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The linear response tensor for a relativistic counterpart of a bi-Maxwellian dis-
tribution is calculated in closed form for a magnetized plasma. The method used
involves the following steps: (1) a covariant form of the response tensor for an ar-
bitrary distribution of particles is derived using both a forward-scattering method
and a covariant version of Vlasov theory; (2) the response tensor is evaluated for a
strictly perpendicular, thermal distribution using a method due to Trubnikov; (3)
the parallel distribution is built up by applying a Lorentz transformation to sum
over a weighted, continuous distribution of parallel speeds. A convenient starting
point for a detailed investigation of waves in such a plasma is the small-gyroradius
approximation to the general expression for the response tensor, and the relevant
approximation is derived and discussed briefly. The expansion of the general ex-
pression for the response tensor in Bessel functions in given in an appendix.

1. Introduction

In an accompanying paper, Melrose (1997b, hereinafter referred to as Part 1), the
response tensors are evaluated for unmagnetized relativistic thermal distributions
in one (strictly parallel), two (strictly perpendicular) and three (isotropic) dimen-
sions, and for a generalization of the strictly perpendicular distribution that is a
relativistic counterpart of a DGH distribution (Dory et al. 1965). The calculation
involves starting from an expression for the response tensor for an arbitrary distri-
bution derived using a covariant forward-scattering method. In the present paper
the results of Part 1 are generalized to a magnetized plasma.

Relativistic effects are known to be important in magnetized thermal plasmas
near perpendicular propagation, even when they would otherwise be considered
weak. Relativistic effects modify the properties of cyclotron harmonic waves in im-
portant ways, (see e.g. Shkarofsky 1966b; Bornatici et al. 1983; Robinson 1988). The
usual starting point for the discussion of relativistic effects in cyclotron harmonic
waves is an exact expression for the linear response tensor for a relativistic ther-
mal plasma derived by Trubnikov (1958). However, Trubnikov’s response tensor
is for a strictly isotropic distribution, and cannot be used to discuss the effect of
anisotropy of the distribution of particles. The inclusion of the effects of anisotropy
on the properties of ¢yclotron harmonic waves is essential when discussing instabili-
ties. Specific instabilities that lead directly to escaping radiation constitute electron
cyclotron maser emission (ECME) mechanisms. A relativistic effect is an intrinsic
ingredient in the most widely favoured theory for ECME, (see e.g. Twiss 1958; Wu
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and Lee 1979; Omidi and Curnett 1982; Melrose et al. 1982; Wu 1986; Melrose 1986).
The relativistic effect in this version of ECME is included through a ‘semirelativis-
tic” approximation to the gyroresonance condition, in which the Lorentz factor in
the gyrofrequency Q = |q| B/m is approximated by 1/y = 1 + %Uz, and relativistic
effects are otherwise ignored. A fully relativistic calculation of the response tensor
for an anisotropic distributions of particles would provide an alternative starting
point for a discussion of ECME. The objective in this paper is to generalize the
results of Part 1 to a magnetized plasma with these applications in mind.

The outline of the present paper is as follows. In Sec. 2 the response tensor for
an arbitrary distribution is derived using the covariant, forward-scattering method
for a magnetized plasma. In Sec. 3 the results of Part 1 for the response tensor
for the isotropic, strictly parallel and strictly perpendicular relativistic thermal
distributions are generalized to the magnetized case. In Sec. 4 the response tensor
is derived and discussed for the relativistic counterpart of a DGH distribution
proposed in (1.5.9), where equation (a.b) of Part 1 is denoted by (1.a.b).

2. General expression for the response tensor

The starting point for the calculation in the next section is a covariant expres-
sion for the response tensor for an arbitrary distribution of particles. The appro-
priate general response is derived in this section using forward-scattering theory.
The derivation is based on the current associated with a single particle, which is
expanded in powers of a test field and then averaged over the distribution of par-
ticles. The resulting averaged current is identified as the induced current due to
the distribution of particles. An alternative derivation that starts from a covariant
version of Vlasov theory is presented in Appendix A, and an explicit form after
expanding in Bessel functions is written down in Appendix B.

2.1. Furst-order single-particle current

The orbit of a particle in a magnetostatic field, described by its Maxwell tensor,

F}" = Bf* with B = (%F’({‘UE.W)I/Q, is found by solving the equation of motion
dut(T)

q v
o = EF(T uy (1) + SH(7), (2.1)

14 —_ g d+k] —i]ClX

SHr) = m ) (27)* €
where the notation is that used in Melrose (1997b). The source term S*(7) in (2.1)
is of first order in the amplitude A(k) of the fluctuating electromagnetic field. A
perturbation expansion of the orbit,

Dkyu(r) GH (kn, u(r)) Ay (), (2.2)

Xt(r)= X7y + XDy + . (2.3)
with u#(1) = dX*(7)/dr, is inserted into (2.1). The zeroth-order solution is
X k() = ol + " (T)ugw, (2.4)
wvy — SN QT e €08 Qyr o
() =g T gL o nf —a, (2.5)
g ==t g =g =g, (2.6)

where xy and wug are constant 4-vectors, and where Q) = |¢|B/m and n = ¢/|q|.



Anisotropic relativistic thermal plasma. Part 2 723

The first-order correction to the orbit is
X7y = / dTN/ dr' i (7" — 7)S, ('), (2.7)
. dttv (1)
i (r)y = ——
() dr

After a partial integration, (2.7) can be rewritten in the form

= gﬁ“’ +g'" cos Qor + nf* sin Qyr. (2.8)

X0iry = [ de g8, - g, (2.9
0
TR = 14(€) — (0) = g€ + gl TS e i SEE 2a)

The first two terms in the perturbation expansion of the single-particle current
JE (k) = q/dT ut (1) eFX ) (2.11)

are the zeroth-order current, which is of no direct interest here, and the first-order
current

TG =g / dr kul® (7) GO (I, u (1)) X () €570, (2.12)
ku(T)GH (k,u(T)) = ku(t) g"” — EFu”(T). (2.13)

On inserting the first-order perturbation (2.9) into the orbit, (2.12) gives

T () = ‘ﬁ/dT/T dg/ A1 X n)—k xO—) o 5(6)
sp m (27‘(’)4 «

< kul” (1) G (k, u!" (7)) kyul® (7 — £) G (ky, u (1 — €)) Ay (kx).
(2.14)

The current (2.14) may be used as a source term in the inhomogeneous wave equa-
tion to treat Thomson scattering by the particle. Here we are interested in the
collective response of the medium, and this is described in terms of the induced
current, which is the (‘forward-scattering’) contribution for k; = k when all the
first-order, single-particle currents (2.14) have the same phase and sum to give the
induced current.

2.2. The forward-scallering method for a magnetized plasma

The derivation of the linear response tensor using the forward scattering method
involves averaging the first-order single-particle current over the distribution of par-
ticles. This average follows by noting that the distribution F'(z, py) in 8-dimensional
phase space represents the number of world lines (one per particle) threading the 7-
dimensional surface d*zy d*py/dr (cf. Dewar 1977). Hence the appropriate average
follows from (2.14) by replacing the integral over dr by the integral over d*x( d*p,
times F'(xp,po). Assuming a uniform distribution in space and time implies that
F(py) does not depend on z,. Then zy appears in (2.14) only in an exponential fac-
tor expli(k — ky)zo], where (2.4) is noted. Thus the x, integral gives (2m)* §*(k — k).
The k; integral in (2.14) is performed over the resulting delta function.
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2.3. General expression for the response tensor

The forward-scattering method applied to (2.14) leads to an expression of the form
JWr (k) = a (k) A, (k), from which one identifies a general expression for the linear
response tensor. This is

2 oo _
at (k) = % /dJ‘p(T)F(p) d¢ ezk[X(T)*X(T*E)]Ta,B(f)
0

xku(r) G (k,u(7)) ku(t — &) G (k, u(t — €)), (2.15)

where the superscript (0) on u(7) is now omitted, with u(r) = #*¥(7)ug,. Also in
(2.15) it is noted that the initial value of 7 is related to the initial gyrophase, ¢y say,
and one is free to choose ¢o = Qo7 and to write the integral over d*py as an integral
over d*p(t). The distribution F(p) is assumed to be independent of gyrophase, so
that it has no dependence on 7.
As an aside, it is noted that the anti-Hermitian part of the response tensor (2.15)
is
2 [ee]
() = 1 [atpr Py [ agexmoXe-aig,
m — 00
xku(r) G (k,u(7)) ku(t — & G* (k,u(t — §)).  (2.16)

That is, the Hermitian and anti-Hermitian parts of (2.15) correspond to the parts
of the integrand in (2.15) that are respectively odd and even in &.

The response tensor in the form (2.15) is the appropriate generalization of the
unmagnetized form (1.2.7), and (2.15) is the starting point for the calculation for
specific distributions in the next section. An alternative derivation of (2.15) is given
in Appendix A.

3. Isotropic, strictly parallel and strictly perpendicular cases

The response tensors for the three special cases of isotropic, strictly parallel and
strictly perpendicular relativistic thermal distributions are evaluated in Part 1
for unmagnetized particles. The generalizations to magnetized particles for these
three special cases are derived in this section. The response tensor for an isotropic,
relativistic, thermal distribution was derived by Melrose (1997a), and the treatment
of this case by the alternative method developed here provides a consistency check
on the two methods.

3.1. Response tensor for an isotropic distribution
In treating the isotropic (Jittner—-Synge) distribution (1.2.12), it is convenient to
define the 4-vectors

RM(E) = kaTH(€),  RV(€) = kaT™(€),  a"(§) = pu" —iR"(£). (3.1)
Then the counterparts of equations (1.2.15)—(1.2.18) are
np  Ki(r()

Hp&s+8) = s = (3.2
(&) = {[a”(€) — s — s ][au(§) — s, — s;l}l/z, (3.3)

LK (r©) Ky (r(8)) )

at W = a*(€) 7"27(5)’ (3.4)
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K, (T(f)) K2(7”(f)) K:a(T(g))
arar LS = g ST g (€) g
@ ETR
respectively. To apply these to (2.15), write
ku G (k,u) = (kg™ — k%" g, kuGP(k,u) = (K"g" — kP g™ )u.,
u’ (T — &) = £ (=§)u(7).
The resulting expression for the response tensor for the isotropic thermal distribu-
tion is

2 o0
N2 — qanp o Qi 1.0 O T Bv _ 1.8, TV
0 () = [T ) (7 — kg (g™ )
K, (r(9)) K;(r(9)) .

xer'(4) { 9o )

Explicit evaluation of the coefficients of the K (r(£))/r*(€) and Ky (r(€))/r(€)
terms gives

Top(€) (k7™ — kg7 (K™ g"" — kP g7™) £, (=€) gom

d N
= d?[T“”(ﬁ)kakﬁT“ﬁ(ﬁ) — RM(ER(£)], (3.7)

+ g (€)ay(€) (3.6)

Tas(€) (K™ = Kg™) (7 g% — K7g™) 0 () (€)
= pz(kﬂ)z’f’li”(é“) — [le ka + k‘akTTUT(5)][Tuu(€)kakﬁTaﬁ(€) _ R“(g)RV(g)L

where £:7(—=&)a, (&) = @-(£) is used, and with
T (€) = Tap(§) G (k, W)G™ (k, 0). (3.9)
The counterpart of the identity (1.2.23) is

Kp) | [ [d©) Ku(r©) . . K (r(€)] _ ‘
f(O)T” +/0 df[ e +zf(§)ka(§)7rwl(§) =0.  (3.10)

Using (3.10), the form (3.6) with (3.7) and (3.8) may be reduced to
_.g*np’ ku

v 4 v - @ By
i) =L j de [k T (€) ksT™ (€)

K; (7'(5 ))
r(€)
The form (3.11) is the generalization of (1.2.24) to the magnetized case. The form
(3.11) with (3.9) also reproduces equations (37) and (38) of Melrose (1997a), where

the response tensor is derived in a different way.

The form that is the most convenient starting point for making the weakly rela-
tivistic approximation is given by equation (25) of Melrose (1997a). In the notation
used in the present paper this is

o @[ o, ip(ki) [ { Ky (r(6))
vty =~ oo - D [ a1 S
K

—a(§)a"(§) —3 =

—kaksTas(€) T (€) — ipka T ()] (3.11)

~

< |
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The equivalence of (3.12) and (3.6) may be shown directly by writing the coefficient
(3.8) in the form ika(§) f(&) — tp k@ at(&)a” (£), with

f(§) = —ika(§) T (§) — a”(§)a"(§) + plara” (&) + a"(§)a"],
and using (3.10) with v = 2.

3.2. Response tensor for a strictly parallel distribution

The response tensor for any strictly parallel distribution in the presence of a mag-
netic field is similar to the response tensor for the strictly parallel distribution in the
absence of a magnetic field in that it involves no spiralling motion of the particles.
The unmagnetized counterpart of (2.15) follows on replacing the factor T,g(&) by
gV €. The differences between the magnetized and unmagnetized response tensors
for a strictly parallel distribution involve only the tensor T, z(&).

The counterpart of (1.3.7) may be derived straightforwardly:
¢*n

v — > 2 [e%
at(k) = m A df{lkﬂﬂ(f)l Top(§)G “(kaau(f))
Ks(ry(6))
Tﬁ(f)

—[(K*)) T (€) — K To" (§)k°

xGP (k,a)(€))

K
—TH3( )k k] + kakﬁTaﬁ(g)gﬁ”]W}. (3.13)

The counterpart of the form (1.3.9) may be derived from (3.13) by using the identity
(1.3.8):

.
_ qan Ny .
ot (k) = m{ = 9 ey

Klzpn) A “ [itw(f)f(“(rl(i))[m kit — ikaks T2 (€)]
v K () oo Ko () (8)
X<_g'ffrl(g)+a7(€> (g)rﬁ(g))

K
Hall QT (ke + T (€)kaal (€)] (|<|£(>€))] } 3.1

with t4¥(£) given by (2.5) and THY (&) = dTH (€)/dE.

3.3. Response tensor for a strictly perpendicular distribution

The generalization of the results in Sec. 5 of Part 1 to the magnetized case for
a strictly perpendicular thermal distribution, cf. (1.4.1), is as follows. Equations
(I.4.3)—(1.4.6) are replaced by

2 Kip(ri©)
__nhpy 1/2\"'L
I = -
(p1:) Ky2(p1) ri/2(§)

, (3.15)

)
ri(§) = [ai(ﬁ)]]/Q = |(pL — ik:u_ﬁ)Q + 2%(1 — cos Q) , (3.16)
0
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an KI/Q(TJ_(Q) u K:3/2(7”J_(§))

- = — , 3.17

Ve T e

aray M = _g};i’ M + ai(f)ai(ﬁ) M (3.18)
() A3 2 (€)

respectively, with /[ (§) = ¢4V a,(£). The form (1.4.7) for the response tensor is
replaced by its magnetized counterpart

v — qQHpL_/Z ~ o _ap o 0 T Bv __ 1.B, TV
at(k) = W/O d€ Top(§) (K5, g™ — kg5 1) (k3L g k”g37)
. Ky, K.
Xt'rn(_f) |:(93J_)an M - aj_a(g)aj_n(g) w s (319)
() ()

where Tfﬁ(f) = gf;‘fgfj L (€) is the projection of T%%(€) onto the 3-dimensional
subspace orthogonal to the direction of the magnetic field.

The counterpart of the alternative form (1.4.8) for the magnetized case is ob-
tained from (3.19) as follows. First, separate into component in the 3-dimensional
subspace spanned by g4] plus components that have nonzero projections along b*
or b”. Secondly, rewrite the components in the 3-dimensional subspace following
the same steps as in the derivation of (3.12) from (3.6). This gives

ot (k) = _gn { LUy
m n
1/2 0o Ko
il [ e[ iy (10 T 1) ?if;z(f))
o K; Z(TL(g))
—al} (&)a" /.>
U e
Ky,
—ky[b"a’ (&) + o'} (£)"] W} } (3.20)
1
W oy = gpe VB g
t (6) gngthaﬁ(g)' (3.21)

The form (3.20) is a covariant generalization of a result derived by Trubnikov and
Yakubov (1963); cf. also Bornatici ef al. (1983).

The simple form of the = v = 3 term in (3.20) necessarily applies to any two-
dimensional distribution in which the particles have no motion along the 3-axis.
That is, one must have o3 (k) = qznpr /m, where n,,, is the proper number density,
for any two-dimensional distribution. The 33-component of (3.19) may be written
in the form

2 1/2 oo -
oy = L / dgg[_id[k%(g)]w
0

mEys(pL) dg ()
s K52
+[kaL(€)]Z'/_,,/(§L(€))} : (3.22)
(&)

The reduction of (3.22) to a**(k) = ¢°ny,,/m involves using (3.10) twice, first with
v= E and f(&§) = —i§ ka1 (§). and then with v = 5 and f(§) = 1, and then noting that



728 D. B. Melrose

the proper number density is 1y, = nK;/2(pL)/Ks/2(p1). Anidentity equivalent to
(3.22) is implicit in a result stated by Trubnikov and Yakubov (1963).

4. Response tensor for the relativistic DGH distribution

The response tensor for the relativistic DGH distribution (1.5.8), namely

ov 1 nczr ex
af”g(vu)* p(=pir) (4.1)
il VL (2m) Y 22m2d’ Ky a(py) /p

floy,pL) =

is written down in this section, and the reduction to the weakly relativistic, small-
gyroradius and nonrelativistic limits is discussed.

4.1. Explicit form for the response tensor
The response for the relativistic DGH distribution (4.1) is
20 1
Oé/“’(k) = _ - q 7 / d’l}()g(v())
md' [Ky/2(pr)/py "] /=

o0

X %@{nmm%wa — kgt (k3 g% — KP gl ) E,1(—€)

0
Ky (r Ky (r
M + a1 (€)arn () )/2)/(;-(5))} } (4.2)
r(E) ()

The form (4.2) is the generalization of the result (1.5.10) to magnetized particles.
It is the counterpart of (3.19) for the relativistic DGH distribution (4.1), and it is
also straightforward to write down a counterpart of the form (3.20), which is, for
the special case r = 0,

X |:_ (gl%J_)on

oM (k) = / dvo g(vo) { R g+ prugug
s Kys(r1(6))
P 1w 3727 L
K;/alpL [ [p1 kug — i(kb)*¢] < IRa(3) )
N 5/2(71(6))
ot gt 22
e
kb [bE%(€) + a¥ (E)] W} } (4.3)
(&)

with Uy = [’Y{), ’Y{)U()b] and b = [’)/()U(), ’)/()b], cf. (154)

4.2. The small-gyroradius approximation
The expression (4.2) is too cumbersome to be of direct use in applications, and
approximations must be made to proceed. Relevant approximations are the small-
gyroradius approximation and the weakly relativistic approximation. FFor simplic-
ity, in the following discussion only the case r = 0 is considered; the generalization
tor =1,2,... follows by differentiating, as in (4.2).

The small-gyroradius approximation involves assuming that the term propor-
tional to k% in the expression (3.16) for r  (£) is smaller than the other term in
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(3.16). This requires that
T‘()(g) > le/g(}, ’f‘()(f) =pL — iku()é. (44)

One ignores the term proportional to k3 except in the exponential function (cf.
(1.4.9)), which is expanded in Bessel functions. Writing

kL
A = L (4.5)
Qiro(€)
one has
e—TL(f) ze—m(f)e—/\(f)(] cos Qp€) —Tn Z e~ n ))eian,f. (46)
n=—o00

Applying the small-gyroradius approximation to (4.3) gives

o (k) = 2 n/ dvo g(vo) { Mor gy + pLuyug
1/2 .

o g (1 K22040)

ZKS/Z(PJ_) A 3 [[ pPL Rl Z(kb) gty (&) T(i/)(f)
7t(2)l“’(§) ’/2 (T1)(£)))

’ ()

K.
kb [V () + (O] W} b (&.7)
o' (§)

© Ko g fre ,
ae =Y "*Z”Q"&Kmuﬁ—gt/\)fn—m S{O w—m} (4.8)

n=0

Fio f10
Z e rine (“0 ug L+ gh" I, — in S{() A In> . (4.9)

n=0

t((?)ﬂy Z emmgﬂg{rouo ug Iy — Q (k“ o+ u“lﬁ)

n=0 A
k“ k;” 2 1 ko fHkg fV8
—In Sy () EEPACT AR Y (R
K ko fY — ko fRFL [0 n
s « _ « - I I, I
n o { A ( n) + Az }
—inro(ka f*"uy — u()k 7 I — IT’L)}? (4.10)

where A and r( denote A(€) and ry(§) respectively, and where the argument A(€) of
the modified Bessel functions is implicit.

The derivation of the expression (4.7) is the primary objective of the present
paper. The result (4.7) is the response tensor for the distribution (4.1) with » = 0,
with all relativistic effects included. The only approximation made in (4.7) is
the small-gyroradius approximation: in the opposite case of large gyroradii the
unmagnetized form (1.5.10) applies. Further simplifying approximations may be
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made to (4.7) by assuming A < 1 and retaining only the lowest-order terms in
the power-series expansions of the modified Bessel functions, and by assuming the
weakly relativistic approximation p; > 1 and retaining only the lowest-order terms
in an expansion in 1/p .

4.3. The weakly relativistic approximation

The weakly relativistic approximation corresponds to p; > 1. Before making this
approximation, it is convenient to rewrite (4.7) using the explicit expressions (1.4.9)
for the Macdonald functions. This gives

2 1
oy = LT
m

e’} 1 kug
PL / de < 2g{lmkw;—i(kb)zé“l{tf.”“y(f) (1+1)
0 T

Ty
pr
dvo g(vo) ( - bOY + pyufug
1

—1
1+1/p1 0 To
2 .
_i"E) (1+ 3, %)]
To To 7“}2,

—kb [V ag” (&) + al (§)b”] (1 + :0) }) (4.11)
The weakly relativistic approximation then follows by expanding in powers of 1/p
and retaining only the lowest-order terms.
Substantial simplification occurs when one makes the weakly relativistic approx-

imation and takes the small-gyroradius limit A — 0. Then (4.11) reduces to
¢n !

/ dvo g(v0) G0, k, o) Tap(kuo) G (0, k,u),  (4.12)

-1

MY (Y = _

ot (k) = -

which coincides with the small-gyroradius limit of the expression (B 5) derived in
Appendix B by a different procedure.

The approximations made in deriving (4.12) are equivalent to assuming that the
particles have no perpendicular motion. If one assumes that g(vy) corresponds to
a relativistic thermal distribution then (4.12) leads to the response tensor for the
strictly parallel distribution (1.3.1) for the choice (1.6.1), namely

2

0
Ki(p))

g(vo) = exp(—p|70)- (4.13)

5. Discussion and conclusions

The primary objective in the present paper is to derive the linear response ten-
sor for a relativistic counterpart of the DGH distribution (4.1). The special case
r = 0 corresponds to a relativistic counterpart of a bi-Maxwellian distribution.
The nonrelativistic bi-Maxwellian distribution distribution has been used exten-
sively to discuss instabilities in magnetized plasmas with streaming motions and
temperature anisotropies, (see e.g. Stix 1962), and the more general DGH distri-
bution allows one to discuss instabilities due to loss-cone anisotropies. The re-
sults derived here include a general expression (4.3) for the response tensor for
the case » = 0 in (4.1), and the result for integral » > 0 follows from (4.3)
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by differentiation, as in its unmagnetized counterpart (1.5.2). The general ex-
pression is too cumbersome for most purposes, and the small-gyroradius approx-
imation to it is given by (4.7) or (4.11). The latter expressions are a convenient
starting point for an investigation of the properties of waves in anisotropic rela-
tivistic magnetized thermal-like plasmas. Relativistic effects are known to play
an important role in determining wave properties near perpendicular propaga-
tion (0 = %Tl') In a thermal plasma the cyclotron harmonic waves identified in
a nonrelativistic plasma, (see e.g. Gross 1951; Bernstein 1958; Dnestrovskii and
Kostomarov 1961, 1962; Puri ef al. 1973, 1975) are modified in important ways
by relativistic effects, (see e.g. Shkarofsky 1966b; Bornatici et al. 1983; Robinson
1987a, b, 1988). The response tensor for a relativistic magnetized thermal distri-
bution, first calculated by Trubnikov (1958), and approximations made to it by
Shkarofsky (1966a, b) have been used in the discussion of relativistic effects on
the wave properties by the authors cited above and others. An analogous discus-
sion of the anisotropic case is possible starting from the results of the present
paper. Although such an investigation is the primary motivation for the analyt-
ical developments reported here, the detailed investigation has yet to be carried
out.

The response tensor for a magnetized strictly parallel relativistic thermal distri-
bution is given by either (3.13) or (3.14), which are the counterparts of the unmag-
netized versions (1.3.7) and (1.3.9) respectively.

In conclusion, it is noted that the procedure developed in Part 1 and the present
paper for calculating response tensors is based on an idea that has not been used
previously in the literature. The idea is to use the freedom to make Lorentz trans-
formations to build up a parallel distribution of particles for any given perpen-
dicular distribution. The procedure is greatly facilitated by the use of a covariant
formalism, but this is a convenient rather than essential feature of the method.
In the present paper this idea is applied to the strictly perpendicular relativis-
tic thermal distribution, for which the response tensor was calculated using a
noncovariant formalism by Trubnikov and Yakubov (1963), and the same pro-
cedure may be applied to any strictly perpendicular distribution for which the
integral over perpendicular momentum can be performed in evaluating the re-
sponse tensor. In this way, starting from any strictly perpendicular distribution for
which the integral over perpendicular momentum can be performed, one can write
down the response tensor for a class of relativistic distributions built up from this
strictly perpendicular distribution and an arbitrary distribution g(vy) of parallel
velocities.
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Appendix A. Covariant Vlasov method

A covariant version of Vlasov theory was used by Melrose (19970) to derive the
response tensor specific for an arbitrary distribution of magnetized particles. The
first-order perturbation in the distribution function is
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PO (kp(r) = —ig Au(h) [ - de XXl
0

. OF (p)
v ﬁ _ A

xku(t — &) G (k,u(T—ﬁ)) to (T =€) ap7 (A1)

IF(p) _ 9uP(0) OF(p) _ .5, OF(p) '
Opa(T')  Qun(r') OpP =tal=T) opP - (42)

The resulting expression for the response tensor is
@ (k) = ~ig? [ dpir) [ dgwr(ryetx-Xeal
0

xku(t — &) G* (k,u(r — €)) ta” (T — €) %. (A3)

The expression (A 3) is equivalent to (2.15), as may be shown by partially integrat-
ing. Using the identity

fﬂr)%[kum G (k, u(r))] = 0, (A4)
one finds

-2 o0
a () = [atpin Py [ dgerxexea

0

Xiga(T — &) {I"(T) +iut(T)ko [t (1) — t7%(1 — &)] }hu(T)

x G (k,u(r)) ku(T — & G* (k,u(t — £)), (A5)

which further simplifies using
tpa(T — (1) = 5(6), (A6)
tpa(T = &) (t7% (1) —t7%(1 — &) = T75(£). (A7)

The equivalence of (A 5) and (2.15) follows by inspection after expanding in Bessel
functions and performing the integrals over proper time explicitly.

Appendix B. Expansion in Bessel functions
The generating function for Bessel functions is

o0

eFine = N e ] (2). (B1)

The expansion needed here is
ut (T)eikX('r) — ezkz(, Z efzsnwez[(ku)“ 7SQU]TU'U,(S’ k), (B 2)
U'(s,k) = (vs(kLR), YV (s,k)), (B3)

V(s k) = (Jvile”Jo_1(kLR) + € Joni (kL R))
—Linui[e M Ty (kL R) — € T (kL R) |, vy Js(kLR)).  (B4)
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The ¢ integrals in (2.15) and (A 5) are trivial after expanding in Bessel functions
using (B 3). Both forms reduce to the same result

2 (oo}
oM(k) = —% /dJ'PF(P) D G (s, ku)Tapl (k) — sQ |G (s, k,u),  (B5)
™ (W) =g + m(wyﬁ” +inQ 1), (B 6)
kAU (s, k)

G ) = g B = (ku) — sQo’

(B7)
where the subscript 0 on v and p = mu is now redundant. In (A 5) the identity
k,G* (k,u) = 0 ensures that the charge-continuity and gauge-invariance conditions
are manifestly satisfied.
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