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Magnetic catalysis and diamagnetism from pion fluctuations
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In the framework of the Nambu—Jona-Lasinio model beyond mean field approximation, the effects of
pion fluctuations on (inverse) magnetic catalysis and magnetic susceptibility are studied. The negative
magnetic susceptibility at low temperature is observed when contributions from both neutral and charged
pions are taken into account. In the weak field approximation, it is observed that at finite temperature, the
magnetic inhibition effect in the chiral limit, resulting from the difference between the transverse and
longitudinal velocities of neutral pions, converts to weak magnetic catalysis when considering a nonzero
current quark mass. Moreover, the magnetic catalysis is amplified by the charged pions. Therefore, no
inverse magnetic catalysis is observed when considering pion fluctuations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The investigation of the response of quark matter to a
uniform magnetic field background has been a hot topic for
the last decade, see reviews [1-5]. In the experimental
aspect, a strong but transient magnetic field can be
generated in the initial stage of heavy ion collisions
(HIC), which was believed to be the strongest magnetic
field ever created, with the strength of eB ~ 108720 GauB
and life time of 10722 sec [6—10]. In the theoretical aspect,
the interplay between a magnetic field and quantum
chromodynamics (QCD) can lead to various novel behav-
iors and can be used as a probe to investigate the inner
structure of quark matter.

The surge of the interest in studying the influence of
magnetic field to a equilibrium system starts from two
abnormal results from a lattice QCD group’s ab initio
calculation, (i) although the vacuum quark mass is
enhanced by the magnetic field, the chiral critical temper-
ature decrease with the increasing of it, which is called
inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC), (ii) the magnetic
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susceptibility is negative at low temperature while positive
at high temperature [11-16]. These results disagree with
most of the effective model predictions at that time, for
instance, the standard Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model
and linear-o model with quark (quark-meson model) under
mean-field approximation [17,18].

Numerous studies have been conducted to elucidate the
IMC and diamagnetic effects. These investigations have
explored various mechanisms, including magnetic inhib-
ition resulting from fluctuations of neutral pions [19],
chirality imbalance stemming from sphaleron transitions
or instanton-anti-instanton pairings [20,21], and the influ-
ence of the running coupling constant in the presence of a
magnetic field [22]. Some groups tried to include the
anomalous magnetic moment effect [23—-30] or the effect
of tensor channel [26] in the NJL model to reproduce the
IMC or diamagnetism. By considering the running cou-
pling with eB-dependence fitted by lattice QCD data, the
IMC result can be successfully reproduced in [31-38].
Hadron resonance gas (HRG) model, where the hadrons are
assumed as point-like particles with no interaction in
between, can also reproduce diamagnetic result at low
temperature region [39,40]. Functional continuum field
approaches, such as the functional renormalization group
(FRG), Dyson-Schwinger equations (DSE), and holo-
graphic QCD models also have made great efforts on both
the effective models [39,41-48] and QCD theory [49-51].
In general, the understanding of the IMC and diamagnetic
effects remains an open question.

Published by the American Physical Society
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Most of the work in the NJL model was done based on
the mean-field approximation which only considers the
lowest-order in 1/N,. expansion [52]. In next-to-leading
order of this expansion, the feedback effect from mesons is
taken into consideration [53,54]. Generally, mean field
approximation for quark together with random phase
approximation for meson works well to describe the
thermodynamic properties of QCD matter in absence of
magnetic field. For the puzzle of IMC and diamagnetism,
the feedback from mesons can be part of the solution, given
that they are influenced by magnetic field in both direct
(for charged mesons) and indirect (for neutral mesons)
manners [38,55-61]. In Refs. [19,62,63], the feedback
effect from 7z, with a physical propagating velocity is
included in the chiral limit, giving an IMC result. Besides,
in the (Polyakov-loop extended) quark-meson model, the
meson fluctuations, especially the light pion contributions,
lead to the diamagnetism [39,42]. In our calculation, we
investigated beyond mean field by including the effect from
both 7, and z* with and without finite propagating
velocities, and consider a physical situation where chiral
symmetry is explicitly broken, to see their role in (inverse)
magnetic catalysis and magnetic susceptibility.

This paper is arranged as follows: In Sec. II we introduce
the calculating procedure in beyond mean-field NJL. model
in the manner of weak-field expansion. In Sec. III, we give
the numerical results for e B-dependence of critical temper-
ature 7. and magnetic susceptibility followed by a sum-
mary and discussion in Sec. IV.

II. THE NJL MODEL

We start with the Lagrangian of SU(2) NJL model in the
presence of a uniform magnetic field,

L =y(iy"D, — )y + G[(@y)* + (piysty)?]. (1)

Here, v is two-flavor quark field y = (u,d)T, m is the
quark current mass matrix M = diag(m,,m;) with
m, = my = mg, which explicitly breaks the chiral sym-
metry, and 7; is ith component of Pauli matrices. The
covariant derivative D, = d, — iQA, coupling quarks with
electric charge Q = diag(q,, q,) = diag(2/3e,—1/3¢)toa
gauge field B =V x A. In this article, we choose the
Landau gauge, where the potential A, = (0,0, Bx;,0).

In Schwinger scheme, the translational invariance for a
charged particle is broken by the magnetic field, dividing
the quark propagator into two parts, namely, the Schwinger
phase part and the Fourior transformation of translational
invariant part.

d'k
(27)*

Here, the parallel and perpendicular components of the
four-dimensional coordinate and momentum are written as

Sy(x,y) = e®rben) / e MT (ke k). (2)

X, = (XI,X2), kJ_ = (kl,k2) and kH = (ko,k3). The quark
Schwinger phase in Landau gauge reads

Df(xy,y,) :?(xl +y1) (X2 = y2), (3)

which is gauge-dependent. The detailed forms of Schwinger
phase in different gauges can be found in [4,64]. To include
the effect of Schwinger phase in weak field expansion, one
can shift the zeroth order of it. In Sec. 111, we will explain that
the missing of Schwinger phase does not affect the quali-
tative conclusion of this work, and we neglect Schwinger
phase in the following.

In the weak magnetic field limit, the quark propagator in
momentum space can be expanded in the power of (¢,B),
and reads

iS;(ky. ky)

cmg 4K riva(mg + )
=i " _(g.B) 1 "7

lkz - m% (a,B) (k* — mé)2

I (mg + ) + KL (mg = k)
—2i(q,B)? 4 0(q,B)?
S (k2 _ mé)“ f

= iSO + (¢;B)iSY + (¢;B)*i5? + O(¢,B)> (4)

where the contributions of transverse and parallel momen-
tum are considered separately. Here, m,, is the constituent
quark mass, which is the same value for both « and d flavor.
We use the notation,

a- = —-a’b’,
( b)H 050 3p3
(a-b), =a'b' + a*b?, (5)
2 _ 12 _ 12
hence k° = ki — k7.

A. Mean field approximation

In mean field approximation, the thermodynamic poten-
tial of the system at finite temperature and under external
magnetic field B takes the form of:

(mq - m0)2

Qur(T,B) = e

+Q,(T.B), (6)

with the contribution from quarks:

Q,(T.B) =Try. s, In (% S71(x, x)) (7)

The trace operation is carried out over color (c), flavor (f),
spinor (s) degrees of freedom, as well as over the four-
dimensional coordinate (x). S~!(x, x) is the inverse of quark
propagator in coordinate space.
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To determine the effective quark mass, we have to find
the ground state by locating the global minimum of the
thermodynamic potential

0Qur(T,B) 0
om, '
*Que(T, B
% >0, (8)
omyg
which leads to the gap equation
my = m, —2GTry. s iy [iS(k)]. 9)

Inserting Eq. (2) into Eq. (9) and apply the summation
over Matsubara frequency, we can obtain the weak-field
expansion version of gap equation

<1 2GN Z(

+(q;B)MY +0(q;B) )) — my,

(10)
with
(0) Ik 2
Il = -4 Wf(1)<mq), (11)
) Ik,
I,” =8 (2n ) k1 F 4 ( ) (12)
There is no contribution from odd terms of I(I") after

performing the trace in spinor space, which agrees with
symmetry analysis. The contributions from higher orders of
magnetic field are neglected. Here we define the fermionic
threshold functions

TZ e (13)

q

then it is straightforward to obtain

1
Foy =5, (1= 2n7(m3). (14)
1 0
Fnst) = ZW-’T@)- (15)
q

Here, n;(m2) is fermionic distribution functions and

A ) 2
k= +mg =
,/k%—f—kz +m§.

Correspondingly, the quark part of thermodynamic
potential can also be rewritten in this weak-field expansion
manner

quark energy dispersion relation E, =

0

f

QY + 0(q,B)*, (16)

. Bk -5y
91(1):_2N6Nf/W[Eq—|—2Tln(l+eT . (17)

) AN, [ d’k
Q((]) = - 3 /(2”)3 ki}"@)(mé) (18)

B. Meson section

In the NJL model, mesons are treated as quantum
fluctuations above the mean field. Through the random
phase approximation (RPA) method, the meson propagator
can be expressed in terms of the irreducible polarization
function or quark bubble,

4
() = i [ 5 e oS OTWS k=), (19

with the meson vertex

1, M=c
iyst., M=unx
FM _ .75 + + , (20)
iyst_, M =un_
i}/5T3, M = Ty,

where 7. is determined by 7. = (7| £ir,)/ V2. By
inserting Eq. (2) into Eq. (19), we can get the polarization
function for 7z, in the weak field approximation

M, (%) = NeY [+ (q,B220° + 1)), (21)
7

with definition

4
Wwwjé%mmwwwWwM(m

After performing the trace in spinor space, the contribution
of 1'% and IT°! vanishes. The calculation for Eq. (22) is
straightforward but tedious. For the polarization function
for charged pions, it has the similar form as the neutral
pion case,

1, (¢°) =2N, |11 + (¢,B)(q,B)1T" +Z(qf3)znz°} .
f
(23)

Again, the contribution of T1°! vanishes after carrying out
the trace in spinor space.
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Via taking the bubble summation in random phase
approximation, the effective propagator for a meson M
can be constructed by

2G
Uy=——"—, 24
M= 201, (24)
and the pole mass my,. (static solution, setting

g1 = g¢» = q3 = 0) and the screening masses M, ; in ¢’
direction (setting gy =0, and g; =0 for j # i) can be
solved by following equations, correspondingly,

1 = 2GI(q3 = m2,,,0) =0 (25)

pole”

and

1 —2GTI, (0, 7 = —m?

scr,i

) =0. (26)

The detailed calculation for the polarization function in
weak-field expansion are listed in Appendix A. It should be
noted that when meson pole (screening) mass exceeds the
threshold of the mass sum of its constituent quarks, the
meson undergoes a Mott transition and a finite width
(my = myy — ig) should be taken into consideration.
The meson mass and its width can be determined by the
corresponding complex equations. In this paper, we work in
the temperature region where pions are still bound state
particles.

C. Beyond mean-field approximation

We go beyond the mean-field approximation by using
the 1/N. expansion [53,54]. Another self-consistent
beyond mean-field method in the NJL model is the FRG
approach [65,66]. By including the next-to-leading order of
1/N, expansion, meson degrees of freedom are self-
consistently introduced. The thermodynamic potential of
the quark-meson plasma [54] can be rewritten as

(mg — mo)2

Q=" ———+Q,+) Q. (27)
M

In pole approximation, the meson contribution in thermo-
dynamic potential with vanishing magnetic field takes
the form,

9,,:/(;1:)‘3[%+T1n(1—e-&”)], (28)

with meson energy dispersion relation

_ 2
Eﬂ - mﬂ,pole

+ (v k)% (29)
As shown in [67-71], v in Eq. (29) represents the
propagating velocity for the corresponding meson, whose
ith component has the form of [68—71]

m
v; = —P (30)
Mg ser,i

For neutral pion, when we consider its behaviors in the
hadron level, it has no interaction with magnetic field at all.
However, in a model in quark level like NJL model, its
magnetic field-sensitive constituent quark will contribute to
the variation of 7, mass and the splitting of its propagating
velocity in parallel and perpendicular directions, leading to
the new form of energy dispersion relation

Ery= /Mgy + 2+, (31)

which is believed to be responsible for the IMC effect in the
chiral limit, as in [19,62,63]. In absence of a uniform
magnetic field, the neutral pion 7, and charged pions 7z, are
isospin triplet that share the same form of thermodynamic
potential. When a magnetic field is turned on, the charged
pions obtain extra masses from magnetic field, and decou-
ple from neutral pion, which means we should consider
their effect separately. For charged pions, the magnetic field
not only alter their pole masses and propagating velocities,
but also change the momentum in perpendicular directions
from thermodynamic potential and energy dispersion
relation into discrete Landau levels,

Z~|eB| [~dk;[E, _E
Q =N 1220 [0\ P (1 — e En/T 32
2. ';0: 2 P n(l-e )|, (32)

E, = \/m2 + 03 (2n+ 1)|eB| + 13, (33)

Here we use the strong-field form of charged pion’s energy
dispersion relation, to take the cyclotron motion into
consideration. m,, refers to the mass obtained by solving
the pole equation with zero external momentum, and both
v and v are extracted from results in weak field limit. It
should be mentioned that in strong field formulation, the
velocity in transverse direction is ill-defined, since the
momentum in corresponding direction has become separate
Landau levels. To guarantee that in weak field limit Eq. (33)
can reduced back to Eq. (29), we keep this coefficient in
this work. In the following, the “propagating velocity” of
7 at finite magnetic field should be understood as a ratio
before Landau level. In Appendix B, we try to understand
the definition of v better through an demonstrative analysis
on meson’s two-point correlation function.

Now with the complete form of thermodynamic potential
beyond mean field, we can get the new constituent quark
mass from the corresponding gap equation with the feed-
back effect from meson,
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1 0Q, o\ my
—1 M) =2, 34
m(G+ okt ) = (9

Comparing the mean field quark mass myg from Eq. (9)
with the newly obtained quark mass m,, from Eq. (34), there
is a mass difference which comes from the quantum
fluctuations above the mean field. Following the procedure
described in [54], the meson contribution in thermody-
namic potential can be expanded in power of (mj — myp),

® 1 90
Z;

To simplify the calculation, we only consider the first
two terms of the above series, where the leading order term
vanishes and only the next-to-leading order term has
nonzero contribution, then we get the practical form of
gap equation,

1 0Q, 0Qy,
<4G om; +Z om,

=) (39)

MF

my

mq m12v1F> :E (36)

In the previous beyond-mean-field calculation with
nonvanishing magnetic field, most works focus on the
effect of neutral pions in the chiral limit, giving a
conclusion that including a neutral pion with a physical
propagating velocity may cause inverse magnetic catalysis
effect. Those calculations stand because they are working
in strong field limit, where charged pion gained a large
mass from magnetic field and hence their contribution in
the distribution function can be neglected. In this work,
however, we work in weak field limit with eB ~ m,z, The
mass disparity between neutral and charged pions is not
significant enough, and the contributions from charged
pions should not be overlooked. In the next section, we will
investigate how the neutral pion and charged pions affect
the chiral condensate and magnetic susceptibility.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In order to analyze the roles of neutral and charged pions
in (inverse) magnetic catalysis and magnetic susceptibility,
we consider the following four cases: case 0: Mean field
approximation; case I: only neutral pion contribution; case
IT: only charged pions contribution; case III: both neutral
and charged pions contribution, which are listed in Table 1.
We will also investigate the effect with and without finite
pion propagating velocities separately.

Because of the contact interaction in the NJL model, the
ultraviolet divergence cannot be eliminated through
renormalization, and a proper regularization scheme is
needed. In our work, we apply the gauge invariant
Pauli-Villars regularization [62], which can guarantee the
law of causality and effectively avoid the unphysical

TABLE I. Coupling constants in different cases in and beyond
mean field approximation.

Case Included mesons GA?
0 None 4.37
I 7y only 4.81
I 74 only 5.36
I o, Ty 6.05

oscillation at finite magnetic field. Other schemes, like
proper-time regularization scheme and magnetic field
independent regularization (MFIR) [59,60], which sepa-
rates the vacuum and magnetic contribution, are also
effective when dealing with system under a uniform
magnetic field. By fitting the physical quantities, chiral
condensate () = (=250 MeV)?, pion decay constant
fr =93 MeV in vacuum, we fix the current mass of
light quarks my =5 MeV, and obtain the parameter
A = 1127 MeV. For different cases, the coupling constants
are given in Table L.

The full calculating procedure is as follows: (1) we first
calculate the mean field gap equation Eq. (9) to get the
mean field quark mass myp before substituting it into the
pole equation Eq. (25), where we can get the pole and
screening masses of 7, and 7, and hence the correspond-
ing propagating velocity in longitudinal and transverse
directions. (2) Inserting the pion dispersion relation
obtained above into the beyond-mean-field thermodynamic
potential Eq. (27) and gap equation Eq. (34), we can
finally get the numerical result of order parameter m, and
magnetic susceptibility. In this work, we employ this
systematic step-by-step approach to go beyond the mean
field approximation, and more self-consistent ways to go
beyond mean field in absence of magnetic field are given
in [72,73].

In the case of explicit chiral symmetry breaking, the
pseudo Nambu-Goldstone modes 7 have a finite mass,
making them propagating with a velocity lower than the
speed of light at finite magnetic field and finite temperature.
Due to the qualitative similarity in the behaviors of pion
masses and propagating velocities across different cases, in
Figs. 1-3 we will choose the case that exhibits the most
conclusive results to highlight the distinctions arising from
a relatively weak magnetic field.

A. Meson properties

Here we start by examining the characteristics of neutral
and charged pion masses at finite temperature and magnetic
field. Figure 1 demonstrates the magnetic field dependence
of y and 7 masses at zero temperature. We use the weak
field expansion and only calculate to eB = 3m2 with
m2 = 0.0179 GeV?. For m, mass, it decreases with the
increase of the magnetic field, while for the ground state
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FIG. 1. Neutral (red solid line) and charged (blue solid line)

pion masses beyond mean field approximation in case III as a
function of magnetic field, with vanishing temperature.

0.135¢

0.130¢
%\ x, eB=0
o} 0.125¢ 70, €B=3m?
§ s, €B=3m2

0.120¢

0.115¢

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25
T(GeV)

FIG. 2. Pion mass beyond mean field approximation in case III
as a function of temperature with vanishing magnetic field.

energy of ., which is given by E,, = y/m,_ (eB)* + eB,

it increases with the magnetic field, showing an opposite
tendency. If we consider 7 as a charge-neutral point-like
particle, it should remain unaffected by external magnetic
field, while in the NJL model where mesons are considered
as composite particles made of quark anti-quark, 7, mass
changes with the changing of quark condensate. From the
Nambu-Goldstone theorem, since the explicit breaking of
chiral symmetry will get more “explicit” with the restora-
tion of chiral symmetry, the mass of the pseudo-Goldstone
boson 7 should generally decreases with magnetic field,
which is consist with our numerical result. A uniform
magnetic field breaks the isospin symmetry between u and
d quarks, and 7. gained mass from magnetic field, which is
qualitatively consist with the pointlike approximation

(PLA) result, i.c., EFLA(B) = \/ m2_(B = 0) + eB.
In Fig. 2 we show the temperature-dependence of m, g1
and m,, ateB =0 and eB = 3m2. At vanishing magnetic

1.00F T T T T
0.95F_ 1005 /"\J\
0.90 _% 1.000 f ]
z :‘!) 0.995 F
§ 0.85¢= 0.990 . . .
g 0.80F 0.00 005 010 015 020
075 T, eB=0
' o, eB=3m?, v,
0.70f m,, eB=3m?, v,
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
T(GeV)
100l T T T T
_ 1.000
095i% 1
e po
R e
g 0.00
0.851
0.80
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
T (GeV)
FIG. 3. Propagating velocity (ratio) of 7, (upper panel) and 7.

(lower panel) beyond mean field in case I and case II as a function
of temperature at different magnetic field in the chiral symmetry
breaking phase. The inlaid subfigure shows the ratio of velocities
at eB = 3m2 and e¢B = 0 in corresponding directions.

field, neutral and charged pions share the same mass. As the
temperature gets higher, pion mass increases with the
restoration of chiral symmetry, which is in agreement with
the analysis of Nambu-Goldstone theorem. At eB = 3m2,
the pole masses of neutral and charged pions split. It should
be noticed that at high temperature region, the system is
thermalized and the splitting between m, ... and m,,
becomes smaller.

Figure 3 shows longitudinal and transverse velocities of
both 7, and 7 as a function of the temperature at eB = (0
and eB = 3m2. At vanishing magnetic field, both 7, and
7 exhibit isotropic behavior and their velocities decrease
with the increase of temperature, since the temperature
leads to a breakdown of Lorentz symmetry in boost
transformations. When a magnetic field is turned on, we
can clearly observe the splitting between the longitudinal
and transverse velocities for both 7z and 7. For transverse
velocity, it gets lower than the vanishing magnetic field
scenario, while for longitudinal velocity, it is generally the
same as that in the vanishing magnetic field case at low
temperature region. When the temperature gets higher, the
splitting between the longitudinal and transverse velocities
induced by magnetic field gets melted and the system tends
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to become isotropic again. This thermalization phenome-
non is also observed in the strong field case, e.g., [71].
When the temperature increases, the velocity of neutral
pion at eB = 3m2 gets larger than that at eB = 0, since the
neutral pion becomes lighter at higher magnetic field. The
behavior of 7, is basically the same as the neutral pion
case, except that with the increase of magnetic field
strength, the propagating velocity of 7. tends to be smaller,
given that the charged pion mass is increased by the
magnetic field.

It should be noted that in the chiral limit, the behavior
of propagating velocities appears to exhibit the opposite
trend, where the longitudinal velocity is always exactly the
same as the speed of light, the transverse velocity gets
lower as temperature increases. This discrepancy between
transverse and longitudinal velocities was believed to lead
to magnetic inhibition, which gives the IMC result in the
chiral limit [19,62,63].

B. Chiral condensate beyond mean field

Now with the pole mass, screening masses and propa-
gating velocities of 7y and ;. obtained in the mean-field
approximation, we can insert them into the beyond-mean
field thermodynamic potential and gap equation to get the
quark mass in cases I, II, and IIl. Before that, we can first

calculate the effective coupling G with

11 0Q,,
E:4G+§M:amg

(37)

i
to investigate the feedback effect from different pion to the
system. To demonstrate the influence of magnetic field on
effective coupling in the whole temperature region, in
Figs. 4 and 5 we show G(eB = 0) and G(eB = 3m2) with
the feedback from different mesons, with and without the
consideration of the effect of finite pion propagating
velocities.

Figure 4 shows the temperature dependence of effective
coupling at different magnetic field strength with velocities
v = 1. We start with case I in the upper panel. The effective
coupling generally increases until getting close to its Mott
transition point, where a plunge is observed. As shown in
Eq. (37), the effective coupling is determined by the
contribution from mesons. The mesonic energy dispersion
relation is controlled by two different factors, i.e., the pole
mass and propagating velocity. In Fig. 4, velocities are set
to be the speed of light, and as demonstrated in Fig. 2, the
pole mass of neutral pion is monotonically increasing with
temperature, which leads to the increasing of mesonic
energy and the decreasing of its contribution in the effective
coupling. For the same reason, the effective coupling at
higher magnetic field background always gets lower than
that at vanishing magnetic field in case I. For case II and
case Il in the middle and lower panels, Since we are
examining the impact of charged pions, the effective

Case I, eB=0
Case I, eB=3m2

3.52¢

3.501

3.48¢

3.46¢

Effective Coupling

3.44¢° , ‘ ‘ &
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
T(GeV)

3.65¢ Case II, eB=0 ]

Case II, eB=3m?

3.601

3.55¢

Effective Coupling

3.501

3451
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
T(GeV)

3.70¢ Case 11, eB=0
3.65F Case 111, eB=3m2

3.601
3.55¢
3.50¢

Effective Coupling

3.45¢

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25
T(GeV)

FIG. 4. Effective coupling G at eB =0 and eB = 3m2 as a
function of temperature in three different cases, considering
constant pion propagating velocities (ratios).

coupling in these scenarios actually increases with the
magnetic field. This is due to the fact that charged pions
exhibit an opposing and more pronounced reaction to the
magnetic field. This result suggests that neglecting the
finite velocity effect may weaken magnetic catalysis in case
I, but strengthen it in cases II and III. Since the inclusion of
the Schwinger phase does not bring qualitative change to
the behavior of charged pion mass, according to [55,64],
and the increment of 7, masses still leads to the enhance-
ment of effective coupling, we can conclude that the
Schwinger phase will not affect our analysis.
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FIG. 5. Effective coupling G at eB =0 and eB =3m2 as a
function of temperature in three different cases, considering pion
propagating velocities (ratios) dependent on temperature and
magnetic field.

Figure 5 shows the temperature dependence of effective
coupling at different magnetic field strength with finite
velocities. Different from the result in Fig. 4, the effective
coupling in Fig. 5 monotonically decreases with the
increase of temperature. This is because the drop in
propagating velocities leads to a decrease in mesonic
energy, which in turn increases the overall contribution
from pions. We can also notice that, although the response
of effective coupling to the magnetic field is qualitatively
the same as in Fig. 4, the magnitude is significantly

Mean Field
0.228¢ Case |
— Case II
2 0.226} Case IIT
<
8 0.224t
=
0.222+
0.0 05 1.0 1.5 20 25 3.0
eB(m?)
0.20}
% 0.15}
<
s
s 0.10}
0.0sp %=v=1
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
T(GeV)
0.201
> 0.15}
<
2 0.10F
=
0.05¢ finite v
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
T(GeV)

FIG. 6. Effective quark mass my in four different cases, as a
function of magnetic field with zero temperature (upper panel)
and of temperature in vanishing magnetic field with finite and
constant pion propagating velocities (ratios) (middle and lower
panel), with m,z, ~(.0179 GeV2.

weakened. In case I, for example, the effect from magnetic
field becomes indistinguishable at around temperature
T ~0.15 GeV. One can also find an explanation from
Figs. 2 and 3, where the changes from propagating
velocities counteracts the effect of pole masses in energy
dispersion relation.

In Fig. 6, we show the quark mass as a function of the
magnetic field (up panel) and the temperature with pion
propagating velocity v = 1 (middle panel) and finite »
(below panel) for four cases listed in Table I. It is noticed

034024-8



MAGNETIC CATALYSIS AND DIAMAGNETISM FROM PION ...

PHYS. REV. D 110, 034024 (2024)

from the upper panel that although the constituent quark
mass increases with magnetic field in all cases, the
increasing rate is lower in case I with only neutral pion
contribution compared to the mean-field case. The increas-
ing rate of quark mass is significantly enhanced in both case
IT and case III in the case of considering the charged pion
contribution. It is observed that in the middle figure where
we consider the pionic velocity to be exactly the speed of
light, the chiral symmetry restoration phase transition is
catalyzed in case I and inverse-catalyzed in case III, while
in case II the behavior of quark condensate is similar to that
of mean field case. However, in the lower panel, when the
propagating velocities are dependent on the temperature
and magnetic field strength, in all the beyond-mean-field
cases, the chiral phase transition is inverse-catalyzed, and
the more pions are considered, the more inverse-catalytic
the system becomes. By observing the results for different
cases in Fig. 6, it is noticed that the behaviors of these
corrected quark masses agrees with the previous discussion
in Figs. 4 and 5.

To identify the magnetic field effect on the effective quark
mass at high temperature region, in Fig. 7 we show the re-
scaled T, — eB phase diagram in case I, I, and III with
and without the consideration of finite pionic velocities,
compared with the mean field result. In the upper panel
with constant pion propagating velocities, the critical
temperature in different cases is as follows: case 0 (mean
field): T.(0) = 157.2 MeV, case I: T.(0) = 163.5 MeV,
caseIl: 7. (0) = 159.8 MeV, caseIII: 7.(0) = 151.6 MeV;
and in the lower panel with finite pion propagating velocities
case 0: 7.(0) = 157.2 MeV, case I: T,.(0) = 145.3 MeV,
caseIl: T.(0) = 139.5 MeV, caseIII: T.(0) = 135.6 MeV.
The critical temperature 7', is determined by the fastest drop
of effective quark mass 0*m, (T, eB)/dT* = 0.1tis noticed
that in case I where we only include the feedback effect from
7y, the increasing rate of critical temperature is weakened
but the system is still magnetic catalytic. However, if we
include the charged pions contribution, the increasing rate of
critical temperature get enhanced. Once we consider the
finite velocity effect, both the enhancement from charged
pions and the weakening from neutral pion to magnetic
catalysis are suppressed, just as discussed in Fig. 5.

In the previous study of beyond-mean field calcula-
tion [19,62,63], IMC is achieved when a neutral pion with
finite velocity is included into the system, due to the
magnetic inhibition effect where the splitting between
the longitudinal and transverse velocities get larger as
the magnetic field and temperature are increasing.
However, our calculation in this work gives an opposite
result: Whether or not the influence of finite velocities is
taken into account, the system remains magnetic catalytic.
The main difference between the previous study and this
work is that, the previous study works in the chiral limit and
in this work the chiral symmetry is explicitly broken. For
transverse velocity, both previous and our present result

1.04 - T
Mean Field
Case |
1.031 Case II
S Case 111
S L02f w=w=1
m
L
&U
1.01¢
1.00}+ - X ) ) ] )
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
eB(mf,)
1.025F Mean Field
Case 1
. L.020} Case 11
< Case 111
S LOISE finjte
Eﬁ
e 1.010¢
1.005 /'
1.000: - ) ) ) ) N
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
eB(m?)
FIG. 7. Critical temperature for chiral symmetry restoration

phase transition in mean field approximation and three different
cases beyond mean field as a function of magnetic field,
normalized by vanishing magnetic field critical temperature,
considering both constant pion propagating velocities (ratios)
(upper panel) and finite pion propagating velocities (ratios)
(lower panel).

share the same form, but for longitudinal velocity, the chiral
limit version is set to be the speed of light since it is a
massless particle, unlike our cases, where the splitting in
velocities induced by magnetic field will be thermalized
once the temperature goes near the critical temperature.

C. Magnetic susceptibility

Recently the lattice QCD calculation showed that the
magnetized QCD matter exhibits diamagnetism at low
temperature and paramagnetism at high temperature, so
in this work we also calculate the magnetic susceptibility in
the NJL model beyond mean field.

The magnetic susceptibility is defined by

0*Q(T, eB)
deB> .o

X(T) = (38)

In lattice calculation, the renormalization scale choice
fixes 7(0) = 0 so that the divergence in vacuum magnetic
susceptibility can be eliminated. Mimicking their procedure,
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FIG. 8. Magnetic susceptibility in mean field approximation

(red solid lines), beyond mean field with the feedback from 7
(blue solid lines), 7. (green solid lines), and 7, 7 (cyan solid
lines) as a function of temperature with vanishing magnetic field.
Propagating velocity for pions are set to be speed of light in upper
panel, and finite velocities effect is considered in lower panel.

we define a new magnetic susceptibility to ensure the
relation y(0) = 0, where

A1) =20 -3 =75
with
A(T, eB) = Q(0, eB) — Q(T, eB). (40)

We numerically calculate the magnetic susceptibility in
the vicinity of B = 0, and show it in Fig. 8. In mean field
approximation, the magnetic susceptibility is always pos-
itive and increases with temperature. In the case I where 7 is
included, there is no qualitative change in the behavior of
magnetic susceptibility, but instead quantitatively it is
enhanced by the feedback effect of z,. However, if we
include the effect of charged pions as well like in case Il and
case III, the magnetic susceptibility is negative at low
temperature and becomes positive at high temperature
region, showing qualitative agreement with the lattice result.

In the mean field approximation, the system only
consists of quark, a charged particle with nonzero spin,

which means its magnetic susceptibility is subject to two
different mechanisms, namely Pauli paramagnetism and
Landau diamagnetism [74,75]. The former originate from
the spin distribution in the presence of magnetic field, and
the latter is a quantum effect that is related to the cyclotron
motion of charged particles. Normally the Pauli paramat-
netism is stronger than Landau diamagnetism, making the
total magnetic susceptibility positive in the mean field
approximation. However, the pseudo-scalar particles 7. are
spin-0 and only subject to Landau diamagnetism, giving a
negative magnetic susceptibility result. When we go
beyond mean field approximation, we actually consider
a system composed of quarks and mesons. At low temper-
ature, the pion meson contribution is dominant and the total
magnetic susceptibility is negative, while at high temper-
ature, the dominance of quark contribution makes the
system going back to paramagnetism.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work, we investigated the magnetic field effect on
the phase transition of chiral symmetry restoration in the
framework of SU(2) NJL model beyond mean field
approximation. We consider three cases, by separately
including the effect of z, (case I), 7z, (case II), and all
three pions altogether (case III). Since sigma meson is
much heavier than pions and it is not directly influenced by
the magnetic field, we neglect its contribution in the
calculation. To identify the effect of finite pionic propa-
gating velocities, we consider two situations, one setting
pion velocity to be exactly speed of light, and another with
finite velocities determined by Eq. (30). Unlike the pre-
vious IMC results in the chiral limit due to the magnetic
inhibition effect where the splitting between the longi-
tudinal and transverse velocities of pion suppressed the
critical temperature, in this work in the chiral symmetry
explicitly broken case, the system is always magnetic
catalytic. In the discussion of effective coupling, we notice
that in absence of magnetic field, both neutral and charged
pions share the same contribution to the system. However,
when a magnetic field is introduced, due to the opposite
response of charged and neutral pion masses to it, the
feedback from 7, weakens the MC but that from 7. instead
enhances it. Once we consider the effect from finite
velocities, it will counter the effect from the changes in
pionic pole mass. When we go to finite temperature region,
all the effect above will be thermalized, resulting that IMC
cannot be observed in any of the above scenarios. One
problem in the calculation is in Eq. (33) where we consider
a propagating velocity of 7. from weak field expansion in
the energy dispersion relation in strong-field formulation,
since the transverse velocity here is ill-defined with
momentum in corresponding direction becoming quantized
Landau levels. In our future work, we plan to do the
calculation in a more self-consistent way, e.g., rewrite
Eq. (33) in weak-field expansion manner.
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We also calculate the magnetic susceptibility in these
three scenarios. In mean field approximation and only
including 7, scenario, the magnetic susceptibility is always
positive and increases with temperature. However, if we
include the effect of charged pions, the magnetic suscep-
tibility becomes negative at low temperature and positive at
high temperature region, showing qualitative agreement
with the lattice result. A system composed of quarks is
governed by both Landau diamagnetism and Pauli para-
magnetism. The former originates from the spin distribution
in the presence of magnetic field, and the latter is a quantum
effect which relates to the cyclotron motion of charged
particles. Normally the Pauli paramagnetism is stronger than
Landau diamagnetism, making the total magnetic suscep-
tibility positive in the mean field approximation. For charged
pions which is spin zero, its magnetic susceptibility is only
controlled by Landau diamagnetism. In beyond mean field
approximation, the system is composed of quarks and
mesons, and at low temperature, the meson contribution
is dominant and the total magnetic susceptibility is negative,
while at high temperature, the dominance of quark con-
tribution makes the system going back to be paramagnetic.
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K3 (m + §y) + Ko (m? = k)

APPENDIX A: THE SUBLEADING ORDER
OF POLARIZATION FUNCTIONS

In this part we will derive the specific form of polari-
zation function in weak field expansion. We start with the
equation of IT%(g?). For the pole mass, with the static
condition, the B =0 contribution of the polarization
function can be written as

0 0
[(g3,0) = —1{" (m3) + g315” (m2, 43,0).  (Al)
and Iéo)(mtzi, g3, 0) is given by
#k  tanh(%
Wm0 =2 [ L5
(27)° E,(4E7 — 45)

Besides, the formula of T1°°(0, ¢?) for screening mass reads
T & 1 2
10, ¢7) = —— —— arctan( m,)
4 I=—c0 V ~Y; qi

2y — /=2
— arctan u
qi

+ arct 24i
arctan| ——————— | |,
2’"1—\/—%2

2 _

with m; = mlz] —i—wlz and Matsubara frequency w; =

(21 + 1)xT. Here we start with 1%, Substituting Eq. (2)
into Eq. (22), we have

(A3)

Hzo(qz) = Zi/WTr{S} [}’5

= m2)4

m+K—q ]
Pk

g [ A% ki [m? =k - (k= q)y] = ki - (k= q) (m* = kf)
=38 /( (k2_m2)4[(k_q)2_m2] '

27)*

(A4)

To calculate the pole and screening mass in different directions in a form that is as simplified as possible, we should consider

these three situations separately. For pole mass, we set the external momentum g, = g3 = 0 and induce a replacement
J % Ty o f %, ko — iw, in finite temperature case, to have

P (i) qok?
U6 =30 =T . [ = i P B

(AS)

One can choose to either do the summation of Matsubara frequencies numerically, or use the package MatsubaraSum to do the
calculation.

For screening mass, according to [71] the Matsubara summation should be done after the integration of internal
momentum. Follow the similar procedure as above, we can set g, = 0 and get
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Hzo(q(%:O,Qi,%):Sz/ il 3 (k—q)s] —ki-(k=q),( D) —kiq.kg

Above we introduce an integration over Feynman parameters, which is given by

@)’ (@ - )k — ) = ] (A9
_ /1 . x4 (1 = x)b! " ['(a+b)
= mylk =g =P o T =)+ (=)= aF = (@)
[ e 1-x" T+ b)
_ A TN (A7)

where

A=m?—x(1-x)¢%,

l=k—-(1-x)g. (A8)

Substituting Eq. (A7) into Eq. (A6), setting k = [ + (1 —
x)g and discarding all the odd powers of /, we obtain

1(q5=0.41.43)

o = (2r)3
o [! a0 e )
0 ((iwn)z_l%_lzi_Ms

(A9)

Separately set g2 =0 and g3 = 0 and performing the
integration in I, we can get the I1?° in longitudinal and

T(a)T'(b)’

transverse directions, accordingly,

q 5(m?* - (iw,)?)q>
(A= (iajn)z)s/2 s (iwn)2)7/zL}' (A10)

Following the similar procedure, we can get the expres-
sion for IT'!:

> [Pk w4 = (iw,)(io, -

i0,)* = P { (i, — q9)* — EG}*

T & 1 3[m? = x(1 = x)q3 — (iw,)?]
Hll 2:220’2__ /d 1= + 3 n ,
(a5 =4q1 q3) 87:11:2_00 A xx(1—x) (A — (iw,)2)? (A = (iw,)?)%?
T & 1 3[m? - (iw,)?]
MR =q2=0¢)=— /d 1— " . All
(45 = g3 q1) 871”:2_00 A e x( x){(A — (iw,)?)? + (A = (iw,)?)> (A1)
For vanishing temperature case, the subleading order T1°% and IT'' have the form
11 B3(1-x)
1 [l —X)
T (g3, ¢2)(T = 0) = WA a5 (m3 4 x(1 = 2)g7 + A), (A12)

The above expression works well in calculating both pole and screening masses for pions.
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APPENDIX B: INCLUSION
OF VELOCITY (RATIO)

In this section we try to understand the propagating
velocity (or ratio) given in Eqgs. (31) and (33) better with a
demonstrative analysis on the propagator of a meson
particle.

First, let us consider the 2-point correlation function (the
inverse of propagator) for a meson in Euclidean space
without magnetic fields

I'® = Z,p} + Z3p* + mj. (B1)
Here Z, and Zj denote the temporal and spatial wave
function renormalizations, and m, are bare meson mass.
The pole mass and screening masses are defined as [76]

re (pO = impole’ﬁ = O) =0, <B2)
I (py = 0.p* = —mi) = 0. (B3)
By solving the equations above, we get
2 2
mo 0
Zy = 3 Zs = —p (B4)
pole scr

the ratio of the temporal and spatial wave function
renormalizations is

= [P _ Mol (B5)
ZO Mger

That is Eq. (30) in our paper. The energy dispersion relation

is
E:1/ pole+yp2'

Then, we consider the translational invariant part of the
propagator for a charged scalar meson under magnetic
fields in the Schwinger scheme:

© ids
G(p) = _ —is( Zyp? + Z; p?
0= cos(qu)eXp< < R

t B
et )
gqBs

(B6)

+ZLP

we make the change of variable s - —iz/(gB)

1 © dr T
G(p) = — S —— | Zop? + Zap?
=35, cos(—ir)e”’< qB< R

tan(—ir
+ ZLpi% + m%))). (B8)
By using
cos(ir)ze —Ze . itan(—ir) :%’ (B9)

and the generating function of the Laguerre polynomials

exp(—xz/(1-2)) _ iLz(x)Zl» (B10)

1-2z

we arrive

/ drexp <—— (Zop} + Z3p3

+ (214 1)gB + m%))

2 & (Zup? Zur]
_2 Ll(L_M)(_l)ze—,,—;

9B 4= qgB
B
Sp— _— . (Bl
Zopy +Zspy + (21 +1)gB + my
The energy dispersion relation reads
54 Zsp3+ 2L+ 1)gB
E:\/m0+ 3’)3;( 4B (g1
0

where m(/\/Z is m,, in this version of our article. Here,
all the Landau levels comes with a coefficient 1/Z,,.

It should be mentioned that above is only a demonstra-
tive analysis. In NJL model, since pions are composite
particles, the value of Z, cannot be determined, and we use
the vi as in Eq. (33) for the coefficients before the Landau
levels instead.

034024-13



MEI, WEN, MAO, HUANG, and XU

PHYS. REV. D 110, 034024 (2024)

[1] F. Preis, A. Rebhan, and A. Schmitt, Inverse magnetic
catalysis in field theory and gauge-gravity duality, Lect.
Notes Phys. 871, 51 (2013).

[2] R. Gatto and M. Ruggieri, Quark matter in a strong
magnetic background, Lect. Notes Phys. 871, 87 (2013).

[3] M. D’Elia, Lattice QCD simulations in external background
fields, Lect. Notes Phys. 871, 181 (2013).

[4] V. A. Miransky and I. A. Shovkovy, Quantum field theory in
a magnetic field: From quantum chromodynamics to gra-
phene and Dirac semimetals, Phys. Rep. 576, 1 (2015).

[5] J.O. Andersen, W.R. Naylor, and A. Tranberg, Phase
diagram of QCD in a magnetic field: A review, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 88, 025001 (2016).

[6] D.E. Kharzeev, L. D. McLerran, and H.J. Warringa, The
effects of topological charge change in heavy ion collisions:
“Event by event P and CP violation”, Nucl. Phys. A803,
227 (2008).

[7]1 U. Gursoy, D. Kharzeev, and K. Rajagopal, Magnetohy-
drodynamics, charged currents and directed flow in heavy
ion collisions, Phys. Rev. C 89, 054905 (2014).

[8] V. de la Incera, Nonperturbative physics in a magnetic field,
AIP Conf. Proc. 1361, 74 (2011).

[9] R. C. Duncan and C. Thompson, Formation of very strongly
magnetized neutron stars—implications for gamma-ray
bursts, Astrophys. J. Lett. 392, L9 (1992).

[10] H. Li, X.-L. Xia, X.-G. Huang, and H. Z. Huang, Dynamic
calculations of magnetic field and implications on spin
polarization and spin alignment in heavy ion collisions,
Phys. Rev. C 108, 044902 (2023).

[11] G.S. Bali et al., Thermodynamic properties of QCD in
external magnetic fields, Proc. Sci. ConfinementX2012
(2012) 197 [arXiv:1301.5826].

[12] V.G. Bornyakov, P.V. Buividovich, N. Cundy, O.A.
Kochetkov, and A. Schifer, Deconfinement transition in
two-flavor lattice QCD with dynamical overlap fermions
in an external magnetic field, Phys. Rev. D 90, 034501
(2014).

[13] M. D’Elia, F. Manigrasso, F. Negro, and F. Sanfilippo,
QCD phase diagram in a magnetic background for different
values of the pion mass, Phys. Rev. D 98, 054509
(2018).

[14] G. Endrodi, Critical point in the QCD phase diagram for
extremely strong background magnetic fields, J. High
Energy Phys. 07 (2015) 173.

[15] G. Endrodi, M. Giordano, S. D. Katz, T. G. Kovics, and F.
Pittler, Magnetic catalysis and inverse catalysis for heavy
pions, J. High Energy Phys. 07 (2019) 007.

[16] G.S. Bali, G. Endrddi, and S. Piemonte, Magnetic suscep-
tibility of QCD matter and its decomposition from the
lattice, J. High Energy Phys. 07 (2020) 183.

[17] S.P. Klevansky and R.H. Lemmer, Chiral symmetry re-
storation in the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model with a constant
electromagnetic field, Phys. Rev. D 39, 3478 (1989).

[18] V.P. Gusynin, V. A. Miransky, and I. A. Shovkovy, Dimen-
sional reduction and catalysis of dynamical symmetry
breaking by a magnetic field, Nucl. Phys. B462, 249 (1996).

[19] K. Fukushima and Y. Hidaka, Magnetic catalysis versus
magnetic inhibition, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 031601 (2013).

[20] J. Chao, P. Chu, and M. Huang, Inverse magnetic catalysis
induced by sphalerons, Phys. Rev. D 88, 054009 (2013).

[21] L. Yu, H. Liu, and M. Huang, Spontaneous generation of
local CP violation and inverse magnetic catalysis, Phys.
Rev. D 90, 074009 (2014).

[22] E.J. Ferrer, V. de la Incera, and X.J. Wen, Quark anti-
screening at strong magnetic field and inverse magnetic
catalysis, Phys. Rev. D 91, 054006 (2015).

[23] S. Fayazbakhsh and N. Sadooghi, Anomalous magnetic
moment of hot quarks, inverse magnetic catalysis, and
reentrance of the chiral symmetry broken phase, Phys.
Rev. D 90, 105030 (2014).

[24] J. Mei and S. Mao, Inverse catalysis effect of the quark
anomalous magnetic moment to chiral restoration and
deconfinement phase transitions, Phys. Rev. D 102,
114035 (2020).

[25] K. Xu, J. Chao, and M. Huang, Effect of the anomalous
magnetic moment of quarks on magnetized QCD matter and
meson spectra, Phys. Rev. D 103, 076015 (2021).

[26] F. Lin, K. Xu, and M. Huang, Magnetism of QCD matter
and the pion mass from tensor-type spin polarization and the
anomalous magnetic moment of quarks, Phys. Rev. D 106,
016005 (2022).

[27] M. Kawaguchi and M. Huang, Restriction on the form of the
quark anomalous magnetic moment from lattice QCD
results, Chin. Phys. C 47, 064103 (2023).

[28] W.R. Tavares, S.S. Avancini, R.L.S. Farias, and R.P.
Cardoso, Artificial first-order phase transition in a magnet-
ized Nambu—Jona-Lasinio model with a quark anomalous
magnetic moment, Phys. Rev. D 109, 016011 (2024).

[29] N. Chaudhuri, S. Ghosh, P. Roy, and S. Sarkar, Collective
modes of a massive fermion in a magnetized medium with
finite anomalous magnetic moment, Phys. Rev. D 108,
116006 (2023).

[30] C. A. Islam, M.S. Ali, and M. Huang, Deciding on the
anomalous magnetic moment of quarks in a framework of
nonlocal NJL model, arXiv:2302.00696.

[31] M. Ferreira, P. Costa, O. Lourenco, T. Frederico, and C.
Providéncia, Inverse magnetic catalysis in the (2 + 1)-flavor
Nambu-Jona-Lasinio and Polyakov-Nambu-Jona-Lasinio
models, Phys. Rev. D 89, 116011 (2014).

[32] H. Liu, L. Yu, M. Chernodub, and M. Huang, Possible
formation of high temperature superconductor at an early
stage of heavy-ion collisions, Phys. Rev. D 94, 113006
(2016).

[33] S.S. Avancini, R.L.S. Farias, M. Benghi Pinto, W.R.
Tavares, and V. S. Timéteo, 7, pole mass calculation in a
strong magnetic field and lattice constraints, Phys. Lett. B
767, 247 (2017).

[34] A. Ayala, C. A. Dominguez, L. A. Hernandez, M. Loewe, A.
Raya, J. C. Rojas, and C. Villavicencio, Thermomagnetic
properties of the strong coupling in the local Nambu—Jona-
Lasinio model, Phys. Rev. D 94, 054019 (2016).

[35] R.L.S. Farias, V. S. Timoteo, S.S. Avancini, M. B. Pinto,
and G. Krein, Thermo-magnetic effects in quark matter:
Nambu—Jona-Lasinio model constrained by lattice QCD,
Eur. Phys. J. A 53, 101 (2017).

[36] X. Chen, L. Zhang, and D. Hou, Running coupling constant
at finite chemical potential and magnetic field from holog-
raphy, Chin. Phys. C 46, 073101 (2022).

[37] B.-k. Sheng, X. Wang, and L. Yu, Impacts of inverse
magnetic catalysis on screening masses of neutral pions

034024-14


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-37305-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-37305-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-37305-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-642-37305-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2015.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.88.025001
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.88.025001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2008.02.298
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2008.02.298
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.89.054905
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3622687
https://doi.org/10.1086/186413
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.108.044902
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.171.0197
https://doi.org/10.22323/1.171.0197
https://arXiv.org/abs/1301.5826
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.034501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.034501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.054509
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.98.054509
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2015)173
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2015)173
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2019)007
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2020)183
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.39.3478
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00021-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.031601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.054009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.074009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.074009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.054006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.105030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.105030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.114035
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.114035
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.076015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.016005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.016005
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/acc641
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.016011
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.116006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.116006
https://arXiv.org/abs/2302.00696
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.116011
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.113006
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.113006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.02.002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.94.054019
https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2017-12320-8
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/ac5c2d

MAGNETIC CATALYSIS AND DIAMAGNETISM FROM PION ...

PHYS. REV. D 110, 034024 (2024)

and sigma mesons in hot and magnetized quark matter,
Phys. Rev. D 105, 034003 (2022).

[38] S. Mao and Y. Tian, Pion superfluid phase transition under
an external magnetic field including the inverse magnetic
catalysis effect, Phys. Rev. D 106, 094017 (2022).

[39] K. Kamikado and T. Kanazawa, Magnetic susceptibility of a
strongly interacting thermal medium with 2+ 1 quark
flavors, J. High Energy Phys. 01 (2015) 129.

[40] B. Sahoo, K. K. Pradhan, D. Sahu, and R. Sahoo, Effect of a
magnetic field on the thermodynamic properties of a high-
temperature hadron resonance gas with van der Waals
interactions, Phys. Rev. D 108, 074028 (2023).

[41] R. Wen, S. Yin, W.-j. Fu, and M. Huang, Functional
renormalization group study of neutral and charged pions
in magnetic fields in the quark-meson model, Phys. Rev. D
108, 076020 (2023).

[42] X. Li, W.-j. Fu, and Y.-x. Liu, Thermodynamics of 2 + 1
flavor Polyakov-loop quark-meson model under external
magnetic field, Phys. Rev. D 99, 074029 (2019).

[43] K. Kamikado and T. Kanazawa, Chiral dynamics in a
magnetic field from the functional renormalization group,
J. High Energy Phys. 03 (2014) 009.

[44] K. Fukushima and J. M. Pawlowski, Magnetic catalysis in
hot and dense quark matter and quantum fluctuations, Phys.
Rev. D 86, 076013 (2012).

[45] W.-j. Fu and Y.-x. Liu, Four-fermion interactions and the
chiral symmetry breaking in an external magnetic field,
Phys. Rev. D 96, 074019 (2017).

[46] H. Bohra, D. Dudal, A. Hajilou, and S. Mahapatra,
Anisotropic string tensions and inversely magnetic cata-
lyzed deconfinement from a dynamical AdS/QCD model,
Phys. Lett. B 801, 135184 (2020).

[47] H. Bohra, D. Dudal, A. Hajilou, and S. Mahapatra, Chiral
transition in the probe approximation from an Einstein-
Maxwell-dilaton gravity model, Phys. Rev. D 103, 086021
(2021).

[48] N. Wen, X. Cao, J. Chao, and H. Liu, Neutral pion masses
within a hot and magnetized medium in a lattice-improved
soft-wall AdS/QCD model, Phys. Rev. D 109, 086021
(2024).

[49] N. Mueller, J. A. Bonnet, and C.S. Fischer, Dynamical
quark mass generation in a strong external magnetic field,
Phys. Rev. D 89, 094023 (2014).

[50] N. Mueller and J. M. Pawlowski, Magnetic catalysis and
inverse magnetic catalysis in QCD, Phys. Rev. D 91, 116010
(2015).

[51] J. Braun, W.A. Mian, and S. Rechenberger, Delayed
magnetic catalysis, Phys. Lett. B 755, 265 (2016).

[52] S.P. Klevansky, The Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model of quan-
tum chromodynamics, Rev. Mod. Phys. 64, 649 (1992).

[53] E. Quack and S. P. Klevansky, Effective 1/N. expansion in
the NJL model, Phys. Rev. C 49, 3283 (1994).

[54] P. Zhuang, J. Hufner, and S. P. Klevansky, Thermodynamics
of a quark—meson plasma in the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio
model, Nucl. Phys. A576, 525 (1994).

[55] S. Mao, Pions in magnetic field at finite temperature, Phys.
Rev. D 99, 056005 (2019).

[56] L. Liand S. Mao, Light mesons around critical end points in
T — up — puy — eB space, Chin. Phys. C 46, 094105 (2022).

[57] J. Mei, T. Xia, and S. Mao, Mass spectra of neutral mesons
KO0, 70,7, at finite magnetic field, temperature and quark
chemical potential, Phys. Rev. D 107, 074018 (2023).

[58] H. Liu, X. Wang, L. Yu, and M. Huang, Neutral and charged
scalar mesons, pseudoscalar mesons, and diquarks in
magnetic fields, Phys. Rev. D 97, 076008 (2018).

[59] M. Coppola, D. Gomez Dumm, S. Noguera, and N.N.
Scoccola, Neutral and charged pion properties under strong
magnetic fields in the NJL. model, Phys. Rev. D 100, 054014
(2019).

[60] S.S. Avancini, M. Coppola, N. N. Scoccola, and J. C. Sodré,
Light pseudoscalar meson masses under strong magnetic
fields within the SU(3) Nambu—Jona-Lasinio model, Phys.
Rev. D 104, 094040 (2021).

[61] L. Li and S. Mao, Inverse magnetic catalysis effect and
current quark mass effect on mass spectra and Mott
transitions of pions under external magnetic field, Phys.
Rev. D 108, 054001 (2023).

[62] S. Mao, Inverse magnetic catalysis in Nambu—Jona-Lasinio
model beyond mean field, Phys. Lett. B 758, 195 (2016).

[63] S. Mao, Chiral symmetry restoration and quark deconfine-
ment beyond mean field in a magnetized PNJL model, Phys.
Rev. D 97, 011501 (2018).

[64] D. Gomez Dumm, S. Noguera, and N. N. Scoccola, Charged
meson masses under strong magnetic fields: Gauge invari-
ance and Schwinger phases, Phys. Rev. D 108, 016012
(2023).

[65] W.-j. Fu, C. Huang, J. M. Pawlowski, and Y.-y. Tan, Four-
quark scatterings in QCD I, SciPost Phys. 14, 069 (2023).

[66] W.-j. Fu, C. Huang, J. M. Pawlowski, and Y.-y. Tan, Four-
quark scatterings in QCD II, arXiv:2401.07638.

[67] E. V. Shuryak, Physics of the pion liquid, Phys. Rev. D 42,
1764 (1990).

[68] R.D. Pisarski and M. Tytgat, Propagation of cool pions,
Phys. Rev. D 54, R2989 (1996).

[69] S. Fayazbakhsh, S. Sadeghian, and N. Sadooghi, Properties
of neutral mesons in a hot and magnetized quark matter,
Phys. Rev. D 86, 085042 (2012).

[70] S. Fayazbakhsh and N. Sadooghi, Weak decay constant of
neutral pions in a hot and magnetized quark matter, Phys.
Rev. D 88, 065030 (2013).

[71] B. Sheng, Y. Wang, X. Wang, and L. Yu, Pole and screening
masses of neutral pions in a hot and magnetized medium: A
comprehensive study in the Nambu—-Jona-Lasinio model,
Phys. Rev. D 103, 094001 (2021).

[72] M. Huang, P.-f. Zhuang, and W.-q. Chao, Massive meson
fluctuation in NJL model, Commun. Theor. Phys. 34, 91
(2000).

[73] M. Qertel, M. Buballa, and J. Wambach, Meson loop effects
in the NJL model at zero and nonzero temperature, Phys. At.
Nucl. 64, 698 (2001).

[74] L. Landau, Diamagnetismus der Metalle, Z. Phys. 64, 629
(1930).

[75] L. Landau and E. Lifshitz, in Statistical Physics, 3rd ed.
(Butterworth-Heinemann, Oxford, 1980), pp. 158-190.

[76] A.J. Helmboldt, J. M. Pawlowski, and N. Strodthoff,
Towards quantitative precision in the chiral crossover:
Masses and fluctuation scales, Phys. Rev. D 91, 054010
(2015).

034024-15


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.034003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.094017
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2015)129
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.074028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.076020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.076020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.074029
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2014)009
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.076013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.076013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.074019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2019.135184
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.086021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.086021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.086021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.109.086021
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.094023
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.116010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.116010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.02.017
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.64.649
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.49.3283
https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9474(94)90743-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.056005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.056005
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/ac7201
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.107.074018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.076008
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.054014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.100.054014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.094040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.094040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.054001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.054001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2016.05.018
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.011501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.97.011501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.016012
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.108.016012
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.14.4.069
https://arXiv.org/abs/2401.07638
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.42.1764
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.42.1764
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.54.R2989
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.085042
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.065030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.88.065030
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.094001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0253-6102/34/1/91
https://doi.org/10.1088/0253-6102/34/1/91
https://doi.org/10.1134/1.1368226
https://doi.org/10.1134/1.1368226
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01397213
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01397213
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.054010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.054010

