arXiv:astro-ph/0409645v2 18 Mar 2005

Bunching Instability of Rotating Relativistic Electron Layers and Coherent

Synchrotron Radiation

Bjoern S. Schmekel
Department of Physics, Cornell University, Ithaca, New York 1485@

Richard V.E. Lovelace, and Ira M. Wasserman
Department of Astronomy, Cornell University, Ithaca, New York 1485@

We study the stability of a collisionless, relativistic, finite-strength, cylindrical layer of charged
particles in free space by solving the linearized Vlasov-Maxwell equations and compute the power of
the emitted electromagnetic waves. The layer is rotating in an external magnetic field parallel to the
layer. This system is of interest to understanding the high brightness temperature of pulsars which
cannot be explained by an incoherent radiation mechanism. Coherent synchrotron radiation has also
been observed recently in bunch compressors used in particle accelerators. We consider equilibrium
layers with a ‘thermal’ energy spread and therefore a non-zero radial thickness. The particles interact
with their retarded electromagnetic self-fields. The effect of the betatron oscillations is retained. A
short azimuthal wavelength instability is found which causes a modulation of the charge and current
densities. The growth rate is found to be an increasing function of the azimuthal wavenumber, a
decreasing function of the Lorentz factor, and proportional to the square root of the total number
of electrons. We argue that the growth of the unstable perturbation saturates when the trapping
frequency of electrons in the wave becomes comparable to the growth rate. Owing to this saturation
we can predict the radiation spectrum for a given set of parameters. Our predicted brightness
temperatures are proportional to the square of the number of particles and scale by the inverse
five-third power of the azimuthal wavenumber which is in rough accord with the observed spectra

of radio pulsars.
I. INTRODUCTION

The high brightness temperatures of the radio emis-
sion of pulsars (T > 10*?K) implies a coherent emission
mechanism [, 12, 3, 4, 5] and some part of the radio emis-
sion of extragalactic jets may be coherent [fl]. Recently,
coherent synchrotron radiation (CSR) has been observed
in bunch compressors [4, I8, 9] which are a crucial part
of future particle accelerators. When a relativistic beam
of electrons interacts with its own synchrotron radiation
the beam may become modulated. If the wavelength of
the modulation is less than the wavelength of the emit-
ted radiation, a linear instability may occur which leads
to exponential growth of the modulation amplitude. The
coherent synchrotron instability of relativistic electron
rings and beams has been investigated theoretically by
13, 10, 11, 12, 13]. Goldreich and Keeley analyzed the
stability of a ring of monoenergetic relativistic electrons
which were assumed to move on a circle of fixed radius.
Electrons of the ring gain or lose energy owing to the
tangential electromagnetic force and at the same time
generate the electromagnetic field. [14] analyzed the sta-
bility of a relativistic electron ring enclosed by a conduct-
ing beam pipe in an external betatron magnetic field. A
distribution function with a spread in the canonical mo-
mentum was chosen for their analysis. For simplicity
the effect of the betatron oscillations was not included in
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their treatment. They find a resistive wall instability and
a negative mass instability. Furthermore, they find an in-
stability which can perturb the surface of the beam. [13]
analyzed the stability of a ring of relativistic electrons in
free space including a small energy spread which gives
a range of radii such that particles on the inner orbits
can pass particles on outer orbits. [10] has developed a
similar model which includes the effects of the conduct-
ing beam pipe. Numerical simulations by [13] show the
burst-like nature of the coherent synchrotron radiation.

The present work analyzes the linear stability of
a cylindrical, collisionless, relativistic electron (or
positron) layer or E-layer [16].  Particle densities
in pulsar magnetospheres are very low, of order the
Goldreich-Julian charge density ng; = Q-B/2wce ~
10 sem=3(B/1012G)(R/r)3[P(sec)] ™! at radius r > R,
where R is the stellar radius, B = 10'2B;5 G is the sur-
face field strength, and P is the rotational period; thus,
the magnetospheric plasma is collisionless to an excel-
lent approximation [174]. The particles in the layer have
a finite ‘temperature’ and thus a range of radii so that
the limitation of the Goldreich and Keeley model is over-
come. Although we allow a spread in energies, we assume
that it is small, so the charge layer is also thin; efficient
radiation losses are probably sufficient to maintain rather
low energy spreads in a pulsar magnetosphere, although
the precise size of the spread is still not entirely certain.
Viewed from a moving frame the E-layer is a rotating
beam. The system is sufficiently simple that it is relevant
to electron flows in pulsar magnetospheres (cf. [18]). The
analysis involves solving the relativistic Vlasov equation
using the full set of Maxwell’s equations and computing
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the saturation amplitude due to trapping. The latter
allows us to calculate the energy loss due to coherent
radiation.

In §2 we describe the considered Vlasov equilibria. The
first type of equilibrium (a) is formed by electrons (or
positrons) moving perpendicular to a uniform magnetic
field in the z—direction so as to form a thin cylindrical
layer referred to as an E-layer. The second type of equi-
librium (b) is formed by electrons moving almost parallel
to an external toroidal magnetic field and also forming
a cylindrical layer. §3 describes the method of solving
the linearized Vlasov equation which involves integrat-
ing the perturbation force along the unperturbed orbits
of the equilibrium. In §4, we derive the dispersion re-
lation for linear perturbations for the case of a radially
thin E-layer and zero wavenumber in the axial direction,
k. = 0. We find that there is in general a short wave-
length instability. In §5 we analyze the nonlinear satura-
tion of the wave growth due to trapping of the electrons
in the potential wells of the wave. This saturation al-
lows the calculation of the actual spectrum of coherent
synchrotron radiation. In §6, we derive the dispersion re-
lation for linear perturbations of a thin E-layer including
a finite axial wavenumber. The linear growth is found
to occur only for small values of the axial wavenumber.
The nonlinear saturation due to trapping is similar to
that for the case where k, = 0. In §7 we consider the
effect of the thickness of the layer more thoroughly and
include the betatron oscillations. §8 discusses the appar-
ent brightness temperatures for the saturated coherent
synchrotron emission. §9 discusses some implications on
particle accelerator physics. §10 gives conclusions of this
work.

II. EQUILIBRIA
A. Configuration a

We first discuss the Vlasov equilibrium for an axisym-
metric, long, thin cylindrical layer of relativistic electrons
where the electron motion is almost perpendicular to
the magnetic field. This is shown in Figure la. The
case where the electron motion is almost parallel to the
magnetic field is discussed below. The equilibrium has
0/0t =0, 0/0¢p = 0, and 9/0z = 0. The configura-
tion is close to the non-neutral Astron E-layer of [16].
The equilibrium distribution function f° can be taken to
be an arbitrary non-negative function of the constants of
motion, the Hamiltonian,

1/2 o
H=(ml+pl+p5+p2) " —ed(r), (1)
and the canonical angular momentum,
Py =rpy —erAg(r) , (2)

where A, = Af + A7 is the total (external plus self)
vector potential, ®* is the self electrostatic potential, m,
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FIG. 1: Geometry of relativistic E-layer in (a) for the case of
a uniform external axial magnetic field, and in (b) for an ex-
ternal toroidal magnetic field with an external radial electric
field.

is the electron rest mass, —e is its charge, and the units
are such that ¢ = 1. Here, the external magnetic field is
assumed to be uniform, B¢ = Bz, with Aj = rBZ/2,
and B¢ > 0. Thus we have f° = f°(H, P,). We consider
the distribution function

f0=Ko&(Py— Py)exp[— H/T] , (3)

where K, Py, and T are constants (see for example [19]).
The temperature T in energy units is assumed sufficiently
small that the fractional radial thickness of the layer is
small compared with unity. Note that a Lorentz trans-
formation in the z—direction gives a rotating electron
beam.

The equations for the self-fields are

Ld <de5) = 47Te/d3]9 PPH P, @)

rdr

dr

d /1d(rAs

(T (dr¢)> :47re/d3p ve fO(H,Py),  (5)
where vy = (Py/r + eAy)/H.

Owing to the small radial thickness of the layer, we
can expand radially near rg

P, > [r : 1
|: i + €A¢(T‘)] = |:Tj+ €A¢(T‘0)] + 57‘D1+§6T‘2D2, (6)

r



where Dy, Do are the derivatives evaluated at rg, and
§r = r —ro with (6r/r9)? < 1. We choose rg so as to
eliminate the term linear in §r. Thus,

1
H = Hy — e®*(ro) + ﬁ(pf +p2 + Hg w, 6r%) , (7)
0

where wg, is the radial betatron frequency, and

P 9y 1/2
Hy = me{l—i- |:—¢—|—€A¢(’I”0):| } R (8)

To
_ Ho
Yo = )
Me
1 [P
= — |— A .
Vp0o HO |:T0 +e ¢(T0):|

We assume 7¢ > 1 and vgo > 0 so that veo = 1—1/(273)
to a good approximation. The “median radius” rg is
determined by the condition

Dy dos

—_t =0
2, dr |,
or
1 [Py Py dAg dos
— (2 A A —° = . (9
HO(T0+6 ¢)( T(2)+e dr ro ‘ dr T0 ()
To a good approximation,
MeY0Vgp0 Me0
0= G- 20)eB: ~ epe (T o
2P,
2= 214 3¢+0(C?)] . (10)
eB¢
Here,
BS
(=— %(ZO) . with (<1, (11)

is the field-reversal parameter of Christofilos. For a ra-
dially thin E-layer of axial length L consisting of a total
number of electrons N, the surface density of electrons is
o = N/(2nroL) and the surface current density is —evgo.
Because B2(rg) is one-half the full change of the self-
magnetic field across the layer, we have ¢ = r.N/(vL),
where 7. = €2 /(mc?) is the classical electron radius. No-
tice that N, (, and yL are invariants under a Lorentz
transform in the z—direction.
The radial betatron frequency wg, is given by

D D? >0
2, 2 _ b2 1
Hy Wi = = = 12 7~ Hoe— . (12)

Using Eq. @) gives

1—4¢ v? evgy d2A e d2®°
W= L4 T o Ayl

1—-2¢ r3 Yome dr? | yome dr?

To

dt?

1-20 V2/n¢ (13)

2 roAry? -

The term o 1/Ar is the sum of the defocusing self-
electric force and the smaller focusing self-magnetic force.
For the layer to be radially confined we need to have
¢ < /72 v*(Ar/rg). For ¢ < v2(Ar/rg) and ¢* < 1,
we have wg, = 1/r¢ to a good approximation.

The number density follows from Eq. @),

Ar? vfh
or —— =~ (14)
5 1—=20—/2/7 ((ro/Ar)/+?
where
T o\ /2
Vi = 15
o <’70me) ( )
and
no = 20K HoTrg " exp <—HO%W> . (16)

As mentioned we assume the layer to be radially thin
with (Ar/rg)? < 1. Consequently, equations @) and (&)
become

d?®s < 51"2)
——— & 4meng exp | — ,

dr? 2A7r2
d? A3 5r2
[ _or
3~ dmeng vgo €xp ( —2Ar2) . (17)
Thus we obtain
—B3(rg)  4AmengugoAry/m/2
C = Be = Be (18)

The equilibrium is thus seen to be determined by three
parameters,
<2 ) vt2h ) and 1/73 ) (19)

which are all small compared with unity.
1. Equilibrium Orbits
From the Hamiltonian of Eq. ([d) we have

d25T 2 / . /
= —wg,0r, — dr(t')= or;sinfwg, (' —t)+¢], (20)



where r — rg = dr; sinp. For future use we express the
orbit so that r(#’ = ¢) = r, where (r,t¢) is the point of
observation. Also, we have

dp  P,+erdAy(r) . do
E_%TT;)()_¢(T0)+% 57'“1‘.., (21)
so that
N bt (t — 1) + 2%
o) =0 (¢ =0+ 52|

{ — Or; cos|wg, (t' —t) + @] + dr; cos(cp)} , (22)

where d¢/dr|,, = —¢o/ro. For ¢ < v2(Ar/ro) and
¢? < 1, we have d¢/dr|,,/ws, = —1/ro to a good
approximation. Because the E-layer is uniform in the
z—direction,

2t =2+ —t)v, . (23)

The orbits are necessary for the stability analysis.

B. Configuration b

Here, we describe a Vlasov equilibrium for an axisym-
metric, long, thin cylindrical layer of relativistic electrons
where the electron motion is almost parallel to the mag-
netic field. The equilibrium distribution function f° is
again taken to be given by Eq. (@) in terms of the
Hamiltonian, H, and the canonical angular momentum,
Py = rpy — erAg(r), where Ay = Aj. We make the
same assumptions as above, v2 > 1, T/(m.y) < 1, and
Ar?/r3 < 1. In this case there is no external B, field.
Instead, we include an external toroidal magnetic field
Bg with corresponding vector potential A¢ and an ex-
ternal electric field E€ with potential ®°¢. The fields B¢
and E€ correspond to the magnetic and electric fields of
a distant, charged, current-carrying flow along the axis.
Thus, |Ee| < |B§|. The considered external field is of
course just one of a variety of fields which give electron
motion almost parallel with the magnetic field. Note also
that the distribution function is restricted in the respect
that it does not include a dependence on the canonical
momentum in the z—direction P, = meyv, — eA,.

The distribution function (3) gives J, = 0 so that there
is no toroidal self magnetic field. Thus the self-potentials
in this case are also given by equations (@) and (). Equa-
tions (@) - @) are also applicable with the replacement
of ®° by the total potential ®. In place of Eq. ([[0) we
find

me”yvé

(1= 20)eEg(ro)

where ¢ = BS(ro)/EZ(ro). We again have ¢ = r.N/(vL),
where 7. = €2/(mc?) is the classical electron radius and

ro = (1+20), (24)

eke (ro)

L is the axial length of the layer. Because d?>®¢/dr? =
—(1/r)d®¢/dr, the radial betatron frequency is again
given by Eq. (@) (with ® now the total potential) so
that the orbits given in §2.1.1 also apply in this case.
The electron motion is almost parallel to the magnetic
field in that (BS/B§)* = (*(Eg/BS)* < ¢* < 1. No-
tice that Eq. @4) for r¢ is formal in the respect that
E¢ « 1/r. Therefore, rg is in fact arbitrary in this case.
Because the wavelengths of the unstable modes are found
to be small compared with rg, it may be interpreted as
local radius of curvature of the magnetic field.

III. LINEAR PERTURBATION

We now consider a general perturbation of the Vlasov
equation with f(r,p,t) = fO(r,p) + df(r,p,t). To first
order in the perturbation amplitude J f obeys

9 o dp 0 _ Déf
(&JFVEJFE'%)‘S =Dt
1) or°
e(0E +vxoB) - 8p’ (25)

where JE and 0B are the perturbations in the electric
and magnetic fields. All scalar perturbation quantities
are considered to have the dependencies

F(r)exp(im¢ + ik, z — iwt) , (26)

where the angular frequency w is taken to have at least
a small positive imaginary part which corresponds to a
growing perturbation. This allows for a correct initial
value treatment of the problem [2(]. For a perturbation
taken to vanish as t — —o0,

6f(r,p,t) =

0
{6E[r(t’),t’]—l—v(t’)de[r(t’),t’]} . %ip , (27)

t
e / dt’
— 00
where the integration follows the orbit [r(¢’), p(¢)] which
passes through the phase-space point [r, p] at time ¢. For
the considered axisymmetric equilibria,

R 8f0

of0 0
izgai +7~¢
op H OH |p, dP, |,

(28)

where the partial derivatives are to be evaluated at con-
stant Py and H, respectively. Thus, the right-hand side
of Eq. ([23) becomes

o of°
e (_d_ +iw(¢ 6U — §®) + iwv - 5A> om0 T

d6w af°
e <_d— + zm(qﬁ 00 — 6®) +imv - 5A> oE, (29)



where 0E = —V§® — 06A /0t and 6B = VxJA, 0¥ =
r0Ag is the perturbation in the flux function, v, =
(vp,vy), and d/dt = 0/0t+v-V. We assume the Lorentz
gauge V-0A + 969/t = 0.

Evaluating Eq. 27) gives

afO . ! 1 I / / /
0f = e [—5<I>+zw/dt (¢5\p—5q> +vl-6A)]

oo

+eio —5U +im /t dt’ (gi)’zS\IJ’ — 0+, - 6A’)
ap, . * ’
(30)

where the prime indicates evaluation at [r(¢'),t']. The
integration is along the unperturbed particle orbit so that
Of°/OH and 0f°/0P, are constants and can be taken
outside the integrals. Note also that d/dt acting on a
function of (r,t) is the same as D/ Dx.

IV. FIRST APPROXIMATION

As a starting approximation we neglect (i) the radial
oscillations in the orbits [(Ar/r)? < 1], (ii) the self-field
corrections to orbits proportional to ¢, (iii) the terms in
§f proportional to v2 (v =~ (Ar/rg)? < 1), (iv) we
take k, = 0 and (v) we assume the layer is very thin.
Owing to approximation (iii), we can neglect the terms o
v, -0A in Eq. ) in the evaluation of dp and 0.J4. This
is because these terms give contributions to df which
are odd functions of v, and v,. Therefore, their average
contribution can be neglected.

Evaluation of Eq. (B gives

af°
5f —eﬁ

P(wsW —mdd) 2 af°
w—mo 5P¢

wo¥ — mod

H w—m¢

3

(31)
where ¢ = ¢(r). The approximations lead to a closed
system with potentials (6®, 0¥) and sources (dp, 6J4).

We have

op = —e/d3p of = —E/dprdpzde, of
o

8Jp = —e/d3p Vb f = _c /dprdpzdp¢ Ve f . (32)
To

For the considered distribution function, Eq. @),
0f°/0H = —f°/T. The 8f°/0P, term in Eq. &I
can be integrated by parts. Furthermore, note that
OH/OP, = ¢ and 0¢/0P; = —(4)?/H, which corre-
sponds to an effective “negative mass” for the parti-
cle’s azimuthal motion [22, 123, 24]. From the partial
integration the small term proportional to dvg/0P, =
vy/(roH?) is neglected. Also note that H is not a con-
stant when performing the integration over momenta.

Evaluating this term by an integration by parts with a
general function g(Pp) in the integrand gives

8f°

0 _
- K/dP¢5 P, —Po)ap [ (Py)e H/T} -

9(P¢) =

- K [dpss(p, - By ai [g(Ps)] e H/T
K —m/r OH

+ T d/P¢6(P¢ - PQ)Q(P¢)€ 8P¢ . (33)

That is, the integration produces an additional term
which cancels the 1/T-term. Thus,

B 0 m@?(wdW — mod)
/dP¢6f _ /dP¢H oy . (34)

where Aw = w — meo.
momenta gives

Integrating over the remaining

meé?

(1,05) € n(r) o (wdT — moD)

(Aw)?

(59, 6J5) = (35)

For a radially thin E-layer we may take n(r) =
no exp(—r?/2Ar%) — noV2rAr §(67). We comment
on this approximation below in more detail when we

include the radial wavenumber k, of the perturbation.
Then equations (A4 and ([AZ) can be written as

[6®(rg), 0¥ (r0)] = [1, rove(1+Ad)] 272rg Z/dr dp(r) ,

(36)
where Z = iJm(wro)Hﬁ)(wro), O = w/(mp) and AL =
Aw/(md). Integrating Eq. (B) over the radial extent of
the E-layer and cancelling out the field amplitudes gives
the dispersion relation

me?  wrovg(l + AQ) —m

1 =27%rg [noe*V2rAr] Z

H (Aw)?
(37)
In terms of dimensionless variables this becomes
l=ncz (220 L)1 (38)
- 7)) (A&
where Z = iJ,(mdvy) a )(mwv¢) o
Im + 1Yy, and the field-reversal parameter

¢ = dmenguyAry/m/2/BS as given by Eq. ().

For m > 1, Jn(mavg) =~ (2/m)/3Ai(w) and
Y (mawvg) ~ —(2/m)Y/?Bi(w), where Ai and Bi are
the Airy functions and w = (m/2)%/3(y=2 — 2AQ) [31].
Thus we have Z = iJ, Hy(nl) (2/m)?/3[Ai(w)Bi(w) +
iAi®(w)]. Tt is useful to denote Z as Z,,(w). For |w|? >
1, Ai(w) ~ (2ym) tw /4 exp(—2w3/2/3), Bi(w) =
(V) exp(2w®/?/3), Zy = (2/m)*3 /(27 |w]'/?).



For |w|? £ 0.5, Ai(w) = ¢1 — cow~+O(w?) and Bi(w) =
V3er 4+ cow +O(w?)], where ¢ = 1/[3%/3T1'(2/3)] ~ 0.355
and ¢y = 1/[3Y/°T'(1/3)] ~ 0.259. In this limit we have
Zm(w) = (2/m)?B[V3(3 — Bw?) +i(cy — cow)?]. For
|w|?> < 1, Zp, ~ (0.347 4 0.200 i) /m?/3.

A. Range of Validity

We are interested in the regime where the wavelength
of the emitted radiation is comparable to the “bunch
length”, i.e. w = m or equivalently A® < 1. How-
ever, Eq. is only valid if A@ < y~2. Since we ne-
glected 0J, and §J, we obtain from the continuity equa-
tion §.J, = “-2p. Due to this approximation the factor
on the right hand side can become bigger than the speed
of light if A@ > =2 which leads to unphysical results.
In the latter case 0.Jy = vy40p is a better approximation.
Fortunately, A© < y~?2 is the most interesting case and
in the remainder of this paper we will always work in
this limit. Furthermore, for the continuum approxima-
tion to be valid the mean particle distance has to be much
smaller than the wavelength.

B. Growth Rates

It will prove useful to define two characteristic val-
ues of m: m; = (3243 and my = 273, and therefore
m1 = ¢3/?my/2. We can obtain approximate solutions
to Eq. BY) in two different cases. There may be solu-
tions with small values of v2A®, so that w ~ (m/mg)?/3.
In this case, Eq. B8) becomes a simple quadratic equa-
tion, which can be solved for A@. We can simplify the
solution somewhat by changing variables to ¢ = y2A®
in which case Eq. B8) can be written in the form

7CZmY?
o2

7CZmY?

1=
o2

(c—1)=

3

where we have neglected o compared to one in the ap-
proximate version of this equation. We find that

o~ =7 Zn? . (39)

For case I let us assume that m < mgy, in which case Eq.
BY) implies
o~ +1.121(my/m)"/? (77/12)
= 1.121(my/m)*/3(—0.2588 + 0.96597) . (40)

so |o| < 1 for m > my. The growth rate of the unstable
mode is

_ L.083¢1/2m?3¢
- ot

i

(41)

102
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FIG. 2: The graph shows the frequency dependence of the
growth rate for a sample case where v = 30 and ¢ = 0.02
obtained from our approximations for Eq. (B8). For these
parameters, m; = 102 and mo X 2.7 X 10%.

in this regime. For case IT we assume that m > mao, in
which case Eq. (B implies

iC1/23/2 '
o= :I:W = +i¢"?(mg/2m)'/?

C12m1/2g .

Wi = T ) (42)

note that the growth rates in cases I and II match almost
exactly at m = mg, where |o| ~ ¢1/2.

Note that mo¢ is the approximate frequency of the
peak of the single particle synchrotron radiation spec-
trum. For more accurate results we employ a numerical
method for solving Eq. BY outlined in [34]. This method
also allows us to count the number of roots which are
enclosed by a contour. So far we have no numerical evi-
dence of the existence of more than one solution with a
positive real part. The numerical results agree very well
with our approximations even if m < m; and are shown
in Fig.

C. Comparison with Goldreich and Keeley

Goldreich and Keeley [3] find a radiation instability in
a thin ring of relativistic, monoenergetic, zero temper-
ature electrons constrained to move in a circle of fixed
radius. Under the condition 1 < m'/? <« ~ their growth
rate is w; ~ 1.16¢ m?/3[r.N/(v*ro)]*/? which is close to
our growth rate with L replaced by rg.



V. NONLINEAR SATURATION

Clearly the rapid exponential growth of the linear per-
turbation can continue only for a finite time. We analyze
this by studying the trapping of electrons in the moving
potential wells of the perturbation. For (Ar/r)? < 1,
the electron orbits can be treated as circular. The equa-
tion of motion is

dP,

[
b SF
p rdFy |

where P is the canonical angular momentum, where

5F, = —e[0Ey + (vxoB)y], (43)

§F¢ = —65E¢0 exp(wit) COS(m(b - W'rt) ) (44)

where 0Ey is the initial value of the potential, w, =
Re(w), and w; = Im(w).
For a relativistic particle in a circular orbit,

ey
7’ -1

0Py = me*rgéd.), where mes, = —me7y, (45)
where me, is the “effective mass,” which is negative, for
the azimuthal motion of the electron (|22, 24] or [23],
p.68). Combining equations {3l and HED) gives

d*p :
Tz —wr(t)sing (46)

where ¢ = m¢ — wit + %w, wr = wroexp(w;t/2), and
wro = [emdEgo/(meyro)]Y/?, where wr is termed the
“trapping frequency.” At the “bottom” of the potential
well of the wave, sin p & . An electron oscillates about
the bottom of the well with an angular frequency ~ wyp.
This is of course a nonlinear effect of the finite wave am-
plitude. A WKBJ solution of Eq. {HH) gives

© X w;é/Q exp(—w;t/4) sin {(QwTo/wi)[exp(wit/Q) - 1]} )

(47)
The exponential growth of the linear perturbation will
cease at the time tz,; when the particle is turned around
in the potential well. This condition corresponds to
wr (tsat) = w;. Thus, the saturation amplitude is

e (B2 ()

where |0Esqt| = [0E(tsat)| = |0Fo| exp(witsat)-

VI. FIRST APPROXIMATION WITH k. #0

Here, we consider k, # 0 but keep the other approx-
imations. Our ansatz for df is general enough to han-
dle this case since it retains the biggest contribution to
the Lorentz force in the z-direction which is of the order
vy By. In place of Eq. ([Bd)) we obtain

_ fO m?(woW — mdd)
/dP¢6f_ e/dP s e R

where we assume without loss of generality k£, > 0 and

k., < m/ro,w. In place of Eq. BY) we find
e exp(—v?/2v?)
e(w, k) = 1+k, Alw, k., / dv, ——=—"1...| =0,
(w, k=) (w; k=) L o vy -]
(50)

where

me
(] (w —mep — kv,)?

Here, ¢ acts as an effective dielectric constant for the
E-layer, and

Alw, k) =7 ¢ Z(w, k) (u— kg >7 Y = w—me
2 = idufrofe — K2 H ol ~ V2] (51)

and kg = m/ro is the azimuthal wavenumber. The ex-
pression for Z is from §4. An integration by parts gives

exp(—2/20}) mdu. [k
— 1+ AWw) [ dv,
Slu) =1+ (w)/ w S0l T

where the k, dependence of ¢ and A is henceforth im-
plicit. We can also write this equation as

, (52)

e(u) = 1+ B(u) {1+1F (%)] : (53)

Uth

where

and

\/_/ L P _2/2) 7

exp(—2%/2) . 22
- dp =2 = 12 4 i\ /9 _z
\/% . €T e + 1V 2mexp 5 ,

for Im(z) < 0. The second expression for F(z) is the
analytic continuation of the first expression to Im(z) < 0
which corresponds to wave damping (see, e.g., [25], ch.
5). Note that terms of order Aw have been omitted.
For m > 1, the factor Z = iJ,,,(Jm + iY,,) can be
expressed in terms of Airy functions in a way similar
to that done in §5 One finds Jp,[ro(w? — k2)V/?] =~
(2/m)PAi(w), Yilro(w? — k2)V?] & —(2/m)"/*Bi(w),

Z, <%>/ Ai(w)Bi(w) , Zi ~ (%)/ A (w) |
(55)

for Im(z) > 0, and
1 o0

F(z)=
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FIG. 3: The figure shows the growth/damping rate w; and
real part of the frequency Aw, = w — mq‘ﬁ in units of (;5 as a
function of tanvy = k./ks for m = 100 and m = 1000 for
an E-layers with v = 30, ¢ = 0.02 and v, = 30/72. In the
region of damping w; < 0, the second expression for F'(z) in

Eq. &) is used.

where

k. 2/3 (1
tany = — | wz(ﬂ) — +tan®¢y — 2utany) | .
k¢ 2 "y2

It is clear that € has in general a rather complicated de-
pendence on u = u, + iu; and tant. Note that the
expression for w goes over to our earlier w for ¥ = 0
noting that utany — Ad.

A limit where Eq. (B3)) can be solved analytically is
for [ul? = |A@|?/tan®+ > v}, that is, for sufficiently
small tant. In this limit Eq. (B3)) can be expanded as
an asymptotic series F(z) = —1/z — 1/2% —3/2°% — ...
Keeping just the first three terms of the expansion gives

3vt2h tanZy\ 2
(Aw)? ) (Aw)

5:1+7TCZ(1+ 5 =0. (56)

For tant) — 0 and A& < v~ 2, this is the same as Eq.
BY) as it should be. In general Eq. will have more
than one unstable mode. In the remainder of this para-
graph we will only study the largest unstable solution for
which we recover the growth rates found in §4 in the limit
tany — 0. Fig. Bl shows some sample solutions. For the
case shown the u dependence of Z is negligible.

General solutions of Eq. (&3]) can be obtained using the
Newton-Raphson method ([32], ch. 9) where an initial
guess of (ur,u;) gives (€,,€;). This guess is incremented
by an amount

S, der /Ouy Oer/Ou; ] [ —er )
5’(1,1' B 6€i/6ur 661/6’u1 —€; ’

and the process is repeated until ¢, = 0 and ¢; = 0.
Fortunately, the convergence is very rapid and gives |e] <
10719 after a few iterations.

Fig. Bl shows the dependence of the complex wave fre-
quency on the tangent of the propagation angle, tanvy =
k./kg, for a sample cases. The maximum growth rate is
for ¢» =0 or k, = 0. With increasing 1 the growth rate
decreases, and for ¢ larger than a critical angle 1., there
is damping. For the damping the second expression for F'
in Eq. (B3) must be used. Roughly, we find that the crit-
ical angle corresponds to having the wave phase velocity
in the z—direction of the order of the thermal spread in
this direction, that is, u, = Aw,/k. ~ vy,. This gives

NG (reN )1/2 1 1

= (— <
vtpy mt/3 vHYRL)  m3 T Py,

(58)

tan 1/)cr ~

for my; < m < mo. Note that the dimensionless parame-
ter which determines the cut-off at tan ., is y?vs,. Our
numerical calculations of ., give a slightly faster depen-
dence, tan.,. oc 1/m%40 for this range of m. Fig. H
shows the m-dependence of the critical angle. It is rea-
sonable to assume that in a particle accelerator the weak
focusing in the z-direction sets a low limit on k..

A. Nonlinear Saturation for k. # 0

We generalize the results of §6 by including the axial
as well as the azimuthal motion of the electrons in the
wave. The axial equation of motion is

2
mevﬁ = —e[0E, + (v x §B),]

dt?
—ed E.o exp(w;t) cos(me + k,z — wt) (59)

Q

The approximation involves neglecting the force o< v,6 By
which is valid for a radially thin layer (Ar?/r < 1).
Following the development of §6, the azimuthal equation
of motion is

2

mew‘o% = —edFE.gcos(mo + k,z — wt) . (60)
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FIC. 4: Critical angle for v = 30, ¢ = 0.02 and v, = 30/~°.

Combining equations ) and (B0) gives

d*¢ e moEy 9 .
W = T’}/TO (1 + tan ’(/J) sme (61)

where ¢ = m¢ + k.z — wt + 37 and tant) = k. /ky. Be-
cause ¥? < 1 for wave growth (Eq. (E5)), the saturation
wave amplitude §Es,; is again given by Eq. EX).

VII. THICK LAYERS INCLUDING RADIAL
BETATRON OSCILLATIONS

A. The Limit k. Ar > 1

In this section we include the small but finite radial
thickness of the E-layer. We keep the other approxima-

(eKe_H/T)_l /dP¢5f = %(K\p¢ - Kg) {Jo(/ﬁs?‘i) -1+ (m¢ —w) Z

771(;52 wKy —mKg mgz.SQ

H (mj-w? H

and finally if A@ <« v~2

— m(K\p¢—Kq>) {

tions mentioned at the beginning of §5. In particular
we consider k, = 0. In order to include the layer’s ra-
dial thickness, we consider the wave equations within the
E-layer,

(V2 +whod = —4ndp ,
(V24 w?)ol = —d7nrdd, (62)

where
(63)

is the adjoint Laplacian operator.
Within the E-layer, we assume that the potentials can
be written in a WKBJ expansion as

(6@, 6¥) = (Ko, Ku)exp [im¢ + ik, (r —ro) — iwt] |
(64)
where k, is the radial wavenumber with (k,.Ar)? > 1
(Ks, Ky) are constants. This is equivalent to assuming
that the charge density is constant between ro — Ar and
ro + Ar and zero elsewhere. Evaluation of the time inte-
grals in Eq. @) for r = ro gives

t
/ dt' 6®" = §®(rg,t) x

Z In(kdr;)i"™ exp(—ikeyor; — ing)
i(me + nws, — w)

: (65)

n=—oo

where n is an integer, k = (k2 + k3)'/?, with kg = m/ro,
and tan = k,/kg. There is an analogous expression for
the integral of §¥. We have used Eq. ([20) for the radial
motion with ¢ = 0 assuming ¢ < 1 and ¢ < y?(Ar/ro)
so that wg, = 1/rg, and Eq. (2) for the ¢-motion with
Do/ Or|ry Jwsr = —1/ro. Using equations @) and (B3),
the momentum space integrals ([B2) can be done to give

co / ine—inw—ik¢§T¢Jn(1€57ai)} B

e oo mgf)—l—nwgr —w

Jo(kdrs) =1 L inemimb—ikedri I (k5r;)
md—op 2 by |

n=—oo

oo [/

6271 'rn/.2 Tz.w—m — — 2 m n

H (w —mg)?

The prime on the sums indicate that the n = 0 term is

me + nws, — w)

n=—oo

omitted. Here,

i" exp(—iny) [ _i 3 %)
Fn \/%X /_OO dé Jn(é) exp ( % ? 9



with
x = kAr . (69)

The 1/T terms in Eq. do not cancel exactly. They
may be neglected if

|A@]? < Fyvg, (70)
for the n = 0 term or if
|AG||n/m — AD| < v2, (71)

for the n # 0 terms.

For weak E-layers we have for y — 0, Fy — 1 and
Fy20 — 0. In this limit we recover the results of §4. For
x> 1and 1 <« k,rg < kgro, the Gaussian factor in the
integrand of F}, can be neglected so that one obtains

F, ~i"e ¥ ! % cos (E) even n
n ™~ /_27TX |kr| 2 ) 9
1 2k

F, ~ —ite™ ¥

nmw
— sin (—) , oddn . 72
vV 27TX |kr| 2 ( )
An alternative approximation for F;, can be obtained
by using the integral representation of the Bessel func-
tion. The remaining integral can then be computed nu-
merically more easily. In this way we find

n ,—iny ™
F, = Le / df exp [—inf —
27

—T

(73)
For x > 1, 1 < (kg/kr)? and |n| < \/X we can approxi-
mate sin 6 in the exponent by a parabola at its maximum.
We obtain

i”e*ind’
28T (3) VX
In general F,/(i"e~"™¥) decreases as x and n increase.
This acts to prevent the unlimited increase of the growth
rate as m — oo, and it ensures that the sums over n
converge. Fig. Blshows a plot of Fjy obtained by numerical
evaluation of Eq.

Within the E-layer, Eq. ([62) gives

2

(74)

n ~

2o 2
T w ’f‘%
+4we2n0mgf)2 <T8(J.5w —m[l — (1 — FO)/”YQ]
H (w— m(;ﬁ)2

7 Z (75)

—~ m¢+nw5 —w)2> '
In terms of dimensionless variables this equation becomes

B 2
R2 = 2m?Ad - 1o 4
7

(V2 ((1 +AG) 1 -y — 1+ (Fo - 1)/9?
VgVt /T (AQ)Q

QZ n/m Aw)? ) ’ (76)

(x*/2)(ko/k — sin0)?] .
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FIG. 5: Fy for v, = 0.01 and kero = 10*

where k, = rokr, 15¢ =1okg, k= rok, and x = kv,
Notice that Eq. can also be written as

0® = Oy sin [k:r(r - ro)} + C5 cos [kr(T — To)} . (77)
for ro — Ar < r <rg+ Ar. For r <ry — Ar, we have
30 = Cy T (wr) (78)

since the potential must be well behaved as » — 0. For
r > rg + Ar, we must have

60 = Cy[Jm(wr) + iV (wr)] (79)

This combination of Bessel functions gives 0®(r — co) —
0 for the assumed conditions where Im(w) > 0. Note that
these potentials are just the solutions of Eq. ([2) in our
approximation for dp. The eigenvalue problem can now
be solved by matching the boundary conditions. How-
ever, we have not solved the full eigenvalue problem. In-
stead we consider unstable solutions with the restriction
that k,.Ar > 1. Under this condition we can interpret
Eq. [[@ as a local dispersion relation. Unstable modes
found from Eq. [[@ will need a slight correction in order
to satisfy the boundary conditions.

We expect that Eq. [[@has solutions near each betatron
resonance at Aw = +n/m. This is a familiar concept in
the treatment of resonances in storage rings (cf. [2§] or
[29]). We extract each solution by summing over a single
value of n and —n only and obtain from Eq. [[@ for the
case n # 0 and AQ <« vy~ 2

oy (B2 +m*y?)

(V2
F_, F,
_l’_

—
fl

: 80
(2+20)°  (2-2)° )
Thus,
ApnTn=tn om0 (81)
= m



for sufficiently big =, i.e. we expect the imaginary part
of A® to be negligible for the n # 0 modes. Despite a lot
of effort we were not able to prove this statement under
more relaxed conditions.

We can easily find an analytic solution of Eq. [[@ for the
case where the n = 0 term is dominant. If |AD| < 1/42
and |AQ| < Fy/v?, we obtain

91/4 /_CFO

ven(m? + 72];3)

AD =+ (82)

xl/4

The dependence of the growth rate on &, becomes sig-
nificant when 72k2/m? is comparable to unity. For
m ~ mg ~ <3, we see that this happens when
(k. Ar)? /y*2, ~ 1, which involves the combination
~2vyp, again.

The growth rate of Eq. is proportional to v/C. This
implies from §5 that the emitted power scales as the
square of the number of particles in the E-layer which
corresponds to coherent radiation. Sample results are
shown in Fig. @ We conclude that the main effect of the
betatron oscillations is an indirect one. The radial mo-
tion itself is unimportant for the interaction. However,
the influence of the radial motion on the time dependence
of the azimuthal angle ¢ of a particle is important since
a shift in ¢ can take the particle out of coherence with
the wave. This effect is accounted for by Fp.

B. Qualitative Analysis of the Effect of the
Betatron Motion

Let us suppose that vy, > 1/42, and that |Ad| is not
necessarily small compared with vy, (We can still as-
sume |A®| <« 1 without requiring the more restrictive
condition ¥?|A@| < 1.). The key effect of the beta-
tron oscillations is to “wash out” the phase coherence
of the response within the layer; for a cold layer, all
orbiting particles move in “lock step”, which is partic-
ularly favorable for a bunching instability. Let us sup-
pose that |A®| has a real part that is substantially larger
than 1/92. The response in the layer scales as an Airy
function with argument w(l + &) where |§] < vy,. The
phase accumulated across the layer thickness ~ vyp70 is
n ~ mvf,{z if Ad, < vy, and 7 ~ mvf,{Q(AcDT/vth)l/? if
Ao, > wvy,. Large n ought to imply substantial deco-
herence of the response in the layer. We see that this is
likely irrespective of the value of A&, /vy, provided that
m > vt_3/2, i.e. for m/v3 > (y2v)73/2. At large val-
ues of v“vy,, phase smearing should suffice to suppress -
if not eliminate - the bunching instability at frequencies
near the synchrotron peak. Moreover, if v2vy, > (71,
the instability should be suppressed over the entire range
m > (3243 for which we found unstable modes in §4.
Large A, /vy, would merely accentuate the smearing.
At a given value of m, we see that A, > (m?v? )™,
ie. Y?AG, = (m/v3) "1 (y?vi,) "2 suffices for large phase
decoherence in the layer.
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FIG. 6: Growth rates in the limit k,v:, > 1 for our reference
case v = 30, ¢ = 0.02 and vy, = 1/~% and various values of
Ekr. The line proportional to m ~1/4 is shown for comparison.

C. The Limit k,Ar <1

In order to determine the lowest allowed value for k,
and the highest possible growth rate the full eigenvalue
problem has to be solved. We estimate the result by eval-
uating Eq. [A4]in the thin approximation again. Looking
at Eq. [A4 and replacing the Bessel functions by their
Airy function approximations for the case m > m; and
m < mo we see that the thin approximation is justified if
kv < 1 and m2/3v,, < 1. It starts to fail completely if
m?/3vy, > 1, i.e. once we start integrating over the oscil-
lating and/or the exponentially damped/increasing part
of the Airy function, which implies we would like to have
m?/3|AG| < VI with |A@|? < Fyv?, from the previous
paragraph. However, for real values of k, we expect that
the thin approximation will still give us an upper bound
of the growth rate because it is easier to maintain coher-
ence if all the radiation is emitted from the same orbit.
With Eq. EQ we obtain in the limit A® <« v~2

Foy~?

P e

(83)

The growth rates can be found as before. For m > my
we obtain

1.083¢1/2m2/3¢
~ w, /Fy (84)
Y
and
C1/2

1/2¢
wi = e VE

for m > mao, i.e. there is an additional factor of v/ Fj.
The results for our reference case are plotted in Fig. [
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FIG. 7: Solutions of the dispersion relation in the presence
of betatron oscillations in the limit kv < 1,v=30, ¢ =
0.02. Points which do not satisfy the inequalities m > 1,
m? v, < 1 and |A&1|2 < Fovfh are plotted in gray.
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FIG. 8: Fp as a function of m for v = 30, ( = 0.02 and various
v, and the squared ratio of the growth rates from Fig. Bl and
Fig. [@ (dash-triple-dotted)

which were computed numerically. In Fig. Bthe function
Fy is plotted which we compare with the squared ratio
of our new growth rates to the ones evaluated previously
without betatron oscillations.

We could also study the effect of the non-zero thickness
alone without betatron oscillations setting Fy = 1 and
F,+o = 0 and solving the full eigenvalue problem. Due to
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the complicated nature of the dispersion relation we have
not done this yet. Note that the thin approximation will
suppress certain modes, e.g. the negative mass instability
cannot be expected to be present with the fields having
been evaluated at one radius only, cf. [26].

VIII. SPECTRUM OF COHERENT RADIATION

Having computed the growth rate and the saturation
amplitude, the radiated power can now be calculated.
Starting from Eq. (AJ0) we now have

2
™

P, = §Lwr§ ‘5J¢0|2 ‘/gd&mfz];(wroé) , (85)

where £ = r/rg and the integration is over the thickness
of the layer. The Bessel function can be expressed ap-
proximately in term of an Airy function as done before.
We take the linear approximation to the Airy function as
discussed previously, and this gives

rLw ) 4/3 9 1+ven =
Py = ——rocs (=] |0J / dge’trs
2 ToCa <m> ‘ ¢0| . §dée

—VUth

2
(86)

where co ~ 0.259. This is valid for sufficiently big values
of v and low m. The largest values occur for Ervg, <
1, where this quantity is simply 4vfh. This is enough
motivation for us to work in this limit. Thus,

9\ 4/3
P,, < 2mLwricvd, 10.J 40| <E) . (87)

Because we calculated our growth rates in the thin ap-
proximation for k ~ kg it is consistent to use d¢ =
47r2vthv;12r05J¢0. Furthermore, we set w — md. This
is consistent even for large growth rates since the expo-
nential growth has stopped. With our expression for the
saturation amplitude we obtain

p, < kBvmE 90 2NV fem)\t
"= 8mrge? |Z2 \m m3 b '

Since the number of particles N is proportional to { and
the growth rates are proportional to /¢ for m > my
the radiated power scales like N2. This suggests that
the emitted radiation is coherent. In Fig. [ we plotted
the radiated power in arbitrary units having evaluated
Fy numerically. For large m the curve scales as m~>/3.
Analytically we obtain with our second approximation
for Fy the scaling m=3(m?/3/m'/*)* = m=4/3. With
|Z)? ~ 4cf (2/m)4/3 we obtain

L (w\*
Py < 3.71 x 10144532 (“—) e (89)
70 10} S
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FIG. 9: Radiated power (m™2(w;/$)*) for v = 30 and ¢ =
0.02 in arbitrary units. The straight line is proportional to
m™%3 and is shown for comparison. Points which do not
satisfy the inequalities m > 1, m*3vy, < 1 and A& <
Fov?, are plotted in gray.

A. Brightness Temperatures

We consider the brightness temperatures Tz for condi-
tions relevant to the radio emissions of pulsars. Using the
Rayleigh-Jeans formula B, = 2kpTg(v/c)? for the radi-
ated power per unit area per sterradian at a frequency
v =ma¢/2m gives

2kpTs(v/c)>AANQ = 21P,, /¢

4
Ty <45 x 1025 . [yfy-1 (“ (90)

where kg is Boltzmann’s constant and A = 27rgL is the
area of the E-layer. The solid angle of the source seen
by a distant observer has been computed in appendix
A and its value is AQ = 4x2ry/(mL). It is assumed
that the angular size of the source is small such that
that radiation from the top and the bottom emitted at
an angle 6 with respect to the normal is received by the
observer at the same position. For the sample values v =
1000, ¢ = 0.08, vy, = 0.047y~2, L = 100 km and m = m,
our model predicts a maximum brightness temperature of
Tp =~ 2 x 10?2°K. According to our results from previous
sections there may be degeneracy from modes with non-
zero axial wavenumbers k.. It is reasonable to assume
that this will increase the brightness temperature by a
factor in the order of mtant.,. Beaming along the z-
axis may increase the brightness temperature and the
observed frequency even further.
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IX. APPLICATIONS IN ACCELERATOR
PHYSICS

The next-generation linear collider requires a beam
with very short bunches and low emittance. That is, the
beam must occupy a very small volume in phase space.
The emittance of the pre-accelerated beam is reduced in
a damping ring which is operated with longer bunches to
avoid certain instabilities. The bunch length has to be de-
creased in a so-called bunch compressor before the beam
can be injected into the linear collider. A bunch compres-
sor consists of an accelerating part and an arc section.
Since the bunch lengths of the proposed linear colliders
are in the order of the wavelength of the synchrotron
radiation which is being radiated in the arc section, in-
stabilities due to coherent synchrotron have to be taken
seriously. For a design energy of 2 GeV and 7 x 10! elec-
trons per 100 pum our dimensionless quantities become
~v = 4000 and ¢ = 0.08 [27]. Our qualitative analysis of
the betatron motion suggests that CSR is suppressed for
a minimum energy spread of vy, > (~1y72 = 12.5y72.

X. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

This work has studied the stability of a collision-
less, relativistic, finite-strength, cylindrical electron (or
positron) layer by solving the Vlasov and Maxwell equa-
tions. This system is of interest to understanding the
high brightness temperature coherent synchrotron radio
emission of pulsars and the coherent synchrotron radi-
ation observed in particle accelerators. The considered
equilibrium layers have a finite ‘temperature’ and there-
fore a finite radial thickness. The electrons are consid-
ered to move either almost perpendicular to a uniform
external magnetic field or almost parallel to an external
toroidal magnetic field. A short wavelength instability
is found which causes an exponential growth an initial
perturbation of the charge and current densities. The
periodicity of these enhancements can lead to coherent
emission of synchrotron radiation. Neglecting betatron
oscillations we obtain an expression for the growth rate
which is similar to the one found by Goldreich and Kee-
ley 3] if the thermal energy spread is sufficiently small.
The growth rate increases monotonically approximately
as m'/2, where m is the azimuthal mode number which
is proportional to the frequency of the radiation. With
the radial betatron oscillations included, the growth rate
varies as m'/3 over a significant range before it begins to
decrease.

We argue that the growth of the unstable perturbation
saturates when the trapping frequency of electrons in the
wave becomes comparable to the growth rate. Owing to
this saturation we can predict the radiation spectrum
for a given set of parameters. For the realistic case in-
cluding radial betatron oscillations we find a radiation
spectrum proportional to m~>/3. This result is in rough
agreement with observations of radio pulsars [4]. The



power is also proportional to the square of the number of
particles which indicates that the radiation is coherent.
Numerical simulations of electron rings based on the fully
relativistic, electromagnetic particle-in-cell code OOPIC
[30] recovers the main scalings found here.
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APPENDIX: GREEN’S FUNCTION
The Green’s function for the potentials give
§®(r,t) = /dt’d%’ G —r',t—t) dp(r',t) .

SA(r,t) = /dt’d3r’ Gr—r',t—t) I ), (A1)

47
K2 — W2

47 exp(ik - r — iwt)

where G is the Fourier transform of the Green’s function.
The “C” on the integral indicates an w—integration par-
allel to but above the real axis, Im(w) > 0, so as to give
the retarded Green’s function.

Because of the assumed dependences of Eq. EH), we
have for the electric potential,

o) o) 2T
0Py, (1) = 2/ r’dr’/ Iidli/ doe Spump, (r')[--]
0 0 0



_47r/ / J(kQ))CSPwmk( R

(A.3)

where

] exp(ima)Jo{k[r? + ()2 — 2r’ cos a]'/?}
: WD) ’

where r? = k2 + k2. Because w has a positive imaginary
part, this solution corresponds to the retarded field. Also
because Im(w) > 0, the k—integration can be done by a

contour integration as discussed in [33] which gives

6P i, (r) =272 / P dr! T (kr <Y HD (k1) pasmie. (),

’ (A.4)
where k = (w? — k?)Y/2, where r— (rs) is the lesser
(greater) of (r,r"), and where Hr(r})(:zr) = Jn(z) + Y (x)
is the Hankel function of the first kind. From the Lorentz
gauge condition

Swemks (p) = r&A‘;mkz = 79vg (1 + AD) 6™ (1)
(A.5)
Equations (A4 and (A are useful in subsequent cal-
culations.

To determine the total synchrotron radiation from the
E-layer it is sufficient to calculate A at a large distance
from the E-layer. We assume that the E-layer has a finite
axial length and exists between —L/2 < z < L/2. Thus
we evaluate 0A in a spherical coordinate system R =
(R,0,¢) at a distance R > L. The retarded solution is

JAR) = %/dgr’ 6J (r’,t— R — r’|) =
%}Z;R) /dg’r’ 5J(r") exp [imqﬁ’—l—ikzz/—z'w(t—!—lf{-I'/)}7
(A.6)
(see, e.g. ch. 9 of [21]). The source point is at

(' =7r'cosg’, y =r'sing’, z’). The observation point
is taken to be at (zr = 0, y = Rsind, z = Rcos¥).
Consequently, R -1’ = 7/ sinfsin ¢’ + 2’ cos . The phase
factor exp(iwR) does not affect the radiated power and
is henceforth dropped.

For the cases where 6.J is the dominant component of
the current-density perturbation we have

=30 [ i [ s coss]

[Mg, 6A§j} -

8Jy(r'") exp(im¢’ —

where

(A7)

iwr’ sinf@sin ¢') |

sin[(k, —wcos )L /2]
S(@) =L A8

(©) (k. —wcos®)L/2 (A.8)
is a structure function accounting for the finite axial
length of the E-layer, and w superscript indicates w =

15

m¢. Carrying out the ¢ integration in equation (AID)
gives

[5/1;;’, 5Aﬂ = %f)/r’dr' §Js(r")[.] (A.9)
where
[.] = [iJm(wr sin 6), me(wr sin 9)}

and where the prime on the Bessel function indicates its
derivative with respect to its argument. The radiated
power per unit solid angle is

dP, R?® _ .., R? o
R2
- (I6A%[% + cos® 06 AL ), (A.10)

where k = wR is the far field wavevector.
For a radially thin E-layer, (Ar/rg)? < 1, equations

(A3) and [(ATI0) give

2

dP,  S*(9) ' Ny 7! ;
0= Br ’/7‘ dr’ 6 J45(r")wJ), (wrosin@)| +
, 2
S%(6) ‘ /d 57,01 T s (orgsing)| (A1)
8T To

The factor within the curly brackets is the same as that
for the radiation pattern of a single charged particle (see
ch. 9 of [21]]).

The factor S?(6) in Eq. [AII) tightly constrains the
radiation to be in the direction 6, = cos™!(k,/w) if
the angular width of S2(f), the half-power half-width
A1)y =~ m/(wl), is small compared with the angular
spread of the single particle synchrotron radiation, 1/7,
which is the angular width due to the Bessel function
terms in Eq. [(AI). This corresponds to E-layers with
L > my/w = 7rgy/m. For L ~ rg, we need m > 7y,
which is satisfied by the spectra discussed later in §8. In
this case, Eq. ([AII) can be integrated over the solid
angle to give

2
+

7w L sin 6,

T{’/Tfh‘ 8o (r")w Ty, (wro sin 6,

2} . (A12)

One limit of interest of Eq. is that where k, = 0
so that 0, = m/2 and

P, =

m cot 0,

‘/r’dr’ 8Jy(r") I (wrg sin 6,

To
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P, = LZW’L ’/r’dr’ 8Js(r") ), (wro)| , (A.13)
o

where we have set w — mgf). The total radiated power is
P=> Py



