only if the field possesses certain convergence properties at infinity and elsewhere.
The electromagnetic radiation wave fields E and B generated by the motion of charges are
time-dependent and have leading terms of long range, which decay slowly at large distances.
This paper investigates if they converge fast enough for (1) to be valid. In section 2 we review
the derivation of the Helmholtz decomposition (1) and the convergence properties that are
required. In section 3 we reconstruct the derivation of the fields for harmonically varying
electric dipole and magnetic dipole radiation as well as those of static fields. In section 4 we
investigate if these fields converge fast enough for (1) to be valid and find that they do (but
only just). In section 5 it is confirmed that two surface integrals required to obtain expressions
for the potentials in terms of their fields [6,7,12] do indeed vanish as needed. In section 6 we
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recall that the vector potential can be subjected to an arbitrary gauge transformation and
consider the conditions that the transformation needs to satisfy for the Helmholtz
decomposition to be valid for that field. We find that electric dipole radiation of a point source
can be expressed in the Helmholtz form both in the Lorenz and Coulomb [21,22] gauges. In
section 7 the results of the paper are summarised. In the appendix we report a situation in which
the boundary integrals do not vanish.

2. Convergence requirements of the Helmholtz theorem

The validity of (1) is confirmed either by constructing it from equation (2) [11] or, more
usually, by taking its divergence and curl and checking for consistency. The latter method is
quicker [2] and we adopt it here. First we take the divergence of (1). The second term vanishes
because the divergence of a curl is zero. The first term reproduces divF (V-F) by making use of
the standard identity [23]

dr)==(1/47)V*(1/r) (2)

where r is the magnitude |r| of the vector r. Next, we take the curl of (1). The first term
vanishes, and using the vector identity

VxVxW=-V'W+V(V.W) (3)
with
W)= [ar )
4 lr—r'l ) (4)

it is seen, using (2), that the first term of the right hand side of (3) reproduces curlF (VXF). We
need the second term of (3) to vanish and for this it is sufficient that (V-W) is zero.

Using the relations

v EE ey — L
Ir—r'l lr—r'l (5)
1
=-V'xF(r".V'
Ir-r'l
and
V'.[VXF(r)]=V'xF(r').V' 1 +V.V><F(r) ©6)
lr—r'l lr—r'l lr—r'l

and, remembering that the divergence of a curl vanishes, we can transform divW into a surface
integral evaluated at infinity

V,W(r)=_ifd3rvv,[m]
4x lr-r'l 7)
L g YXF),
4y lr-r'l
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and, as 7' approaches infinity and » remains finite,

VW(r)_-—gﬁSdQ' LIV XF(r)] (8)

where spherical coordinates {r', 8, ¢'} and vector components are used throughout the paper.
The surface element is given by dS'=f'r">dQ', where dS' is the vector surface area on the
sphere of radius 7’ directed in the direction of r' and d€2 is the solid angle. If the integral (8)

vanishes, the convergence condition will be satisfied. This requires the radial component of
curlF to vanish at infinity faster than 1/7'.

However, each term in (1) must be finite. The first term is

v e .m=__ VL
V4nfdr lr—r'l fd IV lr-r'l . ®)

Apart from at singularities of F, places where the integral over r' becomes dangerous are at
r' — r and r' — . For the first we use s =r' - r to get from (9) as s — 0

Is|? Isl

V.F(r) ¢ s V.F(r)
) 4r{ds i 4nr fd!%{s

V.E(E) ¢
- 4; fdQSs{ds : (10)

The integral of the unit vector over solid angle gives zero so this term gives no problems. If
divF is expanded about r' = r in a Taylor series, terms proportional to components of s will
appear in the numerator and will give no divergent behaviour.

As 7' goes to infinity, after taking the gradient, the integral (9) becomes

1 3 r 1 F, A
-— | dr'V.F(r =—— | dQ'| dr'[V'.F(")]r' . 11

For this integral to converge at infinity it suffices that V'.F(r') vanishes at infinity faster than
1/¢' for all @', ¢'. Next we consider the second term of (1)

1
lr—r'l ) (12)

fd3 v Y XE) lfd3r'[V'xF(r‘)]xV
lr—r'l 47

The argument for the behaviour at r' — r goes as before. Performing the gradient operation and
letting r' approach infinity (12) becomes

ifdsz'}dr'[v'x F(r')]xt'
47 (13)

arXiv2015v4 19/5/15 Page 3 of 13



Helmholtz theorem and radiation A.M.Stewart

For this integral to converge at infinity it suffices that all the components of [V'x F(r")]x r
vanish at infinity faster than 1/7'.

3. Electromagnetic fields

We consider a system of harmonically moving charges close to the origin of coordinates with
total charge ¢ and total magnetic moment m, and we find the potentials and fields at a large
distance from the charges. The gauge of the scalar potential V and vector potential A is chosen
to satisfy the Lorenz gauge condition [2]

V.A(r)+iﬂ =0

2

c” ot . (14)
and give rise to the four source-free Maxwell equations.

First we consider static fields with potentials obtained from the electric sources in the
standard way [2,24]

V(I‘) =4 / (43’5807’) (15)

A(r)=umxr /4gmr’

= (u,m / 47r*){0, 0, sin 6} (16)

with a charge ¢ and a magnetic dipole m directed along the z-axis at the origin. These potentials
also satisfy the Coulomb gauge condition V.A(r)=0. From them we obtain

B=VxA
= (ugm | 477" {2 cos6, sin6, 0} (17)
E-—VV-0A/0t

q 18
" 4me,” 1.0.03 o

with divB =0, curlB = 0, divE =0, curlE = 0, and

(VxA)xT = (u,m/4mr*){0,0, —sin6} (19)

Next we consider the coordinate dependence of electric dipole radiation fields. The
potentials go as [2]

V() = (P03 39 O gintat - 1/ )]+ coslo(t —r )1/ 1} (20)
47 r c ’
_(PYy\ D _ _ .
A(r,t)= (_475 ) ; )sin[w(t —r / ¢)]{-cos8, sinb, 0} ’ 1)
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with the oscillating electric dipole moment psin[ wt] directed along the z-axis. We drop the

terms in the first brackets in (20-21) for subsequent brevity to get

w* cosO wcosB

V.A(r)= cos|w(t—r/c)]+ sin[w(t —r /)]

cr

The fields, displaying the leading terms in 1/r, are

B ={0.0, - (259 costott - 7 )= (P31 sin[w( - r /)
Ccr
2wccosB *sin@

E= {_(r—) sinfw(t—-r/c)],—-( Ycos[w(t —r/c)], 0}

-
from which we obtain the Poynting vector [2] P = ExB/uy

P~ {w*sin*Ocos’[w(t —r/ )]/ c’r*,0[r], 0}
Other relations needed are

3 .
VxE-={0,0, (&Y Sme)cos[w(t—r/c)] (@ sin6
7"

)sin[w(t —r/c)]}

3 .
Vxli={—%9—g§9-0ﬂw0—r/ o)l, me
CI”

sinfaw(t —r/c)], 0}

and hence the expressions needed for use in (13)

} 2

(VxA)xF = {0, - (2310 costaot =701 - (250 sinfoot - / o)1,
Ccr
3 .
(VxE)x#={0, (2 Sme)cos[a)(t—r/c)] (@S0 Gl - 1 ¢)]. 0}
I" cr
®*sinf w sn6

(VxB)xr ={0,0, —5—cos[w(t -r/c)] -
cr’

sin[aw(t —r/c)]}

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

(26)

(27)

(28)

(29)

(30)

Lastly, we consider magnetic dipole radiation [2]. With the oscillating magnetic dipole

m directed along the z-axis, this gives rise to zero scalar potential and vector potential

A= (IZMO )w(cos[w(t -r/c)l/r—(w/c)sinfw(t -r/c)]){0,0,1}
T

(1)

We drop the term in the first brackets of (31) for brevity. The divergence of A is zero. The

fields are
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B={- (2wcos(9)s nfo(t -r/ o), - (2 Sme)cos[w(r—r/c)] 0} ’ (32)
E-{0,0, (%) cosfartt - r 1)} ’ (33)
cr
P~ {w*sin*Ocos’[w(t —r/ )]/ c’r*,0[r], 0} ) (34)
2 3
VxE = {( )cochos[a)(t -r/c)l, (wT)sinGSin[w(t -r/c)], 0}
cr (35)
VxB=1{0,0,- 250 oot —r /o)l
c’r (36)
The expressions needed for equation (13) are
(VxA)xF = {0,0, (wsme)sm[w(t—r/c)] (@S0, sttt - 1 )T} ’ (37)
cr’
2 3
(VxE)xr ={0,0, - (—) sinfcos[w(t—r/c])+ (—) sin@sin[w(t —r/c)]}
cr’ c’r , (38)
N w sm8 w’sinO
(VxB)xr={0,- sin[aw(t —r/c)]|+ ———cos[w(t -1 /c)],0}
c’r? (39)

None of the potentials or fields depends on the azimuthal coordinate ¢.§

4 Convergence of the Helmholtz terms

For (1) to be a meaningful representation of the vector field F the following conditions must be
met: the surface integral of (8) must vanish and the integrals (11) and (13) must converge at
infinity.

For static fields the only term that at first sight is not zero for (8), substituting F by A, is
(17). However this term goes as 1/7* and therefore (8) approaches zero at infinity. All three
terms of (11) for A, E, B are zero. Equation (13) using F = A (19) gives

(4 = fd¢ fde'sme f—{o 0,-sin@'} . (40)

Since the integrand does not depend on ¢’ the integral over ¢’ gives zero when the ¢’
component of the vector is projected on the x and y axes. The integral over ' is - /2 and the
integral over r’, being the integral of 1/”, converges as 7' — . Therefore the integral vanishes
and so static electromagnetic fields may be described by the Helmholtz theorem.

For electric dipole radiation (8) is satisfied for F substituted by A (23) and by E (26)
because the scalar product in (8) gives zero. Using F = B it gives from (27)
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2
V-W(r) = 2 ffdQ'cosOcos[w(t 1/ )]/ ' . (41)
2nc vy

The integral over ¢’ is finite and equal to 2, the integral over €', being the integral over 6’ from
0 to i of sinf@'cos@’, vanishes and the term in the integrand that depends on 7’ vanishes as

r' — o, Accordingly divW vanishes. Next we consider the condition that (11) should converge
with F substituted by A (22). This requires the convergence of the integral

2 2xm n ©

w—fd¢'fd6'sin6'cos6'fdrvCOS[O)(I—r/c)]f.'
C 0 7' | (42)

The integral over ¢’ gives 2rmcos6’ with a vector direction along the z (6 = 0) axis. The integral
of sin@ cos’@’ over 6 gives 2/3 and we are left with the radial integral

}dr' cosl( ‘_ riol = cos(wt)} dr'—COS({cr ) + sin(wt)} dr'—sm(lfrl)
r r r (43)

where & = w/c. The integrals over r'" are Dirichlet integrals which both converge at infinity [25].
The sine integrand converges at zero argument also and gives a finite integral

7 g Sinke) _
0 x 2 (44)

for k> 0 (for k <0 the integral is - 7/2, for k= 0 it is zero [25]). Convergence condition (11) is
therefore satisfied for A. We note that convergence is only just obtained. In gravitation theory
[26] it is also found that fields that go as exp(igr)/r lead to convergence but fields that go as 1/
do not. The quantities divE and divB are zero so the convergence condition (11) is satisfied for
them also.

Next we consider condition (13) for equations (28-30). The angular integrals give a
finite value or zero. The leading term of the radial integrals is a Dirichlet integral that converges
as before. So (13) is satisfied and electric dipole radiation may be described by (1).

The situation is similar for magnetic dipole radiation. The divergence of W of (8)
vanishes for A, E and B because the radial components of their curls go to zero at least as fast
as 1/7”. The divergence of all three vector fields A, E and B is zero so that the condition (11) is
satisfied. For equation (13) the angular integrals are finite or zero and the leading terms of the
radial integrals are again Dirichlet integrals that converge at infinity. Therefore both electric
dipole and magnetic dipole radiation satisfy the convergence conditions required for (1).

5. Vanishing of two surface integrals

Next we examine two surface integrals that are needed for the derivation of the forms of the
Coulomb gauge potentials expressed in terms of the fields used in [12]. It is possible to express
the well-known expression for the scalar potential [2] in the Coulomb gauge

V'.E(r',t)
lr—r'l

1
V(r,t)= d’r 45
(= s f (45)
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in the form

E(r',r)

3.0
V(r,t)=V-fd r4n|r—r'|

(46)

This is done by taking the divergence of the expression E(r',7)/Ir —r'| separately with respect

to both V and V' and doing a partial integration to get a surface integral that is required to
vanish

fd3 v [E(r t)] fﬁg E(r t) . 47)

lr—r'l Ir r'I

From (18), (24) and (33) we find that the radial component of E vanishes at least as fast as 1/r-”
so the surface integral (47) vanishes and the derivation of (46) is valid. The convergence of (45)
as 7’ approaches infinity at infinity is assured by divE vanishing at infinity for all source-free
fields. The pole of (46) at r’ =r is harmless as shown in section 2.

The validity of the expression for the vector potential [6,7,11]

B(r',1)

A(r,t)=fod3r'4n|r T

(48)

is verified by taking its curl [7] and using (3). The first term of (3) gives B(r,t), the second term
gives

3 B(r',1) 3 B(r',1)
V| drv.—— v |[drv.——— 49
f 4rulr-r'l f 4ulr-r'l )
This becomes the surface integral [7]
-ngji ds. B0, . (50)

lr - r‘I

From (17), (23) and (32) we find that the radial component of B vanishes at least as fast as 1/r-”
so the surface integral (50) vanishes and expression (48) is valid. The convergence of (48) as '
approaches infinity obtains for the radiation fields, because, after letting the V act on the

1/|r - r'| factor, a convergent Dirichlet integral results.

6. Gauge transformation of the potentials
If the gauge transformation

A — A=A +Vy(r,t1) (51)
and

V — V:V—aix(r,t) (52)
t

is applied to the vector A and scalar V potentials, with the scalar gauge function y, then the
observable fields E and B are unchanged [22,27]. We ask what conditions the gauge function
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must satisfy for a transformed vector potential A' to still satisfy the conditions required by the
Helmholtz theorem. Conditions (8) and (13) are automatically satisfied by the change of vector
potential AA = Vy(r,t) because the curl of a gradient is zero. Condition (11) holds providing

that

fdQ‘}dr'[V'z x(r',0)]F'
(53)

converges as 7' approaches infinity. A gauge function that satisfies the Laplace equation will
satisty this trivially but other functions may do so also. This may be also seen from (1) as its
second term is unchanged by a gauge transformation and the first term leads to condition (53).

The gauge condition used for static fields and for magnetic dipole radiation in section 3
satisfies the Coulomb gauge condition V.A(r) =0 as well as the Lorenz gauge condition (13).
The Coulomb gauge is of special interest because it has a minimum property: namely that the
volume integral of A” over all space is a minimum for this gauge [10,28]. The potentials of
electric dipole radiation (20, 21) satisfy the Lorenz gauge condition and it is interesting to
consider what form these potentials take in the Coulomb gauge.

In the Coulomb gauge the scalar potential V¢ of electric dipole radiation takes the well-
known instantaneous form [6,22]

V.(r,0) = (2R ﬁsin(wr) (54)
4n r

where the electric dipole moment is psin(wt) directed along the z-axis. Jackson [22] has shown
that the vector potential A for electromagnetic radiation has the simple form

Ja',t)-R[R.J(', 1]
R

Mo a3
AC(I‘,I)— 43'5fd r (55)

where R=r-r', R=|R|and ¢ is the retarded time #' = ¢ - R/c. The first term on the right hand
side of (55) gives the vector potential in the Lorenz gauge.

When A is derived from (55) in the standard way [2,24], it comes to
Au(r,1) = (Z—%)(ﬂ)sm[w(r _r /)0, sin@, 0} (56)
noor

instead of (21) in the Lorenz gauge. To order 1/ (56) satisfies V. A .(r)=0 and so (11) is

satisfied. Also, to order 1/7, the fields E and B are the same as in (23) and (24) so (8) and (13)
vanish at infinity. Equation (56) may be obtained from (21) using the gauge function
X = pu,ccosOcos[w(t —r/c)]/4mr, and the scalar potential that results from it is

V. = puyc® cosOcos[a(t —r /)] / 4mr®, rather than the exact form (54). However, both forms

vary as 1/7* and so do not have any effect on E to order 1/ and so the scalar potential may just
as well be set to zero if terms of order 1/7 only are considered. We find that the vector potential
of the radiation fields of point sources can be expressed in the Helmholtz form both in the
Lorenz and Coulomb gauges.
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7. Summary

The derivation of the Helmholtz theorem of decomposition of a vector field requires that the
field satisfy certain convergence properties at spatial infinity. The paper has investigated if
these requirements are satisfied by electromagnetic radiation wave fields of point sources,
which vanish at infinity but are of long range. It is found that the requirements are satistied both
for the Lorenz and Coulomb gauges because the fields give rise to integrals over the radial
distance r of integrands of the form sin(kr»)/r and cos(kr)/r. When integrated to infinity, these
Dirichlet integrals just converge. Since, of electromagnetic fields, radiation fields are the most
slowly converging at infinity, it follows that the Helmholtz theorem can be applied to the
electromagnetic fields generated by point sources. It is also found that two surface integrals
needed to derive the electromagnetic potentials in terms of the fields vanish as required.

Appendix

This paper has been devoted to showing that the surface integrals of radiation fields at infinity
that arise in the Helmholtz decomposition cause no trouble there. In this appendix we examine
one situation where the surface integrals diverge. This involves a method [29,8] of
decomposing the angular momentum J of the electromagnetic field

J= fd3xxx [E(x)x B(x)] (A

into a spin part and an orbital part. We will find that the method does not work for radiation
fields because a surface integrals do not vanish.

We review the method of decomposition. By using the relations B = VXA and the vector
relation

Ex(VxA)=Y E"VA" -(E.V)A (A2)
we express (Al) as
J=Y [ExE"(xxV)A" - [dxxx (E.V)A (A3)

The first term of (A3) with xXV corresponds to orbital angular momentum. The second term is
to be manipulated into the form of spin angular momentum, which does not depend linearly on
x. Of course, the decomposition is meaningless if the gauge of A is not fixed. The gauge that is
invariably chosen in this situation is the Coulomb gauge with V.A = 0 [6].

The second term of (A3) is treated in the following manner. We construct the vector V:

d A 0 A
V(x)= —(E"xxA) or V)= e* —(E"x'A%)
; ox™ mE/k ox™ . (A4)
By using the identity
0 : L OE" 0A*
(E"x'A*)=8, E"A" + x/ (A" —+ E"—)
axm Ji axm axm (AS)
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we get
. o o OE™ 0A"
V(x)I= Y e"E/A" + ) e"x/ (A" —+ E" —
=3 DA BN (A6)
or
Vx)=ExA+xxAV.E)+xx(E.V)A : (A7)

Integrating over d°x and with the assumption that N = f d’x V(x) = 0 we obtain

J=fd3x[2 E"(xxV)A" +ExA+xxA(V.E)]=L+S+B (AS)

The first term L is denoted the orbital term, the second term S the spin term and the third term
B is non-zero only in the presence of charge [8,9,29].

For (A8) to be valid it must be shown that N, the integral of V over all space, is zero.
Whether it is zero depends on the nature of the fields. We will find that for static fields the
integral is zero and (A8) may be valid, but for radiation fields the integral diverges and (A8) is
not valid.

From (A4) we require
A ‘ 9 .
N'= dx" dx* dx' —[E" (xx A) )] =0 A9
2/ M xx A (A9)

for all i. The volume of integration is taken to be a cube of side 2R centred about the origin with
sides parallel to the {x,y,z} axes. We therefore need

JJdvdzE xx )11, [fdedeE e YD, | [fdedy Eex AIES (a0

for i = {x,y,z}. In the first term of (A10) the surface integral is evaluated over the y-z square of
area 4R” at x = R minus the same integral at x = - R.

For a static source distribution with charge ¢ and magnetic moment m directed along
the z-axis the fields are, in spherical coordinates and ignoring irrelevant constants (15,16),

E=~{1,0,0}/r and A(r)={0,0,1}sin0/r’ . (A11)
When these are put into one of the terms of (A10), the integrals on each face of the cube will go
as 1/R and therefore vanish. The decomposition (A8) is therefore valid for static fields. If the
cubic box is displaced from the origin by a vector aR{1,1,1}, where « is a small number, the

surface integrals are changed by a term proportional to /R, which also vanishes as R — o,
and the result is unchanged.

However, the situation is not so straightforward for the radiation fields of an electric
dipole (56), which go as

E=~-{0,1,0}c’k*sinOcos(kr)/r and A =-{0,1,0}cksinBsin(kr)/r . (A12)
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Consequently each term of (A10) will have dimensions of 1/R, so it is not obvious that the
surface integrals will vanish at infinity. If the surface integrals (A10) are evaluated, they do in
fact compute to zero, but this result is misleading as it relies upon the symmetry of the situation.
If the cubic box is displaced from the origin by a vector aR{1,1,1}, where a is a small number,
it can be shownf that the surface integrals are changed by a term proportional to o’R. As

R — o the surface integrals diverge, because « is a finite (but small) number. Accordingly the
decomposition (A8) is not valid in that case.

+A computer algebra script to verify these calculations is available from the author.
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