arXiv:1104.2557v1 [hep-ph] 13 Apr 2011

Light bending by a Coulomb field and the Aichelburg-Sexl ultraboost

M. V. Kozyulin Department of physics, Novosibirsk State University, 630 090, Novosibirsk, Russia

Z. K. Silagadze Budker Institute of Nuclear Physics and Novosibirsk State University, 630 090, Novosibirsk, Russia

Abstract

We use light deflection by a Coulomb field, due to non-linear quantum electrodynamics effects, as an opportunity for a pedagogical discussion of the electrodynamical analog of the Aichelburg-Sexl ultraboost.

INTRODUCTION

Gravitational light deflection, predicted by General Relativity, is a fascinating phenomenon with numerous important applications in astronomy, astrophysics and cosmology [1–3].

At first sight, there is no analogous effect in electrodynamics because Maxwell’s equations are linear and, therefore, photon does not interact with the electromagnetic field of a alleged deflector charge. However, quantum electrodynamical corrections bring nonlinearities in the theory [4, 5]. As a result, in a external electromagnetic field, the vacuum acquires an effective refractive index [6, 7] n ≈ 1 + ϵ ⃗Q^2, (1) where ϵ = aα^2ℏ^3 45m^4c^5 (2) and ⃗Q = ⃗τ × ⃗E + ⃗τ × (⃗τ × ⃗B). (3) Here a = 14 or a = 8 depending on the polarization mode of the photon and ⃗τ is a unit vector in the direction of light propagation.

One immediate consequence of this effective refractive index is the deflection of light in a Coulomb field [8, 9]. In this paper we use light bending by a Coulomb field as a pedagogical tool for a discussion of the electrodynamical analog of the general relativistic Aichelburg-Sexl ultraboost [10].

LIGHT BENDING IN A COULOMB FIELD

In geometrical optics, the light trajectory in an inhomogeneous medium is determined by the equation [11, 12] d ds (n⃗τ ) = ∇n, (4) where n is the index of refraction and ⃗τ =^{d⃗r}_{ds} is the unit tangent vector to the light ray. In the Coulomb field, equations (1) and (3) give

n ≈ 1 + ϵ(⃗τ × ⃗E)^2, (5) where ⃗E = Ze 4πr^2 ⃗r r is the Coulomb field of a nucleus with electric charge Ze (in the Heaviside-Lorentz rationalized natural unit system). For reasonable impact parameters, the nonlinear effects are very small, ϵE^2 ≪ 1, and the index of refraction is only slightly different from unity.

It is clear from the symmetry of the problem that the light trajectory is a planar curve and therefore we can assume ds = √ dx^2 + dy^2 in Cartesian coordinates. The tiny light deflection angle can be found as follows. From (4) we get n dτ_y ds + τ_y dn ds = (∇n)_y = ∂n ∂y . (6)

However, both τ_y and^{dn}_{ds} are small quantities (we assume that the incident light ray was in the x-direction). Therefore, in a linear approximation, (6) can be replaced by dτ_y ds = ∂n ∂y , (7)

and, hence, τ_y = ∫ γ ∂n ∂y ds, (8) where the integration contour γ is the light trajectory. But for small deflection angles (and note that^{∂n}_{∂y} in (8) is very small), we can assume a rectilinear light trajectory while calculating the integral in (8) and, finally, τ_y ≈ ∞∫ −∞ ∂n ∂y dx. (9) In the vicinity of the rectilinear light trajectory,

(⃗τ × ⃗E)^2 = E^2 y^2 r^2 = Z^2e^2 16π^2 y^2 (x^2 + y^2)^3 and we get, on the trajectory, ∂n ∂y = ϵZ^2e^2 8π^2 ( b (x^2 + b^2)^3 − 3b^3 (x^2 + b^2)^4 ) , (10)

where b is the impact parameter for the incoming light ray (that is, the equation of the trajectory is y = b). Substituting (10) into (9), we get

τ_y = ϵZ^2e^2 8π^2 ∞∫ −∞ ( b (x^2 + b^2)^3 − 3b^3 (x^2 + b^2)^4 ) dx. (11)

The evaluation of the integral in (11) can be facilitated by the following trick a la Feynman [13] (the mathematically inclined reader can try to find the rigorous justification of this seemingly dubious method. Other interesting integration tricks can be found in [14]). We note that A∫ −A ( b (x^2 + b^2)^3 − 3b^3 (x^2 + b^2)^4 ) dx = 1 2 [ b ∂^2 ∂(b^2)^2

+ b^3

∂^3 ∂(b^2)^3 ]^A∫ −A dx x^2 + b^2 .

Therefore,

τ_y = ϵZ^2e^2 32π^2 lim_{A→∞} [ ∂ ∂b ( 1 b ∂ ∂b ) + b^2 2 ∂ ∂b ( 1 b ∂ ∂b ( 1 b ∂ ∂b ))] arctan^A_b b . (12)

However, it is easy to see that all terms that originate from the derivatives of arctan^A_b vanish in the limit A → ∞. Therefore,

τ_y = ϵZ^2e^2 64π [ ∂ ∂b ( 1 b ∂ ∂b ) + b^2 2 ∂ ∂b ( 1 b ∂ ∂b ( 1 b ∂ ∂b ))] 1 b = − 9ϵZ^2e^2 128πb^4

. (13)

Substituting here ϵ from (2), we get for the light deflection angle, in accordance with [8],

α ≈ sin α = |τ_y| = aα^3Z^2 160 ( λ_e b )_4

, (14)

where we have introduced the Compton wavelength of the electron λ_e =^ℏ_{mc} .

AICHELBURG-SEXL ULTRABOOST FOR A COULOMB FIELD

What is the electromagnetic field of a massless charged particle? This is a classic textbook problem [15] with elegant and interesting solution. Considered in a number of publications [16–24] at various levels of mathematical rigor, this problem, however, has been largely ignored in classical electrodynamics textbooks (the third edition of the Jackson’s classic [25] already has it).

It is plausible to assume that the electromagnetic field of a massless charged particle is a limiting case of the field of a ultrarelativistic charged particle with finite mass. In the rest frame S^′ of a charge Ze we have the Coulomb field ⃗E^′ = Ze 4πr^{′ 2} ⃗r^′ r^′ , ⃗B^′ = 0, r^{′ 2} = x^{′ 2} + y^{′ 2} + z^{′ 2}. (15)

In the laboratory frame S, where the charge moves with velocity v along the x-axis, the electromagnetic field is given by [25, 26] (we will assume c = 1 for the light velocity in the rest of the paper)

E_x = E^′_x, B_x = B^′_x,

E_y = γ ( ⃗E^′ − ⃗v × ⃗B^′ ) y , B_y = γ ( ⃗B^′ + ⃗v × ⃗E^′ ) y , E_z = γ ( ⃗E^′ − ⃗v × ⃗B^′ ) z , B_z = γ ( ⃗B^′ + ⃗v × ⃗E^′ ) z . (16)

In combination with the Lorentz transformation x^′ = γ(x − vt), t^′ = γ(t − vx), y^′ = y, z^′ = z, (17) (15) and (16) give

E_x = Ze 4πγ^2R^3 (x − vt), E_y = Ze 4πγ^2R^3 y, E_z = Ze 4πγ^2R^3 z, ⃗B = ⃗v × ⃗E, (18) where R = √ (x − vt)^2 + γ^{−2}(y^2 + z^2). (19)

We need the limiting case of (18) when v → 1. In the gravitational case, analogous problem was considered by Aichelburg and Sexl in their seminal paper [10]. Therefore, usually such a limit is called the Aichelburg-Sexl ultraboost.

Note that lim_{γ→∞} γ^{−2} R^3 = ∞, if x − t = 0, 0, if x − t ≠ 0, but ∞∫ −∞ γ (γ^2x^2 + ρ^2)^{3/2} dx = −2 lim_{A→∞} ∂ ∂ρ^2 A∫ −A dτ √ τ^2 + ρ^2

= −4 lim_{A→∞} ∂ ∂ρ^2 arcsinh A ρ = 2 ρ^2 .

Therefore, we conclude that lim_{γ→∞} γ^{−2} R^3 = 2 y^2 + z^2 δ(x − t). (20) Another way to obtain this result is the following one [18]. We have γ^{−2} R^3 = 1 y^2 + z^2 ∂ ∂x ( x − vt R ) .

Hence lim_{γ→∞} γ^{−2} R^3 = 1 y^2 + z^2 ∂ ∂x lim_{v→1} x − vt R = 1 y^2 + z^2 ∂ ∂x ( x − t |x − t| ) . But x − t |x − t| = 2 θ(x − t) − 1, and remembering that ∂ ∂x θ(x − t) = δ(x − t), we again get (20). Here θ(x) is the Heaviside step function which is unity if x > 0 and zero if x < 0.

In both versions of derivation of (20), we had somewhat carelessly interchanged derivatives and limits. Fortunately, for generalized functions, and the considered limit makes sense only in the context of generalized functions, derivatives and limits always commute [20].

Using (20) and the identity (x − t) δ(x − t) = 0, we get from (18) the electromagnetic field after the Aichelburg-Sexl ultraboost

E_x = 0, E_y = Ze 2π y y^2 + z^2 δ(x − t), E_z = Ze 2π z y^2 + z^2 δ(x − t), ⃗B = ⃗i × ⃗E, (21) where ⃗i is the unit vector in the x-direction.

Alternatively, we can solve directly the Maxwell equations by introducing The electromagnetic four-potential A^μ = (Φ, ⃗A) [19, 21]. In the Lorentz gauge, ∂_μA^μ = 0, the equation for the four-potential has the form (remember, we are using Heaviside-Lorentz units)

□A^μ = J^μ, (22)

where □ = ∂_μ∂^μ =

∂^2 ∂t^2 − ∇^2 is the d’Alembert operator.

For a massless charge Ze which moves with the light velocity c = 1 along the x-axis, the charge density is ρ = Ze δ(x − t) δ(y) δ(z) which implies the following current density J^μ = Ze n^μδ(x − t) δ(y) δ(z), where n^μ = (1, 1, 0, 0). Therefore, we search a solution of (22) in the form A^μ = A^μ(x − t, y, z), so that (∂^2_t − ∂^2_x)A^μ = 0. Substituting in (22), we get (here Δ_2 = ∂^2_y + ∂^2_z is two-dimensional Laplacian)

Δ_2(Φ − A_x) = Δ_2A_y = Δ_2A_z = 0, (23) and Δ_2Φ = −ρ = −Ze δ(x − t) δ(y) δ(z). (24) The equations (23) do not contain the charge Ze. Therefore, we choose the solutions which are natural for a zero charge A_y = A_z = Φ − A_x = 0. (25) Note that (25) become evident if we write the solution of (22) by employing the Green’s function method (x and y denote four-vectors here):

A^μ(x) = ∫ G(x − y)J^μ(y) dy. As for equation (24), it is essentially a two-dimensional electrostatic problem with the solution (see, for example [27])

Φ = − Ze 4π δ(x − t) ln (y^2 + z^2). (26)

It can be easily checked that, through the standard relations ⃗E = −∇Φ − ∂_t ⃗A, ⃗B = ∇ × ⃗A, equations (25) and (26) reproduce the electromagnetic field (21).

There is a third way to get an electromagnetic field of a massless charge, by considering the Aichelburg-Sexl ultraboost for the four-potential itself. In a massive charge’s rest frame S^′ we have Φ^′ = Ze 4πr^′ , ⃗A^′ = 0. (27) In the laboratory frame S, the four-potential A^μ = (Φ, ⃗A) can be obtained by the Lorentz transformations of (27), and we easily find Φ = Ze 4πR , A_x = Zev 4πR , A_y = A_z = 0, (28)

where R is given by (19).

And here we have a problem because it is somewhat tricky to find the limit of (28) when γ → ∞ [16, 18]. However, the gauge invariance of electrodynamics comes to our rescue. Note that, if x − t ≠ 0, when lim_{v→1} A^μ = Ze 4π n^μ |x − t| , (29) and this is a pure gauge giving a zero electromagnetic field in accordance with (21). This suggests to subtract this gauge term from (28) and hope that the remaining will converge to some δ-function when γ → ∞. However, (29) is singular at x − t = 0. Therefore, we first regularize it by considering the four-potential

A^μ_Λ(x − t) = Ze 4π n^μ R_Λ

, (30)

where R_Λ = √ (x − t)^2 + γ^{−2}Λ^2, (31)

Λ being an arbitrary parameter which just sets the regularization scale. Note that (30) is also a pure gauge because 1 R_Λ = ∂ ∂x ln ( x − t + √ (x − t)^2 + γ^{−2}Λ^2 ) = − ∂ ∂t ln ( x − t + √ (x − t)^2 + γ^{−2}Λ^2 ) . (32)

We therefore consider, instead of (28), the following four-potential Φ = Ze 4π ( 1 R − 1 R_Λ ) , A_x = Ze 4π ( 1 R − 1 R_Λ ) − Ze 4πR (1 − v), A_y = A_z = 0, (33)

which gives the same electromagnetic field as (28) because we have just subtracted a pure gauge term (30) from (28).

Note that lim_{v→1} 1 − v R = 0 is a well defined limit irrespective x − t ≠ 0 or x − t = 0 (except the naturally singular point x − t = y = z = 0 where the charge resides). Therefore, lim_{v→1}(Φ − A_x) = 0 and we recover (25) if lim_{v→1} Φ has a well defined sense and we now show that this latter limit is indeed well defined in the sense of generalized functions. Writing 1 R = ∂ ∂x ln ( x − vt + √ (x − vt)^2 + γ^{−2}(y^2 + z^2) ) , we get by combining it with (32) Φ = Ze 4π ∂ ∂x ln x − vt + √ (x − vt)^2 + γ^{−2}(y^2 + z^2) x − t + √ (x − t)^2 + γ^{−2}Λ^2

. (34)

Using that in the limit γ → ∞ one has x − t + |x − t| +^{γ−2}_2^{y2+z2}_{|x−t|} x − t + |x − t| +^{γ−2}_2^{Λ2}_{|x−t|} → 1, if x − t > 0, y^2+z^2

Λ^2 , if x − t < 0,

we get [18]

lim_{v→1} Φ = Ze 4π ∂ ∂x [ (1 − θ(x − t)) ln y^2 + z^2 Λ^2 ] = − Ze 4π δ(x − t) ln y^2 + z^2

Λ^2

, (35)

that is essentially the same result as (26) because Λ here is just an irrelevant parameter setting the scale of the logarithm (we could, of course, introduce Λ already in (26)).

SMALL-ANGLE SCATTERING OF A CHARGED PARTICLE IN A COULOMB FIELD

As an application of the limiting electromagnetic field of the previous section, let us consider the small angle scattering of a highly relativistic charge e^′ on a heavy nucleus carrying a charge Ze [28].

In the rest frame S of the nucleus, the charge Ze is at the spatial origin and the charge e^′ moves, before the collision, with a ultra-relativistic speed v ≈ 1 in the positive x-direction, and the orientations of the y and z axes are chosen in such way that we have z = b and y = 0, b being the impact parameter.

In the rest frame S^′ of the projectile charge e^′, the nucleus appears to be traveling with the ultrarelativistic speed v ≈ 1 in the negative x-direction, while the charge e^′ is sitting at the point x^′ = y^′ = 0, z^′ = b. Therefore, the electromagnetic field of the nucleus in this frame is a plane impulsive electromagnetic wave given by (21) (with obvious substitution x → −x because now the wave is traveling in the negative x-direction). When this impulsive wave meets the motionless charge e^′ at the time t^′ = 0, it will give the charge e^′ a kick in the z-direction because the only nonzero component of the electric field of the electromagnetic wave, on the line y^′ = 0, z^′ = b, is

E^′_z = Ze 2π 1 b δ(x^′ + t^′).

Therefore, after the kick the charge e^′ acquires a small momentum in the z-direction

p^′_x = p^′_y = 0, p^′_z = Δp^′_z = ∞∫ −∞ e^′E^′_z dt^′ = Zee^′ 2π 1 b . (36)

Let us now return to the laboratory frame S via the Lorentz transformations

p_x = γ(p^′_x + v E^′) ≈ γm, p_y = p^′_y = 0, p_z = p^′_z = Zee^′ 2π 1 b , (37) where in the first equation we have used v ≈ 1 and E^′ = √ m^2 + p^{′ 2}_z ≈ m. Therefore, we get the following deflection angle in the laboratory frame

α ≈ tan α = p_z p_x = Zee^′ 2π 1 mbγ . (38)

To check that the result (38) is correct, let us calculate it in the standard way [29]. We have

Δ⃗p = ∞∫ −∞ ⃗F dt = ∫ γ ⃗F dl v , (39)

where the integration is along the projectile trajectory. For small angle scattering, we can assume that the projectile moves along the straight line while calculating the integral (39). Therefore, for v ≈ 1, we get for the z-component of the projectile momentum after the scattering p_z = δp_z = ∞∫ −∞ F_z dx = Zee^′ 4π ∞∫ −∞ b dx (x^2 + b^2)^{3/2}

. (40)

The integral in (40) is 2/b (it can be most easily calculated by substitution x = b sinh ϕ). Therefore, p_z = Zee^′ 2πb and, since p = mvγ ≈ mγ, α ≈ sin α = p_z p = Zee^′ 2π 1 mbγ , which coincides with (38).

LIGHT DEFLECTION IN A COULOMB FIELD AS A CHESHIRE CAT’S SMILE

If we try to describe the light bending by a Coulomb field in the manner of previous chapter, we encounter an immediate obstacle. The refractive index (5) depends quadratically on the electromagnetic field strength. However, the limiting field (21) is proportional to the delta function. Therefore, while calculating the refractive index, we get the square of delta function which is notoriously ill-defined quantity.

On the other hand, the electromagnetic energy-momentum tensor is quadratic in the fields too and, therefore, it also will contain squares of delta functions for the limiting field (21). This fact casts serious doubts on the physical reality of the limit implied in (21) [20].

However, more careful analysis of physical premises of the Aichelburg-Sexl limit indicates a way out of this dilemma.

While considering v → 1 limit, if we want the nucleus energy to remain finite, we must rescale its mass as follows [10] m → γ^{−1} m. Would be a mass of pure electromagnetic origin, we would have m ∼ (Ze)^2, where Ze is the nucleus charge. This suggests that the physically interesting Aichelburg-Sexl limit may require not only m → γ^{−1} m, but also the rescaling of the nucleus charge [20] (Ze)^2 → γ^{−1} (Ze)^2. (41)

Note that this is exactly the kind of charge rescaling used in considerations of the Aichelburg- Sexl ultraboost for a Reissner-Nordström black hole [30].

Now, if we use the rescaling (41) in (18), we get

E^2_x = ( Ze 4π )_2 γ^{−5} R^6

(x − vt)^2, E^2_y = ( Ze 4π )_2 γ^{−5} R^6 y^2, E^2_z = ( Ze 4π )_2 γ^{−5} R^6 z^2, (42)

and we should consider the limit of (42) when v → 1. Note that (x − vt)^2 γ^{−5} R^6 = γ^{−5} R^6 [ (x − t)^2 + (1 − v) t [2x − t(1 + v)] ] , and the second term leads to the well defined limit (except the singular point x − t = y = z = 0)

lim_{v→1} (1 − v) γ^{−5} R^6

= 0.

Indeed, this is evident, if x − t ≠ 0. But if x − t = 0, we have

lim_{v→1} (1 − v) γ^{−5} R^6

= lim_{v→1} (1 − v) γ^{−5} γ^{−6} (y^2 + z^2)^3

= lim_{v→1} 1 (y^2 + z^2)^3 √ 1 − v 1 + v

= 0.

Next, we have to consider the limit

lim_{γ→∞} γ^{−5} R^6 = ∞, if x − t = 0, 0, if x − t ≠ 0. But_∞ ∫ −∞ γ^{−5} dx [x^2 + γ^{−2} ρ^2]^3 = ∞∫ −∞ dx (x^2 + ρ^2)^3 = 3π 8ρ^5 .

Most easily, this integral can be calculated as follows ∞∫ −∞ dx (x^2 + ρ^2)^3

= lim_{A→∞} 1 2 ∂^2 ∂(ρ^2)^2 A∫ −A dx x^2 + ρ^2

= lim_{A→∞}

∂^2 ∂(ρ^2)^2 ( 1 ρ arctan A ρ ) = π 2 ∂^2 ∂(ρ^2)^2 1 ρ .

Therefore, we see that [20] lim_{γ→∞} γ^{−5} R^6 = 3π 8(y^2 + z^2)^{5/2} δ(x − t), (43) and since (x − t)^2 δ(x − t) = 0, we get the following limiting field squares

E^2_x = 0, E^2_y = ( Ze 4π )_2 3π 8 y^2 (y^2 + z^2)^{5/2} δ(x − t), E^2_z = ( Ze 4π )_2 3π 8 z^2 (y^2 + z^2)^{5/2} δ(x − t). (44) The fields themselves, however, tend to zero under such Aichelburg-Sexl limit and we are left with the strange situation which is as bizarre as the Cheshire cat’s smile [31]. The cat (electromagnetic field) disappears but its grin (electromagnetic effects quadratic in the fields) remains.

Nevertheless, this Cheshire cat’s smile, the limiting field squares (44) can be used to re-derive the light deflection formula (14) in the Coulomb field.

Suppose in the laboratory frame S a light ray propagates in the direction y = b, z = 0 and encounters a motionless nucleus of charge Ze situated at the spatial origin.

In the ultrarelativistic frame S^′, which moves with the velocity v ≈ 1 in the same direction as the incident light ray, the contracted electromagnetic field of the nucleus induces an effective index of refraction only in a thin layer moving with the speed −v. According the relations (1) and (3), when this layer meets the incident light ray, the index of refraction at the encounter point equals to (for some time, we will not use the primed notations, although we assume that we are in the frame S^′)

n = 1 + 4ϵ E^2, (45)

Because for large γ the contracted electromagnetic field of the nucleus looks like a plane impulsive electromagnetic wave in which E^2 = B^2, ⃗E ⊥ ⃗B ⊥ ⃗τ and, since the wave and the photon are in a head-on collision, ⃗E × ⃗B ‖ (−⃗τ ).

We cannot replace the square of the nucleus electric field in (45) by the limiting square field (44) because the limit implies the rescaling of the charge while in our case the charge is not actually rescaled. However, if γ is large, the field square of the rescaled charge (Ze)^2γ^{−1} will be close to the limiting square field. Therefore, we can replace E^2 in (45) by γ times the limiting square field and the refractive index on the photon’s trajectory will take the form

n = 1 + 4ϵγ ( Ze 4π )_2 3π 8 δ(x + t) y^3

. (46)

As before, we get τ_y ≈ ∞∫ −∞ ∂n ∂y dx and, while calculating the integral, we can assume the unperturbed photon trajectory x = t, y = b, z = 0, so that δ(x + t) = δ(2x) =^1_2 δ(x). Thanks to the delta function, the integration is elementary and we get τ_y ≈ − 9π 4 ϵ γ ( Ze 4π )_2 1 b^4 . Therefore, in the S^′ system, the deflection angle of the photon is

α^′ ≈ sin α^′ = |τ_y| ≈ 9π 4 ϵ γ ( Ze 4π )_2 1 b^4

. (47)

In the laboratory frame S, the deflection angle can be obtained via the aberration formula (see, for example, [32]) which follows from the relativistic velocity addition law. Namely, when v ≈ 1, we get

sin α = lim_{v→1} sin α^′ γ(1 + v cos α^′) = 1 γ sin α^′ 1 + cos α^′ = 1 γ tan α^′ 2 . (48)

Therefore, α ≈ α^′ 2γ = 9ϵZ^2e^2 128πb^4

, (49)

which is exactly the result implied by (13).

CONCLUDING REMARKS

We believe the material presented above will be useful for students just beginning their study of classical electrodynamics. While, on the one hand, it is simple enough to follow with limited mathematical background, on the other hand, it illustrates some difficulties of using generalized functions in nonlinear physical theories like general relativity [33].

Aichelburg-Sexl ultrarelativistic limit of the Coulomb field is subtle. We have a surprising result that the electrodynamics allows as a limit a massless uncharged particle which creates no electromagnetic field, but has a nonzero electromagnetic energy-momentum tensor [20], and thus induces electromagnetic light deflection. Physically this situation may seem unsatisfactory, but mathematically the Aichelburg-Sexl limit is perfectly well defined [23, 33]. We have seen in the previous section that, when appropriately used, this limit can produce physically reasonable results.

An interesting question remains whether a massless charge can really exist in nature. Up to now, no massless elementary particle with nonzero electric charge was ever found experimentally. It was argued that massless electric charges cannot exist in nature as they are completely locally screened in the process of formation [34]. However, that screening occurs only at very large distances and meanwhile the massless charge, born in the hard collisional process, may interact with electromagnetic field [35]. We feel that, although massless charged particles are undoubtedly peculiar objects [36], the final word has not been yet said on the delicate issue whether they really exist in nature.

[1] D. Valls-Gabaud, The Unreasonable Effectiveness of Strong Gravitational Lensing in Cosmology, ASP Conf. Ser. 126, 453 (1997).

[2] J. Wambsganss, Gravitational Lensing In Astronomy, Living Rev. Rel. 1, 12 (1998) [arXiv:astro-ph/9812021].

[3] M. Bartelmann, Gravitational Lensing, Class. Quant. Grav. 27, 233001 (2010) [arXiv:1010.3829 [astro-ph.CO]].

[4] W. Heisenberg and H. Euler, Consequences of Dirac’s theory of positrons, Z. Phys. 98, 714 (1936) [arXiv:physics/0605038].

[5] J. S. Schwinger, On gauge invariance and vacuum polarization, Phys. Rev. 82, 664 (1951). [6] Z. Bialynicka-Birula and I. Bialynicki-Birula, Nonlinear effects in Quantum Electrodynamics.

Photon propagation and photon splitting in an external field, Phys. Rev. D 2, 2341 (1970); [7] T. Heinzl, B. Liesfeld, K. U. Amthor, H. Schwoerer, R. Sauerbrey and A. Wipf, On the observation of vacuum birefringence, Opt. Commun. 267, 318 (2006) [arXiv:hep-ph/0601076].

[8] J. Y. Kim and T. Lee, Light bending in a Coulombic field, arXiv:1012.1134 [hep-ph].

[9] J. Y. Kim and T. Lee, Light bending by nonlinear electrodynamics under strong electric and magnetic field, arXiv:1101.3433 [hep-ph].

[10] P. C. Aichelburg and R. U. Sexl, On the Gravitational field of a massless particle, Gen. Rel.

Grav. 2, 303 (1971).

[11] M. Born and E. Wolf, Principles of optics (7th ed., Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1999), p. 130.

[12] S. Zhu and W. Shen, Light trajectory in geometrical optics and metric optics, Sci. China A 40, 755 (1997).

[13] R. P. Feynman and R. Leighton, “Surely You’re Joking, Mr. Feynman”: Adventures of a Curious Character (W. W. Norton & Company, New York, 1997), see the chapter entitled ”A Different Box of Tools”.

[14] A. D. Fitt, What they don’t teach you about integration at school, Math. Gazette 72, 11 (1988).

[15] W. Thirring, Classical Mathematical physics: Dynamical Systems and Field Theories (Springer-Verlag, New York, 1997), pp. 367-388.

[16] R. Jackiw, D. N. Kabat and M. Ortiz, Electromagnetic fields of a massless particle and the eikonal, Phys. Lett. B 277, 148 (1992) [arXiv:hep-th/9112020].

[17] A. J. Baltz, Coulomb potential from a particle in uniform ultrarelativistic motion, Phys. Rev.

A 52, 4970 (1995) [arXiv:nucl-th/9511004].

[18] C. Barrabés and P. A. Hogan, The Aichelburg-Sexl boost of an isolated source in general relativity, Phys. Rev. D 64, 044022 (2001) [arXiv:gr-qc/0110032]; See also C. Barrabés and P. A. Hogan, Singular Null Hypersurfaces in General Relativity: Light-Like Signals from Violent Astrophysical Events (World Scientific, Singapore, 2003), pp. 75-78.

[19] A. Bednorz, Massless charges without self-interaction, J. Phys. A 38, L667 (2005). [20] J. M. Aguirregabiria, A. Hernández and M. Rivas, δ-function converging sequences, Am. J.

Phys. 70, 180 (2002).

[21] P. C. Aichelburg, H. Balasin and M. Kerber, Head-on collision of ultrarelativistic charges, Class. Quant. Grav. 21, S1 (2004) [arXiv:gr-qc/0307017].

[22] I. Robinson and K. Rózga, Lightlike contractions on Minkowski space-time, J. Math. Phys.

25, 499 (1984).

[23] R. Steinbauer, The ultrarelativistic Reissner-Nordstroem field in the Colombeau algebra, J.

Math. Phys. 38, 1614 (1997) [arXiv:gr-qc/9606059].

[24] P. C. Aichelburg and H. Balasin, Generalized asymptotic structure of the ultrarelativistic Schwarzschild black hole, Class. Quant. Grav. 17, 3645 (2000) [arXiv:gr-qc/9912122].

[25] J. D. Jackson, Classical Electrodynamics (John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1998), p. 573, problem 11.18.

[26] R. P. Feynman, R. B. Leighton and M. Sands, The Feynman Lectures in Physics (Addison- Wesley, New York, 1964), Vol. 2, Ch. 26.

[27] P. M. Morse and H. Feshbach, Methods of theoretical physics (McGraw-Hill, New York, 1953), p. 798.

[28] C. Barrabés and P. A. Hogan, Deflection of highly relativistic particles in a gravitational field, Class. Quant. Grav. 21, 405 (2004) [arXiv:gr-qc/0311010].

[29] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Mechanics (Butterworth-Heinemann, Oxford, 1976), pp.

55-56.

[30] C. O. Loustó and N. G. Sánchez, The curved shock wave space-time of ultrarelativistic charged particles and their scattering, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 5, 915 (1990).

[31] “All right,” said the Cat; and this time it vanished quite slowly, beginning with the end of the tail, and ending with the grin, which remained some time after the rest of it had gone. “Well! I’ve often seen a cat without a grin,” thought Alice; “but a grin without a cat! It’s the most curious thing I ever saw in all my life!”

Lewis Carroll, Alice’s Adventures in Wonderland (Cassell & Company, London, 1907), chapter 6. p. 90.

[32] W. Rindler, Relativity: special, general and cosmological, (Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2001).

[33] R. Steinbauer and J. A. Vickers, The use of Generalized Functions and Distributions in General Relativity, Class. Quant. Grav. 23, R91 (2006) [arXiv:gr-qc/0603078].

[34] V. N. Gribov, Local confinement of charge in massless QED, Nucl. Phys. B 206, 103 (1982). [35] A. V. Smilga, Quasiparadoxes of massless QED, Comments Nucl. Part. Phys. 20, 69 (1991). [36] F. Loebbert, The Weinberg-Witten theorem on massless particles: An Essay, Annalen Phys.

17, 803 (2008).