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Dynamical chiral symmetry breaking by a magnetic field in QED
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It is shown that chiral symmetry is spontaneously broken by a constant magnetic field
in QED. The dynamical mass of fermions (energy gap in the fermion spectrum) is mayn =~
CveBexp [— (x/a)’ 2] , where B is the magnetic field, the constant C is of order one, and a = e? /4
is the renormalized coupling constant. Possible applications of this effect are discussed.
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The dynamics of fermions in an external constant mag-
netic field in QED was considered by Schwinger long
ago [1]. In those classical works, while the interaction
with the external field was considered in all orders in the
coupling constant, the quantum dynamics was treated
perturbatively. There is no dynamical chiral symmetry
breaking in QED in this approximation [2]. In this paper
we reconsider this problem, treating the QED dynamics
nonperturbatively. We will show that a constant mag-
netic field B leads to dynamical chiral symmetry break-
ing in massless QED. The dynamical mass of fermions
(energy gap in the fermion spectrum) is

Mayn ~ CVeB exp [— (2)1/2], (1)

where the constant C is of order one and o = e?/4rw is
the renormalized coupling constant relating to the scale
K = Mdyn.

The essence of this effect is the dimensional reduction
D -5 D-2(3+1 — 141 in this case) in the dy-
namics of fermion pairing in a magnetic field, pointed
out recently in Refs. [3,4]. Actually, we will show that,
in Euclidean space, the equation describing the Nambu-
Goldstone (NG) bosons in QED in a magnetic field has
the form of a two-dimensional Schrodinger equation:

[-A +mi,, + V(r)]¥(r) = 0. (2)

Here ¥(r) is expressed through the Bethe-Salpeter (BS)
function of NG bosons, A = 82/8z2 + 82/0z2 (the mag-
netic field is in the +z3 direction; 4 = it), and the
potential V(r) is

a r2\ _. r?
V(r) = 7z eXP (2—l2—)E1 (_ﬁ) , rP=zi+z2 (3)

We emphasize that we work in the conventional, weak
coupling, phase of QED. That is, the bare coupling a(?,
relating to the scale 4 = A, where A is an ultraviolet
cutoff, is assumed to be small, a(®) « 1. Then, because
of infrared freedom in QED, interactions in the theory
are weak at all scales and, as a result, the treatment of
the nonperturbative dynamics is reliable.

We will consider possible applications of this effect at
the end of the paper.

The Lagrangian density of massless QED in a magnetic
field is

L= —F"Fu+ 3 [#, (v D)), )

where the covariant derivative D, is

D, = 8, —ie(AS™ + A,.),
(5)

B
Az’d = (0,—?.’32, 51‘1,0) .

In addition to the Dirac index (n), the fermion field car-
ries an additional flavor index a = 1,2,..., N. Then, at
N > 2, the Lagrangian density (4) is invariant under the
chiral SUL(N)xSUgr(N)xUL4+gr(1) transformations (we
will not discuss the dynamics related to the anomalous,
singlet current js, in this paper). Since we consider the
weak coupling phase of QED, there is no spontaneous
chiral symmetry breaking at B = 0 [6]. We will show
that the magnetic field changes the situation dramati-
cally: at B # 0 the chiral symmetry SU(N)xSUg(N)
breaks down to the SUy (V) =SUg, () and, as a re-
sult, there appear N? — 1 gapless NG bosons composed
of fermions and antifermions. As we will see, the BS
equation for the NG bosons defines the dynamical mass

where Ei(z) = — [ dtexp(—t)/t is the integral expo- (energy gap) for fermions.
nential function [5] and ! = |eB|~'/2 is the magnetic The homogeneous BS equation for N2 — 1 NG bound
length. states takes the form (for a review, see Ref. [7])
|
Xap(@,y; P) = —i / d*zid*y1d*z2d*y2G aa, (z,21) K 4, By ;45 B, (T191, 932?/2))&,,1;2 (z2,Y2; P)GB,B(Y1,9), (6)

where the BS wave function xiB (z,y; P) = (0|Tva(z)ds(®)|P;8), B=1,2,...,N? — 1, and the fermion propagator
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GaB(z,y) = (0|T¥a(x)¥p(y)|0); the indices A = (na) and B = (mb) include both Dirac (n,m) and flavor (a,b)
indices. Note that though the external field AS** (5) breaks the conventional translation invariance, the total momen-
tum P is a good, conserved, quantum number for neutral channels [8], in particular, for these NG bosons. Since, as
will be shown below, the NG bosons are formed in the infrared region, where the QED coupling is weak, one can use
the BS kernel in leading order in « [7]:

K 4,B,;4,B, (T1Y1, T2Y2) = —4Mi004, 0,055, Vi, ng Ymgmy Puv (Y2 — 2)8(21 — 22)8(y1 — y2)
+47ria6,,11,15b2a2'y,‘flm1'y;’nzn2’l)w(:c1 —z2)0(z1 — y1)0(z2 — y2), )

where the photon propagator

—i ik kuk,\ 1
Du(z) = @ /d4k€ * (guu - A%‘) %2 (8)

(X is a gauge parameter). The first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (7) corresponds to the ladder approximation.
The second (annihilation) term does not contribute to the BS equation for massless NG bosons (this follows from the
fact that, due to the Ward identities for axial currents, the BS equation for the NG bosons can be reduced to the
Schwinger-Dyson equation for the fermion propagator where there is no contribution of the annihilation term [7]).
Therefore we shall omit this term in the following. Then the BS equation takes the form

XiB (:13, Y5 P) = —4rna / d4.’131d4y1 SAAl (.’1!, wl)aﬂqaz '7::1n2 Xisz (wl’ Y15 P)652b1 ’Y::Lzm1 SBIB(y17 y)DMV (yl - :cl)’ (9)

where, since we are working to lowest order in «, the full fermion propagator G4g(z,y) is replaced by the propagator
S of a free fermion (with the mass m = mgys) in a magnetic field [1]:

ie ~
San(e,9) = 8usexp (5 (@~ 0 4@ +1) ) Som(e — ), (10)
where the Fourier transform of § is
& > . tan(eBs
S(k) = /(; ds exp [zs (kg — k2 - kﬁ_—% — mﬁyn)]
x{(k°7° — k343 + Mayn)[1 + y'4? tan(eBs)] — kiv, [1+ tan2(eBs)]} (11)

[here ki = (k1,k2), ¥, = (71,72)]- Using the new variables, the center-of-mass coordinate, R = (z + y)/2 and the
relative coordinate r = z — y, Eq. (9) can be rewritten as

rT—r

inm(Ra L P) = —4ra / d4Rld4"'1'§nn1 (R - Ry + ) 'Y::lnz)anmg (R1,7'1; P)'Y:nzml

X Smim (1_2—’"1 -R+ Rl)p,w(—rl) exp [—ie(r +r1)* AR — Ry)] . (12)
Here the function Xpm(R,7; P) is defined from the equation

X5 (@,y; P) = (0|T4a(z)P5(y)|P; B) = X2, explier” AZ(R)|%nm (R, 7; P), (13)

where A\? are N2 — 1 flavor matrices [tr(M)Y) = 265,; B,y = 1,2,..., N2 — 1]. The important fact is that the effect
of translation symmetry breaking by the external field is factorized in the phase factor in Eq. (13), and Eq. (12)
admits a translation invariant solution, Xnm(R,7; P) = exp(—tPR)Xnm(r; P). Henceforth we will consider the case
with P — 0. Then, transforming this equation into momentum space, we get

Snlp) = —ina [ CLETE R

exp(—iqLR)Snn, (P, PL +eA™(R) + a
2

(2m)8
= v < ex qL
XV nz Xnama (K) Yimymy Smam (P||,PL + eA™*(R) — 7)
XDy (k) — p, kL — PL — 2eA**(R)), (14)

where p; = (p°%,p*), pL = (p*,P?).
The crucial point for further analysis will be the assumption that mgyn < 4/|eB| and that the region mostly
responsible for generating the mass is the infrared region with k < mayn < +/|eB|. As we shall see below, this
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assumption is self-consistent [see Eq. (1)]. The assumption allows us to replace the propagator Spm in Eq. (14) by
the pole contribution of the lowest Landau level (LLL). In order to show this, we recall that the energy spectrum of

fermions with m = mgyy in a magnetic field is [9]

En (Pa)

= &4/m3,, + 2|eB|n + p},

n=0,1,2,... (15)

(the Landau levels). The propagator S(p) can be decomposed over the Landau level poles [4,10]:

S(p) = iexp (—

with

Dy, (eB,p) = (p°7° — P*¥* + mdyn) [(1 —iv'y?)L, (2

P
leB| )’

where L, (z) are the generalized Laguerre polynomials [L, = L2 and L®,(z) = 0 by definition].

+4(p'y* + P>y LL_, (

P | — n
o) 20

D, (eB,p)
16
—p%—mgyn—2|eB|n (16)

PJ_

%)

PLY (14 iy
‘CBl et n—1

Equation (16) implies

that at mayn < 4/|eB], the LLL with n = 0 dominates in the infrared region with p < mayn.
The LLL pole dominance essentially simplifies the analysis. Now

& . P|| + Mdyn .
S(p) ~ iexp(—1*p% —L—#—(l —iv'y?), (17)
I dyn
where p| = p°y° — p3y® and p” (®°)? — (p*)?, and Eq. (14) transforms into
— 2al2 —lzpﬁ_ dzA de dzk —l’A'i 1 - 1.2 i;:“ + Mdyn
P(Pu,PJ.) = (~2*7r—)4‘6 1 L e (1 =y )™ _—_kz m3 -
yn
+ Mdyn ,, .
><p(k||,kl)k—z“‘—y 71 = iv'y*) D (ky — p kL — A L), (18)
dyn
where
p(@),PL) = (B — mayn)X(P) (B — Mayn)- (19)
Equation (18) implies that p(p), pL1) = exp(—1?p3 )¢ (p)), where p(p) satisfies the equation
Qo . + mayn .
o(p)) = / a2k (1 — i)y kﬁ Rl i —322" (1 - iv* ") Dl (k) — ), (20)
( 7!') dyn dyn
2k2
Dl (k) —p)) = /dsz. exp (— l) Dy (ky — s k). (21)

Thus the BS equation has been reduced to a two-
dimensional integral equation. Of course, this fact re-
flects the two-dimensional character of the dynamics of
the LLL in the infrared region, which can be explicitly
read from Eq. (17).

We emphasize that the dimensional reduction in a
magnetic field does not affect the dynamics of the cen-
ter of mass of neutral bound states [in particular, these
(N2%—~1) NG bosons|. Indeed, the reduction 3+1 — 1+1
in the fermion propagator, in the infrared region, reflects
the fact that the motion of charged particles is restricted

[

in directions perpendicular to the magnetic field. Since
there is no such restriction for the motion of the center-
of-mass of neutral) particles, their propagator must have
a (3+ 1)—dimensj)nal form [11]. This fact was explic-
itly shown for neutral 'bound states in the Nambu—Jona-
Lasinio model in'a magnetic field, in 1/N. expansion
[4] and for neutral excitations in nonrelativistic systems
[12]. Since, in addition to that, the propagator of massive
fermions is nonsingular at small momenta, we conclude
that the infrared dynamics of the NG modes is soft in
the present model. In particular, this implies that the
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phenomenon of spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking
in this model does not contradict the Mermin-Wagner-
Coleman theorem [13] forbidding the spontaneous break-
down of continuous symmetries at D =1+ 1.

Henceforth we will use Euclidean space with ky =
—ik%, where the total momentum P of NG bosons equals
zero. In order to define the matrix structure of the wave
function ¢(p)) of the NG bosons, note that, in a magnetic
field, there is the symmetry SO(2)xSO(2) x P, where
the SO(2)xSO(2) is connected with rotations in z;-z»
and z3—z4 planes and P is the inversion transformation
z3 — —x3 (under which a fermion field transforms as
% — iysy3¥). This symmetry implies that the function
©(p||) takes the form

@(py) = v5(A + im172B + §|C + iv1725 D) (22)

where p|| = p3y3+pav4 and A, B, C, and D are functions
of pﬁ (v, are anti-Hermitian in Euclidean space).

We begin the analysis of Eq. (20) by choosing the
Feynman gauge (the general covariant gauge will be con-
sidered below). Then,

*° dz exp(—1%z/2)
DI (ky — =6,,1r/ grexp(=t'z/2)
" ( Il pll) n A (k“ —p“)2+a:

and, substituting expansion (22) into Eq. (20), we find
that B = —-A,C =D =0, ie., ¢(p)) = Avs(1 —i7172),
and the function A satisfies the equation
Alp) = a d?kA(k) [ dzexp(—zl?/2)
P) = onz k24+mi Jo (k—p)2+z

(23)

(henceforth we will omit the symbol || from p and k).
Introducing the function

d’k  AK) e

U(r)= [ ——u
(l‘) (27‘.)2 k2 +m§yne )

we get [from Eq. (23)] the two-dimensional Schrédinger
equation (2) with the potential

Vie) = == [ d2perer /0 dz exp(=2/2)

C2m2? 12p?2 + ¢
I I Py S
w2 J, dze Ko (l \/E)

a r? . r?

(Ko is the Bessel function). Since —mgyn plays the role
of energy F in this equation and V (r) is a negative, i.e.,
attractive potential, the problem is reduced to finding
the spectrum of bound states (with E = —m3 , < 0)
of the two-dimensional Schrédinger equation with the
potential (24). For this purpose, we can use some re-
sults proved in the literature. First, the energy of the
lowest level E(a) for the two-dimensional Schrédinger
equation is a nonanalytic function of the coupling con-
stant o at o = 0 [14]. Second, if the potential V (r) were
short range, then mj , (o) = —E(a) would take the form
m3,, ~ exp[—1/(aa)] where a is a positive constant [14].
However, the potential is long range in our case. Indeed,
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using the asymptotic relations for Ei(z) [5], we get

20 1
V(r):_?r_z’ T — 00,
a 212
V(r)ﬁ—m (’y+ln?é-), 1‘——)0, (25)

where v ~ 0.577 is the Euler constant. To find mﬁyn(a),
we shall use the integral equation (23) at p = 0. Then,
as a — 0, the dominant contribution in the integral on
the right-hand side of Eq. (23) is formed in the infrared
region with soft k? < m3 :

a d%k * dz exp(—y/2)

a 'rn(ziynl2 2
~ - A() |In (——2— , (26)

Mayn = Cy/eBlexp H’g’ ] , (27)

where the constant C = O(c®) remains undefined in this
approximation. Note that this result agrees with the
analysis of Ref. [15] where the analytic properties of E(ca)
were considered for the Schrédinger equations with po-
tentials having the asymptotics V(r) = 1/r2 as r — oo.

Let us now turn to considering the general covariant
gauge (8). As is known, the ladder approximation is not
gauge invariant. However, let us show that, because the
present effect is due to the infrared dynamics in QED,
where the coupling constant is small, the leading term
in In(mgyn), In(mayn) ~ —(m/a)'/?, is the same in all
covariant gauges.

Acting in the same way as before, we find that in the
general covariant gauge the wave function (22) takes the
form ¢(p) = v5(1 — iv172)(A + PC) where the functions
A and C satisfy the equations

ie.,

* dz(1 — Azl?/4) exp(—zl?/2)
! CEETE
o 2 2
C(p) = ﬁ ,:i—f%j—n [21:2 ~ (kp) - ¥ S:p)]
9 *° dz exp(—=zl2/2)
I =

One can see that the dominant contribution on the right-
hand side of Eq. (28) (proportional to [Inm3  I?]? and
formed at small k2) is independent of the gauge param-
eter A. Therefore the leading singularity in In(mgyn),
In(mayn) = —(m/a)/?, is indeed gauge invariant.

This concludes the derivation of Egs. (1) and (2) de-
scribing spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking by a mag-
netic field in QED.

In conclusion, let us discuss possible applications of
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this effect. One potential application is the interpreta-
tion of the results of the GSI heavy-ion scattering exper-
iments [16] in which narrow peaks are seen in the energy
spectra of emitted et e~ pairs. One proposed explanation
[17] is that a very strong electromagnetic field, created by
the heavy ions, induces a phase transition in QED to a
phase with spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking. The
observed peaks are due to the decay of positroniumlike
states in this phase. The catalysis of chiral symmetry
breaking by a magnetic field in QED, studied in this pa-
per, can serve as a toy example of such a phenomenon.
In order to get a more realistic model, it would be inter-
esting to extend this analysis to nonconstant background
fields [18].

Another potentially interesting application can be con-
nected with the possibility of the existence of very strong
magnetic fields (B ~ 102¢ G) during the electroweak
phase transition in the early Universe [19]. As the present
results suggest, such fields might essentially change the
character of the electroweak phase transition.

Yet another application of the effect can be connected
with the role of isomagnetic and chromomagnetic back-
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grounds as models for the QCD vacuum (the Copenhagen
vacuum [20]). Also, as has been suggested recently [21],
isomagnetic fields in the vacuum of electroweak left-right
models can induce the parity breakdown. Our work sug-
gests that such field configurations may play the impor-
tant role in triggering chiral symmetry breaking in QCD
and those left-right models.

Note added in proof. We have just finished a com-
plete (both analytical and numerical) analysis of integral
equation (23). The result for mayn agrees quite well with
estimate (27) and is

- [
Mayn = C+/|eB|exp [—2—— QE] ,

where C is of O(a®). Notice that the ratio of the powers
of this exponent and that in Eq. (27) is 7/2v/2 ~ 1.1.
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