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Thermal Schwinger pair production at arbitrary coupling
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We calculate the rate of thermal Schwinger pair production at arbitrary coupling in weak external fields.
Our calculations are valid independently of many properties of the charged particles produced, in particular
their spin and whether they are electric or magnetic. Using the worldline formalism, we calculate the
logarithm of the rate to leading order in the weak external field and to all orders in virtual photon exchange,
taking us beyond the perturbative expansion about the leading order, weak coupling result.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In the presence of an electric field, empty space is
unstable to the production of electron-positron pairs, called
Schwinger pair production [1]. The usual perturbative
vacuum is not the true vacuum, the lowest energy state,
and hence it decays. At finite temperature, the energy
available from the thermal bath enhances the rate of decay.

For weak coupling much has been done to generalize
Schwinger’s original result, including the effect of temporal
and spatial variation in the external field [2-9], the presence
of an additional high energy photon or other particle
[10—14], a finite temperature [ 15-24], higher loops [25-29]
and backreaction [30-34]. However, at stronger coupling,
where perturbation theory breaks down, much less is
known.

In this paper we calculate the rate of Schwinger pair
production from a thermal bath, making no assumptions
about the strength of the coupling. We do though restrict
ourselves to weak external fields. Our results are argued to
be valid for the full range from zero to infinite coupling
[27,35] (see, however, [36-38]).

There are many applications of this calculation but our
interest stems from the wish to better understand the pair
production of magnetic monopoles [39-41]. Theoretical
understanding of this is poor and there is a pressing need for
concrete calculations of rates and cross sections for
ongoing experimental searches such as MoEDAL [42] at
CERN. The Dirac quantization condition implies that if
magnetic monopoles exist, they are necessarily strongly
coupled. Their charge, g, must satisfy g = 2zn/e ~ 20.7n,
where n € Z and e is the charge of the positron. As a result
of this, calculations are difficult and cross sections for their
pair production are extremely poorly understood.

In the collisions of elementary particles it has been
argued that the pair production of ’t Hooft-Polyakov
magnetic monopoles [40,41] is exponentially suppressed
by [43]
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even at arbitrarily high energies. The suppression can be
seen as due to its large, coherent structure and the small
overlap of this state with the initial, perturbative state. An
analogous exponential suppression has been explicitly
demonstrated for soliton pair production in a particular
scalar theory [44—46]. Note though that this argument does
not apply to pointlike, Dirac monopoles. For them, the lack
of any small parameter has meant that there have been no
estimates of pair production cross sections which have been
derived from first principles. Consequently accelerator
searches for magnetic monopoles can only yield upper
bounds on the production cross section [47]; they cannot
constrain the mass, spin or charge of magnetic monopoles.

In this paper, we consider a different process, relevant to
physical situations where there are strong magnetic fields
and high temperatures. In such situations pair production
proceeds via the magnetic dual of Schwinger pair produc-
tion, as first considered at zero temperature by Affleck et al.
[35,48]. For this process the arguments of Ref. [43] do not
apply. Further we can calculate the rate of pair production
from first principles, the result being valid for both Dirac
and ’t Hooft-Polyakov monopoles (see Appendix B).

In particular, strong magnetic fields and high temper-
atures arise in heavy ion collisions [49,50], though not in
elementary particle collisions. The difference is crucial and
our results suggest that, for sufficiently light magnetic
monopoles, pair production in heavy ion collisions is not
exponentially suppressed as in Eq. (1). Like the case of
(B + L) violation [51-56], we suggest that this is because,
in the initial thermal state, the energy is spread across many
degrees of freedom.

We can study magnetic monopole Schwinger pair
production via its electromagnetic dual as we do not
consider electric and magnetic charges simultaneously.
In this case the duality amounts simply to a relabeling
of electric degrees of freedom and charges as magnetic. We
will, in the bulk of the paper, refer to pair production of
particles with charge ¢ in an external field E, whether
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electric or magnetic. The mass of the charged particles is
denoted by m. As our calculation reduces to a semiclassical
one, we only rely on the classical electromagnetic duality.

Our calculation is also of relevance to Schwinger pair
production of atomic nuclei, especially those with charges
Ze Z 1 (Z z 3) where the usual weak coupling approaches
break down, and to pair production of quarks in QCD, in the
Abelian dominance approximation [57-61]. Further it gives
an all-orders correction to the known weak coupling results.
This will be of interest to current and future experimental
studies of Schwinger pair production (see for example [62]
for a discussion), as well as to multiloop and asymptotic
analyses of the QED perturbation series [36-38].

In Sec. II we set up our calculation using the worldline
formalism, deriving an expression for the thermal
Schwinger rate at arbitrary coupling. In Sec. III we explain
a key approximation that we make, the dilute instanton gas
approximation. In Sec. IV we derive analytic results in
various limits and in Sec. V we extend beyond these limits
via numerical calculations. We also discuss the general
form of the rate in terms of a phase diagram. In Sec. VI we
conclude and suggest further work.

Throughout we use natural units, c = 2 = kp = ¢y = 1.

II. WORLDLINE EXPRESSION

A. Zero temperature rate

Physically, we consider at an initial time a state, such as a
thermal state. We choose the state such that, in the absence of
an external field, there are no net production or annihilation
rates. If we then adiabatically turn on an external field, the
initial state becomes unstable to a net production of charged
particles. We wish to calculate this rate.

We denote by |Q) the zero temperature state in the
absence of the external field, the so-called false vacuum.
The probability of the decay of this state is given by

P=1-[(Q8Q) =1~ (2)

where § is the S-matrix including the external field. As both
the false vacuum state and the external field are homo-
geneous, the quantity of interest is the probability per unit
spacetime volume, or the rate per unit volume, I'. The rate
of pair production is given by twice the imaginary part of
the energy density of the initial state:

r= %Im(—ilog<9|$‘|ﬂ>)

= 2Im(€), (3)

where V is the volume of spacetime and £ is the energy
density of the false vacuum. Note that for this to make sense
we should do the calculation in a finite volume and take the
volume to infinity at the end.

We can analytically continue Eq. (3) to Euclidean time,
as the energy density can equally well be calculated in
Euclidean time. It then becomes [63]
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r= %Im(-log(g\sEm)), (4)

where Sp refers to the “S-matrix” corresponding to
Euclidean time evolution. The generalization of this result
to nonzero temperatures can then easily be made. Using the
Matsubara formalism, finite temperatures simply corre-
spond to finite Euclidean time extents and periodic boun-
dary conditions [64].

We consider quantum electrodynamics (QED) and scalar
quantum electrodynamics (SQED) in 4D flat spacetime. In
the worldline formalism these two theories are related, the
only difference being the presence of a spin factor in the
QED worldline path integral. In Appendix A we show that
the spin factor does not turn up in the leading term for weak
external fields. As we will make this approximation below,
we restrict our attention to SQED, the final results also
being valid for QED. SQED is the model of a photon, A,
interacting with a massive charged scalar particle, ¢, with
charge ¢. The introduction of the external field, AS*, is
achieved by shifting the gauge field, A, — A, + AZ, in the
covariant derivative of ¢b. The Euclidean Lagrangian is then

1
Lgoep = ZF””F,W + D, p(DFp)* + m*pp*,  (5)

where F,, = 9,A, — 0,A, is the field strength, D, = 0, +
igA3* + igA,, is the covariant derivative and m is the mass
of the charged particle. We assume the scalar self-coupling,
i.e. A(¢pg*)? /4, is sufficiently small that we may ignore it, at
least in the range of energies considered. Note that for QED
no such term would arise.

We write the false vacuum transition amplitude as a path
integral and note that we may integrate out the charged
particle, as it enters quadratically:

(QI3£]Q) = / DA, De” -
= / DA, det(=D? + m?)~e” LA Fu

where [ := [ d*x and the functional integrations are nor-
malized such that the amplitude is 1 for zero external field.
The normalization drops out once we take the imaginary
part of the logarithm to find the rate, as in Eq. (4).

We can now use Schwinger’s trick (i.e. Frullani’s integral)
to express the logarithm as a proper time integral [1],

log(A) = — / PL e e, 7)

N

and drop the second term as it is field independent and
will not contribute an imaginary part. The UV divergences
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of the theory will then turn up as divergences at small s
which can be renormalized using the heat kernel expansion.
Introducing the proper time integral leads to the expression
Tr(e=(=P*+m)s) which we express as a path integral over
closed worldlines, [65-69]

Tr(e~(=P*m)s) = / Dite=Sol" AT +As] (8)
where the action is given by

Lfs . .
Solx#, a,; ] = m?s +4A dextx, — lg]gaﬂdx", 9)

and x* := dx*/dr. This is the worldline path integral for a
charged scalar particle with the reparametrization invariance
fixed such that the einbein (also called the vierbein or tetrad
by analogy to four dimensions) is equal to 2 (see for example
Chapter 1 of [70]). The false vacuum transition amplitude is
now

2 L gy
= —)—/Imlog/DAﬂe_f«ZF F"”{l

L (y7 [ds; —Sol AT A s
(IS e |
n= Jj=
(10)

At each order in n the integration over the photon is now
Gaussian and can be done exactly, resulting in an effective
nonlocal worldline action. If we denote the free photon
propagator by G, (x;, x;), we can write this as

2 X1 [ [eods;
I'=—Z"TImlog{ 1 — —L | Dx
Vmog{ +;n! <J1_[1A sj/ J>
o :I(SOMA;“M—%Z,"lffwd;dxﬁcm(xk-xz>>}, (1)

Integrating out the photon has left us with a nonlocal,
long-range interaction. At this point we have made no
approximations regarding the strength of the external field
or of the coupling. The relatively simple exponential form
of Eq. (11) only obtains for Abelian gauge fields (see for
example [71]).

At weak coupling, g2 < 1, the nonlocal interaction term
in Eq. (11) can be dropped at leading order. In this case the
sum exponentiates, leaving only one path integration which
can be carried out exactly, leading to Schwinger’s result [1]:

4.2

mter S~ (—=1)"
Csehineer = ., 12
Schwinges 877.'3 ; nz € ( )

In this paper we consider arbitrary coupling, g, for which
the nonlocal interaction cannot be dropped.
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B. Finite temperature rate

The derivation thus far has been at zero temperature. At
finite temperature, 7 =1/, we make the following
replacements,

(Q[8£|Q) - N Tre= P,
V g VT’

where H is the Hamiltonian of the system in the presence of
the external field and the normalization, N'~!, ensures the
amplitude is 1 in the absence of the external field (see [20]
for a physical discussion of thermal Schwinger pair
creation). In the second line V; is equal to the SPatial
volume, V, multiplied by the inverse temperature ." The
rate is then given by

I'r = %Im{—log (Tre~##)}. (13)

This transition to finite temperature can be made straight-
forwardly using the Matsubara formalism, i.e. by enforcing
periodicity in the Euclidean time coordinate, x*(z) =
x*(7) + B, and including interactions between the periodic
copies.

Including interactions between periodic copies is equiv-
alent to replacing the photon propagator, G, (x;, x;), by its
thermal cousin, G, (x;, x;; T). In a general R, gauge the &
dependent term drops out when integrated around a closed
loop leaving just a term proportional to §,,. This gauge
independent part is

- n
Gﬂ,,(xj,xk;T) = Z G(xj,xk +?€4>5ﬂy

n=—oo

I

= 47r2(xj - X —% es)?
T sinh(27T'r )8,

- 4rr i (cos (2aTtj) — cosh(2aTry))’

(14)

where e, is the unit vector in the Euclidean time

direction and we have defined 7 = x? —xp and rp=

\/(le —x})?2+ (sz —x2)2+ (x? —x3)%. This is the Matsubara

thermal Green’s function in position space.
To generalize Eq. (11), and get an expression for the
rate at finite temperature, one need only replace the zero

lEquation (13) for the thermal rate has been advocated by
Linde [72,73]. An analysis by Langer shows that a different
expression for V; should be used, with the inverse temperature
replaced by the decay time of an intermediate state [55,74,75].
Though, as we only work to exponential accuracy (i.e. the leading
order of the logarithm) in this paper, the difference does not affect
our results.
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temperature Green’s function with that of Eq. (14), and
impose periodic boundary conditions in the Euclidean time
direction, with period 1/7. The aim of this paper is to
calculate this thermal rate.

C. Inclusive rate at fixed energy

We will also consider inclusive tunneling rates at a fixed
energy &, i.e. rates from a microcanonical ensemble. In this
case one makes the replacements

(QIS:|Q) = N7 Tr(8(€ - H)),
V g Vg,

where the normalization again ensures the amplitude is 1 in
the absence of the external field. In the second line V¢ is
equal to the spatial volume, V, multiplied by some time
scale, which we expect to be O(1/€) on dimensional
grounds. The exact form of V¢ will not concern us in this
paper as our final results are only to exponential accuracy.
The rate, I'g, is then given by

Ie :Viglm{_log (Trs (€ — F)). (15)

The thermal density matrix is related to the microcanonical
one by a sum over Boltzmann weights, or a Laplace
transform,

e P — / " deEPs(E — H). (16)
0

Hence the inverse relation is via an inverse Laplace
transform,

R iB d R
5(E—H) = lim —/)),e(S‘HV’.
B—oo |_;p 27l

(17)
The microcanonical density operator is the projection
operator onto the subspace of states with energy, &.
These rates and their relationship to thermal tunneling
rates have been discussed by various authors [16,75-78].
For sufficiently slow rates one can expand the logarithms in
Egs. (13) and (15) to derive the following approximate
relation,

Oy~ / ” dEe~PT, (18)
0

where we have ignored the ratio V¢ /Vr as we will only use
the relation to exponential accuracy.

III. THE DILUTE INSTANTON GAS

We wish to consider Schwinger pair production in QED
and SQED for arbitrary coupling, g. This requires going
beyond perturbation theory in g. For a sufficiently weak
external field, as we will show, an alternative set of
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approximations are valid and allow us to proceed. These
are the semiclassical and dilute instanton gas approximations.

Although Feynman diagrams will not be utilized in this
calculation, they can illuminate the structure of the approx-
imations we will make. The rate, Eq. (11), contains only
connected Feynman diagrams, due to the logarithm. The
constituents of the contributing diagrams are internal
charged particles lines; external photon lines, for ASX;
internal, dynamical photon lines, for A,,; and vertices joining
two charged particle lines and one or two photon lines.

At weak coupling, g < 1, to leading order all depend-
ence on the dynamical photon can be dropped. The path
integrations in Eq. (11) are then uncoupled and the sum
exponentiates. The Feynman diagrams which contribute to
this all contain one charged particle loop and an arbitrary
number of external photon lines. These are the diagrams in
the first row of Fig. 1. The sum of these diagrams at zero
temperature is Schwinger’s original result, Eq. (12). At
finite temperature the rate has been calculated in
Refs. [15,17,18,79]. The inclusion of a single dynamical
photon line (i.e. two loops) was calculated first by Ritus at
zero temperature [25-28] and by Gies at finite but low
temperature [29]. In these calculations the approximation
of weak external fields has not been made.

At stronger coupling one must include the extra infinitely
many diagrams containing arbitrary numbers of internal,
dynamical photon lines as well as arbitrary numbers of
charged particle loops. However, as we will argue, for a
sufficiently weak external field, diagrams with a large
number of charged particle loops will be suppressed and
hence a loop expansion in charged particle loops is
possible. At each order one must sum the infinite set of
diagrams containing a fixed, finite number of charged
particle loops and an arbitrary number of both external and
dynamical photon lines. To first order this is the quenched

FIG. 1. External photon legs denote couplings to the fixed
external field while internal photon lines denote dynamical virtual
photons. The Schwinger formula [Eq. (12)], valid at weak
coupling, accounts for the infinite set of diagrams represented
in the first row. The quenched approximation also includes all
diagrams which include any number of internal photon lines, with
any topology. Some examples are shown in the second line. Note
that in SQED there are also four-point interactions involving two
photons and two charged particles (not shown here though

included in quenched approximation). In all the diagrams there
is only one charged particle loop.
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approximation, which in this context was argued to be valid
(at zero temperature) in Refs. [48,35] (see also [80]).
Figure 1 shows some examples of diagrams which con-
tribute in the quenched approximation.

Following Refs. [48,35], we consider the situation where
the external field is weak and sufficiently slowly varying to
be considered constant. We choose the external field to
point in the 3 direction, F,, = —i(5,36,4 — 6,36,4)E (the
factor of —i is present due to the Wick rotation and the fact
that E is the value of the Minkowskian field). As long as the
worldline x#(7) forms the boundary of some surface within
the space, we can use Stokes’s theorem to reexpress the
interaction with the external field,

—ig]{A;xtdxﬂ = —%/ / Fdvt A de

= —gEfx3dx4, (19)

n!
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which is simply the area enclosed by the worldline,
projected onto the 3-4 plane and multiplied by —gFE.
Now, we are in a position to set up the weak field
approximation to Eq. (11), which will amount to a semi-
classical approximation. To see this it will be useful for us
to rescale the 7 in the integrand of S, the parameters s; and

the fields x/; (7). We rescale them according to

T—>T/Sj,
Sj - S]/gE,
xj = xjm/gE, (20)

making all three dimensionless. The inverse temperature
must be scaled in the same way as x//(z). We define the
scaled temperature 7' := mT/gE and f§ := 1/T.

The full rate at finite temperature becomes,
rescaling,

upon

2 1y [2ds; I8[xjs5;k T oD ey § F ARG (x0T
=S+ S LTT( [ [ peesoeneSod o))

n=1 j=

where € := gE/m? and k := ¢° E/m? and we have defined S,
the scaled action, as

S[x; s;x,T)

—s—l——/ dzxtx, —/ drxyxt

—/ dr/ de'i#(2)(2) G, (x(2), x(); T).

(22)

Everything inside the logarithm is now separately dimen-

sionless. Note that Eq. (21) is exact. We have as yet made

no approximations regarding the strength of the external
field or the coupling.

The parameters m, g, E and T only arise in Eqs. (21)

and (22) in three combinations: in the overall prefactor of

the exponent, 1/¢, as k and as T. For a sufficiently weak
external field, ¢ < 1, the path integral is calculable in the
stationary phase, or semiclassical, approximation. This is
independent of the value of the coupling, g. The world-
line configurations which dominate the path integral are
those which satisfy the classical equations of motion. Of
these, those which give a nonzero imaginary part are
those which are saddle points of the action with an odd
number of negative modes in the spectrum of fluctuations
about the solution. The solutions relevant to tunneling
have just one negative eigenvalue and are called bounces
or instantons.

Note that the requirement that ¢ << 1, which ensures
semiclassicality, entails that

K< &,

~ T
T>—; (23)
m

however, as we make no restrictions on g or 7, k and T are
not thus constrained. This is key as we will only calculate to
leading order in ¢ but to all orders in x and 7.

To proceed in calculating the rate, Eq. (21), we perform a
cluster expansion, as introduced by Ursell [81] and Mayer
[82]. We define the two-particle function f;, for k # [, by

fkl = exp{gf}{dxﬂkdx’l’GW(xk,x,; T)} - 1. (24)

The cluster expansion to Eq. (21) is then found by
expanding in powers of f;; and grouping connected terms
into so-called clusters. Only connected terms contribute to
I'7. The expansion can be written as

I'r = Z Vns (25)
n=1

where y, is the contribution to I'; from clusters of n
worldlines. The terms in the expansion can be mapped to
connected graphs of increasing complexity, such as in
Fig. 2 (these are textbook results; see for example
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FT=o+o—o+3o—o—o+./.\.+

FIG. 2. The first three orders of the cluster expansion of the
rate. Each circle symbolizes a closed worldline. The lines joining
them are interactions given by the two-particle function of
Eq. (24). These diagrams are expressed algebraically in Egs. (25)
and (26).

Ref. [83]). The y,, are proportional to the imaginary parts of
what might conventionally be called cluster integrals
(commonly denoted b,) for the ensemble of charged
particle worldlines, and so for brevity we will refer to them
as cluster integrals.

The first three are given by

_ 2 dS1 ——S[x 513K, T]
7’__1!VTI / /Dxﬂ -
1 ds] Dxﬂ x,s ,KT
2% mH AT ) fa.

j=1

2 cods;
_ I '] D ——ij SJKT]
3, m}[[] (/ / xje )

X {3f1f13 + f1of13f2s}- (26)

—_

<
[\ )
|

Equation (25) is still formally exact but, importantly, is now
expressed in a form that we can directly approximate. We
follow Refs. [84-90] in performing a dilute instanton gas
approximation. Essentially we will assume that the leading
order behavior of I'7 is captured by the lowest nonzero term
in the cluster expansion. This is a self-consistent approxi-
mation, the higher order cluster integrals being exponen-
tially suppressed with respect to the leading term.

First, suppose that there exists an instanton for y, so that
y1 # 0. The path integral is invariant under translations
x(t) - x*(7) + @*. The instanton solution for y; will
necessarily break the translation symmetry and hence
fluctuations around the instanton will contain (at least)
four zero modes. Integration over these can be done using
the collective coordinate method (see for example [91]),
resulting in an integral over the position of the instanton.

The higher order cluster integrals give the contributions
due to interactions between instantons. Approximate multi-
instanton solutions can be constructed by combinations of
single instantons a large distance apart. The contribution of
these approximate saddle points can be found using the
method of constrained instantons [87,92]. The integrations
over the collective coordinates and constraints of these
approximate instantons will take the form of cluster
integrals for a gas of classical point particles (rather than
worldlines), with dipole interactions (as the worldlines are
closed and hence have zero net charge). In this way, the
infinite number of degrees of freedom of each particle
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worldline are reduced to the four degrees of freedom of a
point in spacetime.

From this perspective, the rate, 'z, can be interpreted as
the pressure of the instanton gas. Standard statistical
mechanical relations then give the density of instantons,
Mingt, A8

[Se]

Nipst = Z nyy- (27)

n=1

Combining Egs. (25) and (27), the rate, I'7, can be written
as an expansion in powers of the density

1—‘T = Minst + anmst + B3n1n§t + 0( mst) (28)

This is the virial expansion and the coefficients, B,,, are the
virial coefficients. For n > 3 they are given by the irre-
ducible graphs in the cluster expansion, those which cannot
be cut into two pieces by cutting one line, and B,nl, =
—y,. At weak coupling, this virial expansion has been
introduced previously in Refs. [27,28].

To leading order in the cluster expansion the instanton
density will be given simply by y,. The average separation

between instantons is then yfl/ *. The density of instantons
can be considered small if this distance is much larger than
the maximum size of the instantons, R.

There is however a subtlety due to the long-range
interactions of the instantons which was also found in
the dilute instanton gas expansion of QCD [85,86]. The
contribution to the action due to the interaction between a
pair of dipoles in four dimensions a distance |x| apart
decreases as 1/|x|*. This is such that, at zero temperature,
its integral over the volume of spacetime diverges propor-
tionally to log(V7). As a result there is such a divergence in
the second virial coefficient, B,, and in all reducible
diagrams, defined to be those diagrams that can be split
into two disconnected parts by cutting a single line. On the
other hand, at nonzero temperature, there is no logarithmic
divergence due to the finite extent of the Euclidean time
direction.

Hence, at finite temperature, for sufficiently small,
nonzero y;, we expect

Ty =7i(14 0y LY), (29)

where L = Max(R, ). This leading order approximation is
equivalent to the quenched approximation. The semiclass-

(x.T)

ical approximation of y, gives y,;L* ~e=5®T)/¢ where we

have written S(x,T) for the value of the scaled action,
S [x; 55K, T], evaluated at the saddle point.

On the other hand, if there does not exist an instanton
solution consisting of a single worldline, then y; = 0. In
this case we must repeat the above arguments for the first
nonzero cluster integral, y,, , say. In that case the particles of
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the instanton gas would consist of groups of n, worldlines
and Eq. (29) would be replaced by

T =7, (1 4 O(ra, LY)).- (30)

In this paper, we consider only the leading order term in
the dilute instanton gas approximation, y, . Further, we
only calculate the exponential suppression of the leading
term. This is equivalent to saying that we calculate the
logarithm of the rate to leading order in the small parameter
€. When ny = 1, this is

(k. T)

€

At

log(Ty) = — + O(log(¢)). (31)

In semiclassically evaluating the terms y,,, the saddle point
of the s; integrations can be easily found. For y;, we find

2m*et
Y =———= 2re

Vi
1 -1 .
x Im / Dx* < / dw&ﬂxﬂ> e STl (32)
0

where Vs := Vymte* is the (dimensionless) scaled volume

and we have defined S‘[x; K, T] to be the scaled action
evaluated at the saddle point of the s integration,

Slx;x, T] := L[x] — A[x] + «V[x; T], (33)
written in this way to emphasize its geometric nature. The

constituent terms are the (parametrization fixed) length of
the worldline

Li = A doini,. (34)

the area projected onto the 3-4 plane

Alx] = /drxy&“, (35)

and the interaction term

Vix: 7] ::% A 1 /0 ' dede #(2)5#(¢) G (x(2). x(7): T).
(36)

The first term, L[x], is the only nongeometric term, in the
sense that it depends on the coordinates along the world-
line. It is however equal to the length of the worldline when
evaluated on shell. Note that the action is invariant under
T — 7+ c, where ¢ is a constant. The corresponding
conserved charge is x*(z).

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 96, 076002 (2017)

In some cases there may be no instanton solution
consisting of a single worldline. As we have argued, in
these cases one should next look for instanton solutions
consisting of two and then more worldlines. The (scaled)
action for n worldlines could be thought of as that for a
single discontinuous worldline (where one does not take
derivatives across the discontinuities), except that the
kinetic term, Eq. (34), does not appear to be additive.
However, the kinetic term is, in fact, additive if each of the
disconnected worldlines have the same (parametrization
fixed) length,

1
ng / dT)élll)élﬂ
0

1/n 1
— / Y deiy iy, e+ / deitt iy, (37)
0 (no=1)/mo

For the instanton solutions relevant in this paper, this allows
us to always talk about a single (possibly discontinuous)
worldline and to always use the action in Eq. (33).

IV. INSTANTONS

A. Finite temperature rate

The problem of finding the rate of pair production due to
a weak external field at given g, E, m and T is now reduced
to a problem which depends only on two parameters, x and
T. The general solution amounts to finding the saddle point
of S[x; x, T] with one negative mode, and the fluctuations
about it.

Integrations over fluctuations in the negative mode, via
an analytic continuation, give the all important factor of i
[74,93-95]. There are also zero modes due to translation
invariance. Integration over these degrees of freedom
requires first introducing a constraint which fixes the
translation invariance and then integrating over that con-
straint. We choose to fix the center of mass of the worldline
to be at the origin, ¥* = 0. Integration over the constraint
then gives a factor V- = m*e*Vs, canceling the 1/V; in
Eq. (32). The remaining integrations over positive mode
fluctuations give a subleading prefactor.

To calculate the logarithm of the rate to leading order in
€, we need only find the instanton solution and calculate its
action, S(k,T). Even this is a difficult enough problem,
made so by the nonlocal photon interaction in (33). In the
following we consider the equations of motion analytically
in certain limits: x < 1, 7 < 1 and large T. Then for
arbitrary « and T we use numerical methods.

B. Inclusive rate at fixed energy

From S(k, T), we can calculate the inclusive rate at fixed
energy. In the semiclassical approximation, Eq. (18) shows
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that the two rates are related by a Laplace transform and
hence the exponents of the rates are related via a Legendre

transform. In the thermodynamic language S(x,T) is the
free energy divided by the temperature. The (scaled) energy

of the solution & is

. 0
5_3_3’ (38)

corresponding to a physical energy £ = mé. By further
scaling the worldlines by x — x/f, taking the derivative

with respect to ﬁ and then reversing the scaling, we find the
following useful result,
BE = L[x] —2A[], (39)

which holds on shell. The exponential suppression of the
rate of pair production at fixed energy is

L= (3-&f)
= éi(K, &). (40)

C. Regularization

As we have mentioned the interaction term, V, diverges
at zero distance. For smooth worldlines, this is the long
known self-energy divergence of electromagnetism. Its
appearance in the worldline formulation of QED has been
studied by many authors (see for example [67,71,96,97]).
The divergence, being due to the strong interactions
between nearby sections of a worldline, is proportional
to its length.

We first consider a well-known regularization scheme
due to Polyakov [67]. At zero temperature this amounts to
replacing the interaction term, V[x; 0], with

X (2)x,(7)
VPolyakov X3 0 871' / / dzd?’ x(:))z 4 az

- a/ \/—df (41)

The second term in (41), proportional to the length of the
worldline, is a counterterm which absorbs the short dis-
tance divergence of the first term. It is almost of the same
form as the term L[x] in the action [Eq. (34)], except
without the reparametrization fixing. On shell the two terms
are equal; hence we can see it as a mass counterterm.
This self-energy divergence has been shown to be the only
divergence for smooth loops with no intersections [71].
Worldlines with discontinuous first derivatives (cusps) and
intersections may arise when there are delta function inter-
actions in the action or when a ratio of scales is

~
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taken to zero. Such worldlines also generate logarithmic
divergences.2

Unfortunately the regularization scheme of Eq. (41)
leads to problems when trying to formulate the equations
of motion which prevent us taking the limit ¢ — 0 in our
numerical calculations. This is because, for sufficiently
small a, the counterterm gives a negative bare mass. To
bypass this problem we adopt an alternative regularization
in our numerical calculations for which the bare mass and
the renormalized masses are equal,

w0 =g / / (T)(i7>(>72)+ @

———// ded?' ¥ (z
872 a?

Equations (41) and (42) agree as a — 0 as can be seen by
recognizing the Gaussian representation of the delta func-
tion. At finite temperature we must include the infinite sum
of interactions with the periodic copies. If the periodic
copies are disconnected and a finite distance apart, there is
no ultraviolet divergence from their interaction and the
unregularized interaction may be used. However, if the
periodic copies are connected, the interaction between them
must be regularized.

As well as the mass, there is, of course, charge
renormalization. Physically this is due to charged
particle-antiparticle pairs popping into and out of existence
and screening the bare charge. Thus the dilute instanton gas
approximation, which only takes into account a small
number of charged particle loops, does not take into
account these effects. In the worldline formalism such
short-lived virtual pairs are represented by small, closed
worldlines. Though there are many such possible fluctua-
tions, any given one will have an action of order € and
hence will not arise in the stationary phase approximation
we have made. Including these fluctuations should result in
the final rates depending on the renormalized charge as
argued for in Ref. [35].

For the small worldlines of the short-lived virtual pairs to
simply renormalize the charge, there must be a separation
of scales between them and the larger worldlines which
constitute the saddle point. We can make a simple estimate
for the scale of the virtual pairs by equating the rest mass to
the Coulomb attraction. This equality reads 2m = ¢*/(4xr)
and gives the distance between charges as r = ¢*/(8zm).
In our dimensionless units, this translates to a distance
k/(87), which must be smaller than any scale present in the

i, (2)e GO/

(42)

*These logarithmic divergences can be interpreted as due to
bremsstrahlung radiation. They give the anomalous dimension
for Wilson loops, and hence for the propagator of the charged
particles.
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instanton for the charge renormalization effects to be
independent. The modification of the photon-charged
particle interaction at distances below ¢>/(8zm) has been
discussed in Refs. [98,99], with regard to magnetic
monopoles.

D. Small x expansion

1. A singular perturbation problem

Throughout this paper, we make the approximation that
the external field is weak, i.e. that 0 <e < 1. The
parameter k := g’e is proportional to e. Hence, for not
too large couplings, we will also have that 0 < x < 1. This
is the case we will consider in this section. Parametrically
large couplings, such that « = O(1), will be considered in
Secs. IVE, IVF and V.

For sufficiently small x, one would naively expect that

we could simply set k = 0 in the scaled action S[x*;«, T},
thus dropping the interaction term. The problem is that the
interaction term diverges at short distance and hence cannot
be ignored for arbitrarily small but positive x. This signals
that for small k¥ we are dealing with a singular perturbation
problem related to the existence of widely separated scales
(see for example [100]).

We seek distinguished limits of the action S [x; K, ﬂ, and
its corresponding equations of motion, by considering the
scalings x = k*y and T = k%©. The aim is to find scalings
such that there is a balance between two terms in the action
and that the leading order equations of motion give non-
trivial solutions. After the scaling the action is

Slx: k. T] = k“L[y] — k2A[y] + kV[y.y:0].  (43)

There are three distinguished limits: « = 0,1/2,1. The
first, the @ = 0 scaling, corresponds to scales x = O(1),
which we will refer to as the infrared (IR) problem. The
last, the a =1 scaling, corresponds to shorter scales
x = O(k), which we will refer to as the ultraviolet (UV)
problem. The intermediate scaling, @« = 1/2, corresponds
to scales x = O(x'/?), which we will refer to as the
matching problem.

For small «, an approximate solution to the equations of
motion valid on all scales can be found by solving the
leading order equations of motion in these three distin-
guished limits and matching them smoothly together. The
simplest of the three problems is the matching problem,
a =1/2. The leading approximation amounts to simply
keeping the length term

Sk < 1,T) ~k2L[y]. (44)
The area and interaction terms are equally subdominant on

these scales, both being of order k. Solutions to the
minimization of the length term are simply straight lines.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 96, 076002 (2017)

Hence the IR and UV solutions must be matched with
straight lines. The matching is done at some scale 1 =
O(k'/?) which acts as a UV cutoff for the IR problem and
as an IR cutoff for the UV problem. The final solution
should be independent of the specific choice of A.

The IR problem, the a =0 scaling, in the leading
approximation amounts to simply dropping the interaction
term, i.e. to

S(k < 1,T) = L[y] — A]y]. (45)

In terms of a Feynman diagram language, this approxima-
tion takes into account all external field photon exchanges
but no virtual photon exchanges. This is the top row of
Fig. 1, a one-loop approximation. Making this action
stationary is the old problem of maximizing the area of
a field given a fixed length of fencing. The solution at zero
temperature is a circle of radius 1 in the 3-4 plane. At finite
temperature the solution can be found using the method of
images.

The UV problem, the a =1 scaling, in the leading
approximation amounts to dropping the area term, i.e. to

Sk<1, T) =~ k(L[y] + V[y.y': 0)]). (46)

This equation determines the dynamics at scales y =
x~'x = O(1). In terms of Feynman diagrams this approxi-
mation takes into account all virtual photon loops but no
external photon lines.

Equation (46) is the action of a massive charged particle,
in the absence of an external field. Hence we can immedi-
ately find one solution, that of a straight line, with the
particle sitting still (or 4D rotations thereof). To find a
solution to the full equations of motion, valid at all scales,
we can stitch this straight line solution together with a
solution of Eq. (45). This is possible if for every point x on
the worldline, we can draw a ball of size A within which the
worldline appears straight as k — 0. As solutions to (45)
are independent of k, this will always be possible as long as
the worldline has everywhere finite curvature and does not
self-intersect. Otherwise, in the region of a cusp or self-
intersection, the straight line solution to Eq. (46) cannot
be used.

Such cusps or self-intersections are not permissible when
all the parameters of the theory are finite as they give new
divergences which depend on the angle at the nonanalytic
point, y in Fig. 4. Due to this the divergences cannot be
absorbed as counterterms in the field theory. However, if a
ratio of scales in the problem goes to zero, as when x — 0,
such apparent cusps or self-intersections can appear at
larger scales, O(1) and O(k'/?) in our case. On the smallest
scale, O(k) in our case, these apparent nonanalytic points
can be resolved as in Fig. 3. The separation of scales in
processes which involve a large momentum transfer, such
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FIG. 3. Sphere of influence of point x, size O(k), compared to
the curvature of the worldline on scale O(1).

as deep inelastic scattering, gives divergences for the same
reason [101,102].

For apparent nonanalytic points to be resolved on scales
O(x), there must exist solutions of (46) which have the
topology (in the plane) of Figs. 3(b) and 3(c). Note that
these two possibilities are related by a rotation by /2.
Hence all points of self-intersection can be resolved if
solutions with the topology of Fig. 3(b) can be found for all
angles n/2 <y <z. These solutions must be stitched
together with the IR solutions at some scale A. Thus we
must impose boundary conditions at A such that the
solutions can be smoothly matched.

The existence of such solutions can be made plausible by
noting that for 7/2 < y < x the scalar product between the
tangent vectors on the left- and right-hand sides of Fig. 3(b)
is negative and hence the interaction term is repulsive. The
magnitude of the repulsion increases without bound as the
worldlines approach each other, suggesting that the world-
lines should approach to some minimum distance,
|y —'| = O(1). The minimum distance is a function of
the incoming angle y and is independent of «, as long as y

FIG.4. Onscalesx = O(1) there may appear an intersection, as
in (a). This must be resolved on shorter scales, x = O(«), as (b) or
(c). Due to the fact that the problem can be specified completely
in the plane, these are the only possibilities. The long and short
distance pictures are matched at some scale 4 = O(k'/?).

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 96, 076002 (2017)

and 7 — y are both O(1). Naively one might expect that the
scaled action L[y] 4+ V[y.y'] would then be O(1) and hence
the contribution to the S = k(L[y] + V[y.y;0]) = O(x).
However the following argument shows that this is not
the case.

The matching of the IR and UV solutions is carried out at
the scale 4. Due to the long range of the interaction, the UV
scaled action, L[y] + V[y,y’; ], will get large as log(4/x).
This is the infrared divergence of the interaction of two long
straight worldlines which are not parallel. Upon matching
the IR and UV solutions all dependence on A must drop out.
However we will be left with a contribution to the action of
the order xlog().

Overall we find that for solutions with apparent cusps or
intersections

S(k,T) = ¢(T) + d(T)xlog(x) + O(k),  (47)

for some ¢(T) and d(T). For solutions without cusps or
intersections the xlog(k) term is absent, i.e. d(T) = 0.

2. Small k results

At zero temperature the solution to the IR problem is a
circle of radius 1. At every point, x, on the circle, a small
ball of radius 4 = O(x'/?) can be drawn within which the
worldline looks approximately straight. Hence, the circle of
radius 1 solves the equations of motion at all scales. The
resulting action is

- K

S(K‘,O)Zﬂ'—z. (48)
This result was first derived in [35,48]. Due to the
symmetry of the problem this result is in fact exact for
arbitrary « and hence applies even for a parametrically
strong coupling. The prefactor is given by the determinant
of fluctuations about this solution. This can be computed at
leading order in «, giving for the rate

4.2
1 K

'~ (2s+1) e 63 g7, (49)
8

where s is the spin of the charged particle. At x =0
this reduces to Schwinger’s result for weak external
fields [Eq. (12)].

At finite temperatures, T, and small k, the leading order
solution to the IR problem is given by an infinite sequence
of circles of radius 1 separated by a distance B along the
Euclidean time axis [see Fig. 5(b)]. For temperatures such
that 7 < 1 /2, these circles do not overlap and, for suffi-
ciently small x, we are able to draw a small ball of radius
O(x'/?) within which there is a single worldline which
looks approximately straight. Hence for such temperatures,
the sequence of circles solves the equations of motion at all
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(@) Q (b)
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FIG. 5. Instanton solutions at small x: (a) at zero temperature;
(b) at 0 <T < 1/2; (c) at T > 1/2, the naive instanton of
overlapping circles; and (d) at 7 > 1/2, the lemon instanton.

scales and, to lowest order in «, the rate is the same as at
zero temperature. This means that, at one-loop order, we
find no corrections to the zero temperature rate for
T<1)2.

Corrections to this can be calculated using perturbation
theory, for small x. We write the full action and its solution
as expansions in «,

(1) = x4(7) + k¥ (7) +K2H5(0) +-- (50)

where So[x] = L[x] — A[x] and AS[x] = V[x]. First order
perturbation theory requires us to simply evaluate AS[x].
We split this up into interactions between pairs of loops,

cA3l) =& 3 AF,[x), (51)

n=-—oo

where we have defined AS,[xo] to be the interaction
between the loop at the origin and that centred at

Euclidean time n/T,

KAS,,[xo] = ;77{ f %. (52)
T

The x denotes the positions on the circle at the origin with
respect to the origin. The x” denotes the positions on the
circle centred at Euclidean time n/ T with respect to its
center. The e, is a unit vector in the Euclidean time
direction. The result of the integration, for n # 0, is

This was first derived in Ref. [13]. For n = 0, the integral
is —k/4 after regularization and is the zero temperature

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 96, 076002 (2017)

correction in Eq. (48). The full first order correction
is given by the sum, (51). It is negative for T>0;
hence it increases the rate of pair production. It also
diverges to —oco as T-1 /2, i.e. where the zero temper-
ature instantons touch. However, following the discussion
of Sec. IV D 1, the separation of scales breaks down when
neighboring circles are only a distance O(x'/?) apart,
when 1/2 - T = O(x'/?).

Unlike the zero temperature result, there are corrections
at second order in x due to the warping of the shape of the
circles. To calculate these, we must solve

The solution must lie in the 3-4 plane, due to the symmetry
of the problem, and must be closed. Hence, we may express
it as

SAS
x’f(r')) de’ + ——
X0

e R

Xo

X (r) = e(7)(0,0, cos(2x7), sin(2x7)). (55)

In terms of ¢(7), the terms in the action at second order in «

T 1

o ), (4(4) 4 24T*¢(6)(1 — cos(4nr)))e(r)dr,

(56)

where & denotes the square of the average of €(7) (not the
average of the square) and { denotes the Riemann zeta
function.” From Eq. (56) we find the equations of motion
for €(z), the solution of which can be found straightfor-
wardly via a Fourier series expansion. The two arbitrary
parameters in the general solution are fixed by satisfying
the constraint, ¥* = 0, which we are using to fix translation
invariance. The solution is given by

Ke(z) = —Kz—f: {4¢(4) +24L(6)T? + 6£(6)T* cos(4x7) }.

(57)

The constant terms reduce the radius of the circle and the
term proportional to cos(4zz) makes the circle prolate
(stretched in the x* direction). Substituting this solution
into Eq. (56) and putting it together with the zeroth and first
order terms we arrive at

Note that had the kinetic term been the actual length, rather
than its reparametrization fixed form, the only difference would
be the replacement of & with [| e(7)?dx.
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+ K;z (4(4)2T® + 482(4)2(6)T"°
+126¢(6)°T"2) + O(x). (58)

For the corresponding inclusive rate at fixed energy we
consider the Legendre transform of this sum. The energy is,
from Eq. (38),

go_j8kT) (59)

oT

The leading term on the right-hand side takes the form of
multiplying a function of T. A consideration of this
function implies that if we wish to consider energies much
larger than «, the corresponding temperature must be very
close to 1/2. This is the region of parameter space where
the circular worldlines almost touch, the minimum distance
d < 1. The UV problem in this case is nonrelativistic,
with y3 being the “time” direction. Solutions to this
nonrelativistic problem exist for d > x'/2. This implies
that the Legendre transform of Eq. (58) is only valid for
£ < k!4, For € < k taking the Legendre transform analyti-
cally is made difficult by the infinite sum. In the limited
regime k < & < «!/4; however we can fairly simply find
the leading few terms:

2(k, &) :ﬂ—Zg’—Zkz/%l/S

A=) 0

1, .- ©  SBET3 35 -
- 4/35—1/3 25—1
64" +;32n(n2— 1572 T 1536°

+O(KTBET, (60)

The leading enhancement, —2&, has been long known in
the context of induced vacuum decay [103,104].

For T > 1/2 the circles intersect and the above calcu-
lation breaks down [see Fig. 5(c)]. The intersection must be
resolved in a region of size « as in Fig. 3. However, once we
include intersections a more general class of solutions to the
full problem is possible: we can combine sections of circles
with intersections. This is possible as solutions to Eq. (45)
must only locally be arcs of a circle with curvature 1. Of all
possible solutions describing pair production processes,
that with minimum action will dominate the path integral
and hence give the rate of pair production.

The minimum action solution of this kind has been found
by several authors [10,16,23,105], though there is some
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dispute about this [24]. It is given by a lemon shape,
Fig. 5(d), and not by the overlapping circles, 5(c). The
angle of intersection (see Fig. 4) is given by

1
=~ = 2arcsin| — |. 61
T <2T) ( )

However, note that this worldline on IR scales is only a
solution to the full problem if, for given y;, the corre-
sponding UV solution exists. At small but finite x our
numerical calculations in Sec. V find instanton solutions
which appear to approach the lemon instanton as x — 0.

The action of the thermal lemon-shaped instanton, to
zeroth order in «, is

5(0.7) = y; +sin(rz) (62)

where 7 > 1/2. Below T = 1/2 the action is equal to 7, at
zeroth order in x. The action and its first derivative are

continuous at 7 = 1/2, though the second derivative

diverges as —8//T —1/2 as T — 1/2 from above.
Hence we say that there is a second order phase transition
at T=1 /2, for k =0. Below the phase transition the
solution has circular symmetry. This is broken above it.
To get the leading order correction in x it would seem
we must solve Eq. (46) in the region of the intersection
(assuming such a solution exists). However, we can in fact
bypass this hard problem using perturbative renormaliza-
tion. First, we evaluate the interaction term on the leading
order IR instanton, the lemon. This gives an unphysical
logarithmic UV divergence from the intersections,

K T
VLemon = ? { (E - }’T) COt(YT) + 1} k)g(/l)

+ finite terms, (63)

where we have used A for the short distance regulator,
rather than a, as this should be of the order of the matching
scale, as in Sec. IV D 1. Though we cannot solve the UV
problem, we know that it must provide a compensating
counterterm i.e.

% { (g - 7%) cot(y7) + 1} log G) L (64)

From the perspective of the short distance physics this is an
IR divergence, arising due to the matching scale A being
much larger than x. The presence of « in the logarithm is
due to the scaling in the short distance problem. This meets
our expectations, as explained at the end of Sec. IV D,
leading to a contribution of order x log(x),
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S(k,T) = y7 +sin(ys)

+ % { (g - yf> cot(yz) + 1}K10g(,<) +0(x),

(65)

where T > 1/2. Note that the O(klog(x)) term starts to
dominate over the leading term when y; = O(x) and
7—y;=0(k), oo T=0(") and T-1/2=0(x).
This signals a breakdown of the separation of scales
assumed in deriving Eq. (65) and a breakdown of the
approximate solution.

We have perturbatively renormalized the problem. The
subleading corrections at O(x) depend on the solution to
the short distance (¢ = 1) problem. Our result could be
nonperturbatively improved using the methods of the
renormalization group.

From Eq. (65) we can find the inclusive pair production
rate at a fixed energy by Legendre transform,

E(K, 5) =TT — yé - Sin(}’g)

N % { (g _ yé> cot(y;) + 1}K10g(K) +0(x).

(66)

where 7z = 2 arcsin(€/2). The leading result here is the
same as for pair production stimulated by the presence of a
particle of mass £ [10] (or an off-shell photon [106]) or by a
collision of particles with the same center of mass energy
[107,108]. These calculations involve the same shaped
instanton, though without the periodic copies. The (scaled)
exponential suppression in that case, including the
O(klog(x)) correction, is

T—7z— sin(yg)

+ ZLJTZ {=rzcot(yz) + 1}xlog(x) + O(x). (67)

Note thatas 0 < k < 1 and |yz| < 7, the corresponding rate
is strlctly lower than that given by the exponentlatlon of

(K £ ). This is as expected: the inclusive rate at energy Eis
greater that the rate of the specific process at the same
energy.

E. Low temperature expansion

Let us now consider the case of low temperatures,

T <1, but arbitrary coupling, x. The effect of nonzero
temperature is felt through the interaction potential, cou-
pling periodic copies of the circular worldline. Perturbation

theory in T takes the form

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 96, 076002 (2017)
S[x] = So[x] 4+ T*S4[x] + T8¢ [x] + T*Sg[x] + - - -,
x(7) = xg(7) + T*xy(2) + Txg(e) + T°x(e) +
(68)

The terms S, [x] are simply defined to be the coefficients of
T" in the full action. Note that (i) there is no linear term in
S [x], (ii) the coefficient of the quadratic term is zero due to
the closure of the worldline loops and (iii) the coefficients
of all odd powers of T in S[x] vanish due to cancellation
between loops in the positive and negative Euclidean time
directions. These properties of the :?[x] expansion carry
over to that of x#(z) by standard perturbation theory.
First order perturbation theory gives

S, T) = n— Z — (AT — 4C(6)kTS + O(TY).  (69)

These first two terms are the same as those coming from the
expansion of Eq. (58). To calculate the coefficient of the
O(T®) term requires second order perturbation theory,
which amounts to solving a somewhat complicated inte-
grodifferential equation.

As pointed out in Refs. [13,27], expanding the expo-
nential of Eq. (69) captures the two-loop corrections for
weak fields and low temperatures [Eq. (76) in Ref. [25] and
Eq. (65) in Ref. [29]],

4 2w aT*
—L(m—E-¢(4)K ~ —rfe
e i )~<1+ﬂa+m>e /e, (70)

where a = ¢?/(4x). At higher loop orders one would need
to calculate also the semiclassical prefactor for comparison.

The Legendre transform of (69) gives the inclusive pair
production rate at fixed, perturbatively low energies. It is

5¢(4) !k (5) 43

K

s () +o() o

where the requirement of low temperatures translates into
the requirement that (£/x) < 1.*

F. High temperature

At sufficiently high temperatures the process of pair
production becomes classical. The instanton is then inde-
pendent of the Euclidean time direction and is called a

*The structure of this expansion is reminiscent of diagram-
matic low energy expansions about instantons, such as arose in
the discussion of electroweak baryon number conservation (see
for example [104,109]).
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sphaleron [53,72,73,110]. The problem reduces from four
to three dimensions. Further, due to the irrelevance of the
one and two directions (¢ = 1, 2) the problem becomes one
dimensional. The action gives the Boltzmann factor.

In our case the instanton consists of two worldlines: a
stationary charged particle, x“(z), and its antiparticle,
y#(7'), at a fixed distance, |x*(z) — y3(')] = r. On such
a path the action reduces to

< = Kk \ 1
SStrajght[r; K, T] = <2 - r— —> =. (72)

There is a stationary point of the action at ry = /x/4x
which gives the thermal instanton. The action is then

- ~ [\ 1
SStraight(K’ T) = 2<1 - E) ? ’ (73)

which can also be written as S =& / T, where £ is the

energy of the solution. Note that as T = €T /m, the factors
of e cancel in the exponent of the rate, leaving just the usual
Boltzmann suppression in physical units.

The instanton may give the rate of thermal pair pro-
duction when it is the lowest action solution for given
parameters (x, T) In a broad class of theories, though not
including SQED or QED, it has been shown that a solution
must satisfy a further constraint for it to describe tunnelling:
the spectrum of linear perturbations about the solution must
have one negative mode [111]. Variation of r is one
negative mode, present for all x and T.

Due to the periodic boundary conditions, the compo-
nents of both worldlines are each expressible as a Fourier
series. We define (#(z):=x*(7) —y*(z) and & (7):=
x*(t) 4+ y*(r). The linearized eigenvalue equations about
the straight line solution inherit the nonlocality of the full
action. They are thus linear integrodifferential equations,
the expressions being very long, so we omit them here.

For x < 1, the integrands of the nonlocal interactions
become highly peaked, approaching delta functions which
make the eigenvalue equations local. In this regime the
dynamics is nonrelativistic and the eigenvalue equations
can be straightforwardly solved. In the spectrum of
eigenfunctions there are two sets of potentially unstable
linear fluctuations, one given by £3(7) = ry + & cos(2znz)
and the other by £3(z) = §sin(2znz), where § < 1, n € N,
and in each case all other components are zero. The
eigenvalues are

.4
Qan)?T — —=_ .
\/ kT

The lowest frequency mode is thus least stable, and is
unstable when 7 < T, _o(x) &~ v27~3/4~"/4. This signals
the existence of another solution of lower action which is

Ak, T) ~

1
7 (74)
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continuously connected to the straight line solution but
which breaks time translation invariance. Hence there is a
second order phase transition in the rate at this temperature.
The instability is exactly analogous to the Plateau-Rayleigh
instability in fluid dynamics [112,113], the Gregory-
Laflamme instability in black strings [114], nuclear scis-
sion [115] and an instability in vacuum bubbles at finite
temperature [72,73].

These linear fluctuations remain eigenvectors of the full
integrodifferential equations at larger values of k. The
eigenvalue of the lowest frequency mode is then somewhat
more complicated,

I
2

2w
axkT

—2ﬂ<1 + \/1_~>e-¢m. (75)

akT

. .2
/II(K, T) = (27[)2T - gﬂ'zKTz -

For the higher frequency modes, the eigenvalue is given by
Ay(k, T) = nay(x,nT). The term, —%HZKTZ, is due to the
interactions of each worldline with itself. It is the much-
discussed, electromagnetic self-force [116—118] and its
contribution destabilizes the straight worldlines, increas-
ingly so at higher temperatures. This issue has been
discussed in a similar context in Ref. [98], where it was
argued that the photon-charged particle interaction is
modified on sufficiently short scales, thus diminishing
the self-force.

Setting Eq. (75) to zero defines the boundary between
stability and instability to the lowest frequency perturba-
tion. The boundary is described by a function, T, _o(«),
consisting of two branches which meet at k ~ 3.06534. This
is shown in Fig. 6. For sufficiently small «, the lower branch
coincides with the long wavelength instability found in the
nonrelativistic analysis and the upper branch is approx-
imately given by YN"MZO(K) ~ 3/k. The instability above the
upper branch is due to the self-force.

Higher frequency modes are more stable to the long
wavelength instability but less stable to the self-force
instability. As n increases the self-force term grows fastest
so all sufficiently high harmonics are unstable. This
instability is present for all x and 7. In fact, as this
instability only depends on the shape of the worldlines
at short distances, O(1/(nT)), it is present for all smooth
worldlines (and likely for more general worldlines too).
Due to the translational symmetry in the Euclidean time
direction, the unstable harmonics of the sphaleron come in
pairs, one a sine and the other a cosine.

The self-force instability may be a sign of the breaking
down of the cluster expansion at larger values of x. In
support of this view, the self-force does not arise for k < 1
at leading order in «. In the cluster expansion, only a small
number of charged particle worldlines are included.
Charged particle loops of size «/(87) have a small action,
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T

Unstable
Stable

0 3.06531 K

FIG. 6. Regions within which the straight line instanton is
stable and unstable to the lowest frequency perturbations. The
boundary is defined by setting Eq. (75) to zero and defines a

function, TM:O(K), with two branches.

due to cancellation between the kinetic and interaction
terms. These loops make up the bubbling sea of virtual
charged particle pairs, part of the quantum vacuum. Their
presence modifies the photon-charge interaction on scales
of order x/(8x), an effect which is not included in the
cluster expansion. A quantitative inclusion of these effects
is beyond the scope of this paper but, as argued in Ref. [98],
photon-charge interactions should be weaker on scales of
order x (¢>/m in dimensionful units) and below. This is
interpreted as an effective spreading-out of the charge,
which prevents the self-force instability.

For small deviations below the lower branch of T 1,=0(K),
and for sufficiently small x, the dynamics is nonrelativistic.
In this case the equations of motion can be solved, even
beyond the linearized approximation, by straightforward

integration. The first integral of the motion is the energy, £ R

1, -
—Zr2—|—U(r):5, (76)
@ 'fc ®) "fw © s
0.5 0.5 0.5
740 240 240
-0.5 -0.5 -0.5
-1 -1 -1
-1 -05 0 05 1 -1 -05 0 05 1 -1 -0.5 OA 05 1
l.s 1,3 1‘3

FIG. 7. Examples of the three types of numerical solutions,
all with x = 0.5 and a = 0.02: (a) a C instanton with T=05;
(b) a W instanton with T = 0.66; and (c) an S instanton with
T=071x Tﬂlzo (lower branch).
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where the overdot signifies differentiation with respect to
the Euclidean time coordinate, ¢, and U(r) =2 —r —«k/
(4zr). Integrating this equation gives #(r), which can be
inverted to give r(z). The solutions are periodic, with
period f(x., £).

In the nonrelativistic regime the action is given by

/rR 2U(r - (77)

where & is treated as a function of f and k and where r; and
rg are the classical turning points on the left and right. The

SNonrel

nonrelativistic approximation is valid for AT := T,l,:o—
T < 1; hence we expand the integral thus:

~ N B ~ 1 i
SNonrel(K’ T) = SStraight(K’ T) - g \/§ﬂ7/4K5/4AT2
— 45‘-_411”5/2 3/2AT3 + 0(AT4) (78)

Note that the nonrelativistic solution has a lower action than
the straight lines, so it dominates the rate where it exists,

~ ~ g rai K, T s
S(K, T) _ { ~St ght( ) )
SNonrel(K’ T)’

AT <0,
0<AT < 1.

Also note that the difference between the two rates arises at

second order in AT, showing that the transition between the
two solutions is a second order phase transition.
The Legendre transform of these results gives

P { i“Straight(K’ é)’
iNonrel (K7 5)’

AE <0,
0<AE< 1.

where AE ==&, — & and &, = 2(1 — \/x/4x), the thresh-
old energy. The two functions are

i“Straight(K’ :c:) =0, (79)
and
. L B A
ZNonrel (K; €) = BV A€+ WAE
5ﬂ7/4

o3 o4

The inclusive rate of pair production at a fixed energy is
unsuppressed at the threshold energy. Just below the

threshold, AE < 1, the suppression is given by the non-
relativistic result here. Note that the leading term in A€ can
be written as AE/ Tl]:()
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V. ARBITRARY TEMPERATURE AND «

For arbitrary temperature and « there is no symmetry and
no small parameter which can help us proceed analytically.5

We adopt a numerical approach; in particular we dis-
cretize the loop, representing it by a large number, N, of
points, x;, i =0, ..., N — 1, and then write an approxima-
tion to the action where derivatives are replaced by finite
differences (see Appendix C for details). Note that this is
not a lattice regularization as the points are not constrained
to lie on a lattice but may lie anywhere in R*, up to
numerical accuracy.

The number N must be chosen such that the distance
between neighboring points, |dx;| := |x;,; — x;|, is much
smaller than the smallest scale in the problem, the cutoff, a.
Note that for a continuous worldline, the global reparamet-
rization symmetry 7 — 7+ ¢ means that x> is constant.
Thus, to leading order in 1/N, |dx;| is independent of i and
hence equal to L[x]/N, where L[x] is the length of the loop.
Further, the cutoff @ must be chosen to be much smaller
than any other scale in the problem. In summary we require

% < a < Min(k, A7 [x; i]), (81)

where A[x; i] is the proper acceleration of the worldline at
the point i. Note that the interactions between two
disconnected worldlines do not need regularization, so
we may treat them exactly (up to discretization errors).
Computational constraints impose a maximum possible N
(~2'2 in our case). This in turn imposes a minimum a and
hence a minimum x and a maximum proper acceleration.

The equations of motion are then 4N (ignoring for the
moment the symmetries and the zero modes) coupled,
nonlinear algebraic equations which we solve numerically.
Starting with an initial guess at the solution we iteratively
solve the linearized equations until converging on a
solution of the nonlinear equations, i.e. the Newton-
Raphson method. An accuracy of better than 10~ was
usually reached in about three iterations. Simpler gradient
methods cannot be used here as the solution is a saddle
point, having one negative mode.

A. Finite temperature results

At low temperatures we can use the zero temperature
instanton as an initial guess. Once the iterations have
converged, we can then increase the temperature slightly
and repeat the procedure using the solution from the last run
as the initial guess for the next. In this way we can find all

solutions in the (k,7) plane which are continuously

Note that solutions of the equations of motion are only
instantons if their actions are positive. At zero temperature this
restricts us to k < 4z. The same condition holds at high temper-
atures for the straight line instanton.
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connected to the low temperature solutions. These all have
the topology of a circle and we refer to them as C instantons.

There are also instantons with the topology of railway
tracks: two infinitely long disconnected pieces. Over the
whole (x, T) plane there exist such solutions consisting of
two straight lines (see Sec. IV F) which we refer to as S
instantons. Below the lower branch of 7’,11:0 (see Fig. 6),
there exists another class of solutions with this topology
and with lower action. These consist of two wavy lines and
we refer to them as W instantons. For small x and for
temperatures just below the lower branch of T,l.:o, we can
use the nonrelativistic approximation of Sec. IV F as an
initial guess. From there we can step in x and T to find all
the continuously connected solutions. As we approach the
lower branch of T/11=0 from below, the W instantons
become straighter and merge with the S instantons.

As discussed in Sec. IV C, we must regularize the
interaction potential. This introduces a third parameter,
a, the short distance cutoff. For each point in the (x, T)
plane, we find the corresponding solution for a range of a
and evaluate the action, S (k, T; a), and its Legendre trans-
form, i(lc, T; a). For small enough a we should be able to
fit these to a linear function

S(k,Tya)~S(k,T) + c(k,T)a, (82)

for some c(x,T). To find S(k,T) we then extrapolate
to a — 0, ensuring that the a dependence is linear
(see Fig. 11).

The Newton-Raphson method does not converge in the
presence of zero modes, essentially because the solution is
not unique. As described in Sec. IV, we fix the translation
zero modes by demanding that the center of mass of the
worldline be at the origin, X* = 0. There is also a fifth zero
mode corresponding to the remaining global symmetry of
reparametrization invariance. For worldlines with circular
topology we fix this by demanding that xj —x3,,_; = 0.
Given a suitable initial guess this essentially fixes the point
Xy to be at the bottom of the loop and xy /,_; to be at the top.
In the high temperature case, where the instanton splits up
into two separate worldlines, the global part of the
reparametrization invariance must be fixed on each side
separately. We do so by demanding that there be a turning
point at x, on the right-hand side and at x,_; on the left-
hand side; i.e. we fix the spatial derivative to be zero there.
In all cases we use Lagrange multipliers to impose
constraints.

In the high temperature case we found that there is also a
quasizero mode associated with translating one of the
halves forward in Euclidean time and the other downwards.
The presence of this quasizero mode slows the convergence
of the Newton-Raphson method. To prevent this slowing
down we fixed ¥} =0 and ¥} = 0, rather than simply
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(X} + x%) = 0 (subscripts L and R refer to left- and right-
hand sides). This overconstrains the problem but the
solutions found in this way are also solutions of the
original problem. Further, from the parity symmetry we
expect solutions to satisfy this extra constraint.

In this way we can start to fill in the (x,7) plane with
instanton solutions, building up a contour plot of the action
and a phase diagram. The three different classes of
instantons, C, W and S, are shown in Fig. 7. Each class
has a region of existence and a region within which it has
the lowest Euclidean action (the actions denoted respec-

tively by S‘C, S‘W and S'S). If two solutions exist at a given
point in the plane, that with lower Euclidean action
determines the rate, and hence defines the phase. Only
the regions with positive action can describe tunneling
processes. Figure 8 is a contour plot of the Euclidean action
as calculated numerically.

The phase diagram that emerges is quite interesting. The
S instantons exist over the whole (k, T') plane. The C and W
instantons do not. Where we have found the W instantons
to exist, they have lower action than the S instantons. It also
seems to be the case for the C instantons. It is the case at
k = 0 and we can give an argument for it at k = 4z. The
action of the C instantons goes to zero at (4x,0) whereas
that of the S instantons goes to zero at (4, 1 /). Further, if
we can assume that S’C and S ¢ decrease with increasing
temperature (i.e. the solutions have positive energy), then,
where the C instantons exist for k = 4z and T > 0, they
must have lower action. We have not found numerically a
region within which both the C and W instantons exist. It
may be that they exist in disjoint regions, or it may be that
they coexist near their phase boundary where our numerical
calculations fail.

From Fig. 8 we can see the existence of two lines of phase
transitions: TCW(K) separating the C instantons from the W
instantons and 7'y (k) separating the W instantons from the
S instantons. From our numerical results, within the range of
parameters explored, the line defined by 7 = Tyg(x)
appears to coincide with the lower branch of T,ll:O(K).
This line is a line of second order phase transitions, as
discussed in Sec. IV F. The order of the phase transitions at
T = Tcew(k) is not clear, except at k = 0 where it is of
second order, as discussed in Sec. IV D 2. Atk = 0 we also
have that Ty (0) = 1/2. Above this we can say nothing
precise as, in the region around T’ = T'¢y,, we have not been
able to maintain the hierarchies of Eq. (81). However it
appears that Ty (k) ~ 1/2, at least for k < 1.

For (k, T) outside the region spanned by our numerical
calculations (see Fig. 8), there is little we can say about the
form of the phase diagram. The two lines of phase transitions
may cross at some point Ty (k,) = Tys(k,), which we
denote by (.., T,), or even at multiple points. Alternatively
the line of phase transitions between C and W instantons
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FIG. 8. Contour plot of the action, S (x, T), as calculated
numerically. The solid red and blue lines are our numerical
results and the solid green lines are given by Eq. (73). The region
in the top right, bounded by the green dotted line, is the region
within which the S instanton is the only known solution. The
blank region between the solid red and blue lines and for small
is where we could not maintain the hierarchies of Eq. (81) with
N = 2'2 points. The dashed blue lines are linear extrapolations
from the contours found numerically to the same value of the
action at « = 0 [Eq. (62)].

may remain forever below that of W and S instantons, i.e.
Tcw (k) < Tys(x) for all k. More work is needed to better

understand the phase diagram for larger x and 7.
For comparison with the analytic results enumerated in
Secs. IVD, IVE and IV E, in Fig. 9 we also give a plot

comparing the action as a function of 7, for fixed x = 0.2.

B. Fixed energy results

We also calculate the Legendre transform of these
results. To calculate the energy of a solution we use
Eq. (39). Figure 10 is a contour plot in the (k,&) plane
of the exponential suppression, Z.

At k = 0 the relevant instanton is the lemon-shaped one
discussed in Sec. IV D 2. The corresponding suppression is
given by Eq. (66) and there is no phase transition for any

s

— C instantons
— Wi instantons
—— S instantons

— Lemon instantons (k=0)

] . iy

HE
05Tcw Tws1.0 1.5 2.0

FIG. 9. A slice through the (k,T) plane at fixed x = 0.2. The
action of the W instantons (blue) is lower than that of the S
instantons (green) where they exist. The lemon-shaped instantons
are only exact solutions for x = 0. The expression for their action
is = for T <1/2 and Eq. (62) for T > 1/2. The transition
temperature, TCW, lies somewhere in the grey shaded region. The
difficulty in maintaining the hierarchies of Eq. (81) has prevented
us from calculating it more accurately.

076002-17



OLIVER GOULD and ARTTU RAJANTIE

— Cinstantons
— W instantons
—— Sinstantons

FIG. 10. Contour plot of (k. £), the exponential suppression
of the inclusive rate of Schwinger pair production at fixed energy.
The blank region in the top right, bounded by the green line, is the
region within which the exponential suppression of the S
instanton is negative. The blank region between the solid red
and blue lines and for small k is where we could not maintain the
hierarchies of Eq. (81) with N = 2! points. The dashed blue
lines are linear extrapolations from the contours found numeri-

cally to the same value of Satk=0 [Eq. (66)].

0<&< S’C. On the other hand for x > 0 there is a phase
transition between the C and W instantons.

In Fig. 10 we have also plotted extrapolations from our
numerical results to the same value of Z atk = 0 [Eq. (66)].
The extrapolations for both C and W instantons look good.
How these instantons match onto the lemon instantons at
k = 0, and where the phase transition between them lies, is

not clear. Note that for small, nonzero x and small & the
leading terms for both C and W instantons agree [Egs. (60)
and (66)].

C. Numerical errors

For a selection of our numerical solutions we performed
various checks. For the C and W instantons we computed
the lowest few eigenvalues of perturbations about the
solutions and always found that there was one negative
mode, as required for the solution to be interpreted as a
tunneling solution. We also computed the spectrum of
eigenvalues about some S instantons, finding one negative
eigenvalue for temperatures above the lower branch of
T/l,:O and more than one below this temperature. The
apparent absence of the self-force instability due to higher
harmonic fluctuations may be due to the cutoff, a, and due
to the discretization of the worldlines. The conservation of
x% was accurate to about 1 part in 10* or better. The
solutions were found to be symmetric under a rotation by «
in the 3-4 plane, to numerical accuracy.

The dominant errors in our numerical calculation are due
to the difficulty of maintaining the hierarchies of Eq. (81).
We have rejected solutions for which L[x]/(Na) > 0.15 or
for which a/Min(k, A=![x;i]) > 0.2. The errors due to the
finiteness of these quantities manifest in the extrapolation
a — 0 [see Eq. (82)].
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FIG. 11.
Here are plotted data points for S (x, T; a) for W instantons at
(k,T) = (0.2,0.8). The linear extrapolation is also plotted. The

wild behavior at very small a is expected to be due to the effect of
the discreteness scale; here L[x]/N = 0.0006.

Plot of extrapolation of data to remove cutoff, a — 0.

See Fig. 11. For very small a, the dependence of the
action on a is strongly nonlinear. This is due to a becoming
comparable with the distance between points, L[x|/N, and
hence the discreteness of the representation of the worldline
becomes significant. We implemented an algorithm to fit to

only the linear part of the plot. For each point in the (k, T')

plane we assemble the data {a,S(k,T;a)} in an array,
ordered by the value of a. We then fit straight lines to all
subsets of at least four consecutive data points, ensuring
that this covers a range of a such that the maximum value is
at least twice the minimum value. For each fit we calculate
the standard error in the result. For our final result, S (k, T),
we take that with least standard error. We also throw away
results for which the standard error due to the fit is greater
than 0.01, though in most cases it is much smaller.

For T = 0 we have both approximate, numerical results
and an exact, analytic expression, Eq. (48). The difference
between the two is found to increase with « up to about 0.01
at x = 1, using N = 2'? points. This error scales with the
number of points as 1/N?. We also have an exact, analytic
expression for large temperatures, Eq. (73). Unfortunately
though, for the corresponding instanton, the S instanton,
due to the enhanced symmetry the zero modes correspond-
ing to time translation and to reparametrization invariance
cannot be fixed as for the other instantons, preventing
convergence of the Newton-Raphson method.

As we approach the phase transition between C and W
instantons, T -y (k), it becomes more difficult to maintain the
hierarchies of Eq. (81). Hence we expect errors there to be
greater.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we have extended previous results on
Schwinger pair production to arbitrary couplings and arbi-
trary temperatures. To achieve this we restricted ourselves to
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weak, constant external fields. This restriction was shown to
result in a semiclassical approximation and within this
approximation we have calculated the leading behavior of
the logarithm of the rate. As a by-product, we were also able to
obtain inclusive pair production rates at fixed energy.

We adopted the worldline description. In this framework
the problem reduced to one of solving the instanton
equations of motion for a self-interacting worldline, an
interesting geometric problem.

For weak couplings, like in QED, our results comple-
ment the extensive literature on the subject, providing an
alternative approach which holds at all temperatures and in
which some issues are clearer. In this case k¥ < e and our
approach, which includes all orders in « but just the leading
order in ¢, does not seem necessary. However, as we have
discussed, the singular nature of the small « perturbation
means that one ought not to simply set k = 0 from the
outset. Doing this may lead to the incorrect instanton and
hence to incorrect results at leading order in €.

In this weak coupling regime, and at temperatures
T < 1/2, our results give small corrections to the leading
order results. When expanded they capture the two-loop,
thermal correction for weak fields. We also find no thermal
correction at one loop in this temperature range. Though we
have calculated analytically the correction to the exponent
to leading and next to leading order in «, a full calculation
of higher order loop corrections would require also the
thermal corrections to the prefactor.

At higher temperatures, 7' > 1/2, the singular nature of
the weak coupling expansion gives nontrivial corrections to
the naive xk — 0 limit. Our numerical solutions at finite
appear to approach the well-known lemon-shaped instanton
as k — 0. At leading order, this solution gives a nonzero
thermal enhancement to the rate. Note however that this
enhancement is not present in the one-loop approximation,
which breaks down due to the singular nature of the weak
coupling expansion. The lemon-shaped instanton also
shows an enhanced correction to the exponential suppres-
sion of order xlog(x)/e. This dominates over the order of
the €° correction for sufficiently small e.

At intermediate and strong couplings our results open
new avenues. Using them one can make reliable estimates
for the pair production rate of strongly charged particles via
the thermal Schwinger process. In particular one could
apply these results to the pair production of magnetic
monopoles. Sufficiently light magnetic monopoles would
be produced amply in the strong magnetic fields and high
temperatures present in heavy ion collisions, in neutron
stars and in the early Universe.

In this paper we have only calculated the exponential
suppression of the rate. For direct phenomenological
application, one should also calculate the prefactor.
References [105,119,120] would be an apt place to start.
They all find similar instantons to ours, though in theories
without dynamical long-range forces.
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The appearance of the self-force instability in the semi-
classical evaluation of the path integral raises some
intriguing questions that require further work. So too does
the instanton phase diagram, Fig. 8, for which further work
is needed to determine the form of the phase diagram at
larger values of x and 7.

The worldline description that we have developed here
could be used to calculate pair production rates for other
induced Schwinger processes at arbitrary coupling. For
example one could consider a nonconstant external field.
The numerical approach we have adopted would then
directly apply.
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APPENDIX A: QED AND SQED IN WEAK
EXTERNAL FIELDS

For sufficiently small scalar self-coupling, 4, the only
difference between QED and SQED is the spin of the
charged particles. Following the manipulations of SQED in
Eq. (6) we see that the difference for a spin 1/2 charged
particle manifests simply in replacing the trace over the
Klein-Gordon operator with a trace over the Dirac operator.
As in Refs. [65,68], we note that this difference can be
taken into account by including the spin factor in the path
integral representation of the functional trace,

Tr(e—(—iﬂs—im)s)

:/ Dxte= S0l AT HAsISpin[xt, A +A,:s], (Al)

where Sy[x, AZX + A,; 5] is given in Eq. (9) and the spin
factor is given by

Spin[xt, ASS + A,; 5] e= Tr, et Jo P FROHELW) (70
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where Tr, signifies the trace over spinorial indices, P is the
path ordering operator and 2#* are the generators of Lorentz
transformations in the spin 1/2 representation, i.e.
= [y#,y¥]/2, where y* are the gamma matrices. The
next step is to integrate over the gauge field A,. Note that
even with the inclusion of the spin factor the integration
over A, is Gaussian and hence can be done exactly. In the
spin O case, the integration takes the following form,

/ D Aﬂe—% J. A @G ooy [ A (A3)
where [ := [d*x, and jj(x) is given by

=g [ arr@a-xe). (a9

0

Performing the
exponential,

ew{=3 [ [ 0G0} )

The difference in the spin 1/2 case amounts to the
replacement

integration leads to the following

Jo(x) = jo(x) + ig/s de2* 9,6 (x — x(1)),
0

= o (x) + & (x). (A6)
Now, we scale all the dimensionful quantities as in Sec. II,
i.e.t > 1/s,s > s/gE and x* — x*m/gE. This reduces all
dependence on the parameters to dependence on ¢ :=
gE/m*> <1 and k:=¢g’E/m>. We can now write the
interaction terms in the spin 1/2 case as

{32 [ [ 566050
—« [ [ e @610

[ [ewoumnenm).

where j#, & and G, are now independent of g, £ and m. In
this paper, we have allowed « to freely vary up to O(1) (that
is because we only require k < ¢g*> and we consider strong
coupling); however for the semiclassical approximation to
be valid we require ¢ << 1. Hence the spin dependent
factors are subleading [as long as the dimensionless parts
are at most O(1)] and we can drop all & dependence.
The net result of all this is that, to leading order in ¢, the
instanton describing pair production is the same for both
theories, as is the fluctuation prefactor about the instanton,

(A7)
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excluding an overall spin factor (25 4 1). Charge renorm-
alization, which is not included to leading order in e, is
different in QED and SQED. In both cases we expect the
final results to depend on the renormalized charge, as
discussed in Sec. IV C.

APPENDIX B: WORLDLINE DESCRIPTION
OF EXTENDED PARTICLES

For elementary particles the geometric worldline
description arises naturally and can be derived by standard
methods from the field theoretic description, as shown in
Sec. II. For extended field configurations, such as solitons,
no exact worldline description can exist. However, for
circumstances where the extended field configuration is
much smaller than all other scales, an effective worldline
description can suffice [10,48,104]. This is analogous to the
description of the motion of planets in the solar system in
terms of the motion of points.

In Ref. [48] just such an effective description was
explicitly derived for the ’t Hooft-Polyakov monopole
[40,41]. The worldline instanton that they found was a
circle and the effective worldline description was found to
be valid when the radius of the circle was much larger than
the size of the 't Hooft-Polyakov monopole. We wish to
generalize this result for more general worldline curves.

The ’t Hooft-Polyakov monopole is a static solution to
the field equations for the Georgi-Glashow model, and
other similar theories. It is an extended solution and hence
it cannot be said to be at a position; however it does have a
well-defined center and core region, beyond which all but
the Abelian gauge field is exponentially damped. We can
thus assign to the center of the monopole solution a
worldline, i.e. a map from the real line to the path in
Minkowski space traced out by the center of the monopole
solution. The static solution and Lorentz transformations of
it (which are also solutions) have straight, timelike world-
lines. Static solutions of the Euclidean (Wick rotated)
theory need not be timelike.

Combinations of straight worldlines are no longer exact
solutions due to the interactions between them. However, in
the limit that the monopoles are infinitely separated these
should become exact solutions [90].6 At finite separation,
due to the long-range interaction between monopoles, the
solution is no longer exact. However, we can find an
approximate solution following [48].

We consider for example the Georgi-Glashow theory. To
find an approximate solution to the full (Euclidean) field

®In the Bogomol’nyi-Prasad-Sommerfeld limit [121], i.e. when
the scalar self-coupling is infinitesimally small and positive, such
superpositions of static, like-charged monopoles are in fact exact
solutions. That is because in this limit the attraction due to the
Higgs field is exactly canceled by the repulsion due to the gauge
field [122]. At low energies the dynamics of such multimonopole
solutions is given by the geodesic motion of the collective
coordinates on the configuration space of solutions [123—-125].
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equations we first solve the equations of motion for a
pointlike monopole in a given external magnetic field, at a
certain temperature, including the self-interaction. These
are the classical worldline calculations we have carried out
in this paper. For simplicity, we restrict the worldline to the
3-4 plane. We use construct coordinates centered on the
worldline and Fermi-Walker transported along it (see for
example [126]). We denote the coordinate along the
worldline as # and the normal coordinate in the plane as
v, with (x1, x5, v) = (0,0, 0) on the worldline. Other than
photon excitations, which are taken into account, internal
excitations of the "t Hooft-Polyakov monopole are gapped
and hence, for sufficiently low energies, we can assume that
these are not excited. That is, we can assume translation
invariance along the monopole worldline. In this case, the
field equations near the monopole worldline read

DiFY + a(u)F" + O(a(u)*v*) = [D;p, ],

A
= ?(Iqﬁl2 - M),
(B1)

D;D'¢p+ a(u)D,¢ + O(a(u)*v?)

where D, = 0, + igA,; i, jrun over (x|, x,, v); A 1is the four
point self-coupling of the Higgs particle; My is
the mass of a W boson; and a(u) is the magnitude of the
acceleration of the worldline. At zeroth order in the accel-
eration these equations are solved by the 't Hooft-Polyakov
magnetic monopole, static along the worldline. Hence, at
lowest order in the acceleration the full field theoretic
calculation reduces to the geometric, worldline one which
we have pursued in this paper. This also requires the radius
of curvature of the worldline to be large compared with the
classical radius of the monopole solution. In our dimension-
less units this is k (for the Georgi-Glashow theory) and hence
we get the constraint k < a(u)~!.

APPENDIX C: FINITE DIFFERENCE
FORMULATION

In this appendix we give our discrete approximation to
the action in Eq. (33) and the corresponding equations of
motion. We use a simple finite difference approximation

S = WZ@@‘H —x)? =Y - )
__Z i+ x7+l

where i and j run over 0, 1, ..., N — 1 and contractions of
Lorentz indices are implied. As discussed in Sec. [V C we
choose an exponential counterterm, rather than the simpler
length counterterm of Polyakov, so that the bare mass is
positive. Summing the infinite periodic copies of the
regularized propagator gives

xﬂ)GR(xhxj;T? a) (C1)
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= -1

n;m Az ((t +n/T) + 7 + a?))
B T'sinh (22T Va* + r?)
4rv/a* + r*(cos (2aT1) — cosh (22T Va + 7))’
(€2)
and likewise for the exponential counterterm
Z e—(P+(1+n/T)?)/a*
W 47t a’
_ Te /% 9y (xTt, e a1 (©3)

dra

where ¢ and r are the temporal and spatial differences as in
Sec. II B and 95 is the Jacobi theta function of the third
kind. Due to the lack of well optimized numerical libraries
for the Jacobi theta function, we in fact make a different
choice of counterterm, which also reduces to the exponen-

tial regularization for small T,

B T'sinh 22T Va* + %)

4rv/a® + r2(cos (2aTt) — cosh 22T Va* + %))

\/Ee—rz/aze(cos (22T1)-1)/ (27*a*T?)
4n’a’.

+

(C4)

This regularization is smooth and periodic in 1/ T, as well
as being relatively fast to numerically evaluate.

One further point, also mentioned in Sec. IV C, is that
there is no need to regularize the interactions between
disconnected parts of worldlines, so one may use the
unregularized propagator. This is useful as it removes
some sources of error due to the finite cut off, a. In our
calculations, we have used the unregularized propagator for
the interaction between the left- and right-hand sides of the
W instantons. It could also be used, though we did not, for
the interaction between thermal copies for the C instantons.

As discussed in Sec. V, we fix the N zero and quasizero
modes using Lagrange multipliers. Writing the constraint
equations as C,[x] = 0, where a runs over 1, ..., Ny, we
define a new action including the Lagrange multiplier
terms:

Nt

(C5)

[x,4] := S‘[x] + ZolaCa [x]

The A, are the Lagrange multipliers.

The equations of motion, which are simply 4N + N,
coupled, nonlinear, algebraic equations, are found by
taking partial derivatives of (C5), with respect to x/, and 4,,
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oSl
o 0
Cylx] = 0. (C6)

The Newton-Raphson equations derived from these, and an
initial guess, are a system of linear equations, which we
solve by LU decomposition, using the numerical library
Eigen 3 [127]. The 1 and 2 directions are trivial and
decouple, leaving 2N + N, equations, where No(< Nj) is
the number of zero modes in the reduced space.

APPENDIX D: NUMERICAL DATA

Along with this paper, we have made available the
numerical results presented in summary form in Sec. V.
They are in Supplemental Material [128]. The first line
gives the column headings and all following lines give the
corresponding numerical data as comma-separated values.
The meanings of the headings are as follows:
pot: The nature of the interaction potential; see below.
log2N: log,(N), where N is the number of points in the
worldline.
kappa: The coupling, k := ¢*E/m?.

T: The temperature, T := mT/gE.
a: The cutoff, a.

S: The action, S = S/e.

E: The energy, £ := &/m.

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 96, 076002 (2017)

len: The length of the worldline.

kinetic: The gauge-fixed length of the worldline,
L, Eq. (34). )

i0: Minus the area of the worldline, —A, Eq. (35).

vr: The interaction, V [Eq. (42)], and the finite temper-
ature generalizations.

zmax: The maximum distance between points in the x*
direction.

zmin: The minimum distance between points in the x>
direction.

tmax: The maximum distance between points in the x*
direction. _

sol: The ratio of the norms of 9S[x]/dx; and x}.
acc_max: The maximum acceleration along the worldline;
see below.

The first column, pot, takes three different values
depending on the nature of the interaction potential. It
takes the value 1 for zero temperature; 13 for the low
temperature, C instanton topology; and 15 for the high
temperature, W instanton topology.

The acceleration referred to in the last column is a finite
difference approximation to |¥|, defined by

N2|2x; = Xpiq — Xy, (D1)

where N is the number of points in the worldline.
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