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ABSTRACT

Hertz Potentials and Differential Geometry. (May 2011)
Jeffrey David Bouas, B.S., Texas A&M University

Chair of Advisory Committee: Stephen Fulling

I review the construction of Hertz potentials in vector calculus starting from
Maxwell’s equations. From here, I lay the minimal foundations of differential ge-
ometry to construct Hertz potentials for a general (spatially compact) Lorentzian
manifold with or without boundary. In this general framework, I discuss “scalar”
Hertz potentials as they apply to the vector calculus situation, and I consider their
possible generalization, showing which procedures used by previous authors fail to
generalize and which succeed, if any. 1 give specific examples, including the standard
flat coordinate systems and an example of a non-flat metric, specifically a spherically
symmetric black hole. Additionally, I generalize the introduction of gauge terms, and
I present techniques for introducing gauge terms of arbitrary order. Finally, I give a
treatment of one application of Hertz potentials, namely calculating electromagnetic

Casimir interactions for a couple of systems.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION
The theory of Hertzian potentials is arguably as well developed as the theory of
usual electromagnetic potentials, dating back to the turn of the 20th century where
they were introduced possibly for the first time by Whittaker [1]. However, most
treatments of electromagnetism give Hertz potentials only a brief mention, and many
of the popular modern textbooks leave out the topic entirely.

Due to this lack of common treatment, generalizations of Hertz potentials start-
ing from the work of Nisbet [2] have been re-derived numerous times [3] [4] [5] in
a variety of contexts with varied notation. This means that despite their prevalent
use, readers can easily become confused when referencing multiple sources.

The goal of this thesis is to provide a cumulative overview of Hertz potentials,
starting with their classical formulation and moving into their modern geometrical
interpretation, developing on the construction provided in [6]. This provides a unified
treatment that spans most of the groundwork required by current research. The
expression of this goal is given in three parts.

First, in order to integrate Hertz potentials seamlessly into modern electromag-
netic theory, one must find their place in classical electromagnetic theory. I present a
brief review of the classical theory of electromagnetism, along with the construction
of Hertz potentials. Since the intended audience of this thesis has a cursory, qualita-

tive understanding of the history of electromagnetism, I present the material quickly

This thesis follows the style of Physical Review A.



and in full, focusing more on the geometry and the mathematics rather than the
physics. At numerous places in this chapter I note seemingly-arbitrary symmetries
and consequences whose geometrical nature is developed further in later chapters.

Second, as with the comprehension of the general theory of relativity, an under-
standing of modern differential geometry reveals the geometrical nature of electro-
magnetism. Here I present a full discussion of modern differential geometry with a
focus on the topics required to describe electromagnetic theory in a “nice” but not
necessarily flat spacetime. What exactly constitutes “nice” will be treated rigorously.

Third, I develop and explore Hertz potentials in the differential geometric frame-
work, namely using the formalism and notation of differential forms built in the pre-
vious chapter, and I give a number of new calculations of what can and cannot be
done with these potentials. I develop the scalar framework explored initially in a flat
spacetime setting [2] and show what can and cannot generalize. After this, I present
the application of scalar Hertz potentials as it applies to quantum vacuum energy,
which was the original motivation for this research.

In the final chapter, I qualitatively discuss what has been accomplished and

what work remains.



CHAPTER II

ELECTROMAGNETISM USING VECTOR CALCULUS

A. Maxwell’'s Equations

Electromagnetism begins with the concept of the electric and magnetic vector fields
E and B , respectively, that each takes as input a position in space and time and each

outputs a vector in R® (i.e. E, B : R3 xR — R3). These satisfy Maxwell’s equations,

V-E=p (2.1)

. . OE
B-—=7 2.2
V x 5 =7 (2.2)
V-B=0 (2.3)

. . 9B
9o _ 2.4
V x E+ BT 0 (2.4)

where the function p takes as input a position in space and time and outputs a real
number, and 7 takes as input a position in space and time and outputs a vector in
R3 (ie. p: R*XR —Rand 7: R* x R — R?).

Along with the Lorentz force law
F=q(E+7x B), (2.5)

this system of partial differential equations completely describes the classical motion
of charged matter in classical space and time.

Note that immediately from Maxwell’s equations comes a charge conservation



relation

- dp
V- 74+ 2 = 2.

which restricts the nature of the functions p and j:

The classical theory of electricity and magnetism is developed in order to solve
various boundary-value/initial-value problems associated with the positions of charge
densities and current densities enclosed in (or partially enclosed in or unenclosed by)
boundaries of varying conductivity and permeability.

The special case, called the “source-free” case, is when p =0 and = 0. For var-
ious reasons, beginning with the case’s simplicity and for geometrical and algebraic
significance explored in later chapters, this case will be studied frequently through-
out this text. This case describes all possible forms the vector-valued electric and
magnetic functions of space and time may take when the space and time considered
is removed from actual physical charges. This includes regions of space arbitrarily

close to a source, but not containing the source, that are topologically equivalent to

R3.

B. Potential Functions

Even though Maxwell’s equations are first-order differential equations, within them
many components of the electric and magnetic fields are mixed together (called cou-
pling), which often makes finding solutions difficult. Luckily, for compact domains
or electromagnetic fields that decay sufficiently rapidly, the Helmholtz Decomposi-
tion Theorem provides functions called potentials that are commonly much easier

to work with, despite the fact that they turn Maxwell’s equations into second-order



differential equations.

Equation (2.3) guarantees that there exists a vector field A such that
B=VxA, (2.7)
This, along with equation (2.4) yields

which guarantees there exists a scalar field ®, taking input from space and time and

outputting a real number, such that
E=-Vd— —. (2.9)

There exists an additional freedom in the determination of the potential func-
tions @ and A that does not exist in the fields £ and B. This freedom is called a
gauge invariance.

Let ® and A be potential functions for a given physical system. Let y be any

scalar function such that (%ﬁ — ﬁ%) X = 0. Define new potential functions &' and

A by

A= A+ Vy (2.10)

= = (2.11)



Then this gives new electric and magnetic fields E’ and B’ where

E =-Vd — :—V(@——)——:—@p——A:E

Q

ot
B=VxA=Vx(A+VY)=VxA+Vx(VY)=VxA=8
since V x (ﬁx) = 0 for any function y.
Given this freedom, further conditions may be applied to ® and A. One of these

is the Lorenz gauge condition

. o 0P
DAL 2.12
V-A+ T 0, ( )

which can be formed of any potentials ® and A by solving the equation
(== —V)x =V -A+ — (2.13)

for x. The geometrical significance of this choice of gauge condition will come to light
when deriving the Hertz potentials in both vector calculus and differential geometry.

This reduces Maxwell’s equations on E and B to the homogeneous wave equations

on ® and A:
PA -
2
)
%? — V20 = 0. (2.15)

C. Hertz Potentials

The process of deriving potentials can be repeated. Since the scalar potential —® is

a differentiable function defined on the vector space R?, there exists a vector field ﬁe



such that

V-1, = —o. (2.16)
Using this, the Lorenz gauge condition (2.12) yields

L . 1
V. i+ 2.0y -v.(a- Ak

) =0

SIS

and thus there exists ﬁm such that

otl,
ot

V x I, = A - ==°. (2.17)

Using the relationships between the electric and magnetic fields and the elec-
tromagnetic potentials yields the following relationships between these new Hertz

potentials and the desired fields:

Lo oL PO, 0o -
E—V(Vﬂe)—w—aVXHm (218)
Lo oo, - - -

=V x SV (Vx I, (2.19)

These field relations automatically satisfy equations (2.3) and (2.4). Applying



the other two Maxwell equations yield

=V L) - V-
p=V-V(V )=V 5
. - V-
=V¥V-I.) - =
VA4V -11,) BT
— V. (VI — ¢y = -V - (011, 2.20
Vo (VL - ) = -V (O (220)
.- o, oo O, P, o o = = = O
—»: e _ e e H m
=V X (Vx S8 = (V- 0 4 S ¥ (Vx (V x M) + ¥ ¢ S
Oy O, = oo - ) . 9,
__EVH”Yﬁ&Q V x(V(V-1I,) = V°IL,,) + V 52
:%¢m9+6x@ﬁ@ (2.21)
To greatly simplify the notation, I define the operator [J as
D—ﬁ—V—ﬁ—V-V_ (2.22)
Let us now examine the source-free case, where these relations become
0= % (Of) (2.23)
o - . .
0=—=—(0OIL) + V x (OI,,). (2.24)

Note that this is very reminicent of the initial relations for E and B that allowed for

the creation of the electromagnetic potentials. In that vein, define W:R3xR — R3

such that
00, = V x W, (2.25)
and, as above, we see
- OW .
V x (— +0I,,) =0, (2.26)



so define w : R? x R — R such that

O, = -2~ — V. 2.2
m 5 Vw (2.27)

As we note here an apparent asymmetry between the two Hertz potentials, let us
back up and remember how 1:[6 and ﬁm came to be. We specified a particular gauge
for A and @ by equation (2.12), but suppose we relax this condition by introducing

a new vector function G and new scalar function g such that

V-A E——ﬁ é—a—‘z. (2.28)
Then

V- (A+G)+ a(q)aj 9 _y, (2.29)

which gives new definitions of Il, and ﬁm, namely
V-IL=-®—g (2.30)
ﬁxﬂ}:fhé—a;e. (2.31)

Repeating the calculations above with our new Il, and II,, yield

Dﬁ;ﬁxﬁ/+ﬁg+§ (2.32)
O, = —% —Vuw+V x G, (2.33)

restoring the symmetry.
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CHAPTER III

DIFFERENTIAL GEOMETRY
The language and construction of Differential Geometry affords a multitude of ben-
efits in the generalization and refinement of classical electrodynamics. But before
electromagnetism can be studied, first we must study the mathematics.

This chapter begins with a spartan formulation of topology; just enough modern
definitions and examples are given to provide the scaffolding necessary for construct-
ing the desired differentiable structures. After the topology, the modern formulation
of Differential Geometry is given, paying special attention to vector fields and dif-
ferential forms, and objects built from these, as these are the extensions of classical

vector fields that are of importance to this topic.

A. Topology

A topological space is the pairing of a set with a particular collection of subsets
of that set. These subsets are called open. The formal definition axiomatically
constructs the term “open set” to generalize certain aspects of open intervals of the
real line, where these open intervals are defined in terms of the Euclidean distance
function or the natural ordering on R. An open interval (a,b) is a subset of the real
line R defined by

(a,b) ={x e R:a <z <b}
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and a closed interval [a, 0] is defined by
[a,b) ={z € R:a <z <b}.

Notice first that for any number x € (a,b) there exists a smaller open interval
centered at x completely contained within (a,b). For example, consider the interval
(1,2), and let € > 0 be any very small number (such as 107!Y). Then 2—e¢ is contained
in this interval, and the interval (2 — 3£,2 — £) is centered on 2 — € and is contained
completely in (1,2).

This is demonstrably not true with a closed interval. For instance, take now
[1,2] and consider the endpoint 2 € [1,2]. No matter what open interval we choose,
it must always contain some number 2 + € for some ¢ > 0. This is not in the interval
[1,2].

Next, let 4; = (0,2 — 1) and B; = (0,1 + %). Then UAi = (0,2). Since this
infinite union produces an open set, so should the union ofiTﬁﬁnitely many open sets
be open. But m B; = (0,1], so only the intersection of finitely many open sets must

i=1

be open.

Note also U(—n,n) =R and (—1,0) N (0,1) = 0, so the entirety of a set and
n=1

the empty set must be considered open as well. From these three properties we give

the formal definition.

Definition III.1. A topological space is a set X together with a collection of

subsets T called a topology such that

1. the empty set and X are elements of T,

2. any union of elements of T is an element of T,
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3. any finite intersection of elements of T is an element of T .
If U €T, then U C X and U is called open.

Example II1.2. Real Numbers with the Standard Topology
As the source of the intuition, the real numbers R with the topology
T = {U(ai, bl) : ai,bi € R7 a; < bz}
iel
satisfy this definition.

However, this is not the only topology one can place on the real numbers.

Example II1.3. Real Numbers with the Finite Complement Topology

Consider the set R of real numbers with the topology
T ={UCR:R\U = {uy,ug, ..., uUp},Us,...,up, € Rom € Z"}.

This is called the finite complement topology. Conceptually, in the finite comple-
ment topology, a set is open of it consists of the real line with only finitely many
numbers punched out. This means no “strips” (intervals) are missing, just singular-
ities, and only so many of them.

To show that it is a topology, note that taking a union of sets can only de-
crease the number of missing numbers. Also, finitely many intersections increases

the number of missing elements by only finite amounts, so such sets will still be open.

Coming up with an explicit formulation of every open set in a topological space
can be difficult at times, and so we would find useful a way to reduce our effort, but

still to provide rigorously everything one would need to reconstruct our topology. A
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basis for a topology does just this and mimics somewhat the concept of a basis from

linear algebra.

Definition I11.4. A subset B C T is called a basis if every set U € T can be written

as a union U = U B; of some B; € B.
B;eB

Equivalently, a subset B C 7 is a basis for the topology 7 if for every U,V € B

and x € U NV there exists W € Bsuchthat t e W, W CcUNV,and X = U B;.
B, eB
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Example II1.5. Open Intervals with Rational Endpoints

A set A C X is dense in X if for every x € X and every open set U C X with
x €U, ANU # (). Since the rational numbers (Q) are dense in the real numbers
(R), take for a basis the set of all open intervals with rational endpoints. That is,

for the real numbers R with the standard topology, let
B ={(a,b)|a,b € Q,a < b}.

For any real numbers x,y € R with x < y, let {x;}2,, with z; < y, be a sequence

converging to x from above and let {y;}5°,, with y; > z, be a sequence converging
[e.e]

to y from below. Then (z,y) = U(xl,yl)

=0
This example along with the next will be critical soon.

Example II1.6. Open Balls with Rational Centers and Radii

The example above can be extended to R™ by taking

B={B,(r)lr € Qq¢eQ"}

where B,(r) = {z € Rld(z,r) < ¢} with d : R” x R* — R the usual Euclidean
distance function.

The following two definitions will later restrict pathological topological spaces
from complicating our discussion of differential geometry. I include them here simply

for completeness and note their influence on physics is arguably minimal.

Definition IIL.7. A topological space is called second countable if there exists a
basis for the topology B such that the cardinality of B is countable (i.e. the set B

contains countably many elements).
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Definition III.8. A topological space X 1is called Hausdorff or Ty if for every
x,y € X with x # y there exist U,V C X with U and V' open such that x € U,
yeV,andUNV =0.

We are now zeroing in on exactly how we want to construct our generalized
spacetime with regards to topology, however, to relate topological spaces to each
other, we need a purely topological definition of an analytical construct from calculus,
namely the continuous function. For spaces similar to Euclidean space (“similar” will
be defined more rigorously shortly) this definition is equivalent to the usual epsilon-

delta limit definition.

Definition II1.9. A function f : X — Y between topological spaces is called con-
tinuous if for every V. .CY such that V is open in'Y, f~4(V) is open in X.
Next, we would like to characterise when two spaces are topologically indistin-

guishable, and for this we use the following definition.

Definition II1.10. A function f : X — Y between topological spaces is called a

homeomorphism if

1. fis a 1-1 and onto (i.e. f is bijective),
2. f is continuous,

3. and f~1 is continuous.
We can now define what it means to be “similar” to Euclidean space.

Definition II1.11. A topological space X is locally Euclidean or locally home-

omorphic to Euclidean space if there exists an n such that for every x € X there
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exists a neiwghborhood N C X, with x € N, where N is homeomorphic to R™. For

this n, we can also say X is locally homeomorphic to R".

Finally, we finish this section with the definitions most pertinent to our geometric

investigations.

Definition ITI.12. A topological manifold is a second countable Hausdorff space

that is locally Fuclidean.

Definition II1.13. A topological manifold with boundary s a second countable

Hausdorff space that is locally homeomorphic to H" = {(z',... z") € R"|z! > 0}.

B. Differentiable Manifolds

A topological manifold provides homeomorphisms between itself and Euclidean space.
In the discussion of differentiable manifolds, these homeomorphisms are called charts.
Consider two such maps, ¢ : U — R" and ¢ : V — R" with U NV # (). Since each

is a homeomorphism, each is bijective, and so we can consider the map
popt:p(UNV) = p(UNV).

This provides a homeomorphism from a subset of R™ to another subset of R". Since

calculus is defined on such domains already, it makes sense to say whether or not

¢ o1y~ is differentiable.

Definition I11.14. Let M be a topological manifold. Let ¢ : U — R™ and ¢ : V —
R™ with UNV # (0 and U,V C M. Then ¢ and v are called compatible if the two
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maps

pop i p(UNV) = p(UNV),

Yoo l:p(UNV)—=yUNV)
are differentiable as functions on Fuclidean space.

But this is only a local consideration. To describe the entire manifold, we need
a collection of charts where every point on the manifold is in the domain of some

chart.

Definition III.15. An atlas is a collection of compatible charts that covers the
manifold. That is, let M be a topological manifold, let A be a set of charts (U;, x;),
and let p € M. Then A is an atlas if the charts (U;, x;) are compatible and p € U;

for some j.

Definition III.16. Two atlases are compatible if all charts with overlapping do-

mains are compatible.

Definition II1.17. We say two atlases A, A" are equivalent if they can be combined
to form another atlas A" = AU A’. A differentiable manifold is an equivalence

class of compatible atlases under this equivalence relation.

Definition II1.18. A manifold is called a C* manifold if all transition maps are
k-times continuously differentiable, and a manifold is called a C*° manifold or

smooth manifold if all transition maps have derivatives of all orders.

Unless otherwise stated, we assume all manifolds to be smooth, since present
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experiment does not seem to imply that spacetime (up to quantum corrections) is

not smooth.

Definition III.19. Let M and N be manifolds. A function f : M — N is k-
times differentiable or C* if for all coordinate charts (U,x) in M and (V,y) in N,

x7 o foy is C* where defined as a function between subsets of Fuclidean space.
With all of these definitions, let us take a moment to explore some examples.

Example I11.20. Fuclidean Space (R™)

As a trivial example, we can consider the manifold consisting of Euclidean space.
To show that this is a manifold, we need an atlas, and the manifold is then the
equivalence class of atlases for which our atlas is a representative. For simplicity,
we can consider a single chart consisting of the whole space under the identity map
i : R™ — R". Symbolically, this means U = R" and z(p) = i(p) = p, where

p=(p1,---,pn). Thus R" is a manifold.

Example II1.21. 2-Sphere (5% C R?)

The sphere S? = {(z,y,2) € R*[2? + y? + 2? = 1} is a manifold of dimension 2.
To define this manifold, again we need to specify an atlas. In this case, there is no one
chart that can cover the whole sphere (as the sphere is compact, and compact sets
in R? are closed). Instead, we can choose the sphere less the point (0,0, 1) under the
map of stereographic projection, and likewise take the sphere less the point (0,0, —1)
again under stereographic projection.

Let p = (pz, py,p-) € S? be a point on the sphere. We define the first stereo-
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graphic projection by the function ¢ : S — R?,

px py )
1_pz, 1_pz ’

(D2, Py, =) = (

and the second stereographic projection by the function 1 : S? — R2,

pIE py )
l+p. 14+p.~

(Pzs Py D2) — (

C. Vectors and Covectors

In vector calculus, the concept of a vector field is the pairing of each point in Eu-
clidean space with a vector based at that point. For Euclidean space, this is well-
defined since the space containing the point is also a vector space. However, for a
differentiable manifold, this is not the case in general, and so a more careful definition
of vectors and vector fields must be chosen.

First, we need to determine what it means to have a vector based at a point
on a manifold. With this understanding, we then need to decide what a vector field

looks like.

1. Vectors and Covectors

Instead of viewing a vector as an independent entity, we can think of it as the rate
of change of a curve. If we imagine a curve as the trajectory of a particle, the
instantaneous rate of change of the position of that particle tells us the direction the
particle is moving and the magnitude of its velocity. We can abstract this view to a

curve on an arbitrary differentiable manifold via the following definition.
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Definition I11.22. Let M be a smooth manifold with p € M, let (U,z) be a chart
with p € U, and let vy : (—€,€) — U with € > 0 be a function such that vy(0) = p
and (x o 7o)(t) is differentiable at t = 0.

The class of all functions v : (—€,€) — U such that v(0) = p and L]z o y);—o =

%[w © Yoli=o forms an equivalence class, and this class is called a tangent vector.

It is a standard exercise to show that the space of all tangent vectors at a point
p € M forms a vector space of the same dimension as M. This vector space is
denoted T),M and is called the tangent space of M at p.

This definition affords another view of the tangent vector: that of an operator
on differentiable functions. To illustrate this, let M be a smooth manifold, and
let f: M — R be a C! function. We can then make the following definition: for

v € T, M with representative ~y : (—¢,€) — M,

o(f) = S1f o7l

This is called the derivative of f in the direction of v, and is a generalization of
the directional derivative from vector calculus.

So far the tangent space seems like an arbitrary, abstract construction we have
simply attached to a point on M. However we can build a basis for the tangent space
based on the coordinate chart around p, and when this is accomplished, the nature
of the tangent space becomes clear.

Before we do this, however, we need to explore the dual vector space to the

tangent space, called the cotangent space.

Definition I11.23. Let M be a smooth manifold, let p € M and let (U,x) be a
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coordinate chart with p € U.
Given the tangent space T,M, we define the cotangent space to be TyM =

(T,M)*, the dual space of T,M. Elements of Ty M are called covectors.

This means that elements of the cotangent space are linear functionals on the
tangent space, and that the two vector spaces have the same dimension. We can use
the coordinate chart (U, z) to define a natural basis on the cotangent space using the

concept of the differential of a function.

Definition II1.24. Let f : M — N be a differentiable function between smooth
manifolds M, N. The differential of f (or the pushforward of f) is a linear map
dfy = fup : TyM — TN defined as follows. For any v = |y] € T,M,

dfy(v) = [f o] € Ty N.

We now note that the coordinate map, x : U — R"™ consists of n functions,
namely x = (z',...,2") with 27 : M — R. The differentials of each of the these n
maps at p € M forms a basis for 7 M, namely {dz'}}_,.

The dual to this dual space basis becomes the basis for the tangent space, and

it is denoted {0;}!; in order to realize the following notation.

0 ox’

_ 7

50 = 0w 0

dz'(

where 0% denotes the Kronecker delta (4] = 1 and 0% = 0 for i # j).
Likewise, we observe the following about the direction derivative. Let v = v'9; €

T,M and let f: M — R" be a C* function. Then the derivative of f in the direction
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of v is
u(f) = (W')(f) = v'(8if),

which matches the usual definition and notation from vector calculus.

Example II1.25. Vectors and Covectors in Euclidean 3-Space (R?)

Let us consider the usual Euclidean three-dimensional space. For our coordinate
chart we can consider the whole space and the usual Cartesian coordinates. Under
this association, familiar vectors in 3-space based at particular points (such as v =
2% + 3% at the point p = (0,1,0)) become vectors in the tangent spaces of those
points (likewise, v = 20, + 30, at the same point p = (0, 1,0)).

Using this notation, transforming vectors under a coordinate transformation
becomes straightforward as a pushforward between manifolds. Consider spherical
coordinates. The manifold mapping from R* x (0,7) x (—m, ) to R? is represented

by the function
x(r,0,¢) = (rsinfsin ¢, rsin b cos ¢, r cos ).

This function maps an open half-infinite box in R? to all of R? with the negative-z

part of the zz-plane removed. The inverse map is

v (z,y,2) = | Vo2 +y? + 22, arccos : JArg(x + iy)
Va?+y?+ 22

where the argument function is expressable as a piecewise-defined function of arctan

that is nonetheless differentiable.
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For an arbitrary point (z,y, 2), d(z™!) takes the form of the matrix

8(a:71)1 8($71)1 8(.?71)1

oz oy 0z
-1\ __ o —1)2 o —1\2 o —1\2
dz7t) = | 2a (zay> @12
8(5071)3 8(&‘71)3 8(%‘71)3
ox oy 0z

which for p = (0, 1,0) takes the form

dz =10 0 1

Hence, our vector of 20, + 30, transforms to —30y — 20¢ at the point (0, 1,0).

2. Vector Fields and Differential Forms

The disjoint union of all vector spaces of M,
T™ = | J{p} x T, M,
peM
is also a differentiable manifold of dimension twice that of M, and it is called the
tangent bundle of M. The reason we want to look at such a union is because,
unlike for Euclidean space, on a manifold there is no canonical transformation that
takes us from one tangent space to another, so if we want to talk about a vector
field on a manifold, it is not enough to simply supply a position and a vector in an
arbitrary n-dimensional vector space. We must specify the point p € M and the

vector in that point’s tangent space T, M. This brings us to our next definitions.

Definition I11.26. A vector field is a function X : M — TM that sends a point
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p € M to a vector in that point’s tangent space. That is, p — X, € T,M.
A covector field (or 1-form) is a function o : M — T*M that sends a point

p € M to a covector in that point’s cotangent space. That is, p — oy, € Ty M.

Definition II1.27. A vector field X : M — TM is C* or k-times differentiable
if X(f): M — R, pr— X,(f) is a C* function for every C™ function f with m > k.
The vector field X : M — T M is smooth if this is true for all k.

A covector field  + M — T*M is C* or k-times differentiable if a(X) :
M — R, p— a,(X,) is a C* function for every C™ vector field X with m > k. The

covector field is smooth if this is true for all k.

We denote the space of all C* 1-forms on M as (M) or Qi(M). The space of
all smooth 1-forms on M is denoted (M) or Q' (M).

D. Multivectors and k-Forms

To extend the concept of the vector field and 1-form into higher-dimensional ana-

logues, we first need a coordinate-independent way to express such objects.

Definition II1.28. A k-linear functional f : (T,M)* — R is alternating if for

every v € T,M,

The space of all alternating k-linear functionals on T,M is denoted /\kT;M.
The space of k-vectors \"T,M (which are multivectors) is defined as the dual

to the space of alternating k-linear functionals on T,M, namely

N1 = (N0
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The space /\kT;M is a vector space of dimension (Z), where n is the dimension
of M. As in the extensions of vectors and covectors to vector fields and 1-forms, we

can extend these point-wise definitions to form C* fields over our manifold M.

Definition II1.29. A k-form is a function o : M — /\kT*M such that each point
p € M is sent to an element of /\kT;M.

A k-vector field is a function X : M — /\kTM such that each point p € M 1s
sent to an element of N\*T,M.

A k-form « is C' if for every set of C™ wvector fields Xy,..., Xy : M — TM
with m > k, the function a(X1,..., Xg) : M — R, pr— a,((X1)p, ..., (Xy),) is CL.

A k-vector field X is C' if for every set of C™ functions fi,...,fx : M — R
with m > k, the function X (f1,..., fx) : M — R is C".

Definition I11.30. Let o be a k-form and (3 be an l-form. Let Xy, ..., X1, be vector
fields, and let Sy, be the set of permutations on k + 1 letters. The wedge product

alp is defined as

1
O[/\ﬁ(Xb s 7Xk+l) = W Z Sgn(O’)Oé(Xo.(l), s 7X0(k))5(X0'(k+1)7 s 7X0'(k+l))'

0ESK+1
Let X be a k-vector and Y be an l-vector. Let fi,..., fxu be functions on M,

and let Sy as above. The wedge product XAY is defined as

1
XNY (fi,- s frrt) = T Z sen(0) X (fo1)s -+ s fo)Y (fotkrn)s fothiny)-

GGSk+l
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E. The Exterior Derivative and De Rham Cohomology

The exterior derivative is a generalization of the gradient, divergence, and curl oper-
ations from vector calculus. It is the unique operator that is defined by the following

three conditions, but reduces in local coordinates to a simple to use form.

Definition II1.31. Let M be a C* manifold of dimension n, and let m < k. Then

d: QM) — QFY(M) is called an exterior derivative if
1. df is the differential of f for f € C"™(M),
2. d(df) =0 for any f € C™(M),
3. dlaNpB)=daNp+(—1)PaANdb for a € QP(M).

Let @ be a C™ p-form on a C* manifold M of dimension n, and let (U, z) be a

coordinate chart. Then in U we can express « in terms of (Z) functions Q. DY

1 . ,
a= Hail...ipdx“/\ - Adz'.

The exterior derivative of « is then

1 8az~1...ip

= 2 dad AdxA - - - AdxP
p! Oz

da

Theorem I11.32. Poincaré Lemma

Let U C R™ be open and simply connected, and let a be a p-form such that

da. = 0. Then there exists a p — 1-form 3 such that

a=dgj.
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We denote by Z, the set of p-forms with vanishing exterior derivative; these are
the closed p-forms. That is, if do = 0, then o € Z,. We denote by B, the set of
p-forms that are the derivatives of p — 1-forms; these are the exact p-forms. That
is, if @ = d for some form p — 1-form 3, then a € B,. Since d?a = 0 for any «, we

see that B, C Z,.

Definition II1.33. The de Rham cohomology space of degree k s

Zy,

HA (M) = =7,

(M) = 5
Even though the cohomology space is defined by this quotient of spaces, it is
best calculated by other means and then applied to forms. For example, if By = Z,

then H*(M) becomes trivial, and we know that every closed k-form is also exact, as

with the Poincaré Lemma.

F. The Metric

All of our work so far has been independent of any metric, or notion of length of a

vector and distance. Now we incorporate this concept into our study.

Definition II1.34. A metric is a function g, : T,M ® T,M — R such that for
u,v,w e T,(M);a,b e R,

glau+bv,w) = ag(u,w)+bg(v,w) (g is linear)
glu,w) = glw,u) (g is symmetric)
g(u, X)=0 forall X e T,M <= u=0 (g is non-degenerate)

In a traditional treatment of the metric in Differential Geometry, instead of
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non-degeneracy, one would impose that the metric is positive definite, which means
g(v,v) > 0 for all v € T,M and vanishes if and only if v = 0. This requirement turns
each tangent and cotangent space into a Hilbert space, allowing the utilization of a
great many theorems related to Hilbert spaces. However, since the goal is to apply
all work here to spacetime or compact subsects of spacetime, we are not afforded this
luxury.

Our definition of a metric is, so far, limited to individual tangent spaces; however

we can extend this in the following way.

Definition II1.35. A metric tensor is a function g : M x TM @ TM — R such
that for allp € M, g(p,-,-) = g,(-,-) is a metric. We say the metric tensor g is C*
if for all C* wector fields v,w € TM, g(v,w) : M — R is a C* function on M.

Such a metric tensor can be generated by, say, the Einstein field equations.

Theorem 111.36. Let p € U C M, and let x : U — R"™ be a coordinate chart
around p. A metric g can be uniquely represented by an n X n symmetric matrix with

elements denoted gy, .

Knowing this now about our metric allows us to utilize concepts and theorems
about matrices from linear algebra. One of important note is that of signature.
The definition of signature varies widely by author, but the purpose of signature is

to carry information about the sign of the eigenvalues of the metric.

Definition II1.37. Let g be a metric on an n-dimensional manifold M with eigen-
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values ey, ..., e,. The signature of g is the sum

5= sgn(e) =) | Z4|
i=1 i=1 €

We note that if ¢ is a C* metric tensor with & > 1 on a connected manifold M,

its signature is constant on all of M.

Definition II1.38. Let M be an n-dimensional C* manifold with k > 2. Let g be a
C* metric tensor on M with k > 2. Then we say (M, g) is a Lorentzian Manifold

if the signature of g is s=n—2 or s =2 —n.

Since ¢ is non-degenerate, it can have only non-vanishing eigenvalues. Thus,
this definition of a Lorentzian manifold means that the metric tensor has precisely 1

negative and n — 1 positive eigenvalues or 1 positive and n — 1 negative eigenvalues.

Theorem II1.39. Let g be a metric. Then g forms an isomorphism g : T,M —
oM, v g(v,-).

Let (U,z) be a coordinate chart with p € U C M and v € T,M. Theorems
II1.36 and III.39 allow us to write the associated covector to v as v, = g,,v” where

{52} forms the basis for T,M and {dz*} forms the basis for T M.

Theorem II1.40. Let g be a C* metric tensor, and let v € TM be a C7 vector
field. Then g forms an isomorphism g : TM — T*M, and v — g(v,-) preserves

differentiability of v for j < k.
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G. The Hodge Dual and Coderivative

A given metric (-,-), = gp(-,+) : TyM ® TyM — R defines a unique unit volume
n-form v € Q*(M). We define *;, : QF(M) — Q"~*(M), called the Hodge star by

requiring that for every o, 8 € QF(M),

/Ma/\*kﬁ:/M<a,ﬁ>y, (3.1)

where we note that for given «, 3, (a,3) : M — R is a real-valued function on
the manifold. From this point forward we drop the subscript on the Hodge star to
improve readability and rely on the degree of its operand to remove ambiguity.

We can use the metric and the volume form to define a metric on the space of

k-forms as follows.

Definition II1.41. For any o, 3 € QF(M),

<a, 3> := /M(oz,@l/ (3.2)

Definition II1.42. The coderivative § : Q¥(M) — QFY(M) is given by the ex-
pression

6= (-5 dx.

We define the coderivative in this way to make the following observation. Let

a € QF(M) and B € Q*Y(M) (such that a, 3 vanish on OM if OM # )). Then
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alx 3 € Q1 (M), so

d(an * ) = (da)A* B+ (—=1)Fand x
= (da)A* ) —an x [(=1)F «~ 1 d x 3]

= ((dev, B) = (e, 00))v,

SO

O:/Md(a/\ﬂ)
= [ sy [ tad0p

by Stokes’ theorem, which means <da, 3> = <a,d3>, so that ¢ is the adjoint

operator to d under the <-,-> metric.

H. Hodge Decomposition
For a compact, Riemannian manifold M, there exists the following decomposition:
Qk(M) = Bk X Cp X Hk,

where By, is the set of exact k-forms, ¢, the set of co-exact k-forms, and Hj, the space
of harmonic k-forms, that is the space of k-forms « such that Aa = (dé + dd)a = 0.

This means that every k-form w can be written as
w=da+ 06+,

where « is a k — 1-form, § a k 4+ 1-form, and v a harmonic k-form.
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For a compact, pseudo-Riemannian manifold M, the Hodge decomposition fol-

lows similarly, though with a additional subtlety. We define a set A as follows:
Ak = Bk X Cp X (Zk ﬂC’k),

where 7, is the set of closed k-forms, and C}, is the set of co-exact k-forms. Then

one of the following is true:
1. M is Strongly de Rham (in the sense of [7]) if Aj, = QF(M).
2. M is Weakly de Rham (in the sense of [7]) if Ay is dense in QF(M).

For the purposes of this thesis, we assume every manifold is strongly de Rham. Thus

for every k-form w there exist a, 3,7 such that
w=da+ 00+,

where « is a k — 1-form, 3 a k+ 1-form, and « a k-form such that dy = 0 and §vy = 0.
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CHAPTER IV

ELECTROMAGNETISM AND DIFFERENTIAL GEOMETRY

A.  Electromagnetic 2-Forms

With a firm grasp of the relevant parts of differential geometry under our belt, we
can now pursue a differential geometric formulation of electromagnetic theory.
On a Lorentzian manifold, a 2-form is called an electromagnetic field if it satisfies

two conditions,

dF =0 (4.1)

SF = J, (4.2)

where J is a 1-form that satisfies the charge conservation condition §J = 0. From
a geometrical perspective, this means that all closed 2-forms are electromagnetic
fields for some charge distribution. In the following example, we see how this is a

generalization of the vector calculus Maxwell equations (2.1)—(2.4).

Example IV.1. Cartesian Flat Space
For the case of a 3+1-dimensional flat space using Cartesian coordinates, the
metric takes values 1 = —¢% = ¢g!! = ¢?2 = ¢ and 0 = ¢, a # (3, which gives

for values of the volume form n%%

= no12s3 = —1. The electromagnetic field then
takes the form F' = — E;dx°Adx® + B; * (dz°Adx?), and the current density 1-form is
J = —pdz° + j;dx' where 7= j'¢; is the current vector seen in Chapter IT (indices

are raised and lowered using the metric as usual: J* = ¢g'*J,).
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Equations (4.1) and (4.2) then become

dF = (=0 E; + 1" ;1,00 B;)dz’ Ada? Ndx* + (n*,,.0; B;)da’ Ada? Ndz*

. . OB . 4 L
=) (VxE+ aa_t) L da®Adad Adat + (V- B)da' Ada?ada® (4.3)

Jj<k

OF = *[(—0,B; — nOijkaoEi)d:BO/\d:Bj/\dxk - (nOijk@Ei)dxi/\d:vj/\dmk]
— —V.-Edi®+ (Vx B—=22)-&da (4.4)
Compare the results of equation (4.4) with equations (2.1) and (2.2), and equation

(4.3) with equations (2.3) and (2.4). We see that equations (4.1) and (4.2) form a

faithful, coordinate-independent generalization of Maxwell’s equations.

B. Potential 1-Forms

In the case of a simply-connected manifold, (4.1) means F' is closed, and so by the

Poincaré lemma F' is also exact. Thus, there is a 1-form A such that
F =dA. (4.5)

Moreover, this form is not unique. Let x be any function. Then for A’ = A+dy

we find

dA' = d(A+dy) = dA = F. (4.6)

Example IV.2. Cartesian Flat Space Revisited

We again wish to see what this looks like in Cartesian coordinates. For A =
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—Pdx® + A;dx?, we find

V E)Z > 0 i Vi N . > 0 i
=—((-Vo - 5) - €)dz’ Ndx' + (V x A) - €; x (dx” Ndz'), (4.8)

which precisely matches the results in the second chapter.

C. Non-Trivial Topology

For this section, we assume our Lorentzian manifold and metric g are “strongly de
Rham” in the sense of [7]. Then, equation (4.1) implies there exist A, a 1-form, and

f, a 2-form, such that

F=dA+f (4.9)

df =0, 5f =0. (4.10)

Note that this means F' is the consequence of an electromagnetic potential A super-
imposed on a solution to the vacuum (J = 0) Maxwell equations generated by no
such potential.

Considerations of these topological complications can be seen as in the treatment
in [8], wherein the singularity caused by a black hole produces additional freedoms
in field quantities. Principally, a non-vanishing magnetic flux can exist over a closed
surface surrounding the singularity, making the black hole appear to have a magnetic

charge.
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CHAPTER V

HERTZ POTENTIALS AND DIFFERENTIAL GEOMETRY
This chapter is a deeper treatment of the form representation of Hertz potentials
used in [6], along with a construction for the primary purpose of treating the use of

Hertz potentials in [9] and related work.

A. Hertz Potential 2-Forms

As we saw in Chapter IV, the theorems from vector calculus in Chapter II that bore
the electromagnetic potentials were really a specific expression of the Poincaré lemma.
This process can be repeated utilizing the gauge freedom of the electromagnetic
potential 1-form.
For any particular choice of A, take x such that ddy = —JA. Then taking
A" = A+ dyx yields
dA" = 0. (5.1)

This is the Lorenz guage, and this makes A’ coclosed, so, in this simply connected
space, coexact. (From here, we drop the prime from A’.)

Since A is coexact, there exists a 2-form II such that 611 = A. This is the Hertz
potential 2-form.

Now the electromagnetic 2-form takes the form
F = dA = doll. (5.2)

Example V.1. Cartesian Coordinates
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Let’s look at the Hertz potential 2-form under specific coordinates to see how
it is a generalization of our derivation from vector calculus. The simplest expression
is under Cartesian coordinates. In this frame, the metric takes the form 1 = —¢% =

1= g2 =¢% and 0 = ¢*%,a # 3. As we saw in the previous chapter, this makes

g
F = —E;dz°Ndz" + Bi*(dx°Adz?), and A = —¢dz® + A;dz’. If we make the definition
11

= (I1.);dz° Adz® + (11,,,);%(dx° Adz?), we then see that

ST = (V- T.)da® + ((V x )i + (a(;e)i)d:ci.

This matches our definitions (2.16) and (2.17) from Chapter II.

B. Gauge Invariance
Applying (4.2) to (5.2) gives
J =0F = ddA = §ddll = 6(dd + od)IT = oOIII. (5.3)

Since J is coclosed, it is coexact. Therefore let () be a 2-form such that Q) = J.
Then 6UII = 0@, and so
Ol =Q+6C

for some 3-form C'. Since @ is already arbitrary, we can assume that 6C' = 0, yielding
Ol = Q. (5.4)

Again let us look at the source-free case, as that is the condition for vacuum.

This means J = 0, which leads to §@Q) = 0, making Q coclosed/coexact. So let W be
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a 3-form such that §\WW = ). Then we obtain
LI = oW. (5.5)

This is one of the two gauge freedom four-vectors seen in Chapter II. The other
arises from observing the following.
We noted before that the condition (5.1) gives us the ability to define II, but

this condition can be relaxed if we introduce a new 1-form G via the relation
0A = —0G. (5.6)
This changes the definition of II to
Sll=A+G (5.7)
yielding the new field relationship as
F =d(0ll — G) = ddll — dG. (5.8)
This means we must update equation (5.3) to
0doIl — 6dG = J (5.9)
and so finally, through the same manipulations as before, we obtain
UIl = dG + oW (5.10)

This expresses the full gauge freedom, up to second order, of the Hertz poten-

tials, without changing A (even by its own gauge transformation). In effect, (5.10)
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determines the maximum freedom inherent in choosing II.

C. Scalar Hertz Potentials

Throughout the history of electromagnetic theory, scalar potentials whose derivatives
yield the standard electromagnetic potentials have occasionally been used to greatly
simplify various calculations. [1] [10] These potentials always come in pairs and are
actually Hertz potentials of two non-vanishing components.

In more modern quantum field theoretical applications, quantization of scalar
fields is more well-known and direct than the quantization of vector fields. Therefore,
in certain circumstances, it becomes advantageous to find a scalar field or collection of
scalar fields that relate to the desired vector fields through known, fixed relationships.
Hertz potentials under the formulation above are apt for some of these circumstances.

Obviously, by the above formulation, the Hertz potentials are not truly scalar
fields. But, by breaking the background independence inherent in the differential
geometry, we may choose the 2-form II to attain non-vanishing values in only two
dimensions of the vector space of 2-forms. These components of II comprise the
scalar fields we seek.

In the following examples, we bring together the works of several past authors.
As each author has their preferred notation, the notation so far developed is used
instead so as to illustrate the unification of ideas under the differential geometry

formalism.
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Examples of Scalar Hertz Potentials

Example V.2. Cartesian Scalar Hertz Potentials

We consider first Cartesian coordinates, where (2°, 2!, 2% 23) = (¢, z,y,z). The
earliest such treatment of Hertz potentials is found in [1]; however a more general
vector-based treatment is given in [2], with [3] converting it to relativistic covariance.
Finally, the results are used in [9] in a manner we will mirror in the next chapter.
Let ¢,9 be defined such that II = ¢da® + ¢dz*, with the notation dz®t-or =
dz® A ... Adx*. Then

O = Opda® 4 Dhp*(da®™), (5.11)

and so to satisfy O¢ = 0 = [y, we take simply OIl = 0, G =0, and W = 0.

This yields the electromagnetic 2-form F' in terms of the Hertz potential II as

F = — E.dt\dz — E,dt\dx — E,dtAdy + B, x(dt \dz) + By*(dtA\dx) + Byx(dtAdy)
= (079 — 02¢)dtAdz + (0,0,1 — 0,0.¢)dtNdx + (=309 — 0,0.¢9)dtAdy (5.12)

+ (=020 — 02 x(dtAdzZ) + (00,6 + D-0,0)(dtndz) + (8,01 — 0,0,0)*(dtndy)

Note that here we needed no gauge functions. The significance of this con-
struction is that the wave equation yields all solutions to the vacuum states of the
electromagnetic field in Cartesian coordinates through the relationship between Hertz

potentials and electromagnetic fields.

Example V.3. Azial Scalar Hertz Potentials in Cylindrical Coordinates

Consider now cylindrical coordinates. To use a similar form as the above deriva-

tion, we take our coordinates to be ordered non-typically, namely let (2°, 2!, 22, 23) =
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(t,z,p,0). Note, however, that this merely rearranges the metric terms; the volume
form 7 remains unchanged. So let ¢, be defined such that II = ¢dz®! + *da®t.
Again, this system has been treated by [2], and [5] and [11] use its results in appli-
cations related to Casimir interactions.

Essentially identically to the Cartesian case, we obtain
OIT = Opdz® + Ovpx(da™). (5.13)

Again note that this simple scalar relation on ¢ and v appears without requiring the
gauge forms G and W to be nonvanishing.

The electromagnetic field 2-form F' takes the form

F = — E.ditNdz — E,dt\dp — E,dt\dy
+ B.x(dtAdz) + B,x(dt\dp) + Bx(dtAdy)

= (02¢ — 0?¢)dtAdz + (%@aw — 0,0,¢)dtAdp

1 1
+ (= pdi0,¢) — 0,0,0)dt Ndp + (—; ,p0, ) — E@Z )*(dtAdz)

+ (00,0 + 0.0,0)dtNdp) + (0,06 = pDOIAdE) (.14

Example V.4. Spherical Scalar Hertz Potentials

The spherical case makes use of the gauge forms G and W in a straightforward
way. It was first treated by [12] and again independently by [10]. A basic discussion
is given by [2], upon which the following treatment builds. This time, we define ¢

and 1) such that

1 = ¢dz® + (xda™) = pdz™ + (' y3dz®®) = ¢da® + Yr?sinfdz?®.  (5.15)
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Here I would like to define a new operator, lj, defined in spherical coordinates as

! Op(sin 00y f) — ;02]". (5.16)

r2sin?6 ¥

Of = Of + 20.f = 3 — 32f -

r2sin 6
Note that ﬂgb = 0 still denotes a homogeneous wave equation for ¢, but [J is not the

D’Alembertian operator for spherical coordinates.

After laborious calculations, we find

A 2 2 2 2
I = (Q¢ — ~0r6 + ﬁé)da:m + (—;89¢)dx02 + (—; ,¢)dx®
+ (ﬂ@/} — %&w + %¢)(T2 sin §dx?®) + (—%39@/))(— sin fdx'?)
2 1 12
(=2 0,9)(de™) (5.17)

A 2 2 2 2
= (Lo — ;3r¢ + ﬁ@dxm + (—;3¢9¢)d$02 + (—; o 0)dx”

+(0¢ - %aﬂ/} + %w>*dx01 + <—§aew>*d:c‘” + <—§ )xda. (5.18)

Let us pause here for a moment to look at the 2-form just calculated. If we were
to forget that we have G and W at our disposal and could only take TII = 0,
this would put some odd constraints on ¢ and ¢. The dz®* and dz® (and their
conjugate dz'® and dz'?) terms imply that our scalar functions are independent of
solid angle by both the # and ¢ coordinates. Further, if we still attempt to impose
the conditions [J¢ = 0 = [, then the dz®! and dz?3 terms show that our functions
are independent of the radial coordinate as well! So it becomes imperative, rather
than just interesting, that these gauge freedoms exist.

Turning back now to calculations, the relations ﬂgb =0 = ¢ and OII =
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dG + W show
4G +6W = (26 — 20,0)da"t + (—20p0)da® + (—20,6)da®
72 r r? r’
2 2 2 2
+ (T—Q@D - ;3r¢)*dx01 + (—;%M*dmoz + (—; L0)xdz®. (5.19)

Taking G = Q%d.CEO and xW = Q%dxo satisfies this requirement, thus leaving us again
with scalar fields that satisfy a homogeneous wave equation and provide the general
electromagnetic fields in vacuum.

This yields an expression for the electromagnetic field F' as

F =(02¢ — 0?¢)dtNdr + (—0

sin

0,0,1) — 0,0p00) dtAd0

. 1 ) 1
+ (—sin00,0p1) — 0,0, ¢)dt Ndp + (_r2 sin@ae sin 60pt) — mai¢)*(thdT)
+ (ﬁ@tﬁgﬁ + 0,091 )% (dtAdO) + (0,0, — sin 00, 0pd)*(dt \dep). (5.20)

Example V.5. Spherical Schwarzschild Metric

One of the benefits of this formulation is perfect agreement with General Rela-
tivity. Consequently, metrics other than flat space can be taken and yield consistent
results. One such result is a case for scalar Hertz potentials that satisfy a wave-like
equation near an uncharged, non-rotating, spherically symmetric massive body.

For this construction we take the spherical Schwarzschild metric

o 1 .
ds? = (1-— %)dt2 + (1_—r_s)dr2 + r2d6? + r? sin? 0dg>.

To simplify the notation, set ¢ =1 — =. This gives

1 1
9" =79" = (9" = 5.9 =

¢
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and again we take
1 = ¢dz® + (xda") = pdaz® + r? sin Oda™. (5.21)

Note that, for this coordinate system, the operator [ takes the form

1 1 1
= E@f — ﬁ&(rQ@r — ﬁ@e 7"2 S]n 083 (522)
Ll 1 2 _ : b
=0f = Catf r28T(Cr (0-f)) 2Sin989(sm989f) gl (5.23)
So once more, define a new operator [J by
Of =0 2 o.f = 182 0,(¢o 182 L 2
f= f+;Crf—th— T(CT‘f)_ﬁef_mgp' (5.24)
Take (¢ = 0 = ¢ like in the standard spherical case, and (5.10) yields
20 2 2
4G+ 5W = (= 20,0 — (2 = Z)0)da® + (L 0p0)ds?
2 20" 2
v <—7<0¢¢>de3 - Lo — (5~ 2 ypywda®
2 2
+ (—éaglp)*dx” + (—éaw)*dxo? (5.25)

Therefore, we find natural the choices G = i—gqbdﬁ and *W = i—%}d:ﬂo.
Since the only fact used about ¢ was its dependence strictly on the first coordi-

nate, these results can be immediately generalized to any metric taking the form

dt? d6? dp?
= -, 5.26
¢ " r2  r2sin®0 (5.26)
which includes the Reissner-Ngrdstrom metric of a charged, non-rotating black hole.

Example V.6. Radial Scalar Hertz Potentials in Cylindrical Coordinates
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We return now to cylindrical coordinates, taking the traditional arrangement of

(20, 2, 2%, 23) = (¢, p, ¢, 2). The Hertz 2-form takes the form

= ¢ da® + ¢ *dz®

= ¢ dtN\dp + ¢ pdpNdz.

This choice of non-vanishing Hertz potential components does not appear in the liter-
ature, and in fact it is this choice that inspired the search for the general formulation.
We now wish to find the equations of motion for this Hertz potential, and

through calculations find

¢

p?

Y

2 2
O = (O¢ + = )da" — ;a¢¢dx°2 + (Oy + ;) * dr®' — p L da®. (5.27)

And at this point, we pause. If we treat this as the Cartesian scenario, with vanishing
gauge terms, then we obtain a similar problem to that in the spherical case. Namely,
vanishing gauge terms imply, from the second term above, that the scalar Hertz
potentials do not depend on the polar coordinate. We know from the scalar Hertz
potentials in the axial direction above that this is not the case. However, if we
treat this as the spherical case, with gauge terms G and W dependent upon first
derivatives of ¢ and v, respectively, then one finds that the scalar potentials become
independent of the axial direction, which is again contradicted by the above case. In
fact, assuming G independent of ¢ and W independent of ¢ (while each dependent on
the other function, respectively, and possibly explicitly on the coordinate variables)
leads to the scalar potentials being independent of at least one coordinate, which is

unacceptable.
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At this point, the author admits an impasse with the case and an inability to
find general solutions to ¢ and v that construct all possible electromagnetic fields F
via the relation d§(pda® + *dz°) = F.

For reference, the expression for the electromagnetic 2-form without including

a G term is

F =080 = 0, 0,p0)dtndy
+ (00,5 = ~0,p0,0) 1
+ (—%ataq,w - 82%8pp¢)dt/\dz
+ (5020 = 020)(dtndy)
+ (0.0 -+ 00,10t )
+ (a%a,,m/} — 0, 0)(dtAd2). (5.28)

As a final note on the radial cylindrical scalar Hertz potentials, we would like

to highlight the following. For our choice of IT = ¢ dtAdp + ¢ *(dtAdp), consider

G = 0Il — 0I14

W =dII — dIl4

where I14 = ¢4 dtAdz + 104 *(dtAdz), which is the axial cylindrical Hertz potential.
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We remember that U1 = ddll 4 ddll, so we may rewrite UII = dG + dW as

0 = doIl — dG + 6dIl — W (5.29)
= d(611 — G) + §(dIT — W)
= d(0T1 — [0IT — 611 4]) + 6 (dIT — [dIT — dI14])

— doTT, + 0dT1 4. (5.30)

What we have done here is use the gauge terms GG and W to turn the radial con-
struction into the axial construction, effectly “decoupling” the choice of scalar Hertz
potential from coordinate system. This, however, is of little practical use, as the
form of the electromagnetic field F' will be exactly that of the axial cylindrical case,
and the equations of motion for the scalar potentials are, again, those from the axial

case.

D. Higher-Order Gauge Transformations

We have seen that we can take a weak restriction on the gauge of A to find a
d’Alembertian equation, (5.10), for the Hertz potential 2-form II with two gauge
terms. All derivatives in these expressions remain at or below second order. Now we
take a look at higher-order gauge transformations.

Let IT be a Hertz potential that generates some source-free (J = 0) electromag-

netic field satisfying (5.10) with gauge terms G and W. Then we define a new 2-form
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I, along with G’ and W’ by the relations

' =11 — dI' — 6A (5.31)
G' =G — 6dr (5.32)
W' =W — dsA (5.33)

where I' is an arbitrary 1-form and A an arbitrary 3-form. Note that

OM’ = (dé + §d)11’

= d5(T1 — dT') + 6d(IT — 6A)

= Il — dédIl" — ddoA

= d(G — 6dT) + 6(W — dSA)

=dG" + oW,

and
ST = §(IT — dT" — §A)

= 0l — édI’
=A+ (G —odl)
=A+G.

This means II' satisfies a similar type of equation as Il and generates exactly the

same potential A, which means it generates the same electromagnetic field F'.
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Due to the identities d? = 0, % = 0, we can, in fact, add even more terms,

=T —-dTo+06T1+dTs+---)) —6(Ao+d(A +06(As+--+))) (5.34)

depending on the symmetries and demands of the system investigated.
The apparent wealth of available gauge terms of this form might be exploited to
achieve constructions of scalar Hertz potentials as sought in the previous section. An

investigation of this was not done during this project, but it merits future research.

E. Non-Trivial Topology

All constructions to this point have been done in a trivial topology. This means the
space contains no singularities or significant contortions. Now, utilizing the power of
de Rham Cohomology and Hodge theory on Lorentzian manifolds [7], we drop the
constraint of trivial topology and reformulate Hertz potentials in spacetimes with
more interesting geometry.

As in the section of the same name from Chapter IV, let F' be a 2-form that
satisfies Maxwell’s equations. Then there exist A, a 1-form, and f, a 2-form, such
that F =dA+ f and df =0,0f = 0. Now, suppose A satisfies the Lorenz condition

0A = 0, then there exist II, a 2-form, and a, a 1-form, such that

A=0l+a (5.37)

da =0,0a = 0. (5.38)
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This means that

F=dA+f
=d(ll+a)+ f

= doll + f
where the last relation is due to equation (5.38). From this we can deduce, as before,
J=0F=0(dA+f)
= 0d(0Il 4+ a) = §(ddI1 + odlII)
= UL

Let us once again examine the source-free case. Then LI = 0 implies there

exist W, a 3-form, and 3, a 2-form, such that
O =0W + 6

where (3 is a solution to the vacuum Maxwell equations. We can repeat the procedure

as in the trivial topology case and again insert a dG term, yielding
UIl = dG + 6W + 3, (5.39)

where, again, df = 0,68 = 0, and is thus a solution to the vacuum Maxwell equa-
tions.

The existence of an electromagnetic field with no corresponding Hertz potential
corresponds to the so-called TEM modes of classical electromagnetism. A specific

example of this will be treated at the end of the next chapter.
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CHAPTER VI

APPLICATIONS - QUANTUM VACUUM ENERGY
A more recent use of scalar Hertz potentials has been in the calculation of the Casimir
force through vacuum energy calculations. By treating the scalar Hertz potentials as
a pair of non-interacting scalar fields, we can more easily quantize the electromagnetic
field in a given compact geometry and produce vacuum expectation values for the
energy of the field. This is accomplished by calculating the normal modes of the
scalar potential functions, quantizing them with a special normalizing factor, and

finding the expectation value for the energy in a vacuum state.

A. Perfectly Conducting Rectangular Cavity

This section is a summary and sharpening of material in [9]. Consider a hollow box
with side lengths a, b, and ¢ running in the x,y, and z directions, respectively, with
a corner on the origin. We take the vector Hertz potentials to be in the 2 direction,

making the Hertz 2-form take the form

II = ¢dtAdz + *(dtndz). (6.1)

Perfectly conducting boundary conditions on the sides lead to Neumann boundary
conditions on the z-dimensional boundaries and Dirichlet conditions on the remaining
boundaries for the ¢ function, and the reverse for the v function (Dirichlet on the

z = 0 and z = ¢ planes, and Neumann on the remaining boundaries). This yields



classical solutions of the form

e}

1

o(t,x,y,2) = Z EEE sin(k;x) sin(ky,y) cos(k,,z)

l,m,n=0 ! m

X (E+ elwlmnt + El;nne_lwlmnt)

Imn

[e.9]

Blmn

w(thvy)z): k12+k31

I,m,n=0

< (B+ eiwlmnt + B_ 6_1"’-)lmnt)7

Imn Imn

where by = 2 k,, = 2 k, = ™ and w2, = k2 + k2, + k2.

cos(kx) cos(kpy) sin(k, z)
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(6.2)

Moving into the quantum realm, we want the resulting electromagnetic field

operators to satisfy the commutation relations

ka

[Ei(Z), B;(y)] = iei; 9

[E:(T), E; ()] =0,

[Bi(7), B;(9)] = 0,

(6.4)
(6.5)

(6.6)

which take ¢ in both arguments to be the same, so this requires a non-standard



quantization of the above fields. The resulting fields are then

Nmn
Z — " sin(kya) sin(kpy) cos(knz)

l,mn=0 V J_wlmn

—IWimnt } Wimnt
X (Qmne” "t 4 ay,, et

N,
Z — I cos(kyz) cos(kmy) sin(knz)

I,mn=0 V lewlmn

(blmne imnt +b

zwlmnt)
lmn )
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(6.7)

(6.8)

where k% = k7 + k2, and N, = 2\/5/\/ abc, and a, a', b, b satisfy the commutation

relations

T

[almna bl’m’n’] =0= [almnv bl’m’n’] = [almTﬂ b;r’m’n’] = [a’lmn’ b;’m n’]

[a'lmn7 a;r/m/n/] = 5ll’5mm’5nn’ = [blmn7 b;’m’n’]'



o4

1. Commutation Relations

Now we must check that our choice of ¢ and 1 satisfy the commutation relations

given above. Beginning with (6.5),

[EL(Z), Ey(9)] =[0.0.0(t, x,y, 2) — 00,0 (t, x,y, 2), 0y 0ud(t, ',y , 2') + 00w b (t, 2, Y, 2')]
:[aza$¢(t7 z,y, 2)7 ay’azlqs(t) ZL',7 yla Z/)] - [@@,@/J(iﬁ, z,y, 2)7 ataa:’l/}(t7 Il? y/7 Z,)]

- Z Z Clonnrmeme €08(kix) sin(kpa’) sin(kp,y) cos(knyy') sin(k,z) sin(k, 2")
Imn U'm/n’
T T
X ([almn7 al’m’n’] + [almn, al’m’n’])
+1 Z Z D i €08(ky) sin(kp ') sin(kpy) cos(kpey') sin(k, 2) sin (ks 2')
Imn U'm/n/

X ([blmn7 _b;’m’n’] + [_bzrrmw bl’m’n’])

=0

by the relation [aymy, a;f, = 01 Omm/Onry = [Dimn,s blf,m,n,], where

m'n’]

Nlmn Nl’m’n’ kl km’ kn kn’

2 \/ki ki/wlmnwl’m/n’

(6.11)

Clmn,l’m’n’ =

and

Nlman’m’n’ kl’ kmwlmnwl’m’n’
2\/ki ki/wlmnwl’m/n’

Similar relations follow for any commutations that appear symmetric in time

(6.12)

Dlmn,l’m’n’ =

derivatives, that is, with the same number of time derivatives in the first argument

of the commutator as the second. This occurs for every iteration of (6.5) and (6.6),
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so all that remains is to check (6.4). We begin with E, and B, to obtain

[Ez(f)a Bx (?7)] = [_VJ_¢(t7 x,Y, Z)a 8tay’¢(t> xla yla Z/) + az’ax/w(ta xla y/7 Z/)]

= = ay'[vl_¢<tax>ya Z)aat¢(t>x/;ylazl>] (613)

NmnN’m/n’ k mn
= ioy Y Y NN RV
2|]{}J_/|1 /(,()l/m/n/

x sin(kyx) sin(kya') sin(k,,y) sin(kny') cos(knz) cos(kn2')

Immnl' m/ n'

X ([a’lmn; a}’m’n’] -+ [a’;mn’ _al’m’n’])

= —idy |( ZNI sin(kyz) sin(kpx')) ZN2 sin(k,y) sin(ky'))
X (Z N2 cos(knz) cos(kp2'))

= —i0y[6(x —2)o(y — ¥)6(z — 2)]

= 10,0(Z — ¥). (6.14)
Next, E, with B, yields

[Ez(f)7 By(?j)] = [_ngb(ta x,Y, 2)7 ay’azld)(ta :L‘lv y/7 Z,) - ataac’gb(t) 'T,7 yly Z/)]

- ax’[vlqb(tax:ya z),@tgb(t,x’,y’,z')], (615)

but here we notice a similar form to (6.13), and so we can immediately write down

the answer

— —i0,6(F — §). (6.16)



In a similar way, F, with B, comes to

[E:cv Bz] = [azam¢(ta z,Yy, Z) - atayw(t> x,Y, Z), —Vﬂb(ta xlv y/7 Z/)]

= ay [aﬂﬂ(f, z,Y, Z)a Vﬂb(t, xla yl7 Z/)]

— 0 Z Z Nlman’m/n”kJ_”\/wlmn
Y Q‘kL|\/wl’m’n’

x cos(kyx) cos(kyx') cos(kny) cos(knyy') sin(k,z) sin(k,2")

/ / /
Immnl' m'n

X ([=bimms b ]+ [0, b))
= —i9,0(x — 2")o(y — y')o(z — 2')

and E, with B, to

[Eya Bz] = [ataxw@a z,Yy, Z) + ayaZ¢(ta z,Y, Z)a —VL¢(t> 'Tla y/7 Z/)]
= - ar [at¢(t7 x,Yy, 2)7 VJﬂﬂ(t, mla yla Z/)]

o6
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so we must finally check E, with B, and F, with B,. We find

[Eﬂw By} = [azam¢(ta z,Y, Z) - atayqyb(ta x,y, 2)7 ay/az/w(ta :Ula y/7 Z,) - atax/¢<t7 $/7 y,> Z/)]

= = 0:(0:0, 0,00 ¢'] = 0:[0:0y1), O]

Za § : : : Nlman/m/n/ ( Vl’m’n’
z
l,mnl/m/’n/ ‘kLHk; "\/Wlmn

X kiky cos(kjx) cos(kypa') sin(ky,y) sin(kpy') cos(kyz) cos(ky 2')

X ([a'lmna a’;r’m’n’] + [a’;mn’ _al’m’n’]>

% Z Z Nlman’m’n’\/ Wimn
— 10,
Lm,nl',m'n' 2|]€J- ’ ’kJ—I | V Wrm'n!

X Kk cos(kiz) cos(kpa') sin(kpy) sin(knyy') sin(k,2) sin(ky, 2"
X ([_blmna b;r’m’n’] + [b;mn7 bl/””'”’])

= —i0, Z Nz cos(kyz) cos(kyx') sin(kyy) sin(kny') cos(k,z) cos(k,2')

Ilmn

= —i0.6(7 — ), (6.17)

and E, with B, follows similarly.

To compare with the cylindrical case treated in the next section, we point out
that any commutations involving the components of either the electric or magnetic
field in the direction of the “scalar” potentials almosted immediately yielded the
desired delta function relations. Commutations with neither component in the Hertz

potential directions were much more subtle and involved.
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2. Vacuum Expectation Values

To calculate the vacuum expectation value of the energy density, we must calculate
the vacuum expectation values of the square of each component of the electromag-
netic field. As an example, let ¥ = (z,y,2) and ¥ = (2/,9/,2') and consider the

component of the electric field in the z-direction. Then,

. N Nlman’m n’ kLkL’
E.(T)E, Y)) =
< ( ) ( )> <%; l’%;ﬂ 2“{‘IJ_||kJ_’|\/ WimnWi'm/n!
x sin(kyz) sin(kpa’) sin(kyy) sin(kny') cos(knz) cos(ky2')
% (almnal/m/n/e*’i(wlmn+wl/m/n/)t 4 almnaj/ /n,ei(wl/m/nlfwlmn)

+ a}'mnal/m/n/el(wlmnfwl/m/n/) + ag'mna/;,m/n,el(wlmn+wl/m/n/))>

N2
= Z —tmn 12 gin(kyx) sin(kz’) sin(kny) sin(kpy') cos(k,z) cos(k,2').
Similarly for the magnetic field in the z-direction,

<Bz(f)BZ(g)> :<VL,¢)(ta z,Y, Z)VL’w(ta ZL‘/, y/7 Z,)>

Nlman’m n’k kJJ_,
<% l/TrLZ’n’ 2|kL | |kl,| vV WimnWirm!n/
x cos(kyx) cos(kyx') cos(kny) cos(kny') sin(k,z) sin(k,2")
X (blmnbl/mln/e_i(wlm"+wl,m/n/)t + blmnb;/m,nlei(wl/m/n/—wlmn)

+ blmnbl/m "/e Htmn =it + blmnb;’m n’€Z Wlmn+wl/m/n/))>

N?
- Z 2 cos(kyx) cos(kyx') cos(kmy) cos(kmy') sin(ky 2) sin(k,2")

I 2Wlmn
Because of the degeneracy of the eigenfunctions in each dimension, the other four

expectation values in the other two directions can be calculated just as easily by
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considering scalar Hertz potential constructions in those dimensions.

B. Perfectly Conducting Cylinder

Consider a hollow cylinder of length L with circular cross section of radius R, per-
fectly conducting boundary, and no electromagnetic sources. This system can be
solved completely with two scalar Hertz potentials, one satisfying a Dirichlet condi-
tion on the circular boundary and a Neumann condition on the axial boundary, and
the other satisfying opposite conditions (i.e., Neumann at the radial boundary and

Dirichlet on the caps). [5] [11] For reference, the classical solution given by normal

modes is
=1
Ot p,0,2) = Y —5cos(kiz)Ju(A]p) (6.18)
j=0,1=1 "\jn

% (E;l'nei(n‘f’_wjlnt) + Ej—lne—i(”sﬁ—wjlnt))

e}

1
vltppz) = D Sasin(hi) (W) (6.19)

j=0,1=1 "'Jn
n=—00

% (B;Znei(n@_wjlnt) 4 Bj—lne—i(n%o—wjlnt))

where k; = 71, A satisfies the conditions Jn()\ﬁlR) =0 for ¢ and J,’L()\%R) = 0 for 1,
and we remark for completeness that A%, = w?, — k7.
As in the Cartesian case, to produce quantum operators for the electromagnetic

fields satisfying the known commutation relations we must quantize the scalar fields

in a slightly non-canonical way. Using the same eigenvalue definitions as above, the
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quantized fields are

[e.e]

N; n
OLpp2) = D s osiz) u(Ajp)

j=0,=1"Jn’V 2Wjin

n=—oo

X (e 4 gl @imemein) (6.20)

N, _
1/}(75:,0; 9072:) = Z %Sln(klz)‘] (/\]np)

j=0,=1 " Jn'V QWﬂ”

n=—oo

(bl e~ Hne—wjint) —I—bT el(ne— wjznt)) (6.21)

where a,b are lowering operators and af, b are raising operators for the ¢, scalar

fields, respectively.

1. Stress-Energy Tensor

The energy density may be calculated from the stress-energy tensor. This is, in
turn, calculated by finding vacuum expectation values of various products of the
components of the electromagnetic field. For the calculations below, we consider the
product of field elements for different spacetime events, namely (z°, %) = (¢, p, ¢, 2)
and (y°,7) = (t',p/, ¢, 2'), but we take t = t/, and we let (-) here denote the vacuum

expectation value. For the electric field in the axial direction, we obtain

(E.(T)E.(9)) = (—ALo(@)(—ALe(i)) (6.22)
- Z Nél" wﬂ; cos(kyz) cos(ki2') Ju (A5 p) T (A5 ). (6.23)
Jbn J

At this point, the ideal next step would be the construction of scalar Hertz potentials

in the other dimensions, as was possible in the Cartesian case. It is, in fact, this desire
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that initiated the search for the general formulation presented herein. However, since
such a construction was not obtained, we note that the remaining vacuum expectation
values can either follow a lengthy computation using the above construction, or be

computed as in [5].

2. Commutation Relations

To make sure that the Hertz construction doesn’t miss any quantum states, we now
check the commutation relations for the components of the electric and magnetic

fields. If any states are missing, the calculated sums will not converge to the proper
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variations of the Dirac delta function.

[Ep(2"), Bo(y")] =[0-0,¢(2") — %atawm“), /%@f@m(y“) + 00y (y")]

%[azapab(:c“), Ordyd(y")] — %[atam:c“), 0.0, 0(y")]

nNH /n'w i .
:—ZZ i 2)\[[))\[) 7 ky sin(k;z) cos(ky ") (0 ( an))Jn,()\jD,n,p’)

jln j'Un’ ing'n!

X [ajie’ 7ot gl em e mennt) gy, e R ) g, e )]

NlnN i'1'n! MWjin .
- = Z Z I VAN I e sin (kg 2) cos(kl/z’)Jn()\%p)(ap/Jn,()\j.Yn,p’))
]ln Jn/ inj'n!

) — Al /
X [bjlneZ(nsp Wjint) + b_yln —i(np—wjint) b i ,ez(nﬁp —Willy it + bT/l/n’e i(n/¢ Wittt )]

N nN Y /’)7,(_,() 11! .
= Z > M T ksin(kiz) cos(ku ) (DI (M) T (A
jln §'U'n’ any'n/

X (ei([n(p—n’ap’]—[w]-lnt—wj/l/n/t’})[ + e—i([”w—”/@']—[wjlnt—wj/l/n/t'})[aT ajm /])

T
Ajin; a’j’l’n’] jln>

N nN// MW;jin .
- = Z Z ]l2)\Nl)\N I e sin (kyz) cos(kyz") Jn (AN p) (0 Jw (AN, 0"))

]ln JUn’ antj'n!

X (ei([n@_n/@/]_[wjlnt_wj’l’n’t/}) [b

jlns b;’l’n’] + e—i([ncp—n/cp} [lent Yj'tin t']) [b;fln, b "l’n’])

1 lennwﬂn D
=52 ”\—Dklsm(k;lz) cos(k12') (0 Jn( A5 p)) Ju( AL 0")

jln Jjn

x (2isin(n(p — ¢)))

1 = N3 nwiin
- Z Tkl sin(kiz) cos(kiz") Jn (AN, 0) (0 Ju(AN,0))
jln

X (2isin(n(p — ¢)))

=0
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All same-field (e.g. [E,, E,|) and same-dimension (e.g. [E,, B,]) commutations
follow with similar sine function cancellation. The final test is off-diagonal, cross-field

commutation.

(Ey(#), Bo(y")] = [0:0,6(c") %ata@wx“), %%@z/w(y“) — 00,0(y")]
— [0.0,6(a"), 04Dy S(y™)] + [—%atapww, 0,0 (4]

cos(kiz)0,J, ()\anp)(ajlei(n‘P*wjlnt) + a;lefi(ngofwjlnt))’

= |0,
[ jlzn >\D nV wjln

o0
Ny« J0s
30 S o) (s
j/,l/’n/ jl,nl

> (_aj/l/ei(n/go’fwj/l/n/t) + a'f_/llefi(n’ap’fwj/l/n/t»

1 - len\/wjln
+ — E sin k‘lZ J /\ P 0, b lez(mp Wjint) + bT —i(np—wjint) ’
pp Jln )\J]\;\/_ ( ) ( ! ) ( )

N A
0. Z S ——L——rsin(kjz) Juw (A}, 0')

Qw]/l/n/

/l/ /

Xa ( e i(n/ ' —wj'l't) —i—bT,l,e i(n' ' ~win, /t))

N2 / 4 /
=10, Z 2 5 cos(kiz) cos(ki2") 0, Jn (AL, p) O Ju (AL ') (€ enle=¢') 4 gminle=¢)
glm lgn

—(9 Z N2 sin(kz) sin(ki2") Ju (AN, p) Ju (A5, 0) 0,0, (€™ (p=¢) 4 eminle—¢)

]ln jn

= 2i0, Z cos(k;z) cos(k;2")

7ln

Nﬂl" cinlp—¢")
]n
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+ — 2 T (AN ) Ju (A5 )0, D021
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We pause here to note the following. For notational simplicity, let

S =0, Z cos(k;z) cos(k;2")

Jiln

N in(p—¢")
)\ 8 J ()\]np)apl‘] (Ajnp)

Jn
2

Niin in(p—¢)
+ Jn(AN0) Jn (AN, 000, € :

N2
PP N,

We also point out that the normalization factor Nj, depends only on the Bessel

functions, and is thus actually independent of [. Then

S =(id, Z cos(k;z) cos(k;2"))

>~ N2 o N2,
< (D 250, (A p) Dy TN e + ﬁJ (AN0) Tn( A0 ) Dy # 2
Jm jn pr Jjn
=(i0,0(z — 2'))

X 0p0y Z N 0L u(AL ) +—50 Z N 1O )TN )
in ]n

jn ]n
The final step in this calculation involves recognizing the summations as Green’s
functions for the wave equation in the plane in polar coordinates with Dirichlet and
Neumann boundary conditions. In the case of Neumann boundary conditions, we
note that no standard Green’s function exists, as the Laplacian contains a vanishing
eigenvalue, so what we mean here by Green’s function is instead the inverse operator

for the Laplacian restricted to the space spanned by eigenfunctions of nonvanishing
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eigenvalue. These functions come out to be

1
Go(p, ;0. ¢') = 1 log

1 p*p pp
Go(p, ;0. ¢") = Golp, p; 0, ¢') — 1 log (1 + —2—cos(p—¢') | (6.25)

1 p’p” P
Gn(p,pip @) = Golp, ;0 ¢') + 1 log (1 + — 27— cos(p — ¢')

2 2
pe+p 3
YRS (6.26)

as we will show from a more general construction in an annulus case (which turns the
cylinder into a coaxial cable of finite length) below. Returning to the S calculation

with these in hand,

- / / / 1 / /
S =(i0.0(z — 2)) x (0,0 Gp(p, 0.0, @) + p—p,@@@wGw(p, @, 0, ¢")

—i0.0(% — 7)) (6.27)

by a computation using the Mathematica computer algebra system.

These commutations turn out to be the most computationally involved. For rela-
tions between axial components of the electric or magnetic field with cross-sectional
components, the computation follows much more easily and in fact generalizes to

cylinders of any cross section. Such calculation yields the desired relation
[Ei(t, ), B;(', )] = i€ij" ,0(T — 7).

This means all EM modes are accounted for, and any further calculations involving
the scalar Hertz potentials, such as the vacuum expectation values of their second

derivatives, will produce quantities directly relevant to the electromagnetic field.
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3. Cylinder with Non-Trivial Topology — Perfectly Conducting Coaxial Cable

By adding a second cylinder of equal length and smaller radius, with perfectly con-
ducting boundary, inside the first, we find the cavity between them forms a com-
putationally simple non-trivial topology. The classical scalar field solutions change
from Bessel functions of the first kind to a linear combination of Bessel functions of
the first and second kind, but other than a change of normalization constants, no
other significant change occurs.

However, since it is a non-trivial topology, we expect possible solutions to the EM
field that cannot be represented with Hertz potentials, scalar or otherwise. Thus, in
the calculation of the commutation relations, we expect not to obtain (6.4). Relations
involving the axial components of the electric and magnetic fields remain unchanged,
and so it is the commutation relation involving the Green’s functions from above that
we expect to change. So for this, we must find the Green’s functions for Dirichlet
and Neumann boundary conditions on these surfaces.

For Dirichlet boundary conditions, we look to solve the differential equation

5(p — pl) 5(

p ¢ —¢). (6.28)

—AG(p,p; ps¢") =

We can expand in terms of an eigenfunction basis in the angular coordinates using

*

the relation §(p — ¢') = > u,(p)u’(¢’) and obtain the equation

= 1 / n’ ine —ing' 1 N iny —ing’
(==0pP0p9n(p; p') + — )P = — =0(p — p')e™Pe"e.
p p

n=—oo n=—oo

1
27

As the exponential functions are linearly independent, the n-th term in the right-
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hand summation must match the n-th term in the left-hand summation. This yields

2
/ n /
—0,p0,9n(p; p) + i S(p—1r). (6.29)

This is solved differently for n = 0 and n # 0, so first consider n # 0. For p > p/,

the general solution is of the form

9n(p3p') = Anp" + Bup ™",
and p < p/, of the form
9n(p3 p") = Cpp"™ + Dyp™™".
We require g, to be continuous when p = p/, so
An(p)" + Bu(p') ™" = Culp)" + Du(p) ", (6.30)
and integrating (6.29) over an infinitesimal interval around p’ requires
1
An(p)" = Bu(p)) ™" = Cu(p)" + Dy(p) ™" = o (6.31)
Boundary conditions yield two more equations, namely

= —A,R2 (6.32)

B
D, = —C,R?" (6.33)

where Rj is the radius of the outer cylinder and R; is the radius of the inner cylinder.

Putting together these four equations in four unknown coefficients provides the
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solution

2n n n 2n -n 2n n
gnlp: ) = Ry (Z_z) — (p>p<)" = (B1Re)™ (p>p<) ™" + B3 (Z_i) 7 (6.34)
2n(R2" — R2")

-5 () - () - ()
2n | \p> R p>p<

1 KR?/)>>"_ (R%p>p<)"_ ( R )"+ (R?p<)"]

[ o) -6
2n P> R3 P>P<

LS - () ) ()
2n = L\ R pe Ry Ry p.pe R> p.

where, for p > p/, p~ = p and p. = p/, while for p < p/, p~ = p' and p. = p.

_|_

(]

For n = 0, the equation we find is

—0,p0,90(p; p') = 6(p — p')

and we use the same basic prescription as above. When p > p’, the general solution

takes the form

90(p; p') = Ao + Bolog(p),
and for p < p/,

90(p; p') = Co + Dylog(p).

And again, boundary conditions, continuity, and the differential condition yield the

four unknown coefficients, giving a final solution as

log (%) log (%)
go(p; p') = : = (6.35)
log(42)
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Taking the summation of all of these solutions yields

log(%2) log (%)
Gplppip,¢) = —T—p fl

2m log (7t
p Ly e L (p_) _ (p>p<)2 _ ( Ui )
2r —~ 2n |\ p> 5 P>pP<
n#0
. ein(e—¢') i |:(R%s+2p> ) n - (R%S+2p>p<>n
m — R§s+2p< R%S+4

B ( R%S—M >" N (R%s+2p< ) n}
R pspe R p.

By a simple repeat of the above solution technique, one can find that the first term

appearing in the summation over n is in fact the free Green’s function

1
Golp, 0, ¢') = - log [0* + (p')* = 2pp' cos(p — ¢)] .

The next two terms can then be summed in a similar way, and can be interpretted
as corrections due to, in the first case, a disk of radius Ry with Dirichlet boundary,
and in the second case, the plane less a disk of radius R; with Dirichlet boundary.

These are then

1 Ry p2 p
Tp,=—log |2+ —2= — 6.36
1 p? R} P> ]
Lp, = —log |2 + = — 2 cos(p — ¢') | , 6.37
r =5 -log [R% 22, (p—¢) (6.37)

and with these terms computed, we can pull the summation over s outside of the
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summation over n to obtain

log(‘z2) log(

)
Gp(p,p; 0, ¢) = By Go—Tg, —T'g,
27 log(R—)
1 E ey (e
2, ) T\

n#0
_ R%SM " + R%S+2P< "
R pspe R3p. ) |
The terms under the summation in s follow the same pattern as the free Green’s
function; they are each geometric series of either a ratio or product of p. and p-

and have the required prefactor of (2n)~!. So these can then separately be summed

to produce an infinite sum of logarithms,

log(‘2) log(

%)
Go(p, @i, ) = Mog(R_lf +Go— T, — g, (6.38)
> 1 R2s+2p> 2 R25+2p>
o3 o (Y ()

R28+2p>p< 2 R25+2p>p<
1+ (1—s> -2 (1—8) cos(p — ¢')
( R+ REH
R2s+4 2 R2s+4
—log [ 1+ (Sl—) -2 (sl—) cos(p — ¢)
( R% Jr2P>,0< R% +2P>P<

R2s+2p< 2 R2s+2p<
+ log | 1+ (15—) -2 (15—) cos(p— ') || -
Rg Jr2P> R% Jr2P>

The Green’s function for the Neumann boundary conditions follows very simi-

larly, except here we wish to solve the equation

1 1
—A o )= =6(p— N0 —) — —— .
G(p, 0, ¢) P (p—p)o(e—¢) B (6.39)
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where the last term on the right-hand side represents the removal of the subspace of
eigenfunctions with vanishing eigenvalue from the domain of G.

When taking the angular eigenfunction expansion, the constant term only ap-
pears for n = 0, and so for n # 0 the solution proceeds exactly as the Dirichlet case,
excepting that the boundary conditions change the sign on the right-hand side of

equations (6.32) and (6.33). This yields the solution for n # 0 as

RIM(52)" + (psp<)" + (BaRa)™ (p>p) " + B3 (52)"
2n(R2" — R2") ’

1 n 2 R2 n
= |G) () + ()
2n |\ p> R; P>pP<
—i—i N [(R%s+2p>)n+ <R%S+2P>P<)n+< R%SH )n+ (R%s+2p<

2n = [\ Ry p< Ry Ry pspe Ry*ps

For the n = 0 case, we obtain the equation

Inl(pip) = (6.40)

2
—0,00p90(p; p') = 0(p — p') — o
which, for p # p’ is an inhomogeneous O.D.E. with particular solution 2(R+iRT)’ SO
2 1
for p > p’ we find

9o(p; p') = Ao + Bolog(p) + (6.41)

and for p < p/

P

Dyl —_—.

(6.42)

Here, the continuity condition and integration condition are degenerate, and so we
must determine one of the coefficients, say Ay, by some other means. Since we
require GG to be orthogonal to the subspace of solutions with vanishing eigenvalue,

this means the integral of Gy over the annulus must vanish. With this the final
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solution becomes

p2 +p2  log(p<)(Ri — RIR3) +log(p>)(RIR3 — R3)

/
go(pip) = (6.43)
) B (= )"
SRR Rilog(Ry) — Rilog(Ry)
Wm-m T momE

Thus, for Neumann boundary conditions in the annulus, the Green’s function is

pL 42 log(p<) (R} — R{R3) + log(p> ) (RI RS — 1)

A —
GN(p7 ©ipP, P ) 47T(R§ _ R%) QW(R% _ R%)Q
_ 3(RE+RY) | Rilog(Ry) — Rilog(Ry) (6.44)
8m(R3 — R?) 27 (R3 — R?)? '

+Go+I'r, + I'r,
© 1 R2s+2p> 2 R25+2p>
+ Y — |log |1+ <18—> -2 (2—) cos(p — ¢)
; A ( R p. R 2p
R25+2p P 2 R23+2p p
st -+ () <2 (Mot -
R2s+4 2 R2sH4
+log {1+ (1—> -2 (1—) cos(p — &)
( R% pope R% pspe

R25+2p< 2 st+2p<
+log | 1+ (15—) -2 (Z—) cos(p — ') || -
( R 2p. Ry 2p.

A similar Mathematica calculation for the commutation relation as in the trivial

topology case yields a result that does not reduce to the delta function; however it

is not readily apparent that this represents the expected missing modes.
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CHAPTER VII

CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK
In Cartesian, axial cylindrical, and radial spherical coordinates, the scalar Hertz
potentials represent a concrete realization of a concept long theorized in the physics
community: that of a complete formulation of electromagnetic fields directly in terms
of their two degrees of freedom. A differential geometric formulation offers the only
hope of generalizing these results to arbitrary coordinate systems and beyond to

curved spacetime, however the process is not straightforward.
The presentation given in this thesis has shown how the most obvious and direct
formulation fails. At this point, we expect unexplored gauge transformations to
provide the necessary freedoms that will produce Hertz potentials in other, more

complicated coordinate systems, if such a description is possible at all.
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