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We investigate photon bremsstrahlung in chiral media. The chiral medium response to
the magnetic field is described by the chiral magnetic current j = by B, where by is the chiral
magnetic conductivity. This current modifies the photon dispersion relation producing a res-
onance in the scattering amplitude. We show that the resonant contribution is proportional
to the magnetic moment p of the target nucleus. We analytically compute the correspond-
ing cross section. We argue that the anomalous contribution is enhanced by a factor b3 /T2,
where I' is a width of the resonance related to the chiral magnetic instability of the electro-
magnetic field. The most conspicuous feature of the anomalous contribution to the photon
spectrum is the emergence of the knee-like structure at photon energies proportional to bg.
We argue that the phenomenological significance of the anomalous terms depends on the

magnitude of the ratio of by to the projectile fermion mass.

I. INTRODUCTION

Chiral media are of great interest in a variety of diverse physics fields [I], 2, 4-7), [52]. Examples
include the quark-gluon plasma, Weyl and Dirac semimetals and the axion—one of the main dark
matter candidates. Their unusual properties are due to the topological charge induced in them
by the chiral anomaly [8, 9]. In particular, coupling of the electromagnetic field to the topological
charge is described by adding to the QED Lagrangian the P and C'P-odd term [10]

»CA = _%GF;U/F“V’ (1)

where c4 is the QED anomaly coefficient. In quark-gluon plasma the dimensionless pseudoscalar
field 6 is sourced by the topological charge density g = %Gzyéa“”. As a result cannot be
rewritten as a total derivative and removed from the Lagrangian. Instead, it appears in the modified
Maxwell equations as the derivative of 9"6. In Weyl semimetals the spatial components of 0#6 are
proportional to the distance between the Weyl nodes in the momentum space. In many systems 6
is believed to be a slowly varying function of coordinates and time [5]. This is the approximation

also assumed in this work. In particular, we treat the first derivative 06 as constant and adopt

a fairly standard notation b* = (by, —b) = c49"0 = ca(6, —V8); by is also known as the chiral



conductivity o, [II, 12]. To further simplify the analysis we constrain ourselves to the spatially
homogenous systems with |b| < by. These are relevant in nuclear physics and astrophysics [13| [14].
In this paper we focus on the electromagnetically interacting systems, but its methodology can be
easily adapted for the strongly interacting systems as well.

One can study properties of a novel material/medium by shooting fast particles through it. This
paper studies how the chiral properties of a material are reflected in the photon spectrum emitted
by a charge fermion. The two processes that determine the photon spectrum are the medium
polarization by the electromagnetic fields of the particle and the photon radiation. The former
induces the collisional energy loss which includes the Cherenkov radiation [15, [16], while the latter

is responsible for the radiative energy loss. The corresponding leading order diagrams are shown

in Fig. [

FIG. 1. Diagrams contributing to the collisional (left) and radiative (right) energy loss in the chiral medium
at the leading order in «. The left diagram includes the Cherenkov radiation. Double wavy lines indicate
excitation of the electromagnetic field at finite b. The diagram with the photon emitted from the outgoing

fermion leg is not shown.

The collisional energy loss in chiral medium is dominated by the chiral Cherenkov radiation,
which in many aspects is very different from the conventional Cherenkov radiation due to a peculiar
dependence of the photon dispersion relation on b. We have discussed this recently in [I7] in the
framework of the Fermi’s model [16]. In short, the non-anomalous and anomalous/chiral Cherenkov
radiation are both electromagnetic excitations of the medium induced by the moving charge though
they emerge under different conditions: the former one when the particle velocity is larger than the
phase velocity of light, whereas the latter when the chiral anomaly is present regardless of velocity.
Unlike the non-anomalous Cherenkov radiation whose power decreases with energy (together with
the total collisional loss), the power of the chiral Cherenkov radiation increases with energy and
thus is very much relevant at high energies. The full quantum expression for the radiation power

was derived in [I8]. Similar results in different contexts were reported in [19} 20} 52]. Photon



radiation by a plasma at finite axial chemical potential, which also induces the chiral magnetic
current, was investigated in [21H23].

The goal of this paper is to investigate the contribution of the chiral anomaly to photon pro-
duction cross section in charged fermion scattering off a heavy nucleus. This process is responsible
for the radiative energy loss which is the dominant energy loss mechanism at high energy [24]. The
chiral anomaly affects the virtual photon propagator and the radiated photon wave function. The

photon propagator reads in the Feynman gauge [19] 25]

4G+ iupob”q” + byuby

Duta) = ¢t +b%¢* — (b-q)?

(2)

In homogeneous chiral matter with b = 0, by # 0, the components of the propagator read in
the static limit D, (q) = limgy_,o Dy (q) [26]
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The pole at g? = bZ is related to the chiral magnetic instability of electromagnetic field as discussed
in Sec.[[TC} In the scattering amplitude it corresponds to the t-channel resonance which enhances
the scattering cross sections in the chiral medium [27]. To simplify the calculation we restrict
ourselves to the photon spectrum at w > bg. In this region, photon is approximately timelike up
to the corrections of order b3/w?. In other words, we neglect the anomaly in the photon wave
function and thereby isolate the contribution of the resonance in the propagator.

In summary, we consider the following setup. A charged fermion of high energy e radiates a
photon of energy w as it scatters on a heavy (static) ion immersed into a chiral medium. The
potential that the ion creates is modified in the infrared by the anomaly scale by which is assumed
to be much smaller than w, but much larger than the Debye mass €T in the medium. In this
regime the bremsstrahlung cross section is enhanced by the ¢-channel resonance at the momentum
transfer g2 = b%. The softest scale in this scattering problem (apart from the Debye mass) is the
resonance cutoff I' which is inversely proportional to the duration of the inverse cascade that drives
the chiral magnetic instability. In the next section we perform a detailed analytical calculation of
the photon production cross section. Our main result is Eq. which presents this cross section

in the ultra-relativistic limit. We discuss the obtained result in Sec [[TIl

* The gauge dependence of the propagator is discussed in Appendix



II. COULOMB AND MAGNETIC DIPOLE BREMSSTRAHLUNG

A. Scattering potential

Following the original calculation of Bethe and Heitler [29], we consider scattering of a charged
fermion off a nucleus of mass M and electric charge eZ. It will be seen in Sec. [ID] that the
anomalous contribution is driven by the existence of momentum transfers such that |g| < bg. The
nucleus recoil is qo = |q|?/(2M) < |q|bo/(2M). Since for any realistic system by < M, the recoil
can be safely neglected. Thus the electromagnetic field of the nucleus is approximately static.

The potential induced by a stationary current J"(x) can be computed as

3

At(x) = —i/d3x’D‘“’(a: —z')J,(z') = —i/ (3733 eI DM (q)J,(q) - (4)

The current density of the static point source of charge eZ is J¥(x) = eZ6",d(x). It induces the

Coulomb potential
Aq)=eZ/q®,  Alg) =0 (5)

implying that the scattering cross section off the point charge is given by the Rutherford formula
and is not affected by the anomaly (in the static limit).

A non-trivial contribution comes about if the nucleus is in a state ¢ with a finite expectation
value of the magnetic moment p. Indeed, the spin current associated with such a state is V x¢* u.
In the point particle limit the spin current can be written as J(x) = V x (ud(x)). It represents
the first non-vanishing multipole moment of the vector potential. Altogether the electrical current

of the nucleus is
J(x) =eZd(x),  J(x)=V x (ud(x)), (6)
which in momentum space reads
Jq)=ez, J(@) =igxp. (7)

According to and it produces the potential

T . 10 p; €rirq” €irq"
Ag _ D& Jz — ¢ E g _ 10¢; _ lir ir ]
(q) ? (q) (q) € ]kN q q2 o bg b()(q2 _ b(Q)) + quQ ( a)
1 ) ¢ bo ¢ 24
:—T_bg Z(NXQ)—F?(H'(IC] —qu)l, (8b)

while the time component is still given by the first equation of . The potential satisfies the
Coulomb gauge q - A = 0. Expression for the potential in the configuration space can be found in

27.
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FIG. 2. Diagrams contributing to the Coulomb (e) and magnetic moment (x) terms in the bremsstrahlung
cross section in the chiral medium at the leading order in . The outgoing photon is depicted by a single

line, which is accurate up to terms of the order b3 /w?.
B. Scattering cross section

Quantization of the electromagnetic field at finite by is similar to this procedure in vacuum except
that the photon polarization must be circular, see Appendix [Bl As explained in Introduction, in
this work we consider photons with w > by that allows us to neglect the chiral Cherenkov effect

and concentrate on the bremssrahlung per se. The differential cross section is then given by

1 2 1 w’p/‘ /
do 2;8/)\ |M| 5@ F Ip) dQudQY dw 9)

Where p = (e,p), o' = (¢,p') and k = (w, k) are the incoming, outgoing and emitted photon
four momenta respectively. The corresponding equations of motion imply that p? = p’> = m? and
k? = —\bo|k|, where A\ = %1 is the photon polarization. As mentioned before, we assume that
w > by, so that k? ~ 0. The matrix element M can be written as a sum corresponding to two
Feynman diagrams where the photon is emitted before and after the insertion of the external field

A(q), where ¢ =p' —p+ k:

p—%+m

M = e*u(p') (ﬁé}:;)\( yrFam Alg) + A(Q)(p_k)g_mgﬁ,\> u(p) (10)

p/ + k)Z _ m?
where €}, = (0,e) is the circular photon polarization vector. Plugging in Egs. , into

and averaging over directions of p using (u;) = 0, (ip;) = %251-3- yields
2 2 2
IMI" = IMe|” + M, (11)

where | M.|? is proportional to 2 Z? and describes scattering off the Coulomb field , see Fig.[2| Tt
does not depend on by and ultimately leads to the Bethe-Heitler formula when substituted into @

The second term, | M u|2 is proportional to 2 and carries all the information about the anomaly.



We will focus on it from now on. Averaging over the magnetic moment directions in gives

2

(A @4 (@) = 5 [(6%‘3’ - qqq) (¢2 +B2) — 2ibociitq, | . (12)

Its contribution to the cross section has the form MM <AiAj *> When summed over the particle
helicities M; M is symmetric with respect to swapping the indices ¢ and j. This implies that the
second term in the square brackets of cancels outm

It is convenient to express the cross section in terms of ¢> = —g?, w and the parameters x and

k' defined as
k=k-plw=e—k-p/w, K=k plo=¢—-k plw. (13)

Dotting the momentum conservation condition p + ¢ — k — p’ = 0 with p, ¢, k and p’ and solving

the resulting four equations we obtain

¢ p=-2+rw, g1 =¢/2+kw, (14)

2
P-p’:mz—w(ﬂ—/ﬁ/)_%v koqg=uw(x —r). (15)

Summing over the outgoing fermion spin and photon polarization and averaging over the incident

fermion spin we derive

1 2 det? (03 + ¢°) r2 2 2
52 Ml :3525/2(02((12 —B2)2 26K W [(“"‘”) +4q }
EEDN
+ Z [qz‘ﬁp’ e—K'p- 6‘2 + 4k*p?|p’ - 6‘2 + 45" p"|p - €|?
A

— 8k’ (p-e) (p' - €) (e —m?) } } , (16)

The polarization sums are computed using (B2):

- k)2
Z]e-p[zsz—(pk2) =p® — (e — k)? = 2ek — m? — K?, (17a)
A
/'k2
Z‘G'P/‘QZPQ—(Z?W) = 2K —m? — K7, (17Db)
A
AT Y 2
Z(e'P)(e*'p/)—p'Pl—@L(Qp)—H’e’+/<ae—m2—/m’+qz, (17¢)
A

T We note however, that this term contributes to the partial cross sections for the helicity states.



where ,, where used. Employing in and substituting into @D we obtain the

differential cross section

do m2e4u2(b3+q2) M
" 6(2m)Pw(g® — 5)? |pl
q> 1 1\? A

X {7(262 + 26 —4m? + ¢*) + (4m* — ¢?) < - /) —4 </ - >

m2kK'

P2y (1) 2 () s)

K K K/

A0k dQY dw

C. Regularization of the resonance

In a homogeneous medium (b = 0) the photon propagator has a resonance at ¢ = M? =
—Abp|q|. This resonant behavior can be regulated in the usual way by taking account of the finite

resonance width:

1 1
—
gt +b%¢* = (b-q)*  ¢"+0%¢ —(b-q)* +igT?’

(19)

so that the denominator now vanishes at ¢> = M? — il'?/2. Tt is noteworthy that the photon
propagator exhibits both the s-channel (¢ > 0) and the t-channel (¢> < 0) resonances. This
happens because M? can be positive or negative depending on the photon polarization. The same
parameter I' regulates both channels. We note that I' in the s-channel has a transparent physical

meaning. Namely, it is related to the photon decay width W as I'? = MW = /|bg||q|W ~ bgW .

The resonant behavior is closely related to the chiral magnetic instability of electromagnetic
field in chiral medium which is driven by the modes with Im¢® > 0 see e.g. [30-45]. From the
dispersion relation (¢°)2 = q* — Abg|q| it is evident that these modes have g? < b3. In the limit
of small ¢° there is only one unstable mode |g| = bg. The instability is eventually tamed by the
chirality flow between the magnetic field and the medium, which induces the time-dependence of
bo. It is reasonable then to estimate W as the inverse of the chirality transfer time W ~ o?m?/T
[31] (7" is the tempearture) which is the softest scale in the problem. Another contribution to W
arises from inhomogeneity of the axial charge distribution which induces spontaneous transitions
between the eigenstates of the curl operator (also known as the Chandrasekhar-Kendall states)
[46].

In our calculation, the denominators of appears multiplied by its complex conjugate. Taking

advantage of the fact that ¢° = 0 we can cast this product in a form convenient for further analysis:



— 2@b2

l I2(g? — b3) + 20312 +i(T* — 2by(g* — bg))]
FQ(q — b3 —il'?)

T2((¢* = b§)* + 1)

(g +b3)
(q? —b3)? + T4 (202)

Re

—Re |

Similarly,

2(g% + b2 30202 4+ (T4 — 2b3)i

g(q;; 0)4: [ % 2+(2 ; S)Z+1}7 (20b)
(g* —b5)* +T I2(g* — by —iI?)

q*(g* + v} ['2(5b5 — T'4) + 263 (20 — b3)i
(¢° - bg)? + I I2(q? — b5 — i)

— Re [ + (4> +302)] - (20¢)

Using Eqs. in furnishes the final expression for the regulated cross section

m2kk/ @+ 3b(2))F2]

dQdVdw  6(27)5wl? [p| Q
2422 —dm? (1 1\' 2w (1 1
Q m2kk/ kK m2 \k kK

+[3b31“2+(1“4—2b3)z’+r2]

T2 — 202 o (1 1)? 11 e ¢\ 2w (K &

= — )4 =) + 5 (242 21
() e ) (o) o G t) T (i)

where Q = ¢* —bg — 2.

do, m2etu?  |p| { 1 [F2(5bé —T4) 4 263 (21 — b})i

The integral over the final fermion directions d2’ can be done explicitely by introducing the

Feynman parameter x [47]. For example,

_ edQdy
ni= | <27r>2m'cz‘ e W / @ e

ds)
dx
/(QW) ((P k7 +p?) / /1—Mx—p’-((p2(”_),2m+ k(1-2z))

(p—k)2+ k)2+

/

/2$+ (1_$))2

/ etd / 2dx
@2m)r((p — k)2 +p2)e Jo (1— Ma;y _p2(2eck) o £ (1—2))?

(p—k)2+p"2 (p—k)2+p"?
1 2arctanh ( ‘pl‘\/4p252+(,b0+i2rz)((?gtiré);lmdm% )d cos
_ 64/ (2(ee’ =m?2)r—€'(bg+il'2)) . (22)
-1 |p’]li\/4p2/€2 + (bo + iFQ)((bg +1iT2) — dex — 2m?)

Other integrals can be performed in a similar way and are listed in Appendix [C] Substituting



,,,,,, into we arrive at the final result

d 2.4, .2 / 1 / 2 12 92 2 3b2
douw _m e WL o S S S = 20y 4 20
dw  6(27m)%w |p| Lm?"* " |p/| p| Ipl|p| Ip||p'| Ipl|p'|
1 T2(5b% — T4 + 202 (2% — )i
+—2Re{ (5by )E40( 0)11171
I mée
., 2p? +2p”? Iyo+ oo 2w
+ (30302 4 (I — 2b3)i)( s e R (I10 — Ioy))
I'? — 2b5i 26%w?
TO(—4(P212,0 —2(e€ —m*) 11+ p?Io2) — 8ew(l1o — Io1) + — (I-1 + I_1,1))H

(23)

where [ = 2arctanh (@) and !’ = 2arctanh (‘f—,ll)

D. Ultrarelativistic limit

In practical applications the ultrarelativistic limit €, ¢ >> m is of most interest. The momentum

transfer in this case tends to be small with the minimum occurring for collinear p, p’ and k:

2,4

2 w'm
Ghin = (V2 —m? = V@ —m2 4 w) ~ e (24)

Noting that the resonance contributes to the photon spectrum only when q?nm < b% (see e.g.
(18), one finds that the maximum possible photon energy in the resonant/anomalous part of the
spectrum is

2¢2b

= 2
2eby + m?2 (25)

wo

One can see this cutoff emerging directly in the integrals ,—. The anomalous part
stems from the imaginary part of those integrals and can be traced back to the kinematic region
where the argument of the hyperbolic arctangent exceeds unity. In the ultrarelativistic limit this
can occur in the region where w < wg. The explicit expressions for the integrals can be found in
Appendix [C]

In the ultra-relativistic limit reduces to

doy, etu? ¢ 4?2 e € 4¢? 4¢"?
Do (2 C) 4 (- Om( 2 ) m (2 ) —1
dw 6(2m)3w e { (In mi )T (e’ + e) mz ) M2 )

2€2 + 2¢/2

m? 212 4 4y -
+ T Re { (80307 + (I — 268)i) (=5 11.)
I'2 — 2b5i 262w?
—a O (—4(e%Ip0 — 2(e€) 11 + €*Io2) + — (I1,-1 + 1—1,1))}] : (26)
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Plugging the individual integrals (C9)—(C13)) into yields

@% etp? 5/{ ((Sb%+2m2)(62+6,2)_62_6/2>ln<16e4e/4>+4(52+e’§)_1

2m2€e €2 €2 miwt
2 9 9 2 / 2 ’9
€ 4de € de € € 4de de
Lbomim ) (4 (SN (26w ) et e w
r2 € m2e2e m2  bge e \m2  2bye
Qi 2w N w? (bo(e2+€?) mie m?
€3 \m2  bpe m2e2 €2w 2¢3 2€e

where © is the step function. In the limit by — 0 this equation reduces to the result obtained in

7.

O(wo — w)} , (27)
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FIG. 3. Coulomb (dashed line), the magnetic moment (solid line) and the magnetic moment for by = 0(dotted
line) terms of the photon bremsstrahlung cross section in the ultra-relativistic limit , for m = m,,
I' = 0.01bp, € = 100m, Z = 33, u = Suy. From top left to bottom right by = 0.1m,0.01m,0.001 and
0.0001m respectively. The Coulomb term is taken from [49] in the ultrarelativistic approximation (which

reduces to at w < e).
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In the semi-soft photon limit by < w < € the spectrum further simplifies:

do,  2e*p? [3b3 4et o 4 2bdm
—t |1 In® — + ——=06(wy — . 28
dw  3(2m)3w | m? "\ m2w? T m? * m?2I2 (wo —w) (28)

III. DISCUSSION

The main results of this paper are Eqgs. , displaying the contribution of the anomalous
chiral magnetic current 5 = by B to the differential cross section of the photon bremsstrahlung with
energies w > by. As we explained in Introduction, the exclusion of the region w < by allows us to
disregard the chiral Cherenkov radiation which we intend to address in a separate work. In the
ultrarelativistic limit the cross section is given by .

The two salient features of the anomalous contribution is the enhancement by the large factor
(bo/T')? and the emergence of the ultra-violet cutoff (25]) due to the resonance in the t-channel. The
order of magnitude of the anomalous contribution can be estimated using . If the mass of the
projectile charge particle is of the same order of magnitude as by or smaller, then the anomalous
contribution is strongly enhanced. In the opposite limit, by < m, the ratio of the anomalous and
the conventional contributions at w < wp is of the order (by/T")%(bo/m)? and no general statement
can be made.

The total bremsstrahlung spectrum is a sum of the Coulomb o, and the magnetic moment o,
terms. The Coulomb contribution to the photon emission is given by the amplitude M., in .
The corresponding cross section reads in the ultrarelativistic limit for soft photons [29] [49]

doe _ Z2eb < 2¢? 1>

dw ~ 12(27)3m2w Yw 2

(29)

Naturally, the magnetic moment term is suppressed compared to the Coulomb term by a factor
(m/mp)%(u/un)?Z 2. Here un = e/2m,, is the nuclear magneton and typical values of the nuclear
magnetic moments are in the range || = (0.1 —10)un[48]. Considering that the two formulas
and have similar dependence on photon and projectile energies the Coulomb term overshadows
the conventional (i.e. by = 0) magnetic moment term. For systems with by ~ m, the anomalous
contribution is enhanced by (bg/I')? and therefore it can in principle compete with the Coulomb
term. Moreover, due to the knee at w = wqg the anomalous contribution can be clearly distinguished,
see Fig. 3

There are several physical systems where the bremsstrahlung is modified by the chiral anomaly.
In the quark-gluon plasma produced in relativistic heavy-ion collisions, it is expected that by is

induced by the fluctuating topological charge density of the color fields, though its magnitude
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is quite uncertain [34]. Perhaps one can expect that the finite temperature contributions to the
photon propagator are about the same order of magnitude as by and hence play a significant
phenomenological role. Another system with finite by is the hypothetic cosmic axion [50]. In this
case bg is proportional to the time derivative of the axion field, and thus to the axion mass. Our
model describes interaction of the cosmic rays with the axion field. Finally, chiral excitations in
Dirac and Weyl semimetals are described by the Hamiltonian with finite b [51], [52]. Extension of
our formalism to anisotropic systems is straightforward though quite laborious (see e.g. [15]).

At any rate, in the physical systems that we are aware of, such as the Weyl semimetals and the
axion by < m implying that anomalous modifications of the photon propagator have small effect
on the photon emission. We also expect that similar considerations hold for the gluon emission
by a fast quark in the quark-gluon plasma produced in heavy-ion collisions; there the anomaly
parameter also seems to be small. This leaves the chiral Cherenkov effect as the leading source of
the anomalous photons in the chiral systems. Nevertheless, we note that the values of the anomaly
parameters by and b can be enhanced in external electric and magnetic fields, see e.g.[4], making

the anomalous resonance photon production discussed in this paper phenomenologically relevant.
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Appendix A: Photon propagator in the chiral medium

The classical equation of motion of the photon field is
[gwaz _ R — ewﬂbaaﬂ} A, = " (A1)
It is invariant under the gauge transform
Ay — A+ 0ux (A2)

where x is an arbitrary function. In the Lorenz gauge 0 - A = 0 the photon Green’s function obeys

the equation

g ot — (1= 1/§)9"0" — b, 05| Dyp(2) = i6",5 (), (A3)
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where ¢ is the gauge parameter. In momentum space (A3)) becomes
CR2gM (1 — 1/EEREY + ie“”a'gbak‘/g] Dy(k) = id", | (A4)

which is solved by
B i
k* + b2k2 — (k- b)?

- (b,j)(k:”bA + kM) + [b% -(1-9) <k2 - <b,;§)2>] k;]j} (A5)

DVA(]{?) _

{k,‘Qg”)‘ + B0 i€ napb® kP

The terms in the second line vanish when DY is inserted in the Feynman diagram due to the
current conservation. The terms in the first line yield .
A more general expression for the propagator can be obtained in a covariant gauge (0+Cb)-A =

0, where C is a number.

Appendix B: Photon polarization sum

The wavefunction of a photon at b = (bg, 0) is a plane wave (check normalization)

1 —ik-x
Al (x) = Eefée = (B1)

where e’,; = (0, eg) is a circular polarization vector satisfying the the Lorenz gauge k-e, = k-e = 0.
Once the wave functions are chosen, there is no remaining gauge freedom. Only circularly
polarized photons solve the equation of motion .

This is in sharp contrast with the free photon wavefunction which is also given by the plane wave
as in . However, since k2 = 0, there still remains gauge freedom to transform the polarization
vector e — et + yk* without changing the form of the wavefunction or violating the Lorenz gauge
condition.

The photon polarization sum is

ij i %] ij k'K
pol
There are no remaining gauge freedom to transform it to any other form. In particular d cannot

be replaced with —g"”. As an illustration consider the amplitude e;- M. Let k be in the z-direction,

then using the current conservation k- M = 0 we can write

2
w
D len - M = Mol + My [2 = [Maf? 4+ M2 + M = 5 Mol # =g M, M,

pol
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since k% = w? — k2 £ 0.
Introducing the unit vector n* = b /by = (1,0) we can cast the polarization sum (B2) in the

boost-invariant form:

kR — (k- n)(K*n? + kVn) 4 nfn’ k2

ar = —ghv — CEOEET: (B3)
Its spatial components reduce to (B2)), while the other ones d° = d% = 0
Appendix C: Angular integrals
[p'|\/4p2 K2+ (bo+i02) (B2 +iT2) —4ek—2m2)
[ 2/ 1 dQdQY _ /1 2k x arctanh ( Blee—mZ)n—e (BTD) )d cos 6 1)
(2m)%'Q 1 P VAp2R2 + (b +i02) (B3 + il2) — der — 2m2)
|p’|\/4p2m2+(bo+if‘2)((bg+iF2)—4em—2m2)
o E3/ dQdY o /1 2arctanh ( Bl —m?)n—e (B TD) )dcos 6 ()
7 (27m)2'Q 1 |p/|VAP2K2 + (bo + iT2) (B2 + iT2) — ek — 2m?2)
2|p’|\/p' 22wk
I2 0= 64/ dQ2dgy — 64/ dQ dsy 64 /1 arctanh( 2+ 2wk — b2 zFQ)dCOSQ (03)
7 (2m)2K2Q @2m)2? ) Q -1 |p'|k2\/D'? + 2wk

The rest of the integrals can be related to Egs. and (C1))—(C3)) by means of the transformation

p—p,p — p, w— —w and therefore
=@ -p+k)P—> -0 -k?=0-p+k?=q*, (C4)

-k ! p/-k_ !

k=e— P20 o
w

Taking advantage of these transformations we derive

/ 1 arctanh ( 2|p|v ,72;”{ 5)d cos ¢
o 64/ ddey 64/ 20— 201} (8)
02 (27)2K72Q -1 |p|k2\/p? — 2wK/
4p'2K' 2+ (bo+il'2) (b3 +iT2) —de’ k' —2m2
I / KdQdQ /1 24/ « arctanh (PP (2(56(’3m2),3/(£50(b3+i1)“2)) Dd cos o' )
b (2m)2KQ L PIVAPPRE 1 (b + T2 (82 + iT2) _ e — 2m?)
Ip|\/4p 2K 2+ (bo+iT'2) (b2 +iT'2) —4e' k' —2m?)
o 63/ dQdsY _ /1 2arctanh( (2(ee’gm2)n’feo(b3+i112)) )dCOS o’ (CS)
o (2m)%KQ 1 |p|\V/4P"2K2 + (bo + iT2)((BE + iT2) — 4e's/ — 2m2)
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In the ultrarelativistic limit € > m the remaining integral can be done explicitly with the

owing result:

¢’ ln 46263 e 2 w
M i (=5 — 7—)0(wo —w), (C9)

Il 1~ 1—F
’ m2e 2€ (m2 bo€

261n(i§5§) C (bo(2+€?)  m2e  m?
L a+141~ —a + ( 5ny 4B 46/€> O(wo — w), (C10)
€2 ln(%) 6111(%) Ae2e2 1mew ln(zbo“l)
m m €“€ m2w
Il,g — 1071 ~ 2¢72 — ¢ h’l<m2w2> + ¢/ @(OJO — w) , (Cll)
et (ln (ﬁiﬁf) — 2) imet (7% — ﬁ)
12,0 ~ m26/2 + 26/3 ®(w0 - OJ) ) (012)
2 (1 (166446/22> _ 2)
. € w
1—072 ~ T;Ln;) +7e <Tn2 - 2b06/> @(OJO - (U) . (013)
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