B POTENTIAL THEORY

B.1 Potential theory

Computing the field configuration E;(r) for a given distribution of electric charges
p(r) in the case of electrostatics requires the solution of the Poisson-equation through
a convolution integral

, p(r’)
|r— 7]

AD(r) = -4mp(r) — D(r) = JdV
v

(B.65)

with subsequently determining the gradient E;(r) = —d;®(r). The reason for taking
the detour over the potential @ is that Poisson-problems of the form

AD(r) = —4mp(r) (B.66)

are scalar and very well understood, with a plethora of solution methods. They map

a single scalar source p onto a scalar field @, and from this perspective it is clear that
the components of E; = —d;® can not be independent from each other, as they have to
have a vanishing rotation, eifkajEk = 0 in the static case. Please note that the inverse
operation, i.e. determining the charge density p at a given position from the potential
is straightforward: It suffices to compute the divergence of the gradient of the electric
potential, A® = eifaiajd) to obtain p up to a factor of —4.

Essentially, one needs to worry about three issues: (i) the inversion of the differen-
tial operator A for isolating @, which is achieved with the Green-function method,
(ii) dealing with a possibly complicated geometry of the charge distribution p, and
(iii) including boundary conditions typical for elliptical partial differential equations
such as the Poisson-equation. The second issue is less severe and almost automatically
taken care of if the first and third issue are solved: As the Poisson-equation is linear,
the potential of an entire charge distribution should result from the superposition of
the potentials generated by each infinitesimal element of charge.

B.2 Systematic construction of Green-functions

Formally, the solution to the Poisson-equation can be thought of as applying an
inverse operator A~! for isolating @ from the relation A® = —41p: The well-known

convolution integral
O = J_dv' lrp(_'r),| (B.67)

A

provides a solution to the Poisson-equation and therefore, consistency requires

® = ATTAD = —4nAlp. (B.68)

In this sense, the convolution

1

jdV’| TR is an inverse operationto A[...], (B.69)
r—r

%
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B. POTENTIAL THEORY

perfectly encapsulated in the relation

m = —41op(r—1r'). (B.70)

In this context, the integration kernel 1/|r — 1’| is called the Green-function of the dif-
ferential operator A (in three dimensions), and corresponds to the potential of a unit
point charge. Although it is bad style (in my opinion), the notation A~! can be used for
denoting the convolution eqn. (B.69), and one formally solves the Poisson-equation
by application of the A~!-operator, ® = A~ A® = —41t A~!p, through convolution.

Up to this point, the approach was very intuitive: The Gauf3-law suggests that
the electrostatic field around a point charge should be o« 1/r? and conservative, such
that a potential exists. The potential has to have a scaling oc 1/r for its gradient to
describe the electric field. But there should be a general way of constructing the
Green-function A™! for any differential operator A. For that purpose, one introduces
the #d Fourier-transform of the potential

d3k
(21

D(k) = jdV D(r) exp(—ikiri) o O(r) = j CD(k)exp(+ik,»ri) (B.71)

v \%

as well as of the charge density

p(k):jd\/p(r)exp(—ikiri) o p(r fda]; k) exp(+ik;r?) (B.72)
\% \%

Then, the Poisson-equation becomes

3 3
AD(r) = AJ (;53 (k) exp(+ik; ') j d 1;3 k)A exp(+ik;r =
Y

3
j d’k D(k)(—y* bk Jky) exp(+ikir?) J
Y v

2 exp(+ikiri) = —4mp(r)

(B.73)
as A = y°Y9,0, acts on the plane wave exp(+ik;r') twice and generates a pre-factor

—y*k,k;, = —k?, for an isotropic medium for simplicity. Comparing the two Fourier-
transforms suggests that

AD(r) = —4mp(r) — k*d(k) = 4mp(k), solvedby P(k)= %p(k) (B.74)

Most interestingly, the (partial) differential equation has become a straightforward
algebraic equation, which is readily solvable. Clearly, one can isolate @ through
division by —k? in Fourier-space, as illustrated by the diagram:

18


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Fourier_transform

B.2. SYSTEMATIC CONSTRUCTION OF GREEN-FUNCTIONS
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Figure 2: Green-functions G(r) of the Laplace-operator A in different dimensions n.

O(r) 7! D(k)
A —yiikik; (B.75)
o(r) £ o(k)

which suggests that ® = F~! (4Tc/k2 .7-'(9)), as the complication of solving the Poisson-
equation is replaced by finding the Fourier-transform and its inverse. There are even
performance advantages of taking the detour through Fourier-space, as there are very
powerful and efficient 44 Fourier-transform algorithms.

In fact, multiplications in Fourier-space are convolutions in real space, which
implies for our case that the product between the Fourier-transformed Green-function
471/k? and the Fourier-transformed charge distribution p(k) = F (p) yields the Fourier-
transformed potential (k) in this detour. At the same time, the Fourier-transform of
471/k* must be equal to 1/, which we already know to be the Green-function for A in
3 dimensions.

Let’s repeat this construction for the Laplace-operator and derive an expression
for the Green-function which is generalisable beyond n = 3 dimensions: In general,
the Green-function G(r—1’) is defined as the potential for a unit point charge element,
represented by a Dirac-dp, so the Poisson-equation needs to be fulfilled:

AG(r —1') = —41dp(r — 1) (B.76)

Both the Green-function as well as the Dirac-0p have a Fourier representation:

3

O , ] 43k
c;<r—r’):J-(2ﬂ)3 G(k) exp(ik;(r—r’)') and bD(r_r,>:_[(2n)3

exp(ik;(r - ),
(B.77)
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B. POTENTIAL THEORY

where op has a constant amplitude in Fourier-space. Substituting into the Poisson-
equation yields

d3k
(273

d3k
(2m)3

AG(r—+') = AJ G(k) expl(iki(r—1')') = J (—k?)G(k) exp(iki(r—+)') =

&Sk N o
_ 4“_[ (303 PUk(r —r')) = ~dTop(r —r') (B78)

such that
_ 47

Glk) = 15

(B.79)

because each differentiation d; generates a prefactor of ik;. While the proportionality
o 1/k? is valid in any number of dimensions, transforming back according to

G(r—-+) = j (gn')‘n G(k) exp(iki(r — ') (B.80)

leads to different results due to volume element d"k oc k"~!dk depending on dimen-
sionality. In addition, 47 is just the full 44 solid angle in three dimensions, and would
need to be changed if the dimensionality is different.

B.3 Green-theorems

For showing the uniqueness of solutions to potential problems and for incorporating
boundary conditions one needs the two Green-theorems, which are readily derived
as particular cases of the Gauf3-theorem. Defining

Ai(r) = ¢(r')d}P(r')  with two scalar fields ¢, P (B.81)
that all depend on the primed coordinate for convenience in the derivations later on,

gives

VIGiA; = yI19;(99}0) = ¥9;0 jip + pA"p (B.82)

due to the Leibnitz-rule, and by writing yifa;a;. = A’. Applying the Gauss-theorem
yields the first Green-theorem

f dV' Y1 9/A; = j AV’ 19} (9} b) = f AV’ (Y194 90+ oA D) =

A% v v

Jasiviag= [asivilony) e
oV av

The right side of the first Green-theorem,

[ vy (9op0) = [ asi v (0970), (B.84)
\Y%

av
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8.3. GREEN-THEOREMS

can be interpreted as the scalar product of 4)8}1}) with the surface normal dS; of the
area element.

The second Green-theorem is obtained by interchanging the fields ¢ < ¢ in the
first Green-theorem and by subtracting both expressions:

jdV’ (070950 - 1y'19,9¢) = deE Y1 (92— vdid)  (B.85)

v %

as the symmetric mixed term /9 9;4) =19¢ 8}1}) cancels.

The potential of an electrostatic problem is unique: For a given p there can be only
a single potential @, defined up to an at most additive constant, which can be proved
by contradiction. If there were two solutions

AD) = —4mp aswellas APy =-4np — AP -Dy)=A0=0 (B.86)

their difference 6 = ®; — @, would fulfil the Laplace-equation Ad = 0, as shown by
subtraction. Substituting 6 into the first Green-theorem gives

Jdv’ [6v/19,9;5 ~ v'19;59;5] = fds; ¥78975=0 (B.87)

v A%

The surface-integral vanishes if proper boundary conditions are chosen on JV:
Either, if ®; = @, or & = 0 on JV is set (Dirichlet) or if 8}(1)1 = 8}@2 or 8]’-6 =0on JdV
(Neumann). With A’d = 0 being zero because both ®; and ®, are solutions for the
same source one arrives at

rAiisy s
J-dV % bajb =0 (B.88)
v
which implies that 8’79;68}6 = 0, as the integrand is positive definite and must

vanish over any specified volume. As a consequence, @, = ®; + const at most, and
the constant must vanish for Dirichlet-conditions because of & = 0 on JV.

The solution to the Poisson-equation did not yet incorporate boundary conditions
like specified values on surfaces or specified gradients. Setting

7 —  AY(r') = —-4ndp(r - 1) (B.89)

as well as
) =) —  Ad(r') = —4mp(r’) (B.90)
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B. POTENTIAL THEORY

suggests for the volume integrals

[av (eviaz;0- wriaia0) -

A%

jdV' ((D(r')(—4‘r(6D(r )] +

) )
—4nd(r +4T(J P —T'| (B.91)
v
and for the surface integrals
’ Q] ’ ’ Ji ’ 1 ) )
deiY1](¢8i¢*¢3j¢):jdsiw( (r )ajlr |f|r_r,|8jCD(r )) (B.92)

v A%

Assembling the entire expression gives the relation

= / p(f’) s’ ij 1 ’ Y 1
q)(r)—jdv =7 4njd v/ (| — ,|z9]q)( r') - O(r )aj|r—r’|) (B.93)
v v

with the volume integral reiterating the conventional way of computing @ from p,
augmented by two additional contributions, one representing 4 Neumann-boundary
conditions with V@ on dV and the second representing 44 Dirichlet-boundary condi-
tions with @ on dV. If the boundary is at infinity, both 1/r V® and ® V1/r tend to zero
as 1/r3, so the first term is the only one to survive. Interestingly, the formula suggests
that there can be a nontrivial potential ® even though p might be zero: Then, the
potential is determined by ® and V® on the boundary. It might be a surprisingly sen-
sible question, if one can construct a charge distribution that replaces the boundary
conditions in an otherwise unconstrained potential problem, and the question can be
positively answered: Any potential ® is linked to a distribution of sources p through
the Poisson-equation AD = —4mp, so setting p = —AP/(41) would be consistent with a
potential fulfilling the boundary conditions, which is exactly the method of 4 mirror
charges.

B.4 Spherical multipole expansion

The Green-function 1/|r — #’| is the correct convolution kernel for computing the
potential @ for any charge distribution p in fulfilment of the Poisson-equation
A® = —4mp. But there might be cases where an approximate computation of ®
is sufficient, in particular because intuitively, any localised charge distribution should
generate a Coulomb-like spherically symmetric 1/r-potential at large distances, with
deviations only appearing at smaller distances: This is shown in Fig. 3, where one of
isopotential surfaces is given for a uniformly charged cube. With increasing distance
(and correspondingly, lower values for @), the surfaces become more and more spher-
ical, as expected from the Coulomb-potential of a point charge. The effect is more
pronounced in Fig. 4, where the isocontours of the potential of a charge distribution
with four equal charges in the corners of a tetrahedron is shown.
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B.4. SPHERICAL MULTIPOLE EXPANSION

In fact, expanding the Green-function leads to

1 1 1 1
- 4 - T / 7,
Ir=r \/r2—2rr’p+ 2 r\/l -20p+ ’722

where p = cos 0 1is the cosine of the angle between r and r’. If one assumes now that
the observation point r is far away from the charge distribution (and " points by
definition of the convolution relation to every charge element), then r > r’ and the
root can be expanded:

(B.94)

o %4
L 12(1) P(p) (B.95)
=0

[r—r| ri&=\r

where Py(y) are the Legendre-polynomials. They follow explicitly from the relation

1
— =) Ppy(pxf B.96)
V1= 2px + x2 ;’ ar (

by ¢-fold differentiation with respect to x = r’/r < 1 and successive setting of x = 0.
Explicitly, this would result in Py(p) = 1, Py () = pand Py(p) = (3p% - 1)/2.

Now, one can bridge between the Legendre-polynomals Py(cos y) and the spherical
harmonics Yg,,,(6, ¢) with the addition theorem

4 e
Pelcosy) = 5= 3 Yeul0 @)Y;,,(0),¢) (B.97)
m=—C

with y being the angle between (6, ) and (6, ¢’). These spherical harmonics are
waves on the surface of the sphere

AYe(6, @) = —0(€+1)Y;,,(6, @), analogousto A exp(iikiri) = —y“bkﬂkb exp(iikiri)
(B.98)

so that ¢ plays the role of a wave number, and its inverse reflects the wave length (in
radians) of the waves. The spherical harmonics (for details, see Sect. X.6) constitute
therefore a harmonic system and are naturally related to Fourier-transforms, and
generalise the idea of harmonic analysis to functions defined on the surface of a
sphere.

Replacing the Legendre-polynomials by spherical harmonics leads to
|r— 7l Z Z 2g+1 o ng(e 9)Y;,, (6, ¢") (B.99)

which can be substituted into the expression of the potential

v

(B.100)
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B. POTENTIAL THEORY

Figure 3: Isopotential surfaces of the potential sourced by eight equal charges, situated at
the corners of a cube, at decreasing distance
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B.4. SPHERICAL MULTIPOLE EXPANSION

Figure 4: Isopotential surfaces of the potential sourced by four equal charges, situated at
the corners of an tetrahedron, at decreasing distance
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B. POTENTIAL THEORY

This formula is remarkable because it separates properties of the charge distribution
from the field that it would generate: Sorting the variables into primed and unprimed
leads to the definition of multipole moments gy,

dem = de' o)X, (6, ). (B.101)
\Y%

The multipole moments are a complete characterisation of the charge distribution
and contain information about the magnitude of the charge, the spatial size, the shape,
asphericity and orientation. Each of the multipoles is an independent contribution to
the potential @, whose influence decreases as 1/r6+1

[ +(

4t 1
®(r) = éZ Zg 57 ot Yen(® Qe (B.102)
=0 m=—

which is amazingly practical, as higher-order multipoles generate contributions to
@ which decay faster and faster with increasing distance. At large distances, only
the lowest order multipole can contribute, and it is sensible to expect that this
contribution should be a spherically symmetric potential determined by the total
charge. In fact, there is only m = 0 permissible for ¢ = 0, so that there is a single
coefficient gqq,

q00 = JdV’ PO o(r) Yoo (6, ) = —— (B.103)

2

Therefore, the monopole g is the total charge of the system g, up to a factor of
1/V4m. At large distances, this term would dominate the multipole expansion and
generate a 1/r-like contribution to the potential @, in agreement with intuition that
the potential, viewed from a large distance of a somehow localised charge distribution,
should have this form.

The dipole ¢ = 1 allows the three choices m = -1, 0, +1, therefore, there are three
dipole moments

Gim = JdV' r'o(r) Yy, (6, @) (B.104)
v

whose fundamental functional form is that of “charge x distance”, and carrying the
sequence further one defines 5 quadrupole moments g;,, for m = -2¢, -, 0, +¢, +2€

Gom = JdV’ 2 o(r')Y;,,(6, @) (B.105)
v

with a fundamental scaling “charge x area”, and it is obvious how this would gen-
eralise to higher order multipoles such as octupoles and hexadecupoles. The idea is
always that the charge distribution is split up into coefficients g,,, that by construc-
tion look for smaller and smaller structures and that are sensitive to the spatial extent
(through the weighting with r’g) of the charge distribution, and to its asphericity and
orientation (through projection onto the spherical harmonics Yz,,,(6', ¢")).
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B.5. CARTESIAN MULTIPOLE EXPANSION

Formally, one needs the full set of multipole moments for writing down the
multipole expansion, but there is a hermiticity constraint just as in the case of the
Fourier-components of negative frequency for a real-valued function. Fundamentally,
one has

Y7,,(6,¢) = (=1)"Yg, (6, ¢) (B.106)
which maps onto the relation

Gim = f dV’ o) Yo (0, @) = (~1)" f dv’ Cp(r)Y; (0 @) = (<1)" g0,
v A\
(B.107)

so that there are not 2¢ + 1 but rather only ¢ + 1 independent multipole coefficients
for a real-valued charge distribution. With this realisation it is clear that the charged
cube in Fig. 3 can only exhibit a monopole and an octupole at lowest order. While the
monopole gives rise to a straightforward spherically symmetric Coulomb-potential,
the octupole contribution falls of very quickly « 1/r%, so that it only matters very
close to the surface of the cube, and renders the isopotential surface non-spherical.

B.5 Cartesian multipole expansion

There is an alternative approach to multipole expansions in terms of Cartesian
coordinates, where the Green-function of a charge distribution localised around
the origin of the coordinate system is Taylor-expanded at ' = 0 with respect to the
variable r’, while r is kept fixed:

G(r, )~ G +0/G

r'=0

(x)(x'V 4 (B.108)
=0

i 1 ’
(x) +E¢91¢9]G

r'=0

The necessary derivatives of G(r, #’) at ' = 0 are easily computed to be

1 L oaa 3v: x%y; xb _ 1/-2 ..
G| =1, g =Y and gog =T VRETTV (o)
=0 r =0 r ] =0 r
using the explicit form of the Green-function in Cartesian coordinates
-1/2
Glr, 7') = [yap(r =) (r = )] . (B.110)

Here, we abbreviate 2 = y,»jxixf as the Euclidean norm of r. Then, the potential ® is
given at r > r’ as

4 W ToWAY 3v: x%v: b_ 2, ) )
D(r) = jdvl p(r’) ~ J‘dv/p(r/)[i " Yiax*(x") N YiaX“YjbX" — 17Yij () (Y + -
\%

|r — 7| r3 r5

(B.111)
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B. POTENTIAL THEORY

Applying the integration to each term in the series while interchanging summation
and integration gives

1 ’ ’ x4 ’ ’ i
D(r) ~ - J-dV o(r') + 3 JdV p(r')yia(x")' +
v \%
1 3iax“yjpx” = r’yij
21 o

jdv’ p(r)(x) (x'Y  (B.112)
\%

where we can identify the Cartesian multipole moments: The total charge g in the
first term, the dipole moment g, in the second term, and the quadrupole moment in
the last term. They contribute to the potential @ with increasing powers of 1/7, so
that their influence at large distance decreases with multipole order.

There might be an aesthetic issue, as 3y,;x%ybjx? — r?yij is not mirrored in the
primed coordinate in the quadrupole term, likewise one might be irritated why there
seem to be six Cartesian multipole moments (There are 6 independent choices for i
and j in the tensor (x’)'(x’)/) but only five in spherical coordinates (The index m can
assume the 5 different values -2, —1, 0, 1 and 2 for ¢ = 2). In order to remedy this
issue, one adds a zero in the expression for the quadrupole moment

becomes zero
—_—

Jdv'(pw’)<x’>"<x'>f—r’2%']+ P ey
\%

b_ 2
3Vai X yjpX” = 17Yij
7>

=0

The last term in particular can be simplified, as in its contraction with the prefactor

one can write: b 2

3y xf i xb — 2y ij

Yai Y]bs Yij jdv/ p(r')r’”%:o (B.114)
r

v

because of yuiybjyijx“xb = vapx*x? = r? and because yijyij = b; = 3. Therefore, only

the combination of the first two terms remain, explicitly

b_ 2
3YVaix ypjx” = r7yij
75

JdV’ o(r) (3(x) (') = 12y =
v

3Xuxb - r2 ab ’ ’ ’ ’ ’
EESEY v o) 3yt - 2y7) (8115
v

establishing an identical structure in the quadrupole term. Summarising all terms
then yields the final result for the potential

x! 3xixi — rzyij

CD(r):%+qir—3+ql] (B.116)

75

with the monopole that shows the expected 1/r-behaviour, followed by the dipole
term with a fundamental scaling oc 1/r? and an angular cosine-like behaviour en-
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Figure 5: Potential ® of the tetrahedron as a function of distance r, in the representation
D x r1t, therefore, a flat section indicates a scaling @ o 1/r1¥¢,

capsulated in the scalar product g;x'. The quadrupolar term decreases o 1/r% with
distance. The moments read

0= [ avier a= [ aver) v, (8.117)
\% \%
and ,
’ ’ ’ ’ T’
qij = IdV p(r’) (Yai(x ) yp(x)? - 5 Vi (B.118)
\

The typical scaling of the potential ® proportional to 1/r for the monopole, 1/r2
for the dipole and 1/r® for the quadrupole is illustrated in Fig. 5 for the example
of the tetrahedron. Any flat section of ® x !*¢ as a function of r indicates exactly
the behaviour ® o 1/r*¢. If there are four positive charges in the corners of the
tetrahedron, one sees a dominating Coulomb-potential at large distances, while at
shorter distances there is a dipole and a quadrupole contribution. If there are two
positive and two negative charges, however, the total charge is zero and there can not
be a Coulomb-type contribution to the potential: In fact there is no section with a flat
@ x r as a function of r in this case. There is, however, a dominating dipole potential
for large radii, and a quadrupolar contribution at small distances.

And additionally, this new definition of the quadrupole moment is traceless,

q';= Yijqij = JdV’ p(r) (3Yai(x’)a}’jh(x')b - r'zyi]-)yjj =0 (B.119)
v

such that the Cartesian quadrupole moment g;;, as a symmetric, traceless tensor in 3
dimensions has 5 instead of 6 degrees of freedom, commensurate with g, for £ = 2
in spherical coordinates.
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B. POTENTIAL THEORY

B.6 Potential energy of a charge distribution in a potential

The same result, perhaps with a bit more physical insight, can be reached by consid-
ering the interaction between a charge distribution p and an external field ®. The
associated energy W is given by

W = % JdV o(r)D(r) (B.120)
v

where p acts now as a test charge distribution situated at ¥ = 0 in a potential ® that
gets Taylor-expanded around r = 0:

] .
X+ 53,-31@ x'x! (B.121)
. r=0

+ 9,CI>
r=0

r=0

But for keeping the distinction between test charge and external potential we need
to make sure that @ is not actually sourced by p itself: The Poisson-equation would
stipulate that

AD = —4mp (B.122)

and because the Laplace-operator acting on @ is identical to the trace of the tensor of
second derivatives of @, y’Jaia,-@ = A®, it should not be contained in W. Therefore,
one defines a traceless tensor

AD

by subtracting out the trace A®, such that the potential becomes

+ B,CD

Xi + éa,a]q)

(Sxixj - rzyij). (B.124)
r=0 r=0

Inclusion of the rzyij -term does not make any difference, because

AD

x'xl (a,ajCD - T‘yI]) =X x181-8]»CD -

Y yijxixj = xixjaz-ajCD as AD=0.
—_

=r2

(B.125)

The definitions of total charge g, dipole moment ¢’ and quadrupole moment g’/ are
then identical to those discussed before, and the final expression of the interaction
energy would be

2
\

1 1 1 1 .
W == J dV p(r)®(r) ~ qu)(r) + Eq’«?,-@ + ﬁq’faiajq) (B.126)

with the interpretation that the interaction energy of nth order multipoles of the
charge distribution is sensitive to the nth derivatives of ®, and that they depend on
the magnitude and relative orientation of the eigensystems of the tensors. This point
of view is genuinely new, because the energy W can be changed by reorienting the
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B.7. MAGNETIC VECTOR POTENTIAL AND GAUGING

charge distribution, in addition to displacing it. Additionally, the nth derivatives of
the potential become measurable through their interaction energy with a multipole
of order n, separate by order.

B.7 Magnetic vector potential and gauging

Magnetostatic problems, i.e. the computation of the magnetic fields for a given current
density ;' with no contribution from time-varying electric fields require the solution
of the fourth Maxwell-equation

y 470 -
¢ikoH, = 21 (B.127)
C

where this solution needs to fulfill the second Maxwell-equation d;B = 0 as a
constraint. This constraint would be automatically fulfilled if B is derived from a
magnetic potential A; according to B! = eifkajAk, because 9;B! = effka,-a]-Ak =0,
again through contraction of an antisymmetric with a symmetric object. Introducing
the constitutive relation H; = p;; B/ brings the fourth Maxwell-equation into the form

eijkaij = pkleijkajB] = }Ak;eijke]’””aj&mA,, (B.128)

which, for isotropic media with py; = yx;/p leads to the Grassmann-relation

1, . . o 1, . . o
= ; (_)/zm,V]n - _ym_y]m) ajamAn = ; (‘Y”nam(y]”ajAn) - Y”Z(V]majamAn)) . (B129)

There exists the possibility to set the divergence yj”z?]-An =0, called the Coulomb-
gauge, showing that in fact a Poisson-type equation relates A; and j':

4ty ;

AA; = Viit (B.130)

c

after multiplication of the equation with the inverse metric. Perhaps this is the right
moment to emphasise that the ”"vector” potential A; is in fact a linear form, and
that the metric ;; is needed to convert the vector 7 to a linear form, to make the
Poisson-equation notationally consistent.

To illustrate the power of a gauge-assumption one could write eqn. (B.129) in
matrix-vector notation, for the case of an isotropic medium and brushing slightly
over the differences between vectors and linear forms, by using A’ = yijA]- as a vector,

A0 0 (A 905 00y 3\ (A} g hs
0 A 0|4, 9ydx 9,9, 9,9 |-| Ay |===E| gy | (B.13D)
00 A A, 0.0y 0.0, 9.9, ) | A, i

While the first term, where A; gets multiplied with a diagonal matrix that contains
the Laplace-operator A, defines a one-to-one mapping of each component of A; to
its corresponding source j/, the association is broken by the second term, which
is non-diagonal and supplies all kinds of mixed derivatives. But the assumption
Coulomb-gauge makes these contributions vanish.

The assumption of Coulomb-gauge yj”BjA,, = 0 provides an astounding sim-
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B. POTENTIAL THEORY

plifaction, as each entry of A; is sourced from each corresponding entry of j' in
three independent Poisson-equations. Without Coulomb-gauge, the term ai(yj”Qj A,)
would, as the gradient in the i-direction of the divergence of A, couple all three
equations. The interplay between the magnetic potential A; (in Coulomb-gauge), the
magnetic fields H;, B’ and the source ;' is summarised by this diagram,

1
jdV m‘yn,‘...

(B.132)

The physically measurable magnetic field B’ does not change under 44 gauge
transforms

Aj —>Ai+8ix (3133)
because
B = €750, Ar — €7%0(Ax + dkx) = €750, A + €7%0,;0,x = B! (B.134)
————
=0

using that the gradient of a scalar field is always curl-free, eifkajak vanishes as a
contraction between an antisymmetric and symmetric tensor. This implies that the
potential is only determined up to the gradient d; x of a scalar field x (the gauge field).
A particularly constructed field d;x can always be added onto A; for computational
convenience, without ever changing the actually measurable field B'. This conve-
nience might be the assumption of a 44 gauge condition, for instance yijBiAj =0
(called Coulomb-gauge), which is necessary to have Poisson-type potential problems
in magnetostatics.
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B.7. MAGNETIC VECTOR POTENTIAL AND GAUGING

The Coulomb-gauge condition transforms as

‘)/l]alA] =0—- ’Vlja,(A] + ajx) = y”a,A] + )/118,8] X = 0. (B135)
[—
=A

If the vector potential A; should be free of any divergence, one can construct x as a
solution to the Poisson-type equation

Ax =—y10;A;, (B.136)

effectively sourcing the gauge function x with the yet nonzero divergence of the vector
potential. It has, due to the Green-theorems, always a unique solution. Applying the
gauge-transformation with this gauge field x effectively cleans up the vector potential
and makes it perfectly divergence-free. We can always assume that this has already
been taken care of, just by writing v/ diA;=0.
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