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Abstract

We present the theory, the experimental evidence and fundamental phys-
ical consequences concerning the existence of families of undistorted progres-
sive waves (UPWs) of arbitrary speeds 0 < v < oo, which are solutions of
the homogeneous wave equation, Maxwell equations, Dirac, Weyl and Klein-
Gordon equations.
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1 Introduction

In this paper we present the theory, the experimental evidence, and the fundamental
physical consequences concerning the existence of families of undistorted progressive

2



waves (UPWs)®) moving with arbitrary speeds®**) 0 < v < co. We show that the
main equations of theoretical physics, namely: the scalar homogeneous wave equa-
tion (HWE); the Klein-Gordon equation (KGE); the Mazwell equations, the Dirac
and Weyl equations have UPWs solutions in a homogeneous medium, including the
vacuum. By UPW, following Courant and Hilbert!!! we mean that the UPW waves
are distortion free, i.e. they are translationally invariant and thus do not spread, or
they reconstruct their original form after a certain period of time. Explicit examples
of how to construct the UPWs solutions for the HWE are found in Appendix A.
The UPWs solutions to any field equations have infinite energy. However, using the
finite aperture approximation (FAA) for diffraction (Appendix A), we can project
quasi undistorted progressive waves (QUPWSs) for any field equation which have
finite energy and can then in principle be launched in physical space.

In section 2 we show results of a recent experiment proposed and realized by
us where the measurement of the speeds of the peaks of a FAA to a subluminal®
Bessel pulse [eq.(2.1)] and of the FAA to a superluminal X-wave [eq.(2.5)] are done.
The results are in excellent agreement with the theoretical velocities of the exact
solutions.!

In section 3 we discuss some examples of UPWs solutions of Maxwell equa-
tions; (i) subluminal solutions which are interesting concerning some recent attempts
appearing in the literaturel>®4 of construction of purely electromagnetic particles
(PEP) and (ii) a superluminal UPW solution of Maxwell equations called the su-
perluminal electromagnetic X-wavel® (SEXW). We briefly discuss how to launch a
FAA to SEXW. In view of the experimental results presented in section 2 we are
confident that such electromagnetic waves will be produced in the next few years. In
section 4 we discuss the important question concerning the speed of propagation of

0()UPW is used for the singular, i.e., for undistorted progressive wave.

0(+*)We use units where ¢ = 1, ¢ being the so called velocity of light in vacuum.

0(*)In this experiment the waves are sound waves in water and, of course, the meaning of the
words subluminal, luminal and superluminal in this case is that the waves travel with speed less,
equal or greater than cgz, the so called velocity of sound in water.

INote added: it is important to emphasize that the FAA to the exact solutions of the HWE
(describing sound waves) that have been produced in our experiments are pulses of compact suport
in the space domain and so have fronts. The fronts of a wave satisfying the HWE (or Maxwell
equations) always propagate with the speed paramenter that appears in the wave equation. This
means,e.g.. that the superluminal motion of the peak of a superluminal X-wave cannot endures
for ever, it last until the peak catches the front. This issue is discussed at lenght in J. E. Maiorino
and W. A. Rodrigues, Jr., What is superluminal wave motion?, Science and Technology Magazine
2(4), 1999. electronic journal at http://www.cptec.br/stm



the energy carried by superluminal UPWs solutions of Maxwell equations, clearing
some misconceptions found in the literature. In section 5 we show that the experi-
mental production of a superluminal electromagnetic wave implies in a breakdown
of the Principle of Relativity. In section 6 we present our conclusions.

Appendix B presents a unified theory of how to construct UPWs of arbitrary
speeds 0 < v < oo which are solutions of Maxwell, Dirac and Weyl equations. Our
unified theory is based on the Clifford bundle formalism!®7#%1% where all fields
quoted above are represented by objects of the same mathematical nature. We take
the care of translating all results in the standard mathematical formalisms used by
physicists in order for our work to be usefull for a larger audience.

Before starting the technical discussions it is worth to briefly recall the history of
the UPWs of arbitrary speeds 0 < v < oo, which are solutions of the main equations
of theoretical physics.

To the best of our knowledge H. Bateman''"! in 1913 was the first person to
present a subluminal UPW solution of the HWE. This solution corresponds to what
we called the subluminal spherical Bessel beamn in Appendix A [see eq.(A.31)]. Ap-
parently this solution has been rediscovered and used in diverse contexts many
times in the literature. It appears, e.g., in the papers of Mackinnon!*? of 1978 and of
Gueret and Vigier["¥] and more recently in the papers of Barut and collaborators!'4!?].
In particular in!"* Barut also shows that the HWE has superluminal solutions. In
1987 Durnin and collaborators rediscovered a subluminal UPW solution of the HWE
in cylindrical coordinates''"18] These are the Bessel beams of section A4 [see
eq.(A.41)]. We said rediscovered because these solutions are known at least since
1941, as they are explicitly written down in Stratton’s book"). The important point
here is that Durnin!'® and collaborators constructed an optical subluminal Bessel
beam. At that time they didn’t have the idea of measuring the speed of the beams,
since they were interested in the fact that the FAA to these beams were quasi UPWs
and could be very usefull for optical devices. Indeed they used the term “diffraction-
free beams” which has been adopted by some other authors later. Other authors
still use for UPWs the term non-dispersive beams. We quote also that Hsu and
collaborators®” realized a FAA to the .J, Bessel beam [eq.(A.41)] with a narrow band
PZT ultrasonic transducer of non-uniform poling. Lu and Greenleaf!?!] produced the
first Jy nondiffracting annular array transducers with PZT ceramic/polymer com-
posite and applied it to medical acoustic imaging and tissue characterization!?223,
Also Campbell et al?! used an annular array to realize a FAA to a .J, Bessel beam
and compared the J, beam to the so called azicon beam!*”. For more on this topic
seel26],

(1]



Luminal solutions of a new kind for the HWE and Maxwell equations, also
known as focus wave mode [FWM] (see Appendix A), have been discovered by
Brittingham 27 (1983) and his work inspired many interesting and important studies
as, e.g.,297400,

To our knowledge the first person to write about the possibility of a superluminal
UPW solution of HWE and, more important, of Maxwell equations was Band4142].
He constructed a superluminal electromagnetic UPW from the modified Bessel beam
leq.(A.42)] which was used to generate in an appropriate way an electromagnetic
potential in the Lorentz gauge. He suggested that his solution could be used to
eventually launch a superluminal wave in the exterior of a conductor with cylin-
drical symmetry with appropriate charge density. We discuss more some of Band’s
statements in section 4.

In 1992 Lu and Greenleaf*® presented the first superluminal UPW solution
of the HWE for acoustic waves which could be launched by a physical device**,
They discovered the so called X-waves, a name due to their shape (see Fig. 3).
In the same year Donnelly and Ziolkowskil*”! presented a thoughtfull method for
generating UPWs solutions of homogeneous partial equations. In particular they
studied also UPW solutions for the wave equation in a lossy infinite medium and to
the KGE. They clearly stated also how to use these solutions to obtain through the
Hertz potential method (see appendix B, section B3) UPWs solutions of Maxwell
equations.

In 1993 Donnely and Ziolkowskil*! reinterpreted their study ofl* and obtained
subluminal, luminal and superluminal UPWs solutions of the HWE and of the KGE.
In Appendix A we make use of the methods of this important paper in order to obtain
some UPWs solutions. Also in 1992 Barut and Chandolal*”! found superluminal
UPWs solutions of the HWE. In 1995 Rodrigues and Vaz!*®! discovered in quite
an independent way*) subluminal and superluminal UPWs solutions of Maxwell
equations and the Weyl equation. At that time Lu and Greenleaf!® proposed also
to launch a superluminal electromagnetic X-wave.(**)

In September 1995 Professor Ziolkowski took knowledge of!*®! and informed one
of the authors [WAR] of his publications and also of Lu’s contributions. Soon a
collaboration with Lu started which produced this paper. To end this introduction

1(*)Rodrigues and Vaz are interested in obtaining solutions of Maxwell equations characterized
by non-null field invariants, since solutions of this kind are[*?*% necessary in proving a surprising
relationship between Maxwell and Dirac equations.

1(’[**)]A version of [5] was submitted to IEEE Trans. Antennas Propag. in 1991. See reference
40 of!*3l,



we must call to the reader’s attention that in the last few years several important ex-
periments concerning the superluminal tunneling of electromagnetic waves appeared
in the literaturel® 52, Particularly interesting is Nimtz’s paper[® announcing that
he transmitted Mozart’s Symphony # 40 at 4.7c through a retangular waveguide.
The solutions of Maxwell equations in a waveguide lead to solutions of Maxwell
equations that propagate with subluminal or superluminal speeds. These solutions
can be obtained with the methods discussed in this paper and will be discussed in
another publication.

2 Experimental Determination of the Speeds of
the Peaks of Acoustic Finite Aperture Bessel
Pulses and X-Waves.

In appendix A we show the existence of several UPWs solutions to the HWE, in
particular the subluminal UPWs Bessel beams [eq.(A.36)] and the superluminal
UPWs X-waves [eq.(A.52)]. Theoretically the UPWs X-waves, both the broad-
band and band limited [see eq.(2.4)] travel with speed v = ¢;/cosn > 1. Since
only FAA to these X-waves can be launched with appropriate devices, the question
arises if some region in a given FAA X-wave travel also with speed greater than cs,
at least for a while?. To find the answer we did the experiments described below. We
present, the results of measurements of the speeds of the peaks of a FAA to a broad
band Bessel beam, called a Bessel pulse (see below) and of a FAA to a band limited
X-wave, both moving in water. We write the formulas for these beams inserting
into the HWE the parameter ¢, known as the speed of sound in water. In this way
the dispersion relation [eq.(A.37)] must read

(.U2

0—2—18:02. (2.1)
Then we write for the Bessel beams
D5 (t,7) = Ju(ap)e’®=Hmd) = 0,12, ... (2.2)

2Note added: we emphasize once more that all FAA X-waves generetated in our experiments
are pulses of finite time duration. As such they have fronts, which as well known propaget with
the speed cs. This issue is discussed in details in J. E.Maiorino and W. A. Rodrigues, Jr., What is
Superluminal Wave Motion?, Science and Technology Magazine 2(4), 1999. electronic journal at
http://www.cptec.br



Bessel pulses are obtained from eq.(2.2) by weighting it with a transmitting transfer
function, T'(w) and then linearly superposing the result over angular frequency w,
i.e., we have

@jBBn (t, %) = 27rei”9Jn(ap)}"’l[T(w)eikz], (2.3)

where F~! is the inverse Fourier transform. The FAA to ®5pp, will be denoted by
FAADT g (or @5y, ).
We recall that the X-waves are given by eq.(A.52), i.e

o3 (t, %) = eme/ B(k)J,, (kpsin ) Flao—izcosn—est)] g (2.4)
0
where k = k/cosn, k = w/c,. By choosing B(k) = ay we have the infinite aperture
broad bandwidth X-wave [eq.(A.53)] given by
g (psin )¢

(I))>(BBn (t, f) =

VM(r + VM)
(2.5)
M = (psinn)® + 7%, 7 = [ag — i(z cosn — c,t)].

A FAA to ®% 55 will be denoted by FAA®S . . When B(k) in eq.(2.4) is different
from a constant, e.g., if B(k) is the Blackman window function we denote the X-
wave by ®% 5, where BL means band limited. A FAA to ®3 5, will be denoted
FAA®xp;, . Also when T'(w) in eq.(2.3) is the Blackman window function we denote
the respective wave by ®;pr,. .

As discussed in Appendix A and detailed in! to produce a FAA to a given
beam the aperture of the transducer used must be finite. In this case the beams
produced, in our case FAA® ;57 and FAA® x g, have a finite depth of field?®! (DF)
and can be approximately produced by truncating the infinite aperture beams ® 5y,
and ®xpp, (or Pxpr,) at the transducer surface (z = 0). Broad band pulses for
z > 0 can be obtained by first calculating the fields at all frequencies with eq.(A.28),

1.€.,
bralwd) = o [ [ dasaa 7)o
// pdpd@’ )R3 ,

26,44]

(2.6)



where the aperture weighting function 5(w, 7') is obtained from the temporal Fourier
transform of eqs.(2.3) and (2.4). If the aperture is circular of radius a [as in eq.(2.6)],
the depth of field of the FAA®;p;, pulse, denoted BZ,,,x and the depth of field of
the FAA® ypp, or FAA ®xp;, denoted by X Z,., are given by!?®l

Wo

2
BZ = a ( > —1; XZ,.c =acotn. (2.7)

CsQr
For the FAA® 5., pulse we choose T'(w) as the Blackman window function/®
that is peaked at the central frequency fy = 2.5M Hz with a relative bandwidth of
about 81% (—6 dB bandwidth divided by the central frequency). We have

{042 057TE+008(:OS27TE] 0<% <2k
7 a . — U.o— . e , < < ’
B(k) =4 ™° i 0

o o (2.8)

0 otherwise.

The “scaling factor” in the experiment is o = 1202.45m~! and the weighting function

&5, (w, 7) in eq.(2.6) is approximated with stepwise functions. Practically this is
done with the 10-element annular array transfer built by Lu and Greenleaf!?6:44],
The diameter of the array is 50mm. Fig. 1**) shows the block diagram for the
production of FAA &%, ~and FAA®T,, . The measurement of the speed of the
FAA Bessel pulse has been done by comparing the speed with which the peak of the
FAA Bessel pulse travels with the speed of the peak of a pulse produced by a small
circular element of the array (about 4mm or 6.67\ in diameter, where A is 0.6mm
in water). This pulse travels with speed ¢, = 1.5mm/us. The distance between
the peaks and the surface of the transducer are 104.33(9)mm and 103.70(5)mm for
the single-element wave and the Bessel pulse, respectively, at the same instant ¢ of
measurement. The results can be seen in the pictures taken from of the experiment
in Fig. 2. As predicted by the theory developed in Appendix A the speed of the
Bessel pulse is 0.611(3)% slower than the speed ¢, of the usual sound wave produced
by the single element.

The measurement of the speed of the central peak of the FAA ®%p, = wave
obtained from eq.(2.4) with a Blackman window function [eq.(2.8)] has been done in
the same way as for the Bessel pulse. The FAA®yp;, wave has been produced by
the 10-element array transducer of 50mm of diameter with the techniques developed
by Lu and Greenleafl?644], The distances traveled at the same instant ¢ by the single

2(+*)Reprinted with permission from fig. 2 ofl44,
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element wave and the X-wave are respectively 173.48(9)mm and 173.77(3)mm. Fig.
3 shows the pictures taken from the experiment. In this experiment the axicon angle
is 7 = 4%, The theoretical speed of the infinite aperture X-wave is predicted to be
0.2242% greater then c¢;. We found that the FAA® xpp, wave traveled with speed
0.267(6)% greater then c¢; !

These results, which we believe are the first experimental determination of the
speeds of subluminal and superluminal quasi-UPWs FAA®7,, “and FAA®7,, solu-
tions of the HWE, together with the fact that, as already quoted, Durnin!'® produced
subluminal optical Bessel beams, give us confidence that FAA to electromagnetic
subluminal and superluminal waves may be physically launched with appropriate
devices. In the next section we study in particular the superluminal electromagnetic
X-wave (SEXW).

[t is important to observe here the following crucial points: (i) The FAA ®xpp,
is produced by the source (transducer) in a short period of time At¢. However,
different parts of the transducer are activated at different times, from 0 to At,
calculated from eqs.(A.9) and (A.28). As a result the wave is born as an integral
object for time At and its peak propagates for a while with superluminal speed. The
phenomenon of the superluminal propagation of the peak rests until it catches the
front of the wave, which by a well known result propagates with the speed ¢(= 1).
This is exactly what has been seen in the experiments and is corroborated by the
computer simulations we did for the superluminal electromagnetic waves (see section
3).

(ii) One can find in almost all textbooks that the velocity of transport of energy
for waves obeying the scalar wave equation

<l8_2 _ v2> »=0 (2.9)

c? ot?
is given by
S
v. = —, 2.10
7= (2.10)
where S is the flux of momentum and u is the energy density, given by
- L) 1 , 1 [0\
—vsl? S — == 2.11
S=vol. u=g|wor+ 5 () | 211
from which it follows that .
Ve = @ < ¢ (2.12)
u



At first sight the result of our experiement with the X-waves may suggest that
energy is flowing in our acoustic experiment at a speed c;/cosn, since it is the
energy of the wave that activates the detector (hydro-phone). However, it can be
shown ( see J. Emilio Maiorino and W. A. Rodrigues, Jr., What is superluminal
wave motion?, Science and Technology Magazine 2(4), 1999. electronic journal at
http://www.cptec.br.) that since the peaks at two different times are not causally
connected, there is no need for the energy to travel at superluminal speed, and it the
energy always travel with a speed less than the limit speed ( the speed paramenter
that appears in the wave equation) 3

3When this paper has been written in 1997 Rodrigues and Lu did not know that results and
in the published version of the paper it is writte: “This shows explicitly that the definition of v,
is meaningless. This fundamental experimental result must be kept in mind when we discuss the
meaning of the velocity of transport of electromagnetic waves in section 4.”
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Figure 1: Block diagram of acoustic production of Bessel pulse and X-Waves.
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Transdutor

Figure 2: Propagation speed of the peak of Bessel pulse and its comparison with that
of a pulse produced by a small circular element (about 4 mm or 6.67 \ in diameter,
where )\ is 0.6 mm in water). The Bessel pulse was produced by a 50 mm diameter
transducer. The distances between the peaks and the surface of the transducer
are 104.339 mm and 103.705 mm for the single-element wave and the Bessel pulse,
respectively. The time used by these pulses is the same. Therefore, the speed of the
peak of the Bessel pulse is 0.611(3)% slower than that of the single-element wave.
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Transdutor

Figure 3: Propagation speed of peak of X-wave and its comparison with that of
a pulse produced by small circular element (about 4 mm or 6.67 A\, where X is
0.6 mm in water). The X-wave was produced by a 50 mm diameter transducer.
The distance between the peaks and the surface of the transducer are 173.489 mm
and 173.773 mm for the single-element wave and the X-wave, respectively. The time
used by these pulses is the same. Therefore, the speed of the peak of the X-wave
is 0.2441(8)% faster than that of the single-element wave. The theoretical ratio for

(cs/cosn—cs) 0.2442% for n = 4°.
Cs

X-waves and the speed of sound is
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3 Subluminal and Superluminal UPWs Solutions
of Maxwell Equations(ME)

In this section we make full use of the Clifford bundle formalism (CBF) resumed
in Appendix B, but we give translation of all the main results in the standard vec-
tor formalism used by physicists. We start by reanalyzing in section 3.1 the plane
wave solutions (PWS) of ME with the CBF. We clarify some misconceptions and ex-
plain the fundamental role of the duality operator vs; and the meaning of i = /-1 in
standard formulations of electromagnetic theory. Next in section 3.2 we discuss sub-
luminal UPWs solutions of ME and an unexpected relation between these solutions
and the possible existence of purely electromagnetic particles (PEPs) envisaged by
Einstein®!, Poincaré®!, Ehrenfest®” and recently discussed by Waite, Barut and
Zeni?3l. In section 3.3 we discuss in detail the theory of superluminal electromag-
netic X-waves (SEXWs) and how to produce these waves by appropriate physical
devices.

3.1 Plane Wave Solutions of Maxwell Equations

We recall that Maxwell equations in vacuum can be written as [eq.(B.6)]

OF =0, (3.1)

where Fsec \°(M) C secCl(M). The well known PWS of eq.(3.1) are obtained
as follows. We write in a given Lorentzian chart (z#) of the maximal atlas of M
(section B2) a PWS moving in the z-direction

F = ferskr (3.2)

k=k'y, k' =k*=0, 1 = aty,, (3.3)

where k, z € sec A'(M) C secCl(M) and where f is a constant 2-form. From
eqs.(3.1) and (3.2) we obtain
kF =0 (3.4)

Multiplying eq.(3.4) by k we get
EF =0 (3.5)

and since k € sec A\'(M) C sec CO(M) then
2 =0 ¢ k= +|k| = £k, (3.6)

14



i.e., the propagation vector is light-like. Also
F?=F. F+FAF=0 (3.7)

as can be easily seen by multiplying both members of eq.(3.4) by F' and taking into
account that k& # 0. Eq(3.7) says that the field invariants are null.

It is interesting to understand the fundamental role of the volume element s
(duality operator) in electromagnetlc theory. In particular since e’** = coskz +

Vs sinkz, 5 = i, writing F = E + iB (see eq.(B.17)), f = & + i@, we see that

E +iB = &, cos kx — & sin kx + i(€) sin kx + €, cos kx) . (3.8)

From this equation, using OF = 0, it follows that €;.€¢5 = 0, ke = k.6, = 0 and
then

EB=0. (3.9)
This equation is important because it shows that we must take care with the ¢ =
v —1 that appears in usual formulations of Maxwell Theory using complex electric
and magnetic fields. The 1 = «/—1 in many cases unfolds a secret that can only be

known through eq.(3.8). It also follows that kE=FkB=0,iec, PWS of ME are
transverse waves. We can rewrite eq.(3.4) as

kvovoF 0 =0 (3.10)
and since kyg = ko + E, YoF v = —E +iB we have
Ef = kof. (3.11)

Now, we recall that in C¢T (M) (where, as we say in Appendix B, the typical
fiber is isomorphic to the Pauli algebra Cl; ) we can introduce the operator of space
conjugation denoted by % such that writing f = &+ ib we have

fr=—+ib ; ki=ky ; kK =—F. (3.12)

We can now interpret the two solutions of k2 = 0, i.e. ko = |k| and ko = —|k] as

corresponding to the solutions kof = l;f and ko f* = —Ef*; f and f* correspond

in quantum theory to “photons” of positive or negative helicities. We can interpret
— |k| as a particle and ko = —|k| as an antiparticle.

Summarizing we have the following important facts concerning PWS of ME: (i)

the propagation vector is light-like, k2 = 0; (ii) the field invariants are null, F? = 0;

15



(iii) the PWS are transverse waves, i.c., k.E = k.B = 0.

3.2 Subluminal Solutions of Maxwell Equations and Purely Electromag-
netic Particles.

We take ® € sec(A\°(M) & AN*(M)) C secCl(M) and consider the following
Hertz potential 7 € sec A*(M) C sec CL(M) [eq.(B.25)]

T = &yt (3.13)

We now write
O(t,7) = d)(f)e%m. (3.14)

Since 7 satisfies the wave equation, we have
V2¢(F) + Q?¢(F) = 0. (3.15)

Solutions of eq.(3.15) (the Helmholtz equation) are well known. Here we consider
the simplest solution in spherical coordinates,

in
qﬁ(f):Csm i , r=vax?+y?+ 22, (3.16)

r

where C is an arbitrary real constant. From the results of Appendix B we obtain
the following stationary electromagnetic field, which is at rest in the reference frame
Z where (x*) are naturally adapted coordinates (section B2):

C
Fy = —[sin Qt(afdrsinfsin p — Bsin 6 cos 0 cos p)yon
T
—  sin Qt(aQr sin 0 cos p + B sin O cos O sin ©)yyy2
+ sin Q#(Bsin® 0 — 2a)vp73 + cos Qt(Bsin® § — 2a) vy, (3.17)
+ cos Qt(Bsin O cos O sin p + afdrsin 6 cos )1 73
+ cos Qt(—Fsinf cos B cos  + afdr sin 6 sin ) yo73]

with o = Qr cos Qr —sin Qr and 8 = 3o+ Q?r?sin Qr. Observe that Fj is regular at
the origin and vanishes at infinity. Let us rewrite the solution using the Pauli-algebra
in C0T(M). Writing (i = vs)

Fy = Ey +iB, (3.18)

we get

16



Ey = WsinQt, By =W cos t, (3.19)
with

(3.20)

W - _C <aQy _ Brz aQx PByz B(z? + y?) 2a> |

r3 rd r3 rb5 "’ 7o 73

We verify that diviV = 0, divE, = divB, = 0, rotﬁg—l—agg/at =0, rotéo—aﬁg/at =
0, and . .
rotW = Q. (3.21)

1~
Now, from eq.(B.88) we know that Ty = §F70F is the 1-form representing the

energy density and the Poynting vector. It follows that Eyx By = 0, ¢.e., the solution
has zero angular momentum. The energy density v = S% is given by

"= %[sinQ B(21202 + B2 cos® 0) + (B sin 0 — 20)7] (3.22)
Then [ [ [fs udv = o0o. As explained in section A.6 a finite energy solution can be
constructed by considering “wave packets” with a distribution of intrinsic frequencies
F(Q) satisfying appropriate conditions. Many possibilities exist, but they will not
be discussed here. Instead, we prefer to direct our attention to eq.(3.21). As it
is well known, this is a very important equation (called the force free equation!?)
that appears e.g. in hydrodynamics and in several different situations in plasma
physics®®. The following considerations are more important.

Einstein®® among others (see® for a review) studied the possibility of construct-
ing purely electromagnetic particles (PEPs). He started from Maxwell equations for
a PEP configuration described by an electromagnetic field /), and a current density
Jp, where

OF, = J, (3.23)

and rightly concluded that the condition for existence of PEPs is
Jp Fp = 0. (3.24)
This condition implies in vector notation

oy =0, jpE, =0, j,x B,=0. (3.25)
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From eq.(3.24) Einstein concluded that the only possible solution of eq.(3.22) with
the subsidiary condition given by eq.(3.23) is J, = 0. However, this conclusion is
correct, as pointed in?? only if Jz > 0, d.e., if J, is a time-like current density.
However, if we suppose that .J, can be spacelike, i.e., Jg < 0, there exists a reference
frame where p, = 0 and a possible solution of eq.(3.24) is

pp=0, E,B,=0, j,=KCB, (3.26)
where K = 41 is called the chirality of the solution and C' is a real constant. Inf??
static solutions of eqs.(3.22) and (3.23) are exhibited where E, = 0. In this case we
can verify that ép satisfies

V x B, = KCB,. (3.27)
Now, if we choose Fy € sec \°(M) C sec C¢(M) such that

F[] — EO —|— ié@,

— — — — 3.28
Ey = B,sinQt, By = B,cos{t ( )

and Q = KC' > 0, we immediately realize that
OF, = 0. (3.29)

This is an amazing result, since it means that the free Maxwell equations may
have stationary solutions that may be used to model PEPs. In such solutions the
structure of the field Fj is such that we can write

Fo=F,+F =iW cos Qt + W sin Qt,

, o (3.30)
OF, = —0F = J,,

i.e., OFy = 01is equivalent to a field plus a current. This fact opens several interesting
possibilities for modeling PEPs (see alsol*!) and we discuss more this issue in another
publication.

We observe that moving subluminal solutions of ME can be easily obtained
choosing as Hertz potential, e.g.,

sin &

(¢, %) =C ¢ explys(w<t — k<z)]m17, (3.31)
<
S K =2
e =" + 7 + 92 (2 — vet)], (3.32)
1
<=7/ <= dw /dk<.
1 —wv2
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We are not going to write explicitly the expression for F'< corresponding to <
because it is very long and will not be used in what follows.

We end this section with the following observations: (i) In general for sublu-
minal solutions of ME (SSME) the propagation vector satisfies an equation like
eq.(3.30). (ii) As can be easily verified, for a SSME the field invariants are non-
null. (iii) A SSME is not a transverse wave. This can be seen explicitly from
eq.(3.21). Conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) are in contrast with the case of the PWS of
ME. In**%% Rodrigues and Vaz showed that for free electromagnetic fields (OF = 0)
such that F? # 0, there exists a Dirac-Hestenes equation (see section A.8) for
b € sec( N (M) + A2 (M) + N*(M)) C secCO(M) where F = 1y,721). This was the
reason why Rodrigues and Vaz discovered subluminal and superluminal solutions of
Maxwell equations (and also of Weyl equation)[48] which solve the Dirac-Hestenes
equation [eq.(B.40)].

3.3 The Superluminal Electromagnetic X-Wave (SEXW)

To simplify the matter in what follows we now suppose that the functions ®x,
leq.(A.52)] and Pxpp, [eq.(A.53)] which are superluminal solutions of the scalar
wave equation are O-forms sections of the complexified Clifford bundle Clo (M) =
@' ® Cl(M) (see section B4). We rewrite eqs.(A.52) and (A.53) as®*)

Oy (t,7) = eme/ B(k)J, (kpsin n)e oo —i(zcosn=0)] g (3.33)
0

and choosing B(k) = ag, we have

L aolpsing)en
(I)XBBn (t, a:) = \/M(T n \/M)n (334)
M = (psinn)® + 7% 7 =[ag — i(zcosn —t)]. (3.35)

As in section 2, when a finite broadband X-wave is obtained from eq.(3.31) with
B(k) given by the Blackman spectral function [eq.(2.8)] we denote the resulting X-
wave by ®x g (BL means band limited wave). The finite aperture approximation
(FAA) obtained with eq.(A.28) to ®xpy, will be denoted FAA® x g, and the FAA
to ®xpp, will be denoted by FAA®xgp. . We use the same nomenclature for the

electromagnetic fields derived from these functions. Further, we suppose now that

3(*)In what follows n = 0,1,2,. ..
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the Hertz potential 7, the vector potential A and the corresponding electromagnetic
field F' are appropriate sections of Clo(M). We take

7=y € sec @ @ N (M) C secCle(M), (3.36)

where ® can be (I)Xnaq)XBBnaq)XBLna FAA (I)XBBn or FAAq)XBLn- Let us start by
giving the explicit form of the Fxgp, , i.e., the SEXWs. In this case eq.(B.81) gives
T = Ty, and

ﬁm = (I)XBBnZ (337)

where z is the versor of the z-axis. Also, let p, @ be respectively the versors of the
p and 6 directions where (p, 0, z) are the usual cylindrical coordinates. Writing

Fxps, = Exps, +75Bxss, (3.38)
we obtain from equations (A.53) and (B.25):

p 0° 0?

E -_F£~ 5 06— : 3.39
X BB, » 0100 XBB, + Dtop XBBy ( )

R 2 1 32 82 82
Bxps, = papaz ®xpaB, + OEMQXBBTL +z (@q)XBBn - W‘I)XBB,L> ;o (3.40)

Explicitly we get for the components in cylindrical coordinates:

= 1 M
(ExsB,)p = I;nM\/—M(I)XBBn; (3.41a)
=t ; 3.41b
( _»XBBn)G P \/MM} X BB, ( )
(Bxss,)p = —cosn(Expg,)s; (3.41¢)
(BxBB,)s = cos 77(1}7\;[(33”);); (3.41d)
( HXBBTL)Z = sin? ﬁ\/—ﬁq)XBBn- (3.41e)

The functions M;, (i = 2,...,7) in (3.41) are:
My =1+ VM; (3.42a)
1

My =n+ —=; 3.42b
3 @ (3.42b)
My =2n+ ——=r; (3.42c)

VM
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Ms =1+ nvM; (3.42d)

M. M
Mg = (p? sin? nﬁ — nMs)M, + npzﬁ5 sin? n; (3.42¢)
1 1 1

We immediately see from eqs.(3.41) that the Fxpp, are indeed superluminal
UPWs solutions of ME, propagating with speed 1/cosn in the z-direction. That
Fxpp, are UPWs is trivial and that they propagate with speed ¢; = 1/ cosn follows
because Fxpp, depends only on the combination of variables (z — ¢qt) and any
derivatives of ®xzp, will keep the (z — ¢;t) dependence structure.

Now, the Poynting vector ﬁXBBn and the energy density uxpp, for Fxpp, are
obtained by considering the real parts of E xBB, and B xBB,- We have

(]?:XBBn)p = _RG{SEXBBn)G}RG{SEXBBn)z}; (3.43a)
(]iXBBn)Q = Re{(ExppB, )ﬁ}Re{(BXBBn)z}; . (3.43b)
(Pron,): = cosn | |Re{(Exnn, )} + |Re{(Expn, )0} ): (3.43¢)

uxpp, = (1+ cos?y) ||Re{ (Expn, )} + |Re{(Expn,)o} | + [Re{(Bxp, -}

(3.44)
The total energy of Fiygp, is then

T +o00o o]
EXBB, — / dg/ dZ/ pdeXBBn (345)
- —00 0

Since as z — oo, Expp, decreases as 1/|z — tcosy|'/2, what occurs for the X-
branches of Fxpp,, cxpp, may not be finite. Nevertheless, as in the case of the
acoustic X-waves discussed in section 2, we are quite sure that a FAAFxp; can
be launched over a large distance. Obviously in this case the total energy of the
FAAFXBL“ is finite.

We now restrict our attention to Fiypp,. In this case from eq.(3.40) and eqgs.(3.43)
we see that (EXBBO)p = (EXBBO)G = (ﬁXBBO)G = 0. In Flg 4(*) we see the
ampliﬁudes of Re{CI)XBBO} [4(1)], Re{(EXBBO)G} [4_()2)], Re{(BXBBOZp} [4(3)] and
Re{(BXBBO)z} [4(4)] Flg 5 shows respectively (PXBBo)p [5(1)], (PXBB())Z [5(2)]
and uxpg, [5(3)]. The size of each panel in Figures 4 and 5 is 4m (p-direction) x

3(¥)Figures 4, 5 and 6 were reprinted with permission from!®!.
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2mm (z-direction) and the maxima and minima of the images in Figures 4 and 5
(before scaling) are shown in Table 1, in MKSA units®*),

Re{®xpp,} | Re{(Expp)s} | Re{(Bxpn),} | Re{(Bxpn,):}
max 1.0 9.5 x 106 2.5 x 10* 6.1
min 0.0 —9.5 x 10° —2.5 x 10* —1.5

(ﬁXBBo)p (ﬁXBBo)Z UXBBO
max | 2.4 x 107 | 24 x 10" | 1.6 x 107
min | —2.4x 107 | 0.0 0.0

Table 1: Maxima and Minima of the zeroth-order nondiffracting
electromagnetic X waves (units: MKSA).

Fig. 6 shows the beam plots of Fxpp, in Fig. 4 along one of the X-branches
(from left to right). Fig. 6(1) represents the beam plots of Re{®xpp,} (full line),
Re{(Expp,)s} (dotted line), Re{(éXBBO)p} (dashed line) and Re{(Bxpp,).} (long
dashed line). Fig. 6(2) represents the beam plots of (ﬁXBBO)p (full line), (Pxgg,).
(dotted line) and uxpp, (dashed line).

3.4 Finite Aperture Approximation to Fxpp, and Fxpp,

From eqs.(3.40), (343) and (344) we see that EXBBg: gXBBo) ﬁXBBO and UX BBy
are related to the scalar field ® xpp,. It follows that the depth of the field®! (or non
diffracting distance — see section 2) of the FAA Fx g, and of the FAAFx gy, which
of course are to be produced by a finite aperture radiator, are equal and given by

Zmax = (D/2) cotn, (3.46)

where D is the diameter of the radiator and 7 is the axicon angle. It can be proved
alsol® that for ®xpr, (and more generally for ®x gz, ), that Zny.y is independent of
the central frequency of the spectrum B(k) in eq.(3.1). Then if we want, e.g., that
Fxgp, or Fxpr, travel 115 km with a 20 m diameter radiator, we need n = 0.005°.

Figure 7 shows the envelope of Re{FAA®y pp,} obtained with the finite aperture
approximation (FAA) given by eq.(A.28), with D = 20 m, ay = 0.05 mm and
n = 0.005°, for distances z = 10 km [6(1)] and z = 100 km [6(2)], respectively,

3 (k

)Reprinted with permission from Table I of!?].
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from the radiator which is located at the plane z = 0. Figures 7(3) and 7(4) show
the envelope of Re{FAA®xp,} for the same distances and the same parameters
(D, ap and ) where B(k) is the following Blackman window function, peaked at the
frequency fy = 700 GHz with a 6 dB bandwidth about 576 GHz:
— 42 — 0.5cos ¢ 4 0. 2E] () < | < 2ko;
B(F) = { 00[0.42 — 0.5 cos 2 +0.08 cos 225, 0 < T < 2k; (3.47)

0 otherwise;

where ko = 27 fy/c (c = 300,000km/s). From eq.(3.46) it follows that for the above
choice of D, ag and n
Zunax = 115 km (3.48)

Figs. 8(1) and 8(2) show the lateral beam plots and Figs. 8(3) and 8(4) show the
axial beam plots respectively for Re{FAA®ypp,} and for Re{FAA® xp;,} used to
calculate Fxypp, and Fxpr,. The full and dotted lines represent X -waves at distances
z = 10 km and z = 100 km. Fig. 9 shows the peak values of Re{FAA®xpp,}
(full line) and Re{FAA®xp.,} (dotted line) along the z-axis from z = 3.45 km to
z = 230 km. The dashed line represents the result of the exact ®xpp, solution. The
6 dB lateral and axial beam widths of ®xpp,, which can be measured in Fig 7(1)
and 7(2), are about 1.96 m and 0.17 mm respectively, and those of the FAA® x
are about 2.5 m and 0.48 mm as can be measured from 7(3) and 7(4). For ®xpp,
we can calculate*®?] the theoretical values of the 6 dB lateral (BW}) and axial
(BW4) beam widths, which are given by

. 2\/3&0. BW, — 2\/3&0

- . y A — .
| sin 7| | cos |

With the values of D, ay and n given above, we have BW;, = 1.98 m and BW 4 =
0.17 mm. These are to be compared with the values of these quantities for the
FAA(I)XBLO-

We remark also that eq.(3.46) says that Zn,, does not depend on ag. Then we
can choose an arbitrarily small ay to increase the localization (reduced BWj, and
BW ) of the X-wave without altering Z,.x. Smaller ay requires that the FAA® x5,
be transmitted with broader bandwidth. The depths of field of ® xpp, and of ®xpy,
that we can measure in Fig. 9 are approximately 109 km and 110 km, very close to
the value given by eq.(3.46) which is 115 km.

We conclude this section with the following observations.

BWy,

(3.49)

(i) In general both subluminal and superluminal UPWs solutions of ME have non
null field invariants and are not transverse waves. In particular our solutions
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(iii)

have a longitudinal component along the z-axis. This result is important
because it shows that, contrary to the speculations of Evans®, we do not
need an electromagnetic theory with a non zero photon-mass, ¢.e., with F
satisfying Proca equation in order to have an electromagnetic wave with a
longitudinal component. Since Evans presents evidencel®! of the existence on
longitudinal magnetic fields in many different physical situations, we conclude
that the theoretical and experimental study of subluminal and superluminal
UPW solutions of ME must be continued.

We recall that in microwave and optics, as it is well known, the electromag-
netic intensity is approximately represented by the magnitude of a scalar field
solution of the HWE. We already quoted in the introduction that Durnin!'f!
produced an optical Jy-beam, which as seen from eq.(3.1) is related to ®xpp,
(Pxpr,). If we take into account this fact together with the results of the
acoustic experiments described in section 2, we arrive at the conclusion that
subluminal electromagnetic pulses Jy and also superluminal X-waves can be
launched with appropriate antennas using present technology.

If we take a look at the structure of e.g. the FAA®yxpp, [eq.(3.40)] plus
eq.(A.28) we see that it is a “packet” of wavelets, each one traveling with
speed c. Nevertheless, the electromagnetic X-wave wave that is an inter-
ference pattern is such that its peak travels with speed ¢/cosn > 1. (This
indeed happens in the acoustic experiment with ¢ — ¢y, see section 2). Since
as discussed above we can project an experiment to launch the peak of the
FAA®xpp, from a point z; to a point 2, the question arises: Is the existence
of superluminal electromagnetic waves in conflict with Einstein’s Special Rel-
ativity? We give our answer to this fundamental issue in section 5, but first
we discuss in section 4 the speed of propagation of the energy associated with
a superluminal electromagnetic wave.
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(2) Ref(Exae), }

f———2 mm—

(3) Ref(Brangel (4) Rei(Brange}

Figure 4: Real part of field components of the exact solution superluminal electro-
magnetic X-wave at distance z = ct/ cosn (n = 0.005°, ay = 0.05 mm, n = 0).
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Figure 5: Poynting flux and energy density of the exact solution superluminal elec-
tromagnetic X-wave at distance z = ¢t/ cosn, (n = 0.005°, ap = 0.05 mm, n = 0).
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Figure 6: (6.1) Beam plots along the X-branches of Fypp, for Re{®xpp,} or Hertz
potential, Re{(Exsa,)o}, Re{(Bxpg,),}9and Re{(Bxpg,).}. (6.2) Beam plots for
(PxBB,), (full line), (Pxpg,). (dotted line) and uxpp, (dashed line).
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4 mm ]
= 10 km

(1) Z

{3y Z = 10 km (4) 2 = 100 km

Figure 7: 7(1) and 7(2) show the real part of FAA®xpp, at distances z = 10 km
and z = 100 km from the radiator located at the plane 2 = 0 with D = 20 m and
n = 0.005°. 7(3) and 7(4) show the real parts of FAA® x g, for the same distances.
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4 The Velocity of Transport of Energy of the UPWs
Solutions of Maxwell Equations

“Motivated by the fact that the acoustic experiment of section 2 shows that the
energy of the FAA X-wave travels with speed greater than c; and since we found
in this paper UPWs solutions of Maxwell equations with speeds 0 < v < oo, the
following question arises naturally: Which is the velocity of transport of the energy
of a superluminal UPW (or quasi UPW) solution of ME?

We can find in many physics textbooks (e.g.'’)) and in scientific papers®!l the
following argument. Consider an arbitrary solution of ME in vacuum, 0F = 0. Then
if F = E +iB (see eq.(B.17)) it follows that the Poynting vector and the energy
density of the field are

— — — ]_ — —
P=F x B, uzi(E2+BZ). (4.1)

It is obvious that the following inequality always holds:

B
Ve = 1P| <1 (4.2)

u
Now, the conservation of energy-momentum reads, in integral form over a finite

volume V' with boundary S = oV

9 { [[ [ avhiz 52)} - fasip (43)

Eq.(4.3) is interpreted saying that g dS.P is the field energy flux across the surface

S = 9V, so that P is the flux density — the amount of field energy passing through a
unit area of the surface in unit time. For plane wave solutions of Maxwell equations,

ve =1 (4.4)

“Note added: this section is completely out to dated. It is maintained here only for historical
reasons and because of the extraordinary example concerning the stocked angular momentum in
a static electric plus a static magnetic field, a phenomenon that has been observed experimentally
in G. M. Graham and D. G. Lahoz, Observation of Static Electromagnetic Angular Momentum in
Vacuum Nature, 285, 154-155 (1980). . . We now know that the energy always travel at the speed of
light. See, J. E. Maiorino and W. A. Rodrigues, Jr., What is superluminal wave motion?, Science
and Technolgy Magazine 2(4) (1999), electronic journal at http://www.cptec.br/stm.
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and this result gives origin to the “dogma” that free electromagnetic fields transport
energy at speed v, =c=1.

However v, < 1 is true even for subluminal and superluminal solutions of ME,
as the ones discussed in section 3. The same is true for the superluminal modified
Bessel beam found by Band*! in 1987. There he claims that since v. < 1 there is
no conflict between superluminal solutions of ME and Relativity Theory since what
Relativity forbids is the propagation of energy with speed greater than c.

Here we challenge this conclusion. The fact is that as is well known P is not
uniquely defined. Eq(4.3) continues to hold true if we substitute P s P+ P with
V.P' = 0. But of course we can easily find for subluminal, luminal or superluminal
solutions of Maxwell equations a P’ such that

P+ P'|

— > 1. (4.5)

We come to the conclusion that the question of the transport of energy in super-
luminal UPWs solutions of ME is an experimental question. For the acoustic su-
perluminal X-solution of the HWE (see section 2) the energy around the peak area
seems to flow with speed ¢; = ¢4/ cosn (although the “canonical” formula [eq.(2.10)]
predicts that the energy flows with v, < ¢,). Since we can see no possibility for the
field energy of the superluminal electromagnetic wave to travel outside the wave we
are confident to state that the velocity of energy transport of superluminal electro-
magnetic waves is superluminal.

Before ending we give another example to illustrate that eq.(4.2) (as is the
case of eq.(2.10)) is devoid of physical meaning. Consider a spherical conductor in
electrostatic equilibrium with uniform superficial charge density (total charge Q)
and with a dipole magnetic moment. Then, we have

- r 5 C _
E = 5 B= ﬁ(2cos9r+sm90) (4.6)
and C 1/Q* C?
ﬁzﬁxézTgsinﬁw, u:§<%+g(300529+1)>. (4.7)
Thus .
P 2CQrsinf
[Pl = (rsin # 0 for r # 0. (4.8)

u r2Q?+C%(3cos?0 + 1)
Since the fields are static the conservation law eq.(4.3) continues to hold true, as
there is no motion of charges and for any closed surface containing the spherical
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conductor we have

7{ dS.P = 0. (4.9)
S

But nothing is in motion! In view of these results we must investigate whether
the existence of superluminal UPWs solutions of ME is compatible or not with the
Principle of Relativity. We analyze this question in detail in the next section.

To end this section we recall that in section 2.19 of his book Stratton presents
a discussion of the Poynting vector and energy transfer which essentially agrees with
the view presented above. Indeed he finished that section with the words: “By this
standard there is every reason to retain the Poyinting-Heaviside viewpoint until a
clash with new experimental evidence shall call for its revision.” *)

5 Superluminal Solutions of Maxwell Equations
and the Principle of Relativity

°In the previous chapters we predicted that it is possible to launch in free space,
through plane radiators® FAASEXWs’ whose peaks propagate with superluminal
velocity. It is also know that it is possible to have signals with superluminal group
velocities in dispersive media®' =) . We emphasize that these two kinds of super-
luminality do not imply in any breakdown of the Principle of Relativity (PR) since
the method with which these waves are generated implies that pratically® they have

4(*) Thanks are due to the referee for calling our attention to this point.

®Note added: this section has been rewritten and new references have been added

6Note added: after the publication of the present paper two recent experiments have been
done where FAASEXWs have been produced, both in the optical range (P. Saari and K. Reivelt,
Evidence of X-Shaped Propagation-Invariant Localized Light Waves, Phys. Rev. Lett. 79,
4135-4138 (1997) and in the microwave range (D. Mugnai, A. Ranfagni and R. Ruggieri, Ob-
servation of Superluminal Wave Propagation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84, 4830-4834 (2000)). A dis-
cussion of the last experiment can be found in W. A. Rodrigues, Jr., A. L. Xavier and D. S.
Thober, Causal Explanation of Observed Superluminal Behavior of Microwaves inin Free Space,
http://arXiv.org/abs/physics/0012032

Tt is possible also to launch finite aperture approximations for other superluminal solutions of
the ME.

8We recall that theoretically, waves with finite frequency spectra have no fronts. Indeed, as it is
well known from Fourier theory, these waves are acausal. We think that these waves cannot represent
real physical phenomena, and urge mathematicians to develope new mathematical methods for
dealing with this problem.
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fronts, which always move with the velocity of light. In this section we want to give
a rigorous presentation of the PR and a proof that if it would be possible to gen-
erate a finite energy superluminal UPW (FESUPW)at a given Cauchy surface this
would imply in a breakdown of the PR®. Before the discovering of the existence of
superluminal solutions to all relativistic wave equations, many papers on tachyons
(hypothetical particles that travel faster than light) appeared in the literature. Some
authors, like, e.g., Recamil®® argues that due their particular dynamics, tachyons
do not violate the PR. We show also in this Chapter that this claim is non sequitur.

5.1 Formulation of the PR

We already defined Minkowski spacetime as the triple (M, g, D), where M ~ R*, ¢
is a Lorentzian metric and D is the Levi-Civita connection of g.

Consider now Gy, the group of all diffeomorphisms of M, called the manifold
mapping group. Let T be a geometrical object defined in A C M. The diffeomor-
phism h € G induces a deforming mapping h, : T — h,T = T such that:

() Iff: MDA—R, then hf = foh™': h(A) - R

(ii) If T € sec T"*)(A) C sec T(M), where T(*)(A) is the sub-bundle of tensors of
type (r,s) of the tensor bundle T(M), then
(h*T)he (h*wl, ey h*w,, h*Xl, Ceey h*Xs)
== Te(wl,...,wr,Xl,...,Xs) (410)

VX, €T A i=1,...,5,Vw; € T;A, j=1,...,r, Ve € A.
(iii) If D is the Levi-Civita connection and X,Y € sec T'M, then

(h*Dh*Xh*Y)heh*f = (DXY)ef Ve € M. (411)

If { f, = 0/0x"} is a coordinate basis for T A and {#* = dx*} is the corresponding
dual basis for T*A and if

T=T/""0"Q..00"& fu,®...® fu, (4.12)

90f course, as already discussed a FESUPW cannot be a solution of ME. So, to proceed in
our exercise, we suppose in what follows that electromagnetic field configurations (in particular,
waves) are solutions of a generalized Maxwell equation (GME)—possibly a non linear one—and
that the GMFE is Lorentz invariant in the sense explained below. We are not going to speculate
here on the nature of the GME that would produce such solitons solutions.
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then

hT =[TH " o h'h0" @ ... @ h0” @ hufy, @ ... h.f,,. (4.13)

Vi...Vs

Suppose now that A and h(A) can be covered by the local chart (U, n) of the maximal
atlas of M, and A C U, h(A) CU. Let (z*) be the coordinate functions associated
with (U, n). The mapping

gt =gtoh™t 1 W(U) >R (4.14)

defines a coordinate transformation (z*) s (2'#) if h(U) D AU h(A). Indeed (z'*)
are the coordinate functions associated with the local chart (V, ¢) where h(U) C V

and U NV # ¢. Now, since it is well known that under the above conditions
h,0/0z" = 0/0x'* and h,dz* = dx'*, eqs.(4.13) and (4.14) imply that

(h’*T)<x’u>(h’€) = T(m“)(e)v (4.15)

where T ,u)(e) means the components of T in the chart (z*) at the event e € M,
i.e., Tiuy(e) = Tk (z#(e)) and where T,/ (z'#(he)) are the components of
T = h,T in the basis {h,0/0z" = 0/0x'"}, {h.dz" = dx'*}, at the point h(e).
Then eq.(4.15) reads

Tt (x(he)) = Th 1 (at(e)), (4.16)
or using eq.(4.14)
T (@' (e)) = (A1)m L ADT a0 (o4 (hte), (4.17)

where A* = dx'*/0x%, etc.
In section 2.1 we introduce the concept of inertial reference frames I € sec TU,
U C M by
g(I,I)=1 and DI =0. (4.18)
A general frame 7 satisfies ¢(Z,7) = 1, with DZ # 0. If a« = g(Z, ) € secT*U, it
holds )
(Da)e:ae®ae+ae+we+§96he,e ceU C M, (4.19)

where a = g(A, ), A = D;Z is the acceleration and where w, is the rotation tensor,
o, is the shear tensor, 6, is the expansion tensor and h, = gy, where

T.M =[2.) ® [H.]. (4.20)
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H, is the rest space of an instantaneous observer at e, defined by the pair (e, Z,).
Also he(X,Y) = ¢o(pX,pY), VX, Y € T.M and p : T,M — H,. (For the explicit
form of w, 0, 0, see(®>61) ). From eqs.(4.18) and (4.19) we see that an inertial reference
frame has no acceleration, no rotation, no shear and no expansion.

We introduce also in section 2.1 the concept of a (nacs/I). A (nacs/I) (z#) is said
to be in the Lorentz gauge if x#, 4 = 0,1, 2,3 are the usual Lorentz coordinates and
I =0/0z° € secTM. We recall that it is a theorem that putting I = ey = 9/02°,
there exist three other fields e; € sec TM such that g(e;,e;) = —1, i = 1,2,3, and
e; = 0/0x'. A moving frame for x € M is an orthonormal basis for T, M. Let
oc:RDOI>tw o(t) € M be a timelike curve. A moving system for all points
xz € o(t) is called a comoving frame for o.

Now, let (x*) be Lorentz coordinate functions as above. We say that [ € G, is
a Poincaré mapping'® if and only if

2 (e) = Ala,(e) + a*, (4.21)

where A¥ € Efr is a Lorentz transformation and a* are the components of a constant
vector.When a* = 0, eq.(4.21) is called a special orthochronous Lorentz mapping.
For abuse of notation we denote the subset {¢} of G; such that eq.(4.21) holds true
also by P C G-

When (2*) are Lorentz coordinate functions, (x'*) are also Lorentz coordinate
functions. In this case we denote

e, = 0/0x", €, = 80z ", A = dzt, 4" =dz'* (4.22)

when ¢ € P C G we say that ¢, T is the Lorentz deformed version of T.
Let h € Gj;. If for a geometrical object T we have

hT=T, (4.23)

then A is said to be a symmetry of T and the set of all {h € G, } such that eq.(4.23)
holds is said to be the symmetry group of T. We can immediately verify that for
teP CGy

lg=gqg, {.D =D, (4.24)

i.e., the Poincaré group (and in particular its subgroup El) is a symmetry group of
g and D.

0The set of all Poincaré mappings define the Poincaré group (P), which is the semi-direct
product of L’l with the translation group, i.e., P = L’l X T . The set of all particular Poincaré
mappings such that a* = 0 define the special orthochronous Lorentz group.
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In(%? a physical theory 7 is characterized by:

(i) the theory of a certain “species of structure” in the sense of Boubarkil® :

(ii) its physical interpretation;

(iii) its present meaning and present applications.

We recall that in the mathematical exposition of a given physical theory 7, the
postulates or basic axioms are presented as definitions. Such definitions mean that
the physical phenomena described by 7 behave in a certain way. Then, the definitions
require more motivation than the pure mathematical definitions. We call coordina-
tive definitions the physical definitions, a term introduced by Reichenbach®¥. Tt is
necessary also to make clear that completely convincing and genuine motivations for
the coordinative definitions cannot be given, since they refer to nature as a whole
and to the physical theory as a whole.

The theoretical approach to physics behind (i), (ii) and (iii) above is then to
admit the mathematical concepts of the species of structure defining 7 as primitives,
and define coordinatively the observation entities from them. Reichenbach assumes
that “physical knowledge is characterized by the fact that concepts are not only
defined by other concepts, but are also coordinated to real objects”. However, in
our approach, each physical theory, when characterized as a species of structure,
contains some implicit geometric objects, like some of the reference frame fields
defined above, that cannot in general be coordinated to real objects. Indeed it
would be an absurd to suppose that all the infinity of IRF that exist in M must
have a material support.

We define a spacetime theory as a theory of a species of structure such that, if
Mod 7 is the class of models of 7, then each T € Mod 7 contains a substructure
called spacetime (ST). More precisely, we have

Y = (ST, T;...T,.}, (4.25)

where ST can be a very general structurel®? . For what follows we suppose that
ST =M = (M,g,D), i.e. that ST is Minkowski spacetime. The T;, i =1,...,m
are (explicit) geometrical objects defined in U C M characterizing the physical fields
and particle trajectories that cannot be geometrized in Y. Here, to be geometrizable
means to be a metric field or a connection on M or objects derived from these
concepts as, e.g., the Riemann tensor or the torsion tensor.

The reference frame fields will be called the implicit geometrical objects of 7,
since they are mathematical objects that do not necessarily correspond to properties
of a physical system described by 7.
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Now, with the Clifford bundle formalism we can formulate in C/(M) all modern
physical theories (see section 2) including Einstein’s gravitational theory® . We
introduce now the Lorentz-Maxwell electrodynamics (LME) in C/(M) as a theory of
a species of structure. We say that LME has as model

TLME — <M797 Da Fa Ja {(piamiaei}>7 (426)

where (M, g, D) is Minkowski spacetime, {¢;, m;,e;}, i = 1,2,..., N is the set of
all charged particles, m; and e; being the masses and charges of the particles and
v; : R D I — M being the world lines of the particles characterized by the fact that
if ;. € secTM is the velocity vector, then @; = g(©4,) € sec AL (M) C sec Cl(M)
and ¢;.5; = 1. F € sec A*(M) C secCl(M) is the electromagnetic field and J €
sec A'(M) C secCl(M) is the current density. The proper axioms of the theory are

OF =J

m; Dy, oi = ejp; - I (4.27)

From a mathematical point of view it is a trivial result that 77,/ has the
following property: If h € Gy, and if eqs.(4.27) have a solution (F, J, (p;, m;, €;)) in
U C M then (h,F, h.J, (h.p;,m;, e;)) is also a solution of eqs.(4.27) in A(U). Since
the result is true for any h € G it is true for £ € P C Gy, i.e., for any Poincaré
mapping.

We must now make it clear that (F, J, {¢;, m;, e;}) which is a solution of eq.(4.27)
in U can be obtained only by imposing mathematical boundary conditions which we
denote by BU. The solution will be realizable in nature if and only if the mathe-
matical boundary conditions can be physically realizable. This is indeed a nontrivial
point for in particular it says to us that even if (h,F, h.J, {h.p;, m;, e;}) can be a so-
lution of eqs.(4.27) with mathematical boundary conditions Bh(U), it may happen
that Bh(U) cannot be physically realizable in nature. The following statement, de-
noted PRy, is usually presented®? as the Principle of (Special) Relativity in active
form:

PR;: Let leP C Gpy. If for a physical theory 7 and T € Modr,
Y = (M,q,D,Ty,...,T,,) is a possible physical phenomenon, then
.Y =(M,qg,D,1,T,...,1,Ty,) is also a possible physical phenomenon.

It is clear that hidden in PR; is the assumption that the boundary conditions that
determine ¢,Y are physically realizable. Before we continue we introduce the state-
ment denoted PRj, known as the Principle of (Special) Relativity in passive form[©?
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P Ry:“All inertial reference frames are physically equivalent or indistinguishable”.

We now give a precise mathematical meaning to the above statement.

Let 7 be a spacetime theory and let ST = (M, g, D) be a substructure of Mod 7
representing spacetime. Let I € secTU and I' € secTV, U,V C M, be two inertial
reference frames. Let (U,n) and (V, ¢) be two Lorentz charts of the maximal atlas
of M that are naturally adapted respectively to I and I'. If (z#) and (z'*) are the
coordinate functions associated with (U,n) and (V, ), we have I = 0/02°,I' =
0/0x°.

Definition: Two inertial reference frames I and I’ as above are said to be phys-
ically equivalent according to 7 if and only if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) There exists ¢ such that Gy, D P > :U = ((U) CV, o'* = 2 o £~ such
that I' = 0.1

Let Y € Modr, Y = (M,g,D, Ty,...T,,), such that g and D are defined over
all M and T; € secCl(U) C secCl(M). Let the substructure o = (g, D, Ty,...Tp,),
be such that it solves a set of differential equations in n(U) C R* with a given set
of boundary conditions denoted b°**), which we write as

Dy (0@m)e =0 b7 5 e €U (4.28)
Then, if all conditons above hold true we must have:
(ii) If T € Mod 7 < ¢, T € Mod 7, then necessarily

0.Y = (M,g,D,0,T,...0.Ty) (4.29)
is defined in /(U) C V and calling l,0 = {g, D, ¢, T, ..., (. T} we must have

D (0 e = 03 B te € 0(U) C V. (4.30)
In eqs.(4.28) and (4.30) Df,., and D<°‘$,#> mean o = 1,2,...,m sets of differential

equations in R*. The system of differential equations (4.30) must have the same

functional form as the system of differential equations (4.28) and bEo@ ") must be
relative to (z'#) the same as b*®") is relative to (z*) and if b°*") is physically realiz-
able then 5" must also be physically realizable. We say under these conditions
that I ~ I' and that /,0 is the Lorentz deformed version of the phenomena described
by o.

Since in the above definition ¢,Y = (M, g, D, (. T},...,0,.T,), it follows that
when [ ~ I'; then (,g = ¢g,¢.D = D (as we already know) and this means that the
spacetime structure does not give a preferred status to I or I’ according to 7.
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6 Genuine superluminal motions break PR; and
PR,

We are now able to prove the statement presented at the beginning of this section,
that the if it would be possible to produce a FESUPW at a given Cauchy surface
(which is a solution of a GME), then this would imply in a breakdown of the Principle
of Relativity in both its active (PR;) and passive (PRy) versions.

Let £ € P C Gy and let F, F € secA*>(M) C secCl(M). Let F = (,F =
RFR™, where F(e) = (1/2)F,, (2°({"'e))y"~", e € M, and where R € sec Spin, (1,3) C
sec C/(M) is a Poincaré mapping, such that 4'* = Ry*R™" = Aty A* € L1, Let
() and (2'#) be Lorentz coordinate functions related as in eq.(4.21), such that
A = dot, 4P = dz'* and £'* = z# o (. These coordinate functions are related
with to inertial reference frames I, I' € secTM; (z*) is a (nacs/I) and (z'") is a
(nacs/I"). We write

Fle) = 3Fule (0"

Fle) = 3FL 00" (1.31)
_ 1- 5

Fle) = SFula ()"

Fle) = SFL " @n*" (4.3

From the equations above we get that
Frs(a?(e)) = (ATHAAT)5Fu (@ (e)). (4.33)
and also
Fos(a’(e)) = AGAGFL (2°(C ")) (4.34)

Now, suppose that F' is a finite energy superluminal UPW solution of MFE that
can be produced in a given Cauchy surface (realized by some hypothetical device) in
a given inertial frame I with (z#) as (nacs/I), and suppose that it is traveling with
speed ¢; > 1 in the negative z-direction, i.e., vp = viy, = (¢? — 1)7Y2(1,0,0, —c;).
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It will then travel to the future in spacetime, according to the observers in I. The
relations between F' and F' implies that

vp =ty = (] — 1)7Y2(1,0,0, —cl),

i.e., I travels relatively to I’ in the same way as F' travels with respect to I.

On the other hand, there exists ¢ € £1 C P such that ¢/,F = F' = RFR™!
will be a solution of Maxwell equations and such that if the velocity 1-form of F'
is vp = (2 —1)7"2(1,0,0, —c,) according to I, then the velocity 1-form of F’ is
v = (2 —1)"Y2(=1,0,0, —c1) according to I, with ¢, > 1, i.e., vp is pointing to
the past.

Now, the energy density carried by F’ is positive according to the observers in
the I and I' frames (as follows directly from eq.(B.35)). Is the energy of F” (if it is
an allowed physical phenomenon) according to the observers at rest in the I frame
positive or negative? To find an answer recall first that calculation of the energy of
an arbitrary electromagnetic field configuration § € sec A?(M) C sec C/(M) is given
by the equation

£y =P = / Tdo, (4.35)

where Tg“ = T3 - v" (see eq.(B.35)) is calculated with §, o is a spacelike hypersur-
face and do, = n,do with n,, © = 0,1,2,3 being the components of a time like
vector in the basis {0/0z"} of TM. Next, take o as a constant time space like
hypersurface. The parametric equation of o is

nyat —1 =0 (4.36)

where 7 is an invariant parameter measuring the “distance” of ¢ in relation to some
arbitrarily chosen origin. In this case do,, — doy = nodz'daz?dz®. The usual orienta-
tion given by the observers of the I frame to o is n* = (1,0, 0, 0). This choice defines
the absolute future of the observers at rest in the I frame and reduces eq.(4.36) to
2% = 7. With this convention even if F’ is going to the past (according to its velocity
vector) we have E > 0! On the other hand, since F’ has been obtained from F
through an active Lorentz transformation we expect that the relation between Ep
and Ep(> 0) will be given by the same active Lorentz transformation—and in this
case, as it is well known(®® we have £ < 0 and we have a contradiction with the
previous conclusion.

At first sight it seems that it would be possible to overcome this contradiction
if the observers in the I frame take the orientation of o when dealing with waves
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that travel to the past as n* = (—1,0,0,0). With this choice the observers at I are
sending negative energy to the past and as a result the device that produced F will
have more energy after the launching of F then it had before. It will be then a kind
of perpetual motion machine of first kind.

From this discussion we arrive at the conclusion that to assume the validity
of PRy is to assume: (i) or the physical possibility of sending to the past waves
carrying positive energy density or (ii) to have a perpetual motion machine of the
first kind. Both possibilities seems to us an impossible task''. The unique solution
for our dilema is to admit that there do no exist physically realizable boundary
conditions that would allow the observers in I to launch F” in spacetime and such
that it traveled to its own past. It follows that the only reasonable thing we can
state is that we have a breakdown of PR;.

We now show —under the condition that superluminal waves exist— that there
is also a breakdown of PR,, i.e., that it is not true that all inertial frames are
physically equivalent. Suppose we have two inertial frames I and I’ as above, i.e.,
I =0/02°, I' = 3/0x'°, which (z*) and (2'*) related by a Poincaré transformation
[eq.(4.21)]

Suppose that Fj is a superluminal UPW'? which can be launched in I with
velocity 1-form vp, = (¢2 — 1)7/2(1,0,0, c3), ¢z > 1 (Fig.(10) and suppose also that
F is a superluminal UPW produced in I' (at ¢ = 0) and with velocity 1-form relative
to (z'*) given by vp = UIH’YL and

,c1 > 1. (437)

1 (4]
o= 770707_7
o (x/c%—l \/cf—1>

f Fy and F are related as above we would have (see Figure 10) that Fy, which has
positive energy and is and is traveling to the future according to I, can be sent
to the past of the observers at rest in the I’ frame. Also, F' which has positive
energy and is traveling to the future according to I, can be sent to the past of the
observers at rest in the I frame. Obviously, this may be not impossible, but surely
if this would be the case, the world would be a very crazy and dangerous place, for a

' This statement will eventually infuriate some relativistics that are even proposiging that travels
in time with the aid of “time machines” are possible. Our comment here is that it is time to
distinguish pure mathematics from reality, both from fiction and moreover to insist in the teaching
of Aristoteles logic for young childreen again.

120berve that it is very hard to draw a spacetime diagram representing the launching of SEWXs.
Due to this fact in Figure 10 the world lines associated with Fand F refer to the motion of the
peak of these waves which are taken to birth respectively at ¢ = 0 and ¢’ = 0.
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situation—known as the Tolman-Regge paradox— would be possible. The paradox
is the following.

Suppose that two observers, at rest respectively at the I and I’ (the ones such
that the world lines are the axes ¢ and ¢’ shown in Figure 10 decide at the event
defined by the crossing of their world lines to realize the following experiment: They
agree that if I’ reiceves from I a superluminal signal (through the UPW Fp) until
event o, he will destroy I laboratory using the superluminal UPW F. As can
be seen in Figure 10 (and easily verified through an elementary calculation) the
destruction of I laboratory would occur at the event t; < t.. This is clearly a logical
paradox. We think that if some day superluminal waves could be produced, they
will immediately identify a preferred inertial Lorentz frame which would provide
a universal time order. Indeed, in any other inertial Lorentz frame moving with
respect to the preferred frame, it will be impossible to launch any superluminal
UPW that would travel to the past of the observers at rest in the preferred frame,
for otherwise we would have a contradiction. Then, since moving observers relative
to the preferred frame are not able to produce superluminal waves with arbitrary
velocities, they will realize a breakdown of PRy, being moroevor able to calculate
their absolute velocity.

Let I € sec T M be that fundamental frame. If I’ is moving with speed V relative

to I, i.e.,
, 1 0 V 0

P=r—vma " yiome:
then, if observers in I" are equipped with a generator of superluminal UPWs and
if they prepare their apparatus in order to send such waves with different velocity
1-forms in all possible directions in spacetime, they will find a particular velocity
1-form in a given spacetime direction in which the device stops working. A simple
calculation yields then, for the observers in I’, the value of V!

Inl%] Recami argued that the Principle of Relativity continues to hold true even
if superluminal phenomena —realized by the possible existence of tachyons— exist
in nature. In this theory of tachyons there exists, of course, a situation similar to
the one described above for the superluminal UPWs. According to Recami’s view
PR, is valid because the observers at I must interpret a tachyon sent by an observer
at I' that follows a worldline like the one of the F' showed in Figure 10 ( and which
by the dynamics of tachyons has according to I negative energy) as an anti-tachyon
carrying positive energy and going into the future according to him. In his theory
of tachyons Recami was able to show that the dynamics of tachyons implies that
no detector at rest in I frame can detect a tachyon sent by I’ with velocity 1-form

(4.38)

43



t tl
\ N
N . s . / / ZI
N ) \ \ /
N
- \ ’ / N /, s
N s 1
= = /
UF///t/ R = k :
""""""" VU N
7 oo N 7 g g .
AR S - / \
/ td \ ’ tl' N\
0

Figure 10: Illustration of the Tolman-Regge paradox.

given by eq.(4.38)."3 Thus, he claimed that PRy is true.

At first sight the argument seems good, but it is at least incomplete. Indeed,
a detector in I does not need to be at rest in I**. We can imagine a detector in
periodic motion in I which could absorb the tachyon generated and launched by
an observer living in I’ if this was indeed possible. It is enough for the detector to
have relative to I the speed V' of the I' frame in the appropriate direction at the
moment of absorption. This simple argument and the above discussion concerning
the energy of hypothetical superluminal UPWs with velocity vector pointing to the
past show that there is no salvation for PRy (and for PRy) if superluminal motion
exists in nature.

The attentive reader at this point probably has the following question in his/her
mind: How could the author starts with Minkowski spacetime, with equations car-
rying the Lorentz symmetry and yet arrive at the conclusion that PR, and PRy do
not hold?

The reason is that the Lorentzian structure of (M, g, D) can be seen to exist
directly from the Newtonian spacetime structure as proved inl%l . In that paper
it is shown that even if P is not a symmetry group of Newtonian dynamics it is a
symmetry group of the only possible coherent formulation of Lorentz-Maxwell elec-
trodynamic theory compatible with experimental results that is possible to formulate
in the Newtonian spacetime.

We finish calling to the reader’s attention that even if the evidence is not com-
pletely convincing, there are some experiments reported in the literature which

130f course, also I' will interpret a tachyon following a world line as the one followed by Fp
as an antitachyon, and by the same argument it could not even be absorved, showing that no
Tolman-Regge situation can be generated.

14The same is true for detectors that could be used by I'.
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suggest also a breakdown of PR, for the roto-translational motion of solid bodies.
A discussion and references can be found inl7 .

7 Conclusions

In this paper we presented a unified theory showing that the homogeneous wave
equation, the Klein-Gordon equation, Maxwell equations and the Dirac and Weyl
equations have solutions with the form of undistorted progressive waves (UPWs) of
arbitrary speeds 0 < v < o0.

We present also the results of an experiment which confirms that finite aperture
approximations to a Bessel pulse and to an X-wave in water move as predicted by
our theory, i.e., the peak of Bessel pulse moves with speed less than ¢; and the peak
of the X-wave moves with speed greater than c,, ¢, being the sound velocity in
water.

We exhibit also some subluminal and superluminal solutions of Maxwell equa-
tions. We showed that subluminal solutions can in principle be used to model purely
electromagnetic particles. A detailed discussion is given about the superluminal
electromagnetic X-wave solution of Maxwell equations and we showed that it can in
principle be launched with available technology'®. Here a point must be clear, the
FAA X-waves, both acoustic and electromagnetic are real signals wich for any time
have compact support in the space domain. Then, they have well defined fronts and
the front velocity is always the maximum speed (the speed paramenter appearing in
the respective wave equation). It is only the peak that travels at superluminal speed.
The phenomenon cannot endures for ever, it last until the peak catches the front.
This happens inside the depth of the field distance. Only the existence of genuine
superluminal waves carrying energy would imply in the breakdown of the Principle
of Relativity. If waves of this kind exists in nature is not known until now.*) We
observe that besides its fundamental theoretical implications, the practical implica-
tions of the existence of UPWs solutions of the main field equations of theoretical
physics (and their finite aperture realizations) are very important. This practical
importance ranges from applications in ultrasound medical imaging to the project

5Note added: As observed in footnote ... at two recent experiments (one in the optical and the
other in the microwave region) confirms that prediction. See the references to these experiments
in the footnote...

15()Tt is important to recall that there exists the possibility of propagation of superluminal sig-
nals inside the hadronic matter. In this case the ingenious construction of Santilli’s isominkowskian
spaces (seel®~73]) is useful.
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of electromagnetic bullets and new communication devices!®. Also we would like to
conjecture that the existence of subluminal and superluminal solutions of the Weyl
equation may be important to solve some of the mysteries associated with neutri-
nos. Indeed, if neutrinos can be produced in subluminal or superluminal modes —
seel™] for some experimental evidence concerning superluminal neutrinos — they
can eventually escape detection on earth after leaving the sun. Moreover, for neu-
trinos in a subluminal or superluminal mode it would be possible to define a kind of
“effective mass”. Recently some cosmological evidences that neutrinos have a non-
vanishing mass have been discussed by e.g. Primack et al™. One such “effective
mass” could be responsible for those cosmological evidences, and in such a way that
we can still have a left-handed neutrino since it would satisfy the Weyl equation.
We discuss more this issue in another publication.
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A Solutions of the (Scalar) Homogeneous Wave
Equation and Their Finite Aperture Realiza-
tions

In this appendix we first recall briefly some well known results concerning the fun-
damental (Green’s functions) and the general solutions of the (scalar) homogeneous
wave equation (HWE) and the theory of their finite aperture approximation (FAA).
FAA is based on the Rayleigh-Sommerfeld formulation of diffraction (RSFD) by a
plane screen. We show that under certain conditions the RSFD is useful for de-
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signing physical devices to launch waves that travel with the characteristic velocity
in a homogeneous medium (i.e., the speed ¢ that appears in the wave equation).
More important, RSFD is also useful for projecting physical devices to launch some
of the subluminal and superluminal solutions of the HWE (i.e., waves that propa-
gate in an homogeneous medium with speeds respectively less and greater than c)
that we present in this appendix. We use units such that ¢ = 1 and h = 1, where
c is the so called velocity of light in vacuum and 7 is Planck’s constant divided by 2.

A.1 Green’s Functions and the General Solution of the
(Scalar) HWE

Let @ in what follows be a complex function in Minkowski spacetime M:
O:M>32—0(z)ed . (A.1)

The inhomogeneous wave equation for @ is

82
D@:(W—v> = dmp (A.2)

where p is a complex function in Minkowski spacetime. We define a two-point
Green’s function for the wave equation (A.2) as a solution of

OG(z — 2') = 4o (z — 2') . (A.3)
As it is well known, the fundamental solutions of (A.3) are:

Retarded Green’s function: Gp(x — 2') = 2H (z — 2')d[(z — 2')?); (Ada)
Advanced Green’s function: Ga(x — 2') = 2H[—(z — 2)]0[(z — 2')?]; (A.4b)

where (z — 2')? = (2° — 2'°)? — (¥ — #)?, H(z) = H(2°) is the step function and

V=t 20=1¢.
We can rewrite eqs.(A.4) as (R = |¥ — &|):

Gr(a® — 2% 27— 7) = %6@0 — 2" +R); (A.4c)

Gals® — 2% 7 — 7) = %5@0 SO R). (A.4d)



We define the Schwinger function by
Gs=Gr— G4 =2e(2)8(2%); e(x) = H(x) — H(—x) . (A.5)

It has the properties

OGs = 0; Gg(z) = —Gs(—x); Gs(x) =0 if 22 <0; (A.6a)
0Gg 0G,
bog — . - — R — = T . A
Gs(0,%) = 0; el R 6() (A.6Db)

For the reader who is familiar with the material presented in Appendix B, we
observe that these equations can be rewritten in a very elegant way in Clc(M). (If
you haven’t read Appendix B, go to eq.(A.8").) We have

/*dGS(a;—y) :—/dGS(x—y)fy‘r’:l, if yeo, (A.7)

g g

where o is any spacelike surface. Then if f € sec @' @ A*(M) C sec Cle(M) is any
function defined on a spacelike surface o, we can write

[BiGste =)t @) == [ dGla - s =) (A

Eqs.(A.7) and (A.8) appear written in textbooks on field theory as
[0uGsta -~y @) =15 [ 1@8,Gsle ~ ot (0) = Flw) . (48)
We now express the general solution of eq.(A.2), including the initial conditions, in
a bounded constant time spacelike hypersurface o characterized by v! A 7% A 92 in

terms of Gr. We write the solution in the standard vector notation. Let the constant
time hypersurface o be the volume V C IR? and 0V = S its boundary. We have,

Ly
O(t,7) = / dt’/// VGt -t 7 — 2)p(t!, &)
E /]/dv<?| D lma = D)oo Gl
Rlt'= 05 t'=0 € )| =054 R|t'=0

+ 4— dt // dS".(G pgrad'® — dgrad'Gp), (A.9)
™
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where grad’ means that the gradient operator acts on 7', and where ¢, means that
the integral over ¢’ must end on ¢’ = ¢t+4¢ in order to avoid ending the integral exactly
at the peak of the d-function. The first term in eq.(A.9) represents the effects of
the sources, the second term represents the effects of the initial conditions (Cauchy
problem) and the third term represents the effects of the boundary conditions on
the space boundaries V' = S.This term is essential for the theory of diffraction and
in particular for the RSFD.

0
Cauchy problem: Suppose that ®(0,Z) and a@(t, T)|i=o are known at every
point in space, and assume that there are no sources present, i.e., p = 0. Then the

solution of the HWE becomes

= 1 / 0 1=t 0 =l
(I)(t,l‘) = E /// dv {GRM:()&(I)(IS , L )|t’:0 - aGRLy:O(I)(O,]I) . (A]_O)

The integration extends over all space and we explicitly assume that the third term
in eq.(A.9) vanishes at infinity.

We can give an intrinsic formulation of eq.(A.10). Let z € o, where o is a
spacelike surface without boundary. Then the solution of the HWE can be written

d(zx) = % /{Gg(x — ') [xd®(z")] — [xdGs(x — 2")]P(2")}
(A.11)

1 L , ' / /
_ E/Uda (2)[Gs(x — 2')8,8(2') — 0,Gs(x — 2')D(a")]

where G is the Schwinger function [see eqs.(A.7, A.8)]. ®(z) given by eq.(A.11)
corresponds to “causal propagation” in the usual Einstein sense, i.e., ®(x) is in-
fluenced only by points of ¢ which lie in the backward (forward) light cone of z/,
depending on whether x is “later” (“earlier”) than o.

A.2 Huygen’s Principle; the Kirchhoff and Rayleigh-Sommerfeld
Formulations of Diffraction by a Plane Screen!™!

Huygen’s principle is essential for understanding Kirchhoff’s formulation and the
Rayleigh-Sommerfeld formulation (RSF) of diffraction by a plane screen. Consider
again the general solution [eq.(A.9)] of the HWE which is non-null in the surface

49



0
S = 0V and suppose also that ®(0, Z) and EQ)(t’ T)|i=o are null for all £ € V. Then

eq.(A.9) gives

1 - |1

B(t, ) = E//S q3' [Egrad'@(t’,f’) + %@(t’,f’) + %%Cb(t’,f’)
t'=t—R

(A.12)
From eq.(A.12) we see that if S is along a wavefront and the rest of it is at infinity
or where ® is zero, we can say that the field value ® at (¢, %) is caused by the field
® in the wave front at time (¢ — R) earlier. This is Huygen’s principle.
This equation can also be used to prove that any field configuration of compact
support (at ¢ = 0) is such that the front travels with a speed that is always not
greater than the maximum speed ( the speed paramenter that appears in the wave
equation). We are not giving the proof here. The interested reader may consult!'!

Kirchhoff’s theory: Now, consider a screen with a hole like in Fig.11.

Figure 11: Diffraction from a finite aperture.

Suppose that we have an exact solution of the HWE that can be written as
®(t, 7) = F(&)e™", (A.13)

where we define also B
w=k (A.14)

and k is not necessarily the propagation vector (see bellow). We want to find the
field at ¥ € V, with 9V = S; + S5 (Fig.11), with p = 0 V# € V. Kirchhoff proposed
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to use eq.(A.12) to give an approximate solution for the problem. Under the so
called Sommerfeld radiation condition,

lim r <2—F - iEF) =0, (A.15)

r—00 n

where r = |F], © = @ — &, & being a point of Sy, the integral in eq.(A.12) is null
over So. Then, we get

1 OF 0G x
F(Z) = — (g, - PEE) . Al
@ 47r//51d5(8nGK an>, (A.16)
ez’ER
Gx = — R=[F-T|FeS. (A.17)

Now, the “source” is opaque, except for the aperture which is denoted by ¥ in
Fig.11. It is reasonable to suppose that the major contribution to the integral arises
from points of S; in the aperture ¥ C S;. Kirchhoff then proposed the conditions:

(i) Across X, the fields F' and 0F/0n are exactly the same as they would be in
the absence of sources.

(ii) Over the portion of S; that lies in the geometrical shadow of the screen the
field F' and OF/0n are null.

Conditions (i) plus (ii) are called Kirchhoff boundary conditions, and we end

with
L ,(OF 9

where Fi(Z) is the Kirchhoff approximation to the problem. As is well known, Fx
gives results that agree very well with experiments, if the dimensions of the aperture
are large compared with the wave length. Nevertheless, Kirchhoff’s solution is in-
consistent, since under the hypothesis given by eq.(A.13), F(Z) becomes a solution
of the Helmholtz equation

V’F +w’F =0, (A.19)

and as is well known it is illicit for this equation to impose simultaneously arbitrary
boundary conditions for both F' and 0F/0on.
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A further shortcoming of F is that it fails to reproduce the assumed bound-
ary conditions when # € ¥ C S;. To avoid such inconsistencies Sommerfeld pro-
posed to eliminate the necessity of imposing boundary conditions on both F' and
OF/On simultaneously. This gives the so called Rayleigh-Sommerfeld formulation of
diffraction by a plane screen (RSFD). RSFD is obtained as follows. Consider again
a solution of eq.(A.18) under Sommerfeld radiation condition [eq.(A.15)]

1 oF OGRs '

where now Ggg is a Green function for eq.(A.19) different from Gg. Ggrs must
provide an exact solution of eq.(A.19) but we want in addition that Ggg or 0Grs/0n
vanish over the entire surface S, since as we already said we cannot impose the
values of F' and 0F/0On simultaneously.

A solution for this problem is to take Grs as a “three-point function”, i.e., as a
solution of

(V2 + w?)G (T, 7, 7") = 470 (T — &) — 470 (T — 7). (A.21)
We get
cikR  GikR
Grs(,7,7") = R R (A.22)
R=|2-%; R =|7-7"|, (A.23)
where € S; and 77 = —7" are mirror image points relative to S;. This solution
gives Gpg| =0 and 0Grg/0On| #O0.
51 Sl
Another solution for our problem such that G}s| # 0 and 0G}s/0n| =0 is
Sl Sl
realized for G satisfying
(V2 + w)Ghe(7, 7, 7") = 4w (¥ — &) + 4nd(Z — 7). (A.24)
Then _ _
. R 2
Gre(T = :
RS (‘T7 r,T ) R + R ) ( )

with R and R’ as in eq.(A.23).
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We now use G} in eq.(A.25) and take S; as being the z = 0 plane. In this case
n= —k k being the versor of the z direction, R=Z-& Rit=4— z cos(1, R)
(#

- z)/R and we get
]' ! ! !
T S

A.3 FAA for Waves Satisfying ®(t, &) = F(&)e ™!

The finite aperture approximation to eq.(A.26) consists in integrating only over
¥ C Sy, i.e., we suppose F(Z) =0 VZ € (51\X). Taking into account that

R (A.26)

k=2m/\ w=kF, (A.27)

e ot f o

In section A4 we show some subluminal and superluminal solutions of the HWE
and then discuss for which solutions the FAA is valid. We show that there are indeed
subluminal and superluminal solutions of the HWE for which (A.28) can be used.
FEven more important, we describe in section 2 the results of recent experiments,
conducted by us, that confirm the predictions of the theory for acoustic waves in
water.

we get

(A.28)

RS

A.4 Subluminal and Superluminal Solutions of the HWE
Consider the HWE (¢ = 1)

32
@q> Vi =0. (A.2")

We now present some subluminal and superluminal solutions of eq.(A.2').[5

Subluminal and Superluminal Spherical Bessel Beams. To introduce these beams we
define the variables
Ee =2+ +72(z —vet)’]V? (A.29a)
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. 1 L2 2 02 . _ dwe
’)/<—\/17_702, W<—k<—Q<, U<—E, (A29b)
& = [0 o 42z — 05 (4.200)
1
T N I (A294)
>

We can now easily verify that the functions ®%* and ®" below are respectively
subluminal and superluminal solutions of the HWE (see example 3 below for how
to obtain these solutions). We have

(¢, %) = Cy je(Qp&p) Py (cos 0)e™ el =hv2) (A.30)

where the index p =<, >, C, are constants, j, are the spherical Bessel functions,
Pt are the Legendre functions and (r,6,¢) are the usual spherical coordinates.
@ [®%"] has phase velocity (w</k.) < 1 [(ws/ks) > 1] and the modulation
function j,(Q-&.) [J:(25€5)] moves with group velocity v [vs], where 0 < v. < 1
[1 < vs < oo]. Both 4™ and ®4™ are undistorted progressive waves (UPWs). This
term has been introduced by Courant and Hilbert!"; however they didn’t suspect of
UPWs moving with speeds greater than ¢ = 1. For use in the main text we write
the explicit form of ®% and ®%, which we denote simply by ®. and P
sin(€2,&,)

D, (t, ) :C’giei(“’pt_kpz); p=< or > . (A.31)
P

When v. =0, we have & — &,

_—
Bo(t, ) = O it = (32 4y 4 )12 (A.32)
T
When vy = 00, ws =0 and ¢ — D,
_—
Boo(t, T) = O Ptz = (32 4 )12 (A.33)

We observe that if our interpretation of phase and group velocities is correct,
then there must be a Lorentz frame where ®_ is at rest. It is trivial to verify that
in the coordinate chart (z'*) which is a (nacs/I’), where I' = (1 — v2)~'/20/0t +
(ve/4/1 —2v2)0/0z is a Lorentz frame moving with speed v. in the z direction rel-
ative to I = 0/0t, ®, goes in ®y(t', ') given by eq.(A.32) with t — ', & — 7.
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Subluminal and Superluminal Bessel Beams. The solutions of the HWE in cylindrical
coordinates are well known!'”. Here we recall how these solutions are obtained in
order to present new subluminal and superluminal solutions of the HWE. In what
follows the cylindrical coordinate functions are denoted by (p, 0, z), p = (2% +y?)"/?,
x = pcosb, y = psinf. We write for &:

O(t, p,0,2) = fi(p) f2(0) f3(t, 2) - (A.34)
Inserting (A.34) in (A.2') gives
ij—;ﬁ + pd%ﬁ + (Bp* —v*) f1 = 0; (A.35a)
0%22 + 1/2> f2 =0; (A.35b)
<5—; - ;—; + B> f3=0. (A.35¢)

In these equations B and v are separation constants. Since we want ® to be periodic
in 6 we choose ¥ = n an integer. For B we consider two cases:

(i) Subluminal Bessel solution, B = Q2 >0
In this case (A.35a) is a Bessel equation and we have
5 (t,p,0,2) = Crdn(pQe)eitbczmwstEnd) =y — 1,2 (A.36)
where C,, is a constant, .J,, is the n-th order Bessel function and
WE =2 (A.37)

In[*3 the @5 are called the nth-order non-diffracting Bessel beams(®.
Bessel beams are examples of undistorted progressive waves (UPWs). They are
“subluminal” waves. Indeed, the group velocity for each wave is

'U< — dW</dk<, 0 < 'U< < ]_ 3 (A38)

but the phase velocity of the wave is (w./k.) > 1. That this interpretation is correct
follows from the results of the acoustic experiment described in section 2.
It is convenient for what follows to define the variable n, called the axicon
anglel?®],
ke =kccosn, Qcr=k.sing, 0<n<m/2. (A.39)

15(<)The only difference is that k< is denoted by f = /w2 — Q2 and w. is denoted by k' =
w/e > 0. (We use units where ¢ = 1).
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Then B
and eq.(A.36) can be rewritten as 3 = ®7 , with

&5 = C,J, (ke psin p)eilbczcosnwstind), (A.41)

In this form the solution is called in*¥ the n-th order non-diffracting portion of
the Azicon Beam. The phase velocity v?* = 1/ cosn is independent of k., but, of
course, it is dependent on k.. We shall show below that waves constructed from the
<I>§n beams can be subluminal or superluminal !

(ii) Superluminal (Modified) Bessel Solution, B = —Q2% < 0
In this case (A.35a) is the modified Bessel equation and we denote the solutions by

Oy (t,p,0,2) = Co K, (Qsp)etb>zmwxtind) oy — g 9 (A.42)
where K, are the modified Bessel functions, C,, are constants and
WK = (A.43)

We see that <I>[>(n are also examples of UPWs, each of which has group velocity
vs = dws /dk~ such that 1 < vy < oo and phase velocity 0 < (ws/ks) < 1. As in
the case of the spherical Bessel beam [eq.(A.31)] we see again that our interpretation
of phase and group velocities is correct. Indeed, for the superluminal (modified)
Bessel beam there is no Lorentz frame where the wave is stationary.

The @f(o beam was discussed by Band*" in 1988 as an example of superluminal
motion. Band proposed to launch the <I>I>(0 beam in the exterior of a cylinder of
radius r; on which there is an appropriate superficial charge density. Since Kq(€-71)
is non singular, his solution works. In section 3 we discuss some of Band’s statements.

We are now prepared to present some other very interesting solutions of the
HWE, in particular the so called X-waves!*3], which are superluminal, as proved by
the acoustic experiments described in section 2.

Theorem [Lu and Greenleaf]*’): The three functions below are families of

exact solutions of the HWE [eq.(A.2')] in cylindrical coordinates:

0,6 = [ 16 |- [ Ao e (A44)

Be(s) = / [ / A6 dqs] dn (A.45)

1,0, 2 — t) = By (p, 0)Ba(z — 1) ; (A.46)
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where
s = ag(k<,n)pcos(d — ¢) + bk, n)[z + e (k<, n)i] (A.47)

and

&1 (Fesm) = \/1+ oo, ) /(s )] (A.48)

In these formulas T'(k.) is any complex function (well behaved) of k. and could
include the temporal frequency transfer function of a radiator system, A(¢) is any
complex function (well behaved) of ¢ and represents a weighting function of the inte-
gration with respect to ¢, f(s) is any complex function (well behaved) of s (solution
of eq.(A.29)), D(n) is any complex function (well behaved) of 1 and represents a
weighting function of the integration with respect to 7, called the axicon angle (see
eq.(A.39)), ap(k<,n) is any complex function of k. and n,b(k.,n) is any complex
function of k. and 7.

As in the previous solutions, we take ¢ = 1. Note that k., 1 and the wave vector
k. of the f(s) solution of eq.(A.29) are related by eq.(A.39). Also ®9(z — t) is any
complex function of (z — t) and ®;(p, ) is any solution of the transverse Laplace
equation, i.e., )

1 1

12 (,0) 180000 "
The proof is obtained by direct substitution of ®,, ®x and ®;, in the HWE. Ob-
viously, the exact solution ®; is an example of a luminal UPW, because if one
“travels” with the speed ¢ = 1, i.e., with z — £ = const., both the lateral and axial
components ®(p, ) and Py(z — ) will be the same for all time ¢ and distance z.
When ¢;(k,7) in eq.(A.47) is real, (&) represent respectively backward and forward
propagating waves.

We recall that ®,(s) and ®(s) represent families of UPWs if ¢;(k-,n) is inde-
pendent of k. and 7 respectively. These waves travel to infinity at speed c;. ®,(s)
is a generalized function that contains some of the UPWs solutions of the HWE
derived previously. In particular, if T(ES) = 6(ke — E;), El< = w > 0 is a constant
and if f(s) = e°, ag(k<,n) = —iQ, b(k<,n) = i = iw/cy, one obtains Durnin’s
UPW beam!!¢!

P purnin(s) = {1 / A(d))@_m<pcos(0_¢)d¢ i(Bz=wt) (A.50)

o ),

If A(¢) = i"e™? we obtain the n-th order UPW Bessel beam @5 given by eq.(A.36).
@3 (s) is obtained in the same way with the transformation k. = kecosm; Qo =
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ko sinm.

The X-waves. We now present a superluminal UPW wave which, as discussed
in section 2, is physically realizable in an approximate way (FAA) in the acoustic
case and can be used to generate Hertz potentials for the electromagnetic field (see
section 3). We take in eq.(A.44):

T(k<) = B(E<)67(LOE<B A(g) = "™ ag(ke,n) = —ik<siny;
b(k<,n) =ikcosn; f(s)=¢". (A.51)

We then get
o3, = / B(k<)J, (k< psin n)e F<leo-ilzcosn-dl g (A.52)
0

In eq.(A.52) B(k.) is any well behaved complex function of k. and represents a
transfer function of practical radiator, k. = w and aq is a constant, and 7 is again
called the axicon angle®. Eq.(A.52) shows that ®3 is represented by a Laplace
transform of the function B(k.).J,(k.psinn) and an azimuthal phase term e’
The name X-waves for the &3 comes from the fact that these waves have an X-
like shape in a plane containing the axis of symmetry of the waves (the z-axis, see
Fig.4(1) in section 3).
The ®%,; waves. This wave is obtained from eq.(A.44) putting B(k<) = ag. It
is called the X-wave produced by an infinite aperture and broad bandwidth. We use
in this case the notation ®5 5, . Under these conditions we get

. aglpsing)nen”

@XBBn_\/M(T—i—\/M)n )

where the subscript denotes “broadband”. Also

(n=0,1,2,...) (A.53)

M = (psinn)® + 72 ; (A.54)
T = [ag —i(zcosn — t)] (A.55)
For n = 0 we get 5 5p
(o
X BB V (psinn)? + [ag — i(z cosn — t)]2 (4.56)
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It is clear that all ®3,, are UPWs which propagate with speed ¢; = 1/cosn > 1
in the z-direction. Our statement is justified for as can be easily seen (as in the
modified superluminal Bessel beam) there is no Lorentz frame where ®% ;. is at
rest. Observe that this is the real speed of the wave; phase and group velocity
concepts are not applicable here. Eq(A.56) does not give any dispersion relation.

The ®% 5, waves cannot be produced in practice as they have infinite energy
(see section A7), but as we shall show a good approximation for them can be realized
with finite aperture radiators.

A5. Construction of &5 and X-Waves with Finite Aperture Radiators

In section A3 we study the condition under which the Rayleigh-Sommerfeld
solution to HWE [eq.(A.24)] can be derived. The condition is just that the wave ®
must be written as ®(t, ) = F(Z)e~™"; which is true for the Bessel beams ®5 . In
section 2 we show that a finite aperture approximation (FAA) to a broad band Bessel
beam or Bessel pulse denoted FAA® g, or ®ray, [see eq.(2.3)] can be physically
realized and moves as predicted by the theory.

At first sight it is not obvious that for the ®x, waves we can use eq.(A.26), but
actually we can. This happens because we can write,

1 oo > )
o3 (t,%) = Py (w,T)e “dw (A.57)

2 J
Py (w, ) = 2me™B(w)J,(wpsin n)H (w)e~“@=tzeosm 1y — 01,2, . (A.58)

where H(w) is the step function and each @y, (w, Z) is a solution of the transverse
Helmholtz equation. Then the Rayleigh-Sommerfeld approximation can be written
and the FAA can be used. Denoting the FAA to ®% by &7, and using eq.(A.28)
we get

_ 1 o D/2 ~ _ eiE<R
Vv, (hend) = 5 [ a0 [ i, (et )
1 27 D/2 ~ . ez‘E<R
+§/0 d@'/o pdp®x (ko p,0") 75 Y (A.59)
Prax, (6,7) =F ®hax, (w,T)], n=0,1,2,..., (A.60)

where ) is the wave length and R = | — 7/|. F ! represents the inverse Fourier
transform. The first and second terms in eq.(A.59) represent respectively the con-
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tributions from high and low frequency components. We attached the symbol > to
®7 4x, meaning as before that the wave is superluminal. This is justified from the
results of the experiment described in section 2.

A.5 The Donnelly-Ziolkowski Method (DZM) for Design-
ing Subluminal, Luminal and Superluminal UPWs So-
lutions of the HWE and the Klein-Gordon Equation
(KGE)

Consider first the HWE for ¢ [eq (A 2')] in a homogeneous medium. Let ®(w, k) be
the Fourier transform of ®(¢, %)

+oo
& (w, k) /d3/ dt ®(t, ¥)e~iFe-wt) (A.61a)

+00
o(t,7) = Pk | dw®(w, ke, A.61b
(1) = s | AR [ B (A.61D)
Inserting (A.61a) in the HWE we get

(W? — B)®(w, k) =0 (A.62)

and we are going to look for solutions of the HWE and eq.(A.62) in the sense of
distributions. We rewrite eq.(A.62) as

(w? — k2 — Q) B (w, k) = 0. (A.63)
It is then obvious that any ®(w, k) of the form

®(w, k) = E(Q, B) dlw — (B + Q*/4B)] 8]k, — (8 — Q*/4B)] , (A.64)

where Z(£2, 5) is an arbitrary weighting function, is a solution of eq.(A.63) since the
0-functions imply that

wr— k2 =07, (A.65)
In 198530 Ziolkowski found a luminal solution of the HWE called the Focus
Wave Mode. To obtain this solution we choose, e.g.,

71.2

EFWM(Qa 5) = % exp(—QQ,zg/élﬂ), (A66)
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whence we get, assuming 8 > 0 and 2y > 0,

—

q)FWM(t,.'L') =€

iB(z+t) exp{—p*B/[z0 +i(z — 1)]}
dmilzy +i(z — t)] (A.67)

Despite the velocities v;1 = +1 and v, = —1 appearing in the phase, the modulation
function of ®pyas has very interesting properties, as discussed in details in 6. It
remains to observe that eq.(A.67) is a special case of Brittingham’s formula. !

Returning to eq.(A.64) we see that the J-functions make any function of the
Fourier transform variables w, k, and €2 to lie in a line on the surface w?— k2 —Q? = 0
[eq.(A.63)]. Then, the support of the J-functions is the line

w=B+0/4B3; k, =B —Q*/48. (A.68)
The projection of this line in the (w, k,) plane is a straight line of slope —1 ending
at the point (5,3). When § = 0 we must have 2 = 0, and in this case the line
is w = k, and ®(¢,7) is simply a superposition of plane waves, each one having
frequency w and traveling with speed ¢ = 1 in the positive z direction.
Luminal UPWs solutions can be easily constructed by the ZM!"® but will not
be discussed here. Instead, we now show how to use ZM to construct subluminal
and superluminal solutions of the HWE.

First Example: Reconstruction of the subluminal Bessel Beams @jo and the su-
perluminal ®% 55 (X-wave)

Starting from the “dispersion relation” w? — k? — Q? = 0, we define

®(w, k) = Z(k,n)0(k, — kcosn)d(w — k). (A.69)
This implies that
k,=kcosn; cosn=k,/w, w>0 —1<cosn<l. (A.70)
We take moreover B B
Q=ksinn; k>0. (A.71)
We recall that O = (ky, ky), p = (z,y) and we choose Qﬁ = Qpcosf. Now,

putting eq.(A.69) in eq.(A.61b) we get

1 oo 2w . - . o _
@@@:@m/'ﬁmﬁnvxwammmmmwémmzw (A.72)
0 0
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Choosing

_ —Ezo sinn
=(F,n) = (2m)* 2 (A.73)
ksinn
where 25 > 0 is a constant, we obtain
© 1 27 — _
q)(t,f) =2 sinn/ dk 6*’”0511177 _/ do 6zlcpsmncosﬁ 6zlc(cosnzft) )
0 21 Jo
Calling zg sinn = ay > 0, the last equation becomes
%, (t,7) = ag/ dk e 90 Jo (kpsin n)e* s (A.74)
0
Writing k = k. and taking into account eq.(A.41) we see that
Jo(k < psin n)ei<zcosn=1) (A.75)

is a subluminal Bessel beam, a solution of the HWE moving in the positive z di-
rection. Moreover, a comparison of eq.(A.74) with eq.(A.52) shows that (A.74) is

a particular superluminal X-wave, with B(k.) = e~@k<  In fact it is the ®% BB,
UPW given by eq.(A.56).

Second Example: Choosing in (A.72)

=(k,n) = (2r)3e 211k ot (A.76)
gives

> (t,F) = cos? 77/ dk ke==olcosnlk J (T p sin n)e~k(cosnz=1) (A.77a)
0

_ [20 — isgn(cosn)(z — t/ cosn)]
[p?tan? n + [20 + isgn(cosn)(z — t/ cosn)|?]3/2

(A.77b)

Comparing eq.(A.77a) with eq.(A.52) we discover that the ZM produced in this
example a more general &3 wave where B(k.) = e=*lsnlk<  Obviously &> (t, %)
given by eq.(A.77b) moves with superluminal speed (1/cosn) in the positive or
negative z-direction depending on the sign of cosn, denoted sgn(cosn).

In both examples studied above we see that the projection of the supporting
line of eq.(A.69) in the (w,k,) plane is the straight line k,/w = cosn, and cosn is
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its reciprocal slope. This line is inside the “light cone” in the (w, k,) plane.

Third Example: Consider two arbitrary lines with the same reciprocal slope that
we denote by v > 1, both running between the lines w = £k, in the upper half plane
w > 0 and each one cutting the w-axis at different values §, and S, (Fig.(12)). The
two lines are projections of members of a family of HWE solution lines and each one
can be represented as a portion of the straight lines (between the lines w = +k,)

k,=v(w—p1), k, =v(w — Pa). (A.78)

It is clear that on the solution line of the HWE, Q2 takes values from zero up to a
maximum value that depends on v and S and then back to zero.

We see also that the maximum value of €, given by fv/v/v? — 1, on any HWE
solution line occurs for those values of w and k, where the corresponding projection
lines cut the line w = vk,. It is clear that there are two points on any HWE solution
line with the same value of {2 in the interval

0<Q<vf/Vv2—1=Q,. (A.79)

It follows that in this case the HWE solution line breaks into two segments, as is the
case of the projection lines. We can then associate two different weighting functions,
one for each segment. We write

O(Qw, k,) = EI(Q,U,B)(S[kz

B+ VPP PP = 1>1] y

(v? 1)
P P v Gy
(v? —1)
+ 52(9,075) 5 kz - U[ﬁ — \/527}2 - QZ(U2 — 1)] >
(v? = 1)
O Nt v Gy
[ b,

Now, choosing

Z1(Qv, B) = Ea(Q v, B) = (27)°/24/ 2 — Q2
we get

@, 4(t, p, 2) = Qo exp <23”(;7_7f)> /0 dX X Jo(QopX) cos { \/v;i 1 (\z/1 _t/;;) } .

63



Then

oz — ot)] 5 { Q0T (2 = t/0)2 + 7}
\/ﬁ] {QO\/@QJ—,D(Z—t/U)QﬂLPQ} ' (4.81)

1
If we call v. = — < 1 and taking into account the value of € given by eq.(A.79),

(I)v,ﬁ(ta psz ) = €exp |:Z6

v
we can write eq.(A.81) as

% iQo(z—vt) .
£ |
1/2
I (A.82)

<

D, (t P,z )

fe= Ty + =

which we recognize as the subluminal spherical Bessel beam of section A4 [eq.(A.31)].

o arctan v,

B
»

k.

Figure 12: Projection of the support lines of the transforms of two members of a
family of subluminal solutions of the HWE.

Klein-Gordon Equation (KGE): We show here the existence of subluminal, lu-
minal and superluminal UPW solutions of the KGE. We want to solve

2
(% ~VZ+m ) ORC(t, ) = 0, m > 0, (A.83)
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with the Fourier transform method. We obtain for ®%%(w, k) (a generalized func-
tion) the equation

{w? — k2 — (2 + m?)}d"C(w, k) = 0. (A.84)

_As in the case of the HWE, any solution of the KGE will have a transform
®(w, k) such that its support line lies on the surface

W=k — (P +m?) =0. (A.85)

From eq.(A.85), calling Q% + m? = K?, we see that we are in a situation identical
to the HWE for which we showed the existence of subluminal, superluminal and
luminal solutions. We write down as examples one solution of each kind.

Subluminal UPW solution of the KGE. To obtain this solution it is enough to

5 1/2

change in eq.(A.81) Qy = v3/Vv?2 — 1 — QK¢ = vh —m?| . We have

0 71

U _—
iBv(z — vt) ) sin(QEY
<I>[<(G(t,p,z) — exp{ ( )} ( 0 §<) :
7)2 -1 §<

1/2

< = [$2 +y®+ 1— 2 (z — U<t)2} , v« = 1/v. (A.86)
<

Luminal UPW solution of the KGE. To obtain a solution of this type it is enough,
as in eq.(A.64), to write

K = Z(0, B)d[k. — (X + (m” = B%)/28)16[w — (2 + (m” + 6°)/2B)] . (A.87)

Choosing
- (27T)2 2
2(Q,8) = 5 exp(—20Q°/25), 2o > 0, (A.88)
gives
LY (t,7) =

= expliz(n — 3)/29) exp(ito + p)f25) SR ZHE Oy g
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Superluminal UPW solution of the KGE. To obtain a solution of this kind we
introduce a parameter v such that 0 < v < 1 and write for ®X¢ in (A.84)

® —Bv? + /(02 + m?)(1 — v2) + 0232
q),fg(w,ﬁ,kz) = Z(Q,v,B)6 w—( ’ \/( 1?:2( V)t ) X

v (—5+ V(2 +m?)(1 —v?) +0252>-|

X0 [kz — T J . (A.90)

Next we choose

27)3 exp(—290/Q2 + Q2
E(Q,v,ﬁ)z(ﬂ) e%ﬁ ), (A.91)

where 25 > 0 is an arbitrary parameter, and where

2.2
s P 2
D=7 tm (A.92)
Then introducing v~ = 1/v > 1 and v~ = - , we get
v? —

q)f;igG> (t,7) = exp {Z(Qg - mZ)(z — vt) } exp{—Qg\/[zg — iy (z — o) 2 + 22 + 2}

Bu V0o — i (z — vst) ]2+ 22 + 42

(A.93)
which is a superluminal UPW solution of the KGE moving with speed v~ in the z
direction. From eq.(A.93) it is an easy task to reproduce the superluminal spherical
Bessel beam which is solution of the HWE [eq.(A.30)].

A7. On the Energy of the UPWs Solutions of the HWE

Let ®,(t, Z) be a real solution of the HWE. Then, as it is well known, the energy
of the solution is given by

S o G

2
) — @, V?®,| + lim // dS ®,7.V®,, (A.94)
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where S(R) is the 2-sphere of radius R .

We can easily verify that the real or imaginary parts of all UPWs solutions of the
HWE presented above have infinite energy. The question arises of how to project
superluminal waves, solutions of the HWE, with finite energy. This can be done if
we recall that all UPWs discussed above can be indexed by at least one parameter
that here we call a. Then, calling ®,(¢,7) the real or imaginary parts of a given
UPW solution we may form “packets” of these solutions as

B(t, ) = / do F(0) B, (t, 7) (A.95)

We now may test for a given solution ®, and for a weighting function F(«) if
the integral in eq.(A.94) is convergent. We can explicitly show for some (but not
all) of the solutions showed above (subluminal, luminal and superluminal) that for
weighting functions satisfying certain integrability conditions the energy e results
finite. It is particularly important in this context to quote that the finite aperture
approximations for all UPWs have, of course, finite energy. For the case in which &
given by eq.(A.95) is used to generate solutions for, e.g., Maxwell or Dirac fields (see
Appendix B), the conditions for the energy of these fields to be finite will in general
be different from the condition that gives for ® a finite energy. This problem will
be discussed with more details in another paper.

B A Unified Theory for Construction of UPWs
Solutions of Maxwell, Dirac and Weyl Equa-
tions

In this appendix we briefly recall the main results concerning the theory of Clifford
algebras (and bundles) and their relationship with the Grassmann algebras (and
bundles). Also the concept of Dirac-Hestenes spinors and their relationship with
the usual Dirac spinors used by physicists is clarified. We introduce moreover the
concepts of the Clifford and Spin-Clifford bundles of spacetime and the Clifford cal-
culus. As we shall see, this formalism provides a unified theory for the construction
of UPWs subluminal, luminal and superluminal solutions of Maxwell, Dirac and
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Weyl equations. More details on the topics of this appendix can be found in!®~*!

andBY,

B.1 Mathematical Preliminaries

Let M = (M,g, D) be Minkowski spacetime. (M, g) is a four-dimensional time
oriented and space oriented Lorentzian manifold, with M ~ R* and ¢ € sec(T* M x
T*M) being a Lorentzian metric of signature (1,3). T*M [T'M] is the cotangent [tan-
gent] bundle. T*M = U,y TXM and TM = Uyep T, M, and T,M ~ TXM ~ R"?,
where IR'® is the Minkowski vector spacel®61:621 D is the Levi-Civita connection
of g, i.e., Dg = 0, T(D) = 0. Also R(D) = 0, T and R being respectively the
torsion and curvature tensors. Now, the Clifford bundle of differential forms C/(M)
is the bundle of algebras Cl(M) = UyepCU(T; M), where Vo € M,C0(T;M) = Cl, 3,
the so called spacetime algebral®$!'=8%. Locally as a linear space over the real field
IR, C/(T;(M)) is isomorphic to the Cartan algebra A(7;M) of the cotangent space
and \(T:M) = 31y N*(TM), where N (T M) is the (1)-dimensional space of k-
forms. The Cartan bundle A(M) = Uyenr A(T2 M) can then be thought as “embed-
ded” in C/(M). In this way sections of C/(M) can be represented as a sum of inhomo-
geneous differential forms. Let {e, = %} €secTM, (n=0,1,2,3) be an orthonor-
mal basis g(e,, e,) = 1, = diag(1, =1, —1,—1) and let {7 = da*} € sec A'(M) C
sec Cl(M) be the dual basis. Then, the fundamental Clifford product (denoted in
what follows by juxtaposition of symbols) is generated by v + 474" = 2n* and
if C € secCl(M) we have

1 v 1 v
C=s+uy"+ abuﬂ”’Y + gaw,pfy“v ¥ +py°, (B.1)
where 7v° = 799142~% = da®dztdz?da?® is the volume element and s, vy, by, Gup,

p € sec N (M) C secCl(M). For A, € sec \"(M) C secCl(M), B, € sec \°(M)
we define®$? A, - By = (A,By), 4 and A, A By = (A,B;),1s, where ( ) is the
component in A*(M) of the Clifford field.

Besides the vector bundle C/(M) we also need to introduce another vector bundle
Clspin, (1,3 (M) [Spin, (1,3) ~ SL(2,@)] called the Spin-Clifford bundle®*-84. We
can show that Clspin, (1,3)(M) =~ C{(M)/R, i.e. it is a quotient bundle. This means
that sections of Cégpin+(173)(]\/[ ) are equivalence classes of sections of the Clifford
bundle, i.e., they are equivalence sections of non-homogeneous differential forms
(see eqs.(B.2,B.3) below).

Now, as is well known, an electromagnetic field is represented by F' € sec A*(M) C
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sec C{(M). How to represent the Dirac spinor fields in this formalism ? We can show
that the even sections of C€Spin+(1,3)(M), called Dirac-Hestenes spinor fields, do the
job. If we fix two orthonormal basis ¥ = {y#} as before, and & = {#* = Ry*R =
Ay} with A* € SO, (1,3) and R(z) € Spin, (1,3) Vo € M, RR = RR = 1, and
where ~is the reversion operator in (/) 3, then®®! the representatives of an even
section 1 € sec C@Spin+(173)(M) are the sections ¢s; and vy, of C/(M) related by

Yy = YR (B.Q)
and )
s, = 5+ Ebw/y”*y” + p7S. (B.3)

Note that s has the correct number of degrees of freedom in order to represent a
Dirac spinor field, which is not the case with the so called Dirac-Kéahler spinor field
(seel®81]).

Let x be the Hodge star operator « : A¥(M) — A" *(M). We can show that
if A, € sec \'(M) C secCl(M) we have xA = A%, Let d and & be respectively
the differential and Hodge codifferential operators acting on sections of A\(M). If
wy € sec \*(M) C secCl(M), then dw, = (—=1)? % 1 d * w,, with x 'x = identity.

The Dirac operator acting on sections of C/(M) is the invariant first order dif-
ferential operator

0=1"D,,, (B.4)

and we can show the very important result (see e.g.):
O=90N+0 =d-—. (B.5)
With these preliminaries we can write Maxwell and Dirac equations as follows/528%;
OF =0, (B.6)
sy v + miysy® = 0. (B.7)

We discuss more this last equation (Dirac-Hestenes equation) in section B.4. If
m = 0 we have the massless Dirac equation

which is Weyl’s equation when )y, is reduced to a Weyl spinor field (see eq.(B.12 be-
low). Note that in this formalism Maxwell equations condensed in a single equation!
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Also, the specification of 15, depends on the frame Y. When no confusion arises we
represent s, simply by ).

When 515 # 0, where ~ is the reversion operator, we can show that 5 has
the following canonical decomposition:

s = \/ﬁeﬁ%/?R, (B.9)

where p, 8 € sec \"(M) C secC/(M) and R € Spin, (1,3) C Cliy, Vo e M. fis
called the Takabayasi anglel®.

If we want to work in terms of the usual spinor field formalism, we can translate
our results by choosing, for example, the standard matrix representation of {7*}, and
for 15, given by eq.(B.3) we have the following (standard) matrix representation (!

_ [ &1 —93
U = < b & ) , (B.10)
where

_ S — ibl2 b13 - ib23 o _b03 + Zp _b01 _|_ ib02
¢1 = < —bi3 —ibys s+ ibio ) NS < by — ibyy  bos + ip ) , (B.11)

with s, by, ... real functions; * denotes the complex conjugation. Right multiplica-
tion by

o O O

gives the usual Dirac spinor field.
We need also the concept of Weyl spinors. By definition, 1) € sec C¢* (M) is a
Weyl spinor if!®?!
Vs = F1hygr . (B.12)
The positive [negative] “eigenstate” of 5 will be denoted o, [¢)_]. For a general
Y € secClt (M) we can verify that

1
Ve =S¥ F 15972 (B.13)
are Weyl spinors with eigenvalues 1 of eq.(B.12).

We recall that the even subbundle C/* (M) of C/(M) is such that its typical fiber
is the Pauli algebra Cls = C/{ 4 (which is isomorphic to @’(2), the algebra of 2 x 2
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complex matrices). The isomorphism Cls = C€f’3 is exhibited by putting o; = v;70,
whence 0;0; + 0;0; = 26;;. We recall alsol®®!] that the Dirac algebra is (4, = @'(4)
(see section B4) and Cfy; = @' ® C/; 315

B.2 Inertial Reference Frames (I), Observers and Naturally
Adapted Coordinate Systems

Let M = (M, g, D) be Minkowski spacetime. An inertial reference frame (irf) I is
a timelike vector field I € secTM pointing into the future such that g(I,I) = 1
and DI = 0. Each integral line of I is called an inertial observer. The coordinate
functions (x*), u = 0,1,2,3 of the maximal atlas of M are said to be a naturally
adapted coordinate system to I (nacs/I) if [ = 9/02° (6152, Putting I = e, we can
find e; = 9/0x',i = 1,2,3 such that g(e,,e,) = n,, and the coordinate functions
x# are the usual Einstein-Lorentz ones and have a precise operational meaning:
2% = ¢t™), where t is measured by “ideal clocks” at rest on I and synchronized “i
la Einstein”, 2%,i = 1,2, 3 are determined with ideal rules/®"62l. (We use units where
c=1.)

B.3 Maxwell Theory in (/(M) and the Hertz Potential

Let e, € secTM be an orthonormal basis, g(e,, e,) = 1, and e, = 0/0z" (p,v =
0,1,2,3), such that e, determines an IRF. Let v* € sec A*(M) C secCl(M) be the
dual basis and let v, = 71,,7” be the reciprocal basis to v*, i.e., y*.7, = 6. We
have v* = dxz*.

As is well known the electromagnetic field is represented by a two-form F' €
sec \*(M) C sec CL(M). We have

0 —-E' —-E? —FE

E' 0 -B® B?

E? B? 0 -B' [’
E* —-B* B! 0

1
F = §F‘“’fyufy,,, = (B.14)

where (E', E?, E3) and (B!, B?, B?) are respectively the Cartesian components of
the electric and magnetic fields. Let J € sec \' (M) C sec C/(M) be such that

15(*)

c is the constant called velocity of light in vacuum. In view of the superluminal and sub-
luminal solutions of Maxwell equations found in this paper we don’t think the terminology to be
still satisfactory.
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J = J*y, = pyo + J'n + Py + P, (B.15)

where p and (J', J?, J3) are respectively the Cartesian components of the charge
and of the three-dimensional current densities.

We now write Maxwell equation given by B.6 in C¢T (M), the even sub-algebra
of CL(M). The typical fiber of C¢T (M), which is a vector bundle, is isomorphic to
the Pauli algebra (see section B1). We put

0 = Y0, 1= 010203 = 111727 = Vs- (B.16)

Recall that i commutes with bivectors and since i* = —1 it acts like the imagi-
nary unit i = y/—1 in C£*(M). From eq.(B.14), we get

F=E+iB (B.17)

with E = E'G;, B = Big;, i,j = 1,2,3. Now, since d = 7,0" we get dyy =
0/02° + ;0" = 0/0x° — V. Multiplying eq.(B.6) on the right by 7, we have

M0 F 0 = I,
(0/02° — V)(—E +iB) = p+ J, (B.18)
where we used 7°Fy, = —E 4 iB and J = Ji#;. From eq.(B.18) we have
—0yE +i0yB+VE —iVB=p+.J (B.19)
—E +i0B+V.E4+VAE—-iV.B—iVAB=p+J  (B.20)
We have also . .
VAA=Vx A (B.21)

since the usual vector product between two vectors @ = a'd;, b = b'd; can be
identified with the dual of the bivector @ A b through the formula @ x b = —i(@ A
5) Observe that in this formalism @ x b is a true vector and not the meaningless
pseudovector of the Gibbs vector calculus. Using eq.(B.21) and equating the terms
with the same grade we obtain

V.E:p; ng—agﬁzf;
(B.22)
VxE+0B=0; V.B=0;
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which are Maxwell equations in the usual vector notation.
We now introduce the concept of Hertz potential™ which permits us to find
nontrivial solutions of the free “vacuum” Maxwell equation

oF =0 (B.23)
once we know nontrivial solutions of the scalar wave equation,
O = (8?/0t> — V*)® = 0; & € sec \*(M) C sec CL(M) . (B.24)

Let A € sec \'(M) C secCl(M) be the vector potential. We fix the Lorentz
gauge, i.e., 0.A = —JA = 0 such that ' = 0A = (d — §)A = dA. We have the
following important result:

Theorem: Let m € sec A*(M) C secCl(M) be the so called Hertz potential. If 7
satisfies the wave equation, i.e., Or = 9*1r = (d — §)(d — §)m = —(dd + dd)T = 0
and if we take A = —d7, then F' = 0A satisfies the Maxwell equation 0F = 0.

The proof is trivial. Indeed, A = —d7, implies 4 = —6?7 = 0 and F' = 0A =
dA. Then OF = (d — 6)(d — 0)A = dd(éw) = —*dm = 0, since ddr = —ddm from
0?m = 0.

From this result we see that if ® € sec A\*(M) C secCl(M) satisfies 0?°® = 0,
then we can find non trivial solution of OF = 0, using a Hertz potential given, e.g.,
by

T =Dy, . (B.25)

In section 3 this equation is used to generate the superluminal electromagnetic X-
wave.

We now express the Hertz potential and its relation with the E and B fields, in
order for our reader to see more familiar formulas. We write 7 as sum of electric
and magnetic parts, i.e.,

T = T + 1Ty,

(B.26)
7?@ — _ﬂ.Oi&i’ 7?m — _7.r235'1 + 71.136*2 _ 71.126:3
Then, since A = 0.7 we have
1 —
A = 5(8# ) (B.27)
Avy = =0T+ V.7 — (V X Tp) (B.28)
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and since A = A*y, we also have

0

0 _ v~ . A Aiz
A—V.’ﬂ'e, A—Agl——@

Te+V X Ty, .

Since E = —VA° — %Z and B = V x A, we obtain
T

—00(V X Tpy) =V XV X Ty ; (B.29)

E =
B=V X (=074 V x7p)=—00(VXT)+VXVxi,. (B30
We define Ee, ée, Em, B,, by

E,=-VxVx#, ; Bo=-0(Vx7) ;

Z, & B.31
Epn=-0(VX7Ty) ; Bn=VXVXT, . ( )

We now introduce the 1-forms of stress-energy. Since JF = 0 we have FO =0.
Multiplying the first of these equation on the left by F' and the second on the right
by F' and summing we have:

(1/2)(FOF + FOF) = 8,((1/2) Fy"F) = 0,T" = 0, (B.32)

where FO = —(0u3Fapr™y?)7*. Now,
1 L y 1 v
—5(FV'F)y” = =S (Fy"FY") (B.33)
X 1
Since v*.F = 5(7”]7 — Fy") = F.y*) we have
uv n v 1 w2 v
™ = —((FEA)Fy )0 = 50" F ")

v 1 v

= —(FA").(FA") — §(F F)yk.y (B.34)
1

— FﬂaF/\Vna)\_anuyFaﬁFaﬁ?

which we recognize as the stress-energy momentum tensor of the electromagnetic
field, and T# = T",.
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By writing F' = E + 1B as before we can immediately verify that

1
Tg = —§F’YUF
]_ — — — —
= 5(E2+BZ)+(E x B)| 7. (B.35)

We have already shown that d, 7" = 0, and we can easily show that
0.T" = 0. (B.36)

We now define the density of angular momentum. Choose as before a Lorentzian
chart (z*) of the maximal atlas of M and consider the 1-form = = aztvy, = x,7"
Define

1
MM:"L'/\TM:§

It is trivial to verify that as 7}, = T,, and 9,T"" = 0, it holds

(2T — 2 Top)V* N .

o"M, = 0. (B.37)
The invariants of the electromagnetic field F' are F. F and F'A F and

F?=F F+FAF;
1
F.F=—SF"F,;  FAF= s F*™ FPe s (B.38)
Writing as before F' = E +iB we have
F?=(E?-B)+2AEB=F F+FAF. (B.39)

B.4 Dirac Theory in C{(M)

Let ¥ = {y*} € sec \'(M) C secC{(M) be an orthonormal basis. Let 1)y €
sec(A\"(M)+N\*(M)+A\"*(M)) C secCL(M) be the representative of a Dirac-Hestenes
Spinor field in the basis ¥. Then, the representative of Dirac equation in C4(M) is
the following equation (f = ¢ =1):

Osy172 + mipsyo = 0. (B.40)

The proof is as follows:
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Consider the complezification Clo(M) of CL(M) called the complex Clifford bun-
dle. Then Cle(M) = @' ® CL(M) and by the results of section Bl it is trivial to see
that the typical fiber of Clc (M) is Clyy = @' ® Cl, 3, the Dirac algebra. Now let
{Ty,T1, Ty, T3, Ty} Csec \'(M) C secCle(M) be an orthonormal basis with

Fan + FbFa = 2gab ) (B41)
gap = diag(+1,+1,+1,+1,—1) .

Let us identify v, = I',)I'y and call I = I'oI'yI'sI'sI"s. Since I? = —1 and I
commutes with all elements of Cly; we identify I with : = /-1 and ~, with the
fundamental set of C{(M). Then if A € secClc(M) we have

| — L
A= @y + Aeyu + 5B + 57 NN + By (B.42)

where @, ®,, A%, BY, 7677 € sec @' ® A(M) C secCle(M), i.e., Yz € M, ®,(z),
P, (x), A%(x), B (x), 787" (x) are complex numbers.
Now,

f=50 450 +imm); =1,

is a primitive idempotent field of Clo(M). We can show that if = 757 f. From
(B.40) we can write the following equation in Clq(M):

OYsyemif — mipsyof =0 (B.43)
Oy f — mabs f = 0 (B.44)

and we have the following equation for ¥ = 5 f:
10V — mW¥ = (. (B.45)

Using for v, the standard matrix representation (denoted here by 1”) we get
that the matrix representation of eq.(B.45) is

iV 9, W) — m|W) = 0 (B.46)

where now |®) is a usual Dirac spinor field.
We now define a potential for the Dirac-Hestenes field ¢s;. Since ¢, € sec CLT (M)
it is clear that there exist A and B € sec A' (M) C sec C£(M) such that
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since

S=0A; B=0NA—-v0AB; P=-0.B.
We see that when m = 0, vy, satisfies the Weyl equation

Oipy = 0. (B.50)

Using eq.(B.50) we see that
0’A=0°B =0. (B.51)

This last equation allows us to find UPWs solutions for the Weyl equation once
we know UPWs solutions of the scalar wave equation O® = 0, & € sec /\O(M) C
secC{(M). Indeed it is enough to put A = (A + v5B) = ®(1 + v5)v, where v is a
constant 1-form field. This result has been be used in*®! to present subluminal and
superluminal solutions of the Weyl equation.

We know (see appendix A, section A5) that the Klein-Gordon equation have
superluminal solutions. Let ®. be a superluminal solution of O®. + m2?®d. =
0. Suppose ®- is a section of Clo(M). Then in Clo(M) we have the following
factorization:

(O +m?)® = (0 +im)(d — im)® = 0. (B.52)

Now
is a Dirac spinor field in C{x(M), since

(0 + im)¥s =0 (B.54)

If we use for ® in eq.(B.52) a subluminal or a luminal UPW solution and then use
eq.(B.53) we see that Dirac equation also has UPWs solutions with arbitrary speed
0<v<oo.
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