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Abstract

The Maxwell equations imply that, under the background of non-zeroB, varying θ term producesE ·B.

An interesting example is the Witten effect where a magnetic monopole becomes a dyon which, however,

should disappear in the exact massless limit of the fermion. Underlying mechanism of this phenomenon

has been understood by Callan by the presence of an effective axion-like degree of freedom around the

monopole, which is roughly the phase of the fermions. The configuration of this axion cancels the effect

of the θ term. Now, the chiral anomaly implies that non-vanishingE ·B induces the chiral charge in the

system. The question is whether the chiral charge is generated in the massless limit when we take into

account the axion-like degree of freedom in the discussion. The discussion is relevant for the mechanism

of baryogenesis under the background of time-dependent θ. We solve the system of the massless QED

with time dependent θ by reducing it to the two-dimensional QED. We demonstrate the occurrence of chi-

ral charge generation in the background of static magnetic field for two cases: a magnetic monopole and

a uniform magnetic flux. For the monopole case, the chiral charge comes out from the monopole while

canceling the Witten effect. For the case of the uniform flux, on the other hand, the effect of the backreac-

tion cannot be ignored, giving a more non-trivial time dependence. We also discuss their implications on

baryogenesis.
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1 Introduction

When the θ parameter is promoted to a field, i.e., to the axion [1–4], various counter intuitive phenomena

occur in QED. In the presence of a magnetic field, one can see from the Maxwell equations that the time

dependence of the axion induces an electric current along the magnetic field. This flow of charge can explain

the Witten effect [5] on the magnetic monopole. When we start with a monopole at θ = 0 and slowly change

the θ term to a non-zero value, the electric charge flows into (or out from) the monopole so that the monopole

obtains a non-vanishing electric charge at θ 6= 0. The result is similar in the case of a uniform static magnetic

field background. The flow of the charge is generated by the time dependence of θ, which results in the

electric field along the magnetic field.

When the system couples to fermions, the situation gets even more mysterious. Through the chiral

anomaly [6, 7], the operator E ·B is equivalent to the divergence of the chiral current ∂ · J5. This would im-

ply the simultaneous generation of the chiral charge together with E ·B by the time dependence of θ. The

mechanism of the chiral charge generation in the presence of the magnetic field is a generalized version of

the “chiral magnetic effect” [8–15] in QED.

There is an important application of the phenomena in cosmology. By identifying the chiral charge here

as the baryon number in the Standard Model, there have been extensive discussions [16–21] of baryogenesis

through the generation of E ·B of U (1)Y by the slow rolling of the axion (like field) in the early Universe.\1

This mechanism provides an elegant realization of spontaneous baryogenesis [26–28]. The amount of baryon

asymmetry in the Universe can be explained by this mechanism. (See also Refs. [29–34] for productions of

primordial magnetic field from the rotating axion.)

However, the direct relation between ∂· J5 andE ·B is true only in the case of the massless fermions which

make the discussion somewhat complicated.\2 In the presence of the massless fermions, the generation of

E ·B and the generation of the chiral charge from that cannot be separately considered in general. This is

because the backreaction from the chiral charge production cannot be neglected in the Maxwell equations,

which is represented as the induced current. Furthermore, we should consider the simultaneous production

of the chiral charge and E ·B with quantum effects taken into account since the anomaly is a quantum

effect.\3

Indeed, in the presence of the massless fermions, the Witten effect is absent since the theory cannot be

θ dependent. This fact may indicate that the chiral charge generation is absent or suppressed. The absence

of the Witten effect in the massless fermion limit has been understood by the dynamics of the fermions in

the s-wave state around the monopole [41–43]. These fermions exhibit condensations near the monopole

and an axion like degree of freedom appears. This axion actually cancels the effects of the θ term so that

the theory is θ independent near the monopole. In the massless limit, everywhere gets “near the monopole”

and eliminates the θ dependence everywhere. The massless limit is in this way smoothly connected from the

massive case. Around the monopole, there is a θ independent region with a radius of the order of the inverse

\1See also Refs. [22–25] for baryogenesis through the decaying helical U (1)Y magnetic field.
\2The effect of a fermion mass on the chiral asymmetry generation is discussed for instance in Refs. [35–37].
\3In cosmological applications for instance, such backreaction has been mostly neglected except for Refs. [19–21, 37–40]. Yet, even

in these studies, the simultaneous production of the chiral charge and E ·B with quantum effects has not been addressed.
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of the fermion mass, and the region gets infinitely large in the massless limit [44]. This discussion suggests

that one should include an axion-like degree of freedom in the dynamics when we consider the massless

fermions.

In this paper, along the line of the discussion of the Witten effect with fermions, we study the chiral charge

generation by the time dependent θ in the background of the static magnetic field. We discuss both in the

cases of the monopole and the uniform magnetic fields with the simplification to reduce the system to two-

dimensional QED by considering only the spherically symmetric configurations for the monopole or the low-

est Landau level in the case of the uniform magnetic field. This treatment is expected to fully reproduce

the effects of the anomaly as higher modes do not contribute to the anomaly. By the reduction to the two-

dimensional system, one can use the technique of the bosonization which makes it possible to describe the

production of the chiral charge and E ·B simultaneously with full quantum effects taken into account. In

both cases, we find analytic solutions to the equations of motion, and the time dependence of the electric

charge and chiral charge can be fully understood.

Organization of this paper.— This paper is organized as follows. Our starting point is the following massless

QED with a time-dependent θ term:

S =
∫

d4x

[
−1

4
FµνFµν+ψi Dµγ

µψ+ g 2θ(t )

16π2 FµνF̃µν

]
, (1.1)

where the covariant derivative is Dµ ≡ ∂µ+ i g Aµ, and the field strength and its dual are denoted as Fµν and

F̃µν ≡ εµνρσFρσ/2 respectively with the total anti-symmetric tensor being ε0123 =+1. The conservation of the

U (1)A current, Jµ5 ≡ψγµγ5ψ, is broken by the topological density via the chiral anomaly

∂µ Jµ5 =− g 2

8π2 FµνF̃µν. (1.2)

When there is a massless fermion, the theory does not depend on the “θ-parameter” (i.e., constant θ) be-

cause the U (1)A transformation cancels the dependence. We keep the argument of θ explicitly to clarify that

we promote θ to a dynamical quantity. We start with the discussion of the monopole in Section 2. We briefly

sketch how to derive the effective two-dimensional system in the s-wave approximation. Then, by bosoniz-

ing the two-dimensional fermions, we solve the dynamics under the time dependence of θ. In Section 3, we

consider the case of the uniform magnetic field. Again we derive the effective two-dimensional system re-

stricting ourselves to the lowest Landau level. We solve it under the time dependence of θ by bosonizing the

two-dimensional fermions. The last Section 4 is devoted to conclusions and discussion.
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2 Monopole

In this section, we study the chiral asymmetry production in the monopole background. Naively, the ab-

sence of the Witten effect seems to imply that the effect of the change of θ, especially the chiral asymmetry

generation, is cancelled. However, as we will show in the following, this is not the case. We first bosonize

the effective two-dimensional system for the s-wave. Then we see how the chiral asymmetry is generated

classically contrary to the naive expectation by solving the equation of motion.

2.1 Bosonization under s-wave approximation

In this subsection, we temporally introduce the mass of the fermion, and we will take the massless limit

m → 0 in the end. Let us consider a monopole sitting at the origin, whose vector potential can be written in a

spherical coordinate as

A ≡ Aµdxµ = 1

2g
(−1+cosθ)dϕ. (2.1)

Here a singularity of A at θ = π is compensated by a gauge redundancy of A ∼ A −dϕ/g . One may readily

integrate its magnetic field over a 2-sphere wrapping the origin and confirm that it is indeed a monopole, i.e.,

(g /2π)
∫

S2 B = −(g /2π)
∫

S2 dA = 1. In the monopole background, the partial wave expansion can be applied

due to the spherical symmetry.

In the following, we only consider the s-wave because the higher partial waves of the fermion field are

kept away from the monopole core. The s-wave approximation is performed by substituting the spherically

symmetric form of the gauge field

A = Aµdxµ = At (t ,r )dt + Ar (t ,r )dr + A, (2.2)

and the fermion field

ψ= 1p
4πr

χ+⊗
(
ψL,s(t ,r )

ψR,s(t ,r )

)
, χ+ ≡

(
cos θ2

e iϕ sin θ
2

)
. (2.3)

Here the L and R subscripts in the fermion field indicate its chirality in the original four-dimensional field.

In this basis, the four-dimensional gamma matrices γµ are given as γ0 = σ1 ⊗12×2 and γi = iσ2 ⊗σi . Let us

emphasize again that, as the ϕ-dependence of A and ψ is compensated by a gauge redundancy of (ψ, A) ∼
(e iϕψ, A −dϕ/g ), we can identify a segment of 0 É ϕ É 2π at θ = π with a point. Hence this is a consistent

configuration in a spherical coordinate. Also, this configuration represents spherically symmetric in the sense

that the spatial rotation can be compensated by a gauge transformation. See Appendix A.

By inserting these s-wave configurations, we find the s-wave action as follows

S =
∫

dt
∫ ∞

0
dr

[
2πr 2F 2

tr + iψ†
L,s(D t −Dr )ψL,s + iψ†

R,s(D t +Dr )ψR,s −m
(
ψ†

R,sψL,s +H.c.
)
− gθ

2π
Ftr

]
. (2.4)

Now it is clear that the effective s-wave theory around the monopole is nothing but a two-dimensional the-

ory defined on a half-line. For later convenience, we introduce the two-dimensional Dirac fields as ψ2 ≡
(ψL,s ,ψR,s)T . the action reduces to the usual form

S =
∫

dt
∫ ∞

0
dr

[
2πr 2F 2

tr +ψ2(iγµ2Dµ−m)ψ2− gθ

2π
Ftr

]
, (2.5)
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where µ= t ,r and the two-dimensional gamma matrices γµ2 defined as

γt
2 =σ1, γr

2 = iσ2, γ5
2 = γt

2γ
r
2 =−σ3. (2.6)

In two dimensions, ψL,s and ψ†
L,s are “left-mover” corresponding to incoming wave, and ψR,s and ψ†

R,s are

“right-mover” corresponding to outgoing wave. They should not be confused with the handedness in four

dimensions.

As the effective s-wave action of (2.5) describes a two-dimensional theory, fermions can be bosonized,

namely we have an equivalent bosonic theory in two dimensions. The bosonized action is given by

Sb =
∫

dt
∫ ∞

0
dr

{
2πr 2F 2

tr +
g

2π

(
φ−θ)

Ftr + 1

8π

[(
∂tφ

)2 − (
∂rφ

)2
]
−µm

(
1−cosφ

)}
, (2.7)

where µ is a renormalization scale and φ is the phase of the fermion bilinear operator

ψ†
R,sψL,s =−1

2
µe iφ. (2.8)

Note that we normalize φ so as to be 2π periodic. The two-dimensional U (1)V current and the U (1)A current

carried by the fermions are written using this bosonic field φ as

J 0
2 ≡ψ2γ

t
2ψ2 =− 1

2π
∂rφ, J r

2 ≡ψ2γ
r
2ψ2+ J 0

2,CS =
1

2π
∂tφ, (2.9)

J 0
2,5 ≡ψ2γ

t
2γ

5
2ψ2 = 1

2π
∂tφ, J r

2,5 ≡ψ2γ
r
2γ

5
2ψ2 =− 1

2π
∂rφ. (2.10)

At r 6= 0, these currents fulfill the relation of εµν J2,ν = −Jµ2,5 as indicated by the property of two-dimensional

gamma matrices, i.e., εµνγ2,ν = −γµ2γ5
2. These two-dimensional currents are related to the original four-

dimensional currents as

J 0 ≡ψγ0ψ= J 0
2

4πr 2 + φ

2π
δ(3)(x), J ≡ψγψ= r̂

4πr 2 J r
2, J 0

5 ≡ψγ0γ5ψ=
J 0
2,5

4πr 2 , J5 ≡ψγγ5ψ= r̂

4πr 2 J r
2,5.

(2.11)

where the second term of J 0 is the contribution from the monopole, φ∇·B. Due to the contribution from the

Chern-Simons coupling, the total electric current is

g Jµel = g Jµ+ JµCS with J 0
CS ≡

1

8π2r 2 g∂rθ− 1

2π
gθ|r=0δ

(3)(x), J r
CS ≡− 1

4πr 2

g∂tθ

2π
. (2.12)

The two contributions Jµ and JµCS are separately conserved.

One can further simplify the bosonized action (2.7) by solving the equation of motion for the gauge field.

By taking the variation of At and Ar we obtain

∂r (4πr 2Ftr )+ g

2π
∂r

(
φ−θ)= 0, (2.13)

∂t (4πr 2Ftr )+ g

2π
∂t

(
φ−θ)= 0. (2.14)

The general solution of these equations is

Ftr =− 1

4πr 2

g

2π

(
φ−θ+ c

)
, (2.15)
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where c is an integration constant. The value of c is automatically fixed as c = −φ(r = 0)+θ(r = 0) because

otherwise Ftr would diverge at the origin, and then the action would also diverge. Now we eliminate c by

redefining θ parameter. Then we finally obtain the action only with the boson field φ as\4

Sb =
∫

dt
∫ ∞

0
dr

{
1

8π

[
(∂tφ)2 − (∂rφ)2]−µm

(
1−cosφ

)− 1

2

1

4πr 2

(
g
φ−θ

2π

)2}
. (2.16)

In order for the last term to be finite, the following boundary condition has to be satisfied:

φ(r = 0)−θ(r = 0) = 0. (2.17)

Due to this condition, the boundary contributions from φ and θ to the net electric charge are cancelled out.

2.2 Production of chiral asymmetry from the monopole

Classical solution. Let us analyze the theory classically in the massless limit. The equation of motion is

∂2
tφ−∂2

rφ+ 1

4πr 2

g 2

π

(
φ−θ)= 0, (2.18)

which fulfills the anomaly equation automatically as one can see from Eqs. (2.9), (2.10) and (2.15). We con-

sider the following time evolution of θ term:

θ(t ) =
0 for t < 0,

vθt for 0 É t ,
(2.19)

where we have taken the initial value of θ to be zero without loss of generality since a constant θ can be rotated

out for massless fermions. We also assume that there are neither net chiral charge nor electric charge initially.

This implies the following initial conditions, which represents classical vacuum,

φ(t = 0,r ) = 0, ∂tφ(t = 0,r ) = 0. (2.20)

By defining φ̃≡φ−θ, one may rewrite the equation of motion in the following convenient way:

∂2
t φ̃−∂2

r φ̃+ 1

4πr 2

g 2

π
φ̃= 0, (2.21)

with the initial conditions being φ̃(t = 0,r ) = 0, ∂t φ̃(t = 0,r ) =−vθ.

For our numerical study, we approximate this theory on a half line with that on a segment of 0 É r É r0,

whose boundary condition at r = r0 is ∂r φ̃(t ,r0) = 0. We expect that the behavior of the solution for r, t ¿ r0

is not affected by this boundary condition. The solution is given as infinite series of

φ̃(t ,r ) =
∞∑

n=1
Cn sin(kn t ) j (knr ), (2.22)

\4In the action (2.16), the 2π-periodicity of φ seems to be violated. However, the 2π-periodicity is maintained in the following way.

When we shift φ by 2π, the constant c in Eq. (2.15) is automatically changed to satisfy φ(r = 0)−θ(r = 0)+c = 0, and thus the value of

Ftr is unchanged. By substituting Ftr , we obtain the same action as Eq. (2.16), and then the 2π shift does not change anything. Note

that when the mass is zero, the shift of φ by any real number does not change the action in the same way.
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vθt = 0.0

vθt = 0.4

vθt = 0.8

vθt = 1.2

vθt = 1.6

vθt = 2.0

0 1 2 3 4

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

vθr

ϕ

Figure 1: The plot of φ for vθr0 = 4.0 and α= 0.7, where the sum is taken up to n = 50.

where j (x) ≡p
x Jα(x), α≡

√
1/4+ g 2/(4π2), Jα(x) is the Bessel function of the first kind, and kn ≡ zn/r0 with

the positive n-th zero of j ′(x) being zn . This is because { j (knr )} forms a complete set of functions f (r ) with

f (0) = f ′(r0) = 0, which satisfies
∫ r0

0 dr j (knr ) j (kmr ) = Nnδnm with Nn being a normalization. The expansion

coefficient is obtained from

NnknCn =
∫ r0

0
dr ∂t φ̃(t = 0,r ) j (knr ) =−vθ

∫ r0

0
dr j (knr ). (2.23)

We can numerically obtain the values of Nn , kn and hence Cn . See Fig 1.

The qualitative feature of the solution can be approximated with that at the leading order in g

φ(t ,r ) '
vθ(t − r ) for 0 < r < t ,

0 for t < r ¿ r0.
(2.24)

This gives the evolution of the currents and the electric field as follows

J 0 ' θ

2π
δ(3)(x)+ 1

4πr 2


vθ
2π

0
, J ' r̂

4πr 2


vθ
2π

0
, J 0

5 ' 1

4πr 2


vθ
2π

0
, J5 ' r̂

4πr 2


vθ
2π

0
, E r ' −g

4πr 2


vθr
2π
vθ t
2π

,

(2.25)

for 0 < r < t and t < r ¿ r0 respectively. Note that the electric current from the Chern-Simons coupling is

given by

JCS =− r̂

4πr 2

g vθ
2π

(2.26)

for t > 0 and vanishing otherwise.

The obtained solution has a clear physical picture as follows. As can be seen from the evolution of the

phase (2.22) and also the currents J and J5 in (2.25), the fermions are generated from the monopole and

propagate at the speed of light. This phenomenon of fermion number violation is similar to the Callan-

Rubakov effect in the monopole-fermion scattering where the monopole becomes the source of anomalous

production of the chiral charge [41–43]. In the case of dynamical θ, interestingly, the fermions are emitted

7



from the monopole so that they exactly cancel out the incoming electric current from the Chern-Simons cou-

pling up to the radius of the light front, i.e.,

gJel '
r̂

4πr 2

0 for 0 < r < t ,

− g vθ
2π for t < r ¿ r0.

(2.27)

We now see the absence of the Witten effect with massless fermions since the electric current never reaches

the core of the monopole. This is expected as the life time of dyon is exactly zero in the limit of infinite

monopole mass. Integrating over a 3-ball around the monopole, one may explicitly check that the electric

charge is conserved ∫
B 3

d3x g J 0
el(t ,r )+

∫ t

0
dτ

∫
S2

dS ·Jel(τ,r ) = 0. (2.28)

Because the first term tends to zero as the size of B 3 tends to zero, the net current on the infinitesimal surface

around the monopole is zero, which means that the electric current never flows into the monopole, rather its

charge is just surrounding the monopole. On the contrary, the chiral charge is generated from the monopole.

We can see this by again integrating over a 3-ball around the monopole

∆Q5 =
∫

B 3
d3x J 0

5 (t ,r )+
∫ t

0
dτ

∫
S2

dS ·J5(τ,r ) ' vθt

2π
= ∆θ(t )

2π
. (2.29)

The unit chiral charge is generated every ∆θ(t ) = 2πn. As the topological density q(x) ≡ g 2E ·B/(4π2) ap-

proaches to zero as g → 0, Eq. (2.29) seems to contradict the anomaly ∂µ Jµ5 = 2q(x). However, the anomaly

equation is actually satisfied, because the topological density goes to zero only when r > 0, and the correct

limit as g → 0 including r = 0 is

q(x) =−g 2(φ−θ)

64π3r 4 → vθ
4π

δ(3)(x). (2.30)

This limit is shown in Appendix B.

We can interpret the origin of the chiral charge intuitively. The only outgoing fermion that cancels the in-

coming JCS is the right-handed particle ψR,s , and hence the monopole inevitably generates the chiral asym-

metry to avoid the formation of dyon. When the change of the θ term stops, the production of fermions at

the core of the monopole terminates, but the generated chiral charges remain and propagate at the speed of

light. One might still wonder how come it is possible to cancel out the electric charge flow from JCS since the

electric charge carried by particle excitations is quantized while the charge carried by JCS is continuous. We

will come back this subtlety in the last part of this section.

Quantum solution. Now we are in a position to quantize the boson theory. As we have seen in the classi-

cal solution, the essential dynamics can be understood in the weak-coupling (g → 0) limit. There the chiral

charge is generated at the location of the monopole while the emitted particle propagates freely. For simplic-

ity, we quantize the boson theory in this weak-coupling limit, whose action reads

Sb =
∫

dt
∫ 2L

0
dr

1

8π

[(
∂tφ

)2 − (
∂rφ

)2
]

, (2.31)
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with the boundary condition being

φ= θ at r = 0,2L. (2.32)

The boundary condition at r = 2L reflects the Neumann boundary condition at r = L in the classical solution.

Again, the validity of the solution is restricted to r, t ¿ L.

The general solution of the equation of motion under the boundary condition is

φ̂(t ,r ) =
∞∑

n=1
2i (B̂ne−i k̄n t − B̂ †

ne i k̄n t )sin k̄nr + vθt (2.33)

with k̄n = nπ/(2L). The canonical commutation relation\5[φ(t ,r ),∂tφ(t ,r ′)] = 4πiδ(r − r ′) implies that the

operators B̂n has to satisfy [B̂n , B̂ †
m] = δnm/n. Using these operators, the Hamiltonian is expressed as

Ĥ = 1

8π

∫ 2L

0
dx

[(
∂t φ̂

)2 + (
∂r φ̂

)2
]
= π

2L

∞∑
n=1

n2[B̂ †
n −X ∗

n (t )
][

B̂n −Xn(t )
]
, (2.34)

where we define

Xn(t ) ≡


0 for n ∈ even,

−2Lvθ
π2n2 e i k̄n t for n ∈ odd.

(2.35)

We see that the Hamiltonian depends on time explicitly, and thus the eigenstates also depends on time. Note

that we are now in the Heisenberg picture, and thus states do not evolve with time. The time-dependence of

the eigenstate does not mean the time evolution, but only that the eigenstates at each time are different from

each other. The vacuum state is characterized by the equation[
B̂n −Xn(t )

] |Ω(t )〉 = 0 for all n, (2.36)

and the other eigenstates are obtained by acting the operators B̂ †
n − X ∗

n (t ) to it. The vacua at different times

are related by a unitary transformation,

Û (t ) |Ω(t )〉 = |Ω(0)〉 , Û (t ) = exp

{ ∑
n∈odd,n>0

[
−αn(t )B̂ †

n +α∗
n(t )B̂n

]}
, αn(t ) ≡ 2Lvθ

π2n

(
1−e i k̄n t

)
. (2.37)

This equation means that the vacuum at a given time is a coherent state with respect to the vacuum at a

different time.

The classical solution (2.24) is reproduced by taking the expectation value with respect to the vacuum

|Ω(0)〉 at t = 0. One may confirm this immediately by rewriting Eq. (2.33) in the following form:

φ̂(t ,r ) = ∑
n∈Z+

2i
(
b̂ne−i k̄n t − b̂†

ne i k̄n t
)

sin k̄nr +φR (t − r )+φL(t + r ), (2.38)

\5To obtain the commutation relation of B̂n , we use

1

L

∞∑
n=1

sin k̄n r sin k̄n r ′ =−δ(r + r ′)+δ(r − r ′),

where the delta functions are 4L periodic. Here we can neglect the first term because 0 < r + r ′ < 4L and thus δ(r + r ′) = 0.
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with b̂n ≡ B̂n −Xn(0), i.e., b̂n |Ω(0)〉 = 0. φR and φL are c-number functions, which are given by

φR (t − r ) =
0 for t − r < 0

vθ(t − r ) for 0 É t − r
, φL(t + r ) =φR (t −2L+ r ), (2.39)

for t ¿ L. Hence, the classical solution (2.24) is reproduced as 〈φ̂〉 for 0 É r É L. This is reasonable because

the initial condition of our solution is φ= ∂tφ= 0, which minimizes the energy at t = 0.

In the basis B̂n −Xn(t0) diagonalizing the Hamiltonian at t = t0, the currents are written as

Ĵ 0
2(t ,r ) = Ĵ r

2,5(t ,r ) =−∂rφ(t ,r )/(2π)

=− 1

2L

∞∑
n=1

{
i n

[
B̂n −Xn(t0)

]
e−i k̄n t +H.c.

}
cos k̄nr − 1

2π
∂r

[
φR (t − t0 − r )+φL(t − t0 + r )

]
,

Ĵ 0
2,5(t ,r ) = Ĵ r

2(t ,r ) = ∂tφ(t ,r )/(2π)

= 1

2L

∞∑
n=1

{
n

[
B̂n −Xn(t0)

]
e−i k̄n t +H.c.

}
sin k̄nr + 1

2π
∂t

[
φR (t − t0 − r )+φL(t − t0 + r )

]
. (2.40)

We see that the vacuum expectation values of the currents at t = t0 are zero because φ′
R (−r ) =φ′

L(r ) = 0.

Correspondence to the fermion theory To clarify the interpretation of the states in the bosonized theory,

we solve the fermion theory and look at the operator correspondence. The action is

S f =
∫

dt
∫ 2L

0
dr

[
iψ†

L(∂t −∂r )ψL + iψ†
R (∂t +∂r )ψR

]
. (2.41)

The boundary condition corresponding to Eq. (2.32) is

e iθψ̂R |r=0 = ψ̂L |r=0, e iθψ̂R |r=L =−ψ̂L |r=L . (2.42)

We can explicitly show that this theory is equivalent to the bosonized theory by comparing the spectrum. As

we have seen in the bosonized theory, the vacuum depends on time. The general solution as a series around

the vacuum at t = t0 is given as

ψ̂R/L(t ,r ) = 1p
4L

∑
n∈Z

ân(t0)e−i kn (t∓r )∓iφR/L (t−t0+r )∓i vθ t0/2, (2.43)

where the momentum is kn = π(n + 1/2)/(2L). The canonical anti-commutation relation implies that the

creation/annihilation operators fulfill {ân(t0), â†
m(t0)} = δnm . The Hamiltonian is diagonalized in this basis at

t = t0, and the vacuum |Ω(t0)〉 at t = t0 is characterized by

ân(t0) |Ω(t0)〉 = â−n−1(t0) |Ω(t0)〉 = 0, for n ∈Z≥0. (2.44)

The creation/annihilation operators at different times are related by a unitary transformation, which is shown

in Appendix C.1.

To see the correspondence between the creation/annihilation operators of fermions and bosons, let us

compare the expressions of the currents. In the fermion theory, we have to fix the c-number part of the
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currents, which depends on the choice of the regularization. The proper choice has to respect the "charge

conjugation" symmetry

ψ̂L(t ,r ) → Ĉ (t )ψ̂L(t ,r )Ĉ †(t ) = e iθ(t )ψ̂†
L(t ,r ), ψ̂R (t ,r ) → Ĉ (t )ψR (t ,r )Ĉ †(t ) = e−iθ(t )ψ̂†

R , (2.45)

which means that, under this transformation, the currents have to flip their signs. At t = t0, the transformation

acts on the creation/annihilation operators an(t0) as

Ĉ (t0)ân(t0)Ĉ †(t0) = â†
−n−1(t0). (2.46)

Note that Ĉ (t ) acts on ân(t0) differently when t 6= t0. In the basis of Eq. (2.43), the currents are written as

:ψ̂†
R/L(t ,r )ψ̂R/L(t ,r ): = 1

4L

∞∑
n=1

[ ∑
m∈Z

â†
n(t0)ân+m(t0)e−i k̄n (t∓r ) +H.c.

]

+ lim
ε→0

1

4L

∑
n∈Z

e−ε|kn |
[

â†
n(t0)ân(t0)−1/2

]
+ cR/L(t ,r ; t0), (2.47)

where cR/L(t ,r ; t0) is the c-number part. Here we choose the regulator as exp(−ε|kn |), and when we change

this, the c-number part cR/L(t ,r ; t0) changes. The c-number part cR/L(t ,r ; t0) should be chosen so that

Ĉ (t ):ψ̂†
R/L(t ,r )ψ̂R/L(t ,r ):Ĉ †(t ) =−:ψ̂†

R/L(t ,r )ψ̂R/L(t ,r ): (2.48)

Substituting Eq. (2.46) into Eq. (2.48) at t = t0, we obtain

cR/L(t = t0,r ; t0) = 0. (2.49)

Note that at this stage we have not yet determined cR/L(t ,r ; t0) for t 6= t0, which will be determined in Ap-

pendix C.1. Thus the expression of the currents at t = t0 is obtained as

Ĵ 0
2(t0,r ) = Ĵ r

2,5(t0,r ) = :ψ̂†
Lψ̂L :+ :ψ̂†

Rψ̂R :

= 1

2L

∞∑
n=1

[ ∑
m∈Z

â†
m(t0)âm+n(t0)e−i k̄n t0 +H.c.

]
cos k̄nr + lim

ε→0

1

2L

∑
n∈Z

e−ε|kn |
[

â†
n(t0)ân(t0)−1/2

]
,

Ĵ 0
2,5(t0,r ) = Ĵ r

2(t0,r ) =−:ψ̂†
Lψ̂L :+ :ψ̂†

Rψ̂R :

= 1

2L

∞∑
n=1

[
i

∑
m∈Z

â†
m(t0)âm+n(t0)e−i k̄n t0 +H.c.

]
sin k̄nr. (2.50)

By comparing with the expression (2.40) using the boson field, we see the correspondence

−i n
[
B̂n −Xn(t0)

]= ∑
m∈Z

â†
m(t0)âm+n(t0), (2.51)

which satisfies the required property of [B̂n , B̂ †
m] = δnm/n. Note that the bosonized theory only expresses

the QV = 0 sector of the fermion theory\6, and there are no terms corresponding to the second term of Ĵ 0
2

\6The QV = n sector corresponds to the bosonized theory with the boundary condition φ|x=L = θ+2πn, φ|x=0 = θ.
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in Eq. (2.50). In the Appendix, we show that the spectrum actually matches between the fermion and boson

theories.

As seen in the bosonized theory, the vacuum |Ω(0)〉 at t = 0 is regarded as a coherent state with respect

to the vacuum |Ω(t )〉 at the different time t 6= 0. From the correspondence (2.51), we see that the one-boson

state is an entangled two-fermion state with zero charge. Therefore the classical solution of Eq. (2.25) should

be interpreted as an expectation value with respect to a multi-body state of particle and anti-particle. This

also implies that the non-integer charge emission from a monopole for θ 6= 2πn is originated from a skewed

distribution of entangled particle and anti-particle pairs in the wave function. We will explicitly confirm this

expectation in the later discussion.

Interpretation. Now we have the time-evolution of the observables and the state corresponding to our situ-

ation, which in principle enable us to answer any question. As we have confirmed explicitly, all the operators

fulfill the required conservation laws and therefore the expectation values of any operators does. The con-

fusions arise only when we come to discuss the observation of individual fermions. In particular, the main

question is whether fermions are actually observed or not.

To clarify this, we calculate the probability to observe a two-particle state, where a fermion propagates

from r = 0 and an anti-fermion propagates from r = 2L. Usually, a multiple-particle state is defined as a Fock

state. As we have seen, the Hamiltonian depends on time, and thus the Fock space also depends on time. To

confirm that we can observe particles, it seems to be sufficient to use the Fock space at the time t = t f when

we perform an observation. However, the overlap with the Fock space approaches zero as L → ∞ except

for t f = 2πm/vθ for m ∈ Z, which is calculated in Appendix C.3. Does this mean the particle are observed

only when t f = 2πm/vθ exactly? The answer is no. When we use a Fock space as a multi-particle state,

we implicitly assume that the space outside the detector is the vacuum. However, our state |Ω(0)〉 is largely

different from the vacuum and thus we should not use this definition of the multi-particle state. Note that

when we observe the particle locally, no information is available for locations where there is no detector, and

thus a local observation does not confirm that the space is almost entirely vacuum. There are states that can

be regarded as a one-particle state locally and have a finite overlap with |Ω(0)〉. See Fig. 2. By comparing the

profile of the expectation value of φ(x), we can understand why our state |Ω(0)〉 is orthogonal to the Fock

space. At t = t f , the vacuum state should satisfy φ= vθt f mod 2π, while φ= 0 in the most of the space for our

state |Ω(0)〉. Thus the two profiles of φ are largely misaligned. We can easily write a profile of φ that is locally

similar to a Fock state, but it is similar to |Ω(0)〉 in the other region of the space. Such a state is expected to

have nonzero overlap with |Ω(0)〉. In Appedix C.3, we give an explicit example of such state.

3 Magnetic flux

In this section, we study the chiral asymmetry production in the background of a magnetic flux (loop). In the

presence of a monopole, the chiral asymmetry is generated from the monopole as we have shown in Sec. 2.

In the case of a magnetic flux, however, we expect that the asymmetry generation takes place in a somewhat

different manner since there are no singularities.
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Figure 2: The profile of φ. The blue line corresponds to the vacuum |Ω(0)〉 at t = 0. The red line corresponds to the one-particle state

ψ† |Ω(t f )〉 at t = t f . In the bosonized theory, the local creation of a fermion corresponds to the insertion of a sharp kink. Due to the

large misalignment between the two profiles, the states are orthogonal to each other in L →∞ limit. The orange line represents an

example of the profiles that can be regarded as a one-particle state locally and have a finite overlap with |Ω(0)〉.

The main purpose of this section is to see how the time-evolution of θ leads to the chiral asymmetry

generation. We first derive the effective two-dimensional theory by focusing on the lowest Landau level and

then bosonize it. We demonstrate the production of the chiral charge quantum mechanically by explicitly

solving the Schrödinger equation. This example is not only theoretically interesting by itself, but provides

interesting baryogenesis mechanism in a certain class of axion inflation models.

3.1 Bosonization of the lowest Landau level

Throughout this section, we consider the background of a homogeneous magnetic flux along the z-axis,

whose vector potential can be expressed as

A =−B xdy. (3.1)

For later convenience, we put this configuration on a 3-torus: T 3 ≡ {(x, y, z)|x ∼ x +L, y ∼ y +L, z ∼ z +L}.

As long as the amplitude of the magnetic field is much larger than any physical scale of our interest, this

simplified assumption can be justified a posteriori even in a more realistic situation discussed in Sec. 4. To

identify the gauge field at x with x + L, the difference should be compensated by a gauge redundancy of

A ∼ A −dα/g with α = g BLy . The gauge parameter α is uniquely determined on T 3 modulo 2π, i.e., 2πN =
α|y+L −α|y = g BL2, which implies that the number of magnetic flux penetrating the (x, y)-plane should be an

integer, i.e., −(g /2π)
∫
x,y dA = g BL2/2π= N .

In the following, we only consider the dynamics along the magnetic field, i.e., the lowest Landau level,

by assuming that any physical scale of our interest is much smaller than the amplitude of the magnetic field.

Under this approximation, the gauge field configuration can be expressed as

A = At (t , z)dt + Az (t , z)dz + A, (3.2)

and the fermion field is

ψ= 1p
L

∑
f ∈Z

e i k f y h0
(
x −x f

)
χz
+⊗

(
ψL, f (t , z)

ψR, f (t , z)

)
, χz

+ ≡
(

1

0

)
, h0(x) ≡

(
g B

π

) 1
4

e−
g B
2 x2

. (3.3)
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Here we define x f ≡ L f /N and k f = π(2 f + 1)/L. The anti-periodic boundary condition implies\7 ψR/L, f =
−ψR/L, f +N . In this particular gauge (3.1), the anti-periodic boundary condition for x ∼ x +L is guaranteed up

to the gauge redundancy of (ψ, A) ∼ (e i g BLyψ, A−BLdy).

Inserting these configurations to the original action, we obtain the effective action for the lowest Landau

level

S =
∫

dt
∫ L

0
dz

N∑
f =1

[
1

g B/(2π)

1

2
F 2

t z + iψ†
L, f (D t −Dz )ψL, f + iψ†

R, f (D t +Dz )ψR, f −
gθ

2π
Ft z

]
(3.4)

=
∫

dt
∫ L

0
dz

N∑
f =1

[
1

g B/(2π)

1

2
F 2

t z +ψ2, f iγµ2Dµψ2, f −
gθ

2π
Ft z

]
. (3.5)

In the second line, we introduce two-dimensional Dirac fields as ψ2, f ≡ (ψL, f ,ψR, f )T . One may readily see

that the effective action describes a two-dimensional theory on a segment of [0,L], involving left- and right-

handed fermions on each magnetic flux. This theory has a classical symmetry of U (N )R ×U (N )L 'U (1)V ×
U (1)A ×SU (N )V ×SU (N )A , whose corresponding currents are given by

Jµ2 ≡∑
f
ψ2, f γ

µ
2ψ2, f , Jµ2,5 ≡

∑
f
ψ2, f γ

µ
2γ

5
2ψ2, f , J aµ

2 ≡∑
i j
ψ2,iγ

µ
2T a

i jψ2, j , J aµ
2,5 ≡

∑
i j
ψ2,iγ

µ
2γ

5
2T a

i jψ2, j . (3.6)

These two-dimensional currents are related to their four-dimensional counterparts via Jµ = L−2 Jµ2 , Jµ5 =
L−2 Jµ2,5 and the same relations for non-Abelian currents. The non-Abelian part is an emergent symmetry

at the lowest Landau level.

Two-dimensional fermions with such a non-Abelian symmetry can also be bosonized [45]. The Abelian

currents are described by the phase φ in the same way as the previous section, namely

J t
2 =− N

2π
∂zφ, J z

2 =
N

2π
∂tφ, (3.7)

J t
2,5 =

N

2π
∂tφ, J z

2,5 =− N

2π
∂zφ, (3.8)

which fulfills the required property of Jµ2 = −εµν J2,ν. On the other hand, the non-Abelian currents are ex-

pressed by an SU (N ) matrix boson field, σ : M 2 → SU (N ), as

J at
2 = i

4π

{
tr

[
[σ†,∂tσ]−T a

]
+ tr

[
[σ†,∂zσ]+T a

]}
, J az

2 =− i

4π

{
tr

[
[σ†,∂tσ]+T a

]
+ tr

[
[σ†,∂zσ]−T a

]}
, (3.9)

and its axial counterpart is obtained from J aµ
2,5 =−εµν J a

2,ν. The bosonized action is given as a functional of φ

and σ:

Sb = N
∫

dt
∫ L

0
dz

{
1

g B/(2π)

1

2
F 2

t z +
g

2π

(
φ−θ)

Ftr + 1

8π

[(
∂tφ

)2 − (
∂zφ

)2
]}

+SWZW(σ), (3.10)

where SWZW(σ) represents the Wess-Zumino-Witten model of the level one.

\7By summing over f = k mod N , we obtain the coefficient of ψR/L,k for a specific k, and we see that the shift symmetry for x, y is

broken. This is not problematic because the background field (3.1) explicitly breaks the shift symmetry, even though the magnetic

field B itself does not break. The breaking in the x direction is seen in the Wilson loop along the y direction. The breaking in the y

direction is seen in the gauge transformation function λ(y) =−BLy , which relates the values of the gauge field at x = 0 and x = L as

A(x = L)− A(x = 0) = dλ(y). This is one of the differences from the monopole case, where the rotational symmetry is not broken.
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Again, we can further simplify the action by solving the equation of motion for the gauge field

∂z Ft z + g B

2π

g

2π
∂z

(
φ−θ)= 0, ∂t Ft z + g B

2π

g

2π
∂t

(
φ−θ)= 0. (3.11)

The general solution can be written as

Ft z =−g B

2π

g

2π

(
φ−θ+ c

)
, (3.12)

where the integration constant c is determined so that the electric field vanishes initially, t = 0. Absorbing c

into the definition of θ, we therefore enforce φ= θ for t É 0. Eventually, we obtain the following action

Sb = N
∫

dt
∫ L

0
dz

{
1

8π

[
(∂tφ)2 − (∂zφ)2]− 1

2

g B

2π

(
g
φ−θ

2π

)2}
+SWZW(σ). (3.13)

Note that the 2π periodicity is satisfied as argued around Eq. (2.16). For massless fermions, φ and σ are

decoupled and hence we omit SWZW(σ) hereafter.

3.2 Production of chiral asymmetry along the flux

Classical solution. Let us again start with a classical solution. The equation of motion for φ reads

∂2
tφ−∂2

zφ+ g B

2π

g 2

π

(
φ−θ)= 0. (3.14)

Again the anomaly equation is automatically satisfied as one can see from Eqs. (3.7), (3.8), and (3.12).

Suppose that θ starts to evolve at t = 0. Our initial condition does not have any net electric nor chiral

charge, i.e., φ = 0, φ̇ = 0 for t < 0. The solution under this initial condition is readily obtained with a help of

the retarded Green function

φ(t ) =ωB

∫ t

0
dt ′ sin

[
ωB (t − t ′)

]
θ(t ′), ω2

B ≡ g 3B

2π2 . (3.15)

Inserting the time evolution of θ in Eq. (2.19), one may perform the integration, which reads

φ(t ) = vθt − vθ
ωB

sinωB t . (3.16)

From this, we obtain the time evolution of any current and the electric field

J 0 = 0, J z = g B

2π

vθ
2π

(1−cosωB t ), J 0
5 = g B

2π

vθ
2π

(1−cosωB t ), J z
5 =0, Ez =−g B

2π

g vθ
2πωB

sinωB t . (3.17)

The current from the Chern-Simons coupling is given by

J z
CS =−g B

2π

g vθ
2π

, (3.18)

and hence the electric current is oscillating around zero

Jel = gJ +JCS =−ẑ g B

2π

g vθ
2π

cosωB t . (3.19)
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This implies that the fermion current is induced to cancel out the CS current.

The amount of chiral charge generated via this process is obtained by integrating J 0
5 over T 3

∆Q5 =
∫

T 3
J 0

5 = 2N × vθ/2

2π
L× (1−cosωB t ). (3.20)

Contrary to the case of a monopole background, the production of the net chiral charge occurs neither pro-

portional to θ nor in a unit of∆θ = 2πn. Let us take a closer look at the origin of the chiral charge to understand

the underlying physics intuitively. As can be seen immediately from our starting point (1.1), a time-dependent

θ in turn implies a chemical potential imposed on the chiral charge as (θ̇/2)J 0
5 . The Fermi momentum

changes according to this chemical potential, i.e. ∆pF =±vθ/2 for the right- /left-handed fermions, because

the chiral symmetry is broken by the quantum anomaly. One may count the number of right-/left-handed

fermions at each magnetic flux by integrating the density ∆pF /(2π), namely
∮

dz∆pF /(2π) = ±L(vθ/2)/(2π).

By summing over all the fluxes, we reproduce the result (3.20) aside from the oscillating factor

N ×
(

vθ/2

2π
L− −vθ/2

2π
L

)
= 2N × vθ/2

2π
L. (3.21)

Once chiral fermions are generated, they form a current à la the chiral magnetic effect. Then the electric

fields that decelerate fermions are induced, thereby reduce the Fermi momentum. Such a backreaction with

a negative feedback explains the overall oscillating factor in Eq. (3.20). On the other hand, in the case of a

monopole background under the weak coupling limit, the chiral charge is only broken at the boundary by the

time-dependent θ. In addition, under the restriction of t ¿ L, chiral fermions generated at r = 0 and r = 2L

never meet each other, which implies the absence of the backreaction. Hence, the chiral asymmetry is simply

determined by θ/(2π) without any oscillatory behavior.

Still, it is not clear what is responsible for a non-integer chiral charge when the Fermi momentum does not

change by a unit, i.e., ∆pF 6= 2πn/L. Also a non-integer chiral charge is puzzling, in particular, when some-

one observes the number of fermions. These subtleties will be addressed later by comparing the quantum

solution derived in the next subsection to the original fermion theory.

Quantum solution. As we have seen in the previous section, the dynamics can be understood by the zero

mode of φ, whose action is given by

Sb = N L
∫

dt

[
1

8π

(
∂tφ0

)2 − 1

2

g B

2π

(
g
φ0 −θ

2π

)2]
. (3.22)

Here the zero mode is defined by φ0 ≡
∮

dzφ/L.

Let us start with the expression similar to Sec. 2

φ̂0(t ) =
√

2π

N LωB

(
B̂0e−iωB t +H.c.

)
+ vθt , (3.23)

which solves the equation of motion for t > 0. The creation/annihilation operators fulfill [B̂0, B̂ †
0] = 1 that

comes from the canonical commutation relation of [φ̂0, N ˙̂φ0/(4π)] = i /L. The Hamiltonian in this basis reads

H = N L

[ ˙̂φ2
0

8π
+ 1

2

g B

2π

(
g
φ̂0 −θ

2π

)2]
=ωB

[
B̂ †

0 −Y ∗(t )
][

B̂0 −Y (t )
]
, (3.24)
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where

Y (t ) = vθ
2i

√
N L

2πωB
e iωB t . (3.25)

The vacuum state at a time t is defined by [
B̂0 −Y (t )

] |Ω(t )〉 = 0. (3.26)

Again, the vacua at different times are related through a unitary transformation as follows

Û (t ) |Ω(t )〉 = |Ω(0)〉 , Û (t ) = exp
[
−β†(t )B̂0 +β(t )B̂ †

0

]
, β(t ) ≡ vθ

2i

√
N L

2πωB

(
1−e iωB t

)
, (3.27)

which implies that the vacuum at a certain time t is a coherent state for another vacuum at a different time.

The classical solution (3.16) is reproduced if we take the expectation value with respect to |Ω(0)〉, which

implies that the state corresponding to our initial condition minimizes the energy at t = 0 as expected. One

may see this explicitly by rewriting Eq. (3.23) as follows

φ̂0(t ) =
√

2π

N LωB

(
b̂0e−iωB t +H.c.

)
+φ(t ), (3.28)

with b̂0 = B̂0 −Y (0), i.e., b̂0 |Ω(0)〉 = 0. φ stands for a c-number function, which is given as

φ(t ) =
0 for t É 0,

vθt − vθ
ωB

sinωB t for 0 < t .
(3.29)

It is obvious that the classical solution (3.16) is reproduced as 〈φ̂0〉.

Correspondence to the fermion theory. In the case of a monopole background in the weak coupling limit

discussed in Sec. 2, the corresponding boson is free in the bulk and the breaking of the chiral symmetry is

coming from the boundary. Hence the relation between the boson and the original fermion is rather simple

as given in Eq. (2.51). In contrast, in the current example, i.e., the background of a magnetic flux loop, the zero

mode of the gauge field is present, which breaks the chiral symmetry everywhere. This makes the relation

between the boson theory and the original fermion theory somewhat complicated.

For clarity, let us take a closer look at this relation, starting from the original fermion theory:

S =
∫

dt

{
N L

(
1

g B/2π

Ȧ2
z

2
− gθ

2π
Ȧz

)
− g Az

N∑
f =1

∮
dz

(
ψ†

R, f ψR, f −ψ†
L, f ψL, f

)
(3.30)

+
N∑

f =1

∮
dz

[
iψ†

R, f (∂t +∂z )ψR, f + iψ†
L, f (∂t −∂z )ψL, f

]}
, (3.31)

with the boundary condition being ψR/L, j |z=0 = −ψR/L, j |z=L . The chiral charge is broken everywhere as the

chiral fermions are interacting with a zero mode of the gauge field Az (t ). Nevertheless, one may exactly solve

the Dirac equation,

i (∂t ±∂z )ψR/L, f ∓ g AzψR/L, f = 0, (3.32)
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under an arbitrary background of Az (t ) as

ψ̂R/L = 1p
L

∑
j∈Z

âR/L
j e−i k j (t∓z)∓i g

∫ t Az , (3.33)

with k j ≡ 2π( j +1/2)/L. We suppressed the index f = 1, · · · , N for brevity. The creation/annihilation operators

satisfy the usual canonical commutation relation of {â j , â†
k } = δ j k . They transform as âR/L

j → âR/L
j∓1 under the

large gauge transformation of ψ→ e2πi z/Lψ and g Az → g Az −2π/L.

Now one may derive the quantum mechanics of Az by integrating out fermions, i.e., inserting the solution

(3.33) into the fermion current. For this purpose, we need to take an appropriate regularization, consistent

with the gauge invariance. The Hamiltonian of the fermions reads

ĤF (t ) =
∮

dz
N∑

f =1

[
−iψ†

R, f (∂z + i g Az )ψR, f + iψ†
L, f (∂z + i g Az )ψL, f

]
(3.34)

= 1

2

N∑
f =1

∑
j∈Z

[
ωR

j (t )
(
âR†

j âR
j − âR

j âR†
j

)
+ωL

j (t )
(
âL†

j âL
j − âL

j âL†
j

)]
, (3.35)

whereωR/L
j (t ) ≡ k j±g Az (t ). We have dropped irrelevant constant terms in the second line. The particles/anti-

particles are defined as positive/negative frequency modes with ωR/L
j ≷ 0 respectively. One may introduce

g L Az (t ) = 2πn(t )+ g L Ãz (t ) such that |g L Ãz (t )| < π, and hence the positive/negative frequency modes cor-

respond to j ≷ ∓n(t ). This Hamiltonian is invariant under the large gauge transformation as it should be.

Hence, we can make sense of the operator
∮

Ĵz = Q̂5 = Q̂R − Q̂L with a regulator defined by the spectrum of

ĤF :

Q̂R/L(t ) ≡
N∑

f =1

∮
dz ψ̂†

R/Lψ̂R/L = 1

2
lim
s→0

N∑
f =1

∑
j∈Z

(
âR/L†

j âR/L
j − âR/L

j âR/L†
j

)
Rs(ωR/L

j ), (3.36)

where Rs(x) is the zeta-function regulator Rs(x) ≡ |x|−s with Re s > 0. This can be further rewritten as

Q̂R/L(t ) =
N∑

f =1
N̂ R/L

f [Az (t )]+Q̂vac
R/L(t ), (3.37)

with

N̂ R/L
f [Az (t )] ≡ ∑

j≥∓n
âR/L†

j âR/L
j − ∑

j≤∓n−1
âR/L†

j âR/L
j , (3.38)

Q̂vac
R/L(t ) ≡− lim

s→0

1

2

N∑
f =1

∑
j∈Z

sgn
(
ωR/L

j

)
Rs(ωR/L

j ), (3.39)

where N̂ R/L
f [Az (t )] counts the number of particles minus anti-particles associated with the Hamiltonian of

(3.35) and has integer eigenvalues. On the other hand, Q̂vac
R/L takes non-integer values,

Q̂vac
R/L(t ) =− lim

s→0

1

2

N∑
f =1

( ∑
j≥∓n

Rs(ωR/L
j )− ∑

j≤∓n−1
Rs(ωR/L

j )

)
(3.40)

=±N
g L Ãz (t )

2π
, (3.41)
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where we have used
∑∞

m=0 |m +α|−s → 1/2−α as s → 0. Thus Q̂vac
R/L(t ) cannot be regarded as the number of

the fermion particles, but as the contribution from the vacuum depending on the gauge zeromode, which

is the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer η-invariant [46] (See also [47]).\8 For later convenience, we also write down the

following expression

Q̂R/L(t ) =∑
f

N̂ R/L
f [0]±N

g L Az (t )

2π
, (3.42)

where the gauge-field dependent part of N̂ R/L
f is absorbed in Az .

Eventually we obtain a one-dimensional effective theory, i.e., quantum mechanics, by inserting the solu-

tion (3.42) into the action. The equation of motion reads

0 = 1

g B/2π
¨̂Az − g θ̇

2π
+ g

[
N̂5[0]

N L
+2

g Âz (t )

2π

]
−→ 0 = ¨̂Q5 +ω2

B

(
Q̂5 −2N

θ̇/2

2π
L

)
. (3.43)

with N̂5[0] ≡∑
f N̂ R

f [0]−∑
f N̂ L

f [0]. The right equation is obtained by noting that N̂5[0] is a time-independent

operator. It is solved by

Q̂5(t ) = 2N L
g Âz (t )

2π
+ N̂5[0] =Q5(t )+

√
N LωB

2π

(
i b̂0e−iωB t +H.c.

)
(3.44)

= 2N × vθ/2

2π
L+

√
N LωB

2π

(
i B̂0e−iωB t +H.c.

)
, (3.45)

where a c-number function Q5 is given by

Q5(t ) =
0 for t É 0,

2N × vθ/2
2π L× (1−cosωB t ) for 0 < t .

(3.46)

Recalling the rule of bosonization, i.e., Q̂5 = N L ˙̂φ0/(2π), we immediately reproduce the bosonized solution

given in Eqs. (3.23) or (3.28) up to an unphysical constant.

Interpretation. This result indicates that the boson theory automatically involves the both contribution

of N̂5[0] and Âz in a particular combination so that its derivative, such as ˙̂φ0 and ∂zφ̂0, is invariant under

the large gauge transformation. If we fix the gauge so that the gauge-field zero mode Az (t ) always resides

in a fundamental region specified by |g L Az (t )| < π, a 2N -unit integer part of Q5 is regarded as the fermion

contribution while the rest is coming from Ãz . In other words, a trivial Wilson loop of Az along the flux can

be interpreted as fermions while a remaining non-interger part of the chiral charge is carried by a non-trivial

Wilson loop. Hence, we should not be surprised by a non-integer chiral charge of 〈Q̂5〉.
Still, the observation of individual fermions is not completely clear within this two-dimensional theory

as the bosonized theory never distinguishes N̂5[0] from Âz . This is basically because its separation is gauge

dependent within the two-dimensional theory. We need to recover the information of a higher dimension

to some extent. This issue would be resolved if we introduce another field X that can propagate freely even

in other (x or y) direction, contrary to ψ, while extracting the chiral charge. Assuming that the flux loop is

\8Such non-trivial vacuum contribution becomes also important in the background of chromonatural inflation [48].
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confined in a finite box, we may define the observation unambiguously by detecting the X -particles outside

the box. This is a higher dimensional analogue of the monopole case, i.e., the chiral charge is broken on

the flux loop, while preserved in the bulk. Though such an extension is beyond the scope of this paper, we

expect that the chiral charge would be observed in 2N -unit through the X -particles, provided the monopole

example. See also discussion in Sec. 4.

4 Conclusions and discussion

In this paper, we study the production of chiral charges by a time-dependent θ term in the background of the

static magnetic field from a monopole or a flux loop. We restrict our attention to the s-wave configuration for

the monopole and the lowest Landau level for the magnetic flux loop since these modes are responsible for

the chiral anomaly. This simplification allows us to solve this system analytically by means of bosonization.

We find by this study that the chiral charge generation occurs in a somewhat interesting manner. For the

case of the magnetic monopole, the flow of the charge by the time-dependent θ is cancelled by the emission of

the opposite charge from the monopole so that the Witten effect is absent. The emission from the monopole

is inevitably accompanied by the flow of the chiral charge that produce the chiral charge in the system. For the

case of the magnetic flux loop, the flow of the charge induces the electric field along the flux. This shifts the

Fermi momentum of the left- and right-handed fermions asymmetrically, resulting in the chiral asymmetry.

In contrast to the magnetic monopole, the chiral symmetry is broken uniformly on the flux and hence the

backreaction of produced fermions cannot be neglected. As a result, the chiral charge eventually oscillates

around some value indicated by the effective chemical potential for the chiral charge, i.e., θ̇/2.

In both cases, we find that the expectation value of the chiral charge can be non-integer. Moreover, in

the case of the monopole, a non-integer electric charge of θ/(2π) is emitted in order to cancel out the flow

of the electric charge onto the monopole induced by the Chern-Simons coupling. These results are puzzling

at a first glance as the number of fermion particles is countable, which presumably is responsible for these

charges. In the case of the monopole, there is an unambiguous relation between the boson and fermion

states in the bulk, which indicates that the resultant wave function is understood as a coherent summation

over entangled pairs of fermion particle and its anti-particle. Hence, it is not surprising that the expectation

values of the chiral charge or the current exhibit a non-integer value. In the case of the flux loop, on the other

hand, a non-trivial Wilson loop of the gauge field Az along the flux can carry the chiral charge. Again, the

chiral charge can be non-integer because the expectation value of Q̂5 automatically contains contributions

both from the fermions and the Wilson loop of Az .

The bosonized picture is much simpler than the original fermion theory. As mentioned in the introduc-

tion, the boson, i.e., an axion like degree of freedom, tries to cancel out the effect of the θ term. However,

this cancellation is not instantaneous. This dynamics of the axion, in the end, gives rise to the chiral asym-

metry. In the case of the monopole, this axion can exactly cancel out the θ term only at the location of the

monopole, but its effect cannot propagate faster than the speed of light, which implies the production of the

chiral charge and the electric current from the monopole. In the case of the flux loop, the solution we obtain

does not follow the motion of θ completely, indicating E ·B generating. In the contrary to the monopole case,
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this axion receives the negative backreaction, which results in an oscillating motion around a certain value.

Our discussion would imply some conditions for the baryon asymmetry generation by the slow rolling

axion to be reliable. In the cosmological applications, for instance, an axionic inflaton coupled to the θ term

of U (1)Y leads to the simultaneous production of the baryon asymmetry and the hyper magnetic fields ac-

cording to the SM chiral anomaly equation, which can be the origin of the current baryon asymmetry. In

this case, the hyper magnetic fields live in the flat four-dimensional spacetime, where the flux loop can be

contracted. Hence, the baryon charges have to be generated in a way so that the chiral fermions can be ex-

tracted from the flux. Otherwise the baryon charge would vanish completely when the hyper magnetic fluxes

collapse. This consideration implies that the number of hyper magnetic fluxes inside a horizon should be

larger than unity, and that the generated charges of each SM species should be large enough in a unit of

∆Qe = 36,∆QL = −18,∆Qu = 48,∆Qd = 12,∆QQ = −6 per a hyper magnetic flux for each generation of the

right-handed electron, left-handed lepton, right-handed up-/down-type quarks, and left-handed quarks, re-

spectively. If these criteria are not met, the quantum fluctuations would be relevant as we have learned from

the monopole example, and it is not clear how to match this state to the conventional picture of thermal par-

ticles propagating in the background gauge fields. Note that our discussion is drawn from the result based

on the effective two-dimensional setup. In order to understand the dynamics comprehensively, we need to

describe the simultaneous production of chiral charges and magnetic links quantum mechanically, which

requires the knowledge beyond the two dimensions. This interesting question is left for future work.
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A The s-wave component of the fermion field in the monopole background

The s-wave component (2.3) are determined so that

For λrot(x;R) s.t. A(x) = A(R−1x)− g−1dλrot(x;R),

ψ(x) = e iλrot(x;R)Λ[R]ψ(R−1x), (A.1)

where R is an arbitrary rotation matrix andΛ[R] gives the corresponding Lorentz transformation.

In the following, we show that Eq. (2.3) satisfies this requirement by extending the gauge group to SU (2)

and then reducing it to the diagonal U (1) subgroup. The SU (2) gauge field A for the monopole can be written

so that a spatial rotation can be compensated by a global gauge transformation as

A =− 1

2g
εabcσ

a xb

r 2 dxc =− 1

2g
ϕ̂ ·~σdθ+ 1

2g
θ̂ ·~σsinθdϕ. (A.2)
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By the gauge transformation with respect to

U0(x) :=
(

cos θ2 sin θ
2 e−iϕ

−sin θ
2 e iϕ cos θ2

)
, (A.3)

the SU (2) gauge field reduces to the U (1) gauge field as

U0(x)AU †
0 (x)− i g−1U0(x)dU †

0 (x) =−σ3 A(x), (A.4)

where we have used

U0(x)θ̂ ·~σU †
0 (x) = cosϕσ1 + sinϕσ2, U0(x)ϕ̂ ·~σU †

0 (x) =−sinϕσ1 +cosϕσ2

− i g−1U0(x)dU †
0 (x) = 1

2g
(−sinϕσ1 +cosϕσ2)dθ− 1

2g
sinθ(cosϕσ1 + sinϕσ2)dϕ− 1

2g
(−1+cosθ)σ3dϕ

(A.5)

[Note that the sign in front of the coupling g is determined from the covariant derivative D := d+ i g A.] We

can check that, for A , a spatial rotation can be compensated by the gauge transformation,

A (x) =Urot[R]A (R−1x)U †
rot[R], (A.6)

where Urot[R] ∈ SU (2) is defined so that

Urot[R]σaU †
rot[R] =σbRb

a (A.7)

for an arbitrary rotation matrix R. The spherically symmetric form of the left-handed Weyl fermion field χ(x)

is

[χ(x)]αk = 1p
8πr

(
εαk χ

1(t ,r )+ i [r̂ ·~σε]αk χ
2(t ,r )

)
, (A.8)

where

ε :=
(

0 1

−1 0

)
. (A.9)

Under a Lorentz transformationΛ2×2 and a gauge transformation Ug , it transforms as

χ(x) →Λ2×2χ(x)U T
g (x). (A.10)

The field (A.8) is spherically symmetric in the sense that

Urot[R]χ(R−1x)U T
rot[R] =χ(x) (A.11)

because UεU T = ε for an arbitrary U ∈ SU (2), and Eq. (A.7). The U (1) form of the s-wave fermion (2.3) is

obtained by acting the gauge transformation (A.3) as χ(x) → χ(x)U T
0 (x), which corresponds to the positively

charged Dirac fermion ψ as

χ(x)U T
0 (x) = (

εψ∗
R ,ψL

)
, ψ(x) =

(
ψL(x)

ψR (x)

)
. (A.12)
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We can see that the Lorentz and the U (1) gauge transformations act correctly as

ΛχU T
0 (x)e−iσ3λ(x) =

(
ε
(
e iλ(x)(Λ−1)†ψR

)∗
,e iλ(x)ΛψL

)
, (A.13)

because ofΛεΛT = ε. Under the gauge transformation with respect to U0(x), the fields changes as

U0AU †
0 − i g−1U0dU †

0 =−σ3

(
At dt + Ar dr + A

)
=−σ3 A,

χU T
0 = 1p

4πr
U †

0

(
0 ψL,s

−ψ∗
R,s 0

)

= 1p
4πr

(
sin θ

2 e−iϕ ψ∗
R,s cos θ2 ψL,s

−cos θ2 ψ
∗
R,s sin θ

2 e iϕ ψL,s

)
,

ψL,s := (χ1
j + iχ2

j )/
p

2, ψ∗
R,s := (χ1

j − iχ2
j )/

p
2, (A.14)

where we have used

U0(x)r̂ ·~σU †
0 (x) =σ3. (A.15)

Thus we obtain the form (2.3). We can also show that this form actually satisfies the condition (A.1) as follows.

Let us consider the gauge transformation with respect to

Ũ (x;R) :=U0(x)Urot[R]U †
0 (R−1x). (A.16)

This matrix is an element of the little group with respect to σ3:

Ũ †(x;R)σ3Ũ (x;R) =U0(R−1x)U †
rot[R]r̂ ·~σUrot[R]U †

0 (R−1x)

=U0(R−1x)(R−1r̂ ) ·~σU †
0 (R−1x)

=σ3, (A.17)

where we use Eqs. (A.7) and (A.15). Because the little group is the diagonal U (1) subgroup, there exists a

function λrot(x;R) such that

Ũ (x;R) = exp
(−iσ3λrot(x;R)

)
. (A.18)

We see that this function λrot(x;R) satisfies the first line of Eq. (A.1) from the following sequence of the gauge

transformation:

−σ3 A(x)
U †

0 (x)−−−−−→ A (x)
U †

rot[R]−−−−−→ A (R−1x)
U0(R−1x)−−−−−−→ −σ3 A(R−1x). (A.19)

For the spherically symmetric fermion field, it is satisfied that

Urot[R]χ(R−1x)U T
0 (R−1x)Ũ T (x) =χ(x)U T

0 (x),

⇔
((
εUrot[R]ψR (R−1x)

)∗
,Urot[R]ψL(R−1x)

)
Ũ T (x) = (

εψ∗
R (x),ψL(x)

)
, (A.20)

which is shown by using the definition (A.16) of Ũ (x;R) and Eq. (A.11). This confirms the second line of the

condition (A.1) due to Eq. (A.18), Eq. (A.13) and

Λ[R] =
(
Urot[R] 0

0 Urot[R]

)
. (A.21)

23



B The anomaly equation in the monopole case

In this appendix, we show Eq. (2.30) to confirm the anomaly equation at the leading order in g . In order to

show the equation, it is sufficient to confirm∫
B 3
ε

d3x
g 2

4π2E ·B→ vθ
4π

as g → 0 (B.1)

for infinitesimally small 3-ball B 3
ε around the monopole.

Now we introduce the dimensionless variable r̃ = vθr and t̃ = vθt . Because the Bessel function is ex-

panded as

Jα(x) = 1

Γ(α+1)

( x

2

)α
(1+O (x)), (B.2)

the scalar φ̃≡φ−θ is expanded around r̃ = 0 as

φ̃(t̃ , r̃ ) = (−1+O (g 2))r̃ 1/2+α+O (r̃ 2, g 2) (B.3)

where we used the fact that φ̃→−r̃ as g 2 → 0. Thus we obtain

g 2

4π2E ·B =− g 2φ̃

64π4r 4 (B.4)

=− g 2

64π4r 4

(−1+O (g 2)
)

r̃ 1/2+α+O (r̃−2, g 2), (B.5)

where the term O (g 2) does not depend on r̃ . The integral over B 3
ε is calculated as∫

B 3
ε

d3x
g 2

4π2E ·B =−vθ
g 2

16π3

(−1+O (g 2)
)∫ ε

0
dr̃ r̃−3/2+α+O (ε, g 2)

=−vθ
g 2

16π3

(−1+O (g 2)
) 1

−1/2+αε
−1/2+α+O (ε, g 2)

→ vθ
4π

as g → 0. (B.6)

C The quntum fermion theory in the monopole background

C.1 Hamiltonian diagonalization and currents

In this appendix, we solve the fermion theory in the monopole background, whose action is given as

S f =
∫

dt
∫ 2L

0
dr

[
iψ†

L(∂t −∂r )ψL + iψ†
R (∂t +∂r )ψR

]
, (C.1)

where the fermion fields satisfy the boundary condition

e iθψR |r=0 =ψL |r=0, e iθψR |r=L =−ψL |r=L , θ(t ) = vθt . (C.2)

The general solution of the Dirac equation can be written as

ψ̂R/L(t ,r ) = 1p
4L

∑
n∈Z

Âne−i (kn±vθ/2)(t∓r ), kn ≡ (n +1/2)π

2L
. (C.3)
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Note that this expansion is different from Eq. (2.43). The canonical anti-commutation relation{
ψ̂R/L(t ,r ),ψ̂†

R/L(t ,r ′)
}
= iδ(r − r ′) (C.4)

implies that Ân fulfills {
Ân , Â†

m

}
= δnm . (C.5)

The Hamiltonian is not diagonalized in this basis at any time as

Ĥ(t ) =
∫ 2L

0
dr :

(
i ψ̂†

L∂r ψ̂L − i ψ̂†
R∂r ψ̂R

)
: = vθ

π

∑
n∈odd

(
B̂ne−i k̄n t +H.c.

)
+

( ∑
n∈Z

kn Â†
n Ân

)
reg

,

− i nB̂n ≡ ∑
m∈Z

Â†
m Âm+n , k̄n ≡ nπ

2L
, (C.6)

where (•)reg denotes some regularization. The operator B̂n here actually corresponds to that in Eq. (2.33) in

the bosonized theory. We will show in the following that the Hamiltonian is diagonalized as

Ĥ(t ) =
( ∑

n∈Z
knV̂ (t )Â†

n ÂnV †(t )

)
reg

+const., V̂ (t ) ≡ exp

( ∞∑
n=1

(
nXn(t )B̂ †

n −nXn(t )∗B̂n

))
, (C.7)

where we define

Xn(t ) ≡


0 for n ∈ even,

−2Lvθ
π2n2 e i k̄n t for n ∈ odd.

(C.8)

The operator B̂n satisfies

[B̂n , Âm] =−i
1

n
Âm+n , [B̂n , Â†

m] = i
1

n
Â†

m−n , (C.9)

which is shown by using the definition of B̂n and the anti-commutation relation of Ân . Using these properties,

we can show that

[B̂m ,
∑

n∈Z
A†

n An] = 0, [B̂m ,
∑

n∈Z
n A†

n An] = mB̂m . (C.10)

Note that these equation does not depend on the regulator because the c-number part coming from regulator

drops due to the commutator. Using this we obtain[ ∞∑
n=1

(
nXn(t )B̂ †

n −nX ∗
n (t )B̂n

)
,
∑
l∈Z

kl Â†
l Âl

]
= vθ
π

∑
n∈odd

(
Bne−i k̄n t +H.c.

)
. (C.11)

We also need the commutation relation for B̂n ,

[B̂n , B̂ †
m] = δnm/n, (C.12)

which can be shown by following Ref. [49]. When n 6= m, we can show the equation just by using the definition

of B̂n . To show the equation for n = m, we introduce the state |0〉 that is defined as the state satisfying Ân |0〉 =
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0 for n ≥ 0 and Â†
n |0〉 = 0 for n < 0. Then we can show [B̂n , B̂ †

n] |0〉 = (1/n) |0〉. Since the operator [B̂n , B̂ †
n]

commutes with ψ̂R/L(t , x), it commutes with any operator, which implies it is a c-number, i.e., [B̂n , B̂ †
n] = 1/n.

Using the commutation relation, we obtain[ ∞∑
m=1

(
Xm(t )B̂ †

m −X ∗
m(t )B̂m

)
,

[ ∞∑
n=1

(
Xn(t )B̂ †

n −X ∗
n (t )B̂n

)
,
∑
l∈Z

kl Â†
l Âl

]]
= const. (C.13)

Using these properties we obtain

V (t )

( ∑
n∈Z

kn Â†
n Ân

)
reg

V †(t ) =
( ∑

n∈Z
kn Â†

n Ân

)
reg

+
[ ∞∑

n=1

(
Xn(t )B̂ †

n −X ∗
n (t )B̂n

)
,
∑

n∈Z
kn Â†

n Ân

]
+const.

= Ĥ(t )+const. (C.14)

Thus the creation/annihilation operators at t = t0 are V̂ (t0)ÂnV̂ †(t0) and its Hermitian conjugation. The

vacuum |Ω(t0)〉 at t = t0 is characterized by

V̂ (t0)ÂnV̂ †(t0) |Ω(t0)〉 = V̂ (t0)Â†
−n−1V̂ †(t0) |Ω(t0)〉 = 0, for n ∈Z≥0 (C.15)

Therefore we obtain the relation to the creation/annihilation operator in Eq. (2.43) as

ân(t0) = V̂ (t0)ÂnV̂ †(t0). (C.16)

Actually we directly show this equation using

V̂ (t0)ψ̂R/L(t ,r )V̂ †(t0) = e∓iφR/L (t−t0∓r )∓i vθ(t−t0∓r )/2ψ̂R/L(t ,r ), (C.17)

which is obtained by using Eq. (C.9).

In Section 2, we stated that we should respect the "charge conjugation" symmetry (2.45) to fix the c-

number part of the currents, and determined it at the specific time t = t0 as in Eq. (2.49). Now let us determine

the c-number part at an arbitrary time. As we showed in Eq. (2.49), the c-number part vanishes when we

expand the currents around the vacuum at that time, i.e., we can write

:ψ̂†
R/L(t ,r )ψ̂R/L(t ,r ): = 1

4L

∞∑
n=1

( ∑
m∈Z

â†
m(t )âm+n(t )e−i k̄n (t∓r ) +H.c.

)
+ lim
ε→0

1

4L

∑
n∈Z

e−ε|kn |
(
â†

n(t )ân(t )−1/2
)

.

(C.18)

Using Eq. (C.16), we obtain

:ψ̂†
R/L(t ,r )ψ̂R/L(t ,r ): =− 1

4L

∞∑
n=1

(
i nV̂ (t )B̂nV̂ †(t )e−i k̄n (t∓r ) +H.c.

)
+ lim
ε→0

1

4L

∑
n∈Z

e−ε|kn |
(
V̂ (t )Â†

n ÂnV̂ †(t )−1/2
)

.

(C.19)

We can eliminate V (t ) and V †(t ) in the last term because of the first one in Eq. (C.10). Using the action of V (t )

to B̂n ,

V̂ (t )B̂nV̂ †(t ) = B̂n −Xn(t ), (C.20)
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which is obtained using the commutation relation (C.12) of Bn , and

1

4L

∞∑
n=1

(
i nXn(t )e−i k̄n (t∓r ) +H.c.

)
=±vθ

π2

∑
n∈odd

1

n
sin

(nπr

2L

)
=± vθ

4π
for 0 < r < 2L, (C.21)

we obtain the expression of the currents in the expansion (C.3) as

:ψ̂†
R/L(t ,r )ψ̂R/L(t ,r ): =− 1

4L

∞∑
n=1

(
i nB̂ne−i k̄n (t∓r ) +H.c.

)
+ lim
ε→0

1

4L

∑
n∈Z

e−ε|kn |
(

Â†
n Ân −1/2

)
± vθ

4π
. (C.22)

By comparing the charge density Ĵ 0
2 = :ψ̂†

Rψ̂R :+ :ψ̂†
Lψ̂L : and the chiral density Ĵ 0

2,5 = :ψ̂†
Rψ̂R :− :ψ̂†

Lψ̂L : in both

theories, we see that B̂n in both theories are identified. Note that the r -independent part of the charge density

Ĵ 0
2 does not appear in the bosonized theory because we only treat Q̂V = 0 sector. We can also obtain the

expression in the expansion (2.43) around the vacuum at t = t0 as

:ψ̂†
R/L(t ,r )ψ̂R/L(t ,r ):

=− 1

4L

∞∑
n=1

(
i nV̂ †(t0)b̂n(t0)V̂ (t0)e−i k̄n (t∓r ) +H.c.

)
+ lim
ε→0

1

4L

∑
n∈Z

e−ε|kn |
(
â†

n(t0)ân(t0)−1/2
)
± vθ

4π

=− 1

4L

∞∑
n=1

(
i nb̂n(t0)e−i k̄n (t∓r ) +H.c.

)
+ lim
ε→0

1

4L

∑
n∈Z

e−ε|kn |
(
â†

n(t0)ân(t0)−1/2
)
− 1

2π
∂rφR/L(t − t0 ∓ r ), (C.23)

where we define −i nb̂n(t0) ≡ ∑
m∈Z â†

m(t0)âm+n(t0), and φR/L is defined in Eq. (2.39). Thus we obtain the

c-number part as cR/L(t ,r ; t0) =−∂rφR/L(t − t0 ∓ r )/(2π).

C.2 Correspondence between the fermion field and the boson field

The fermion field and boson field are related through the exact operator equation as [50]

ψ̂R/L(t ,r ) = 1p
4L

:e∓i φ̂R/L (t ,r ):e−i(2Q̂V −1)π(t∓r )/(4L)F̂ . (C.24)

The operator F̂ is the so-called Klein factor [50] or the "vacuum changing operator" [49], which is defined so

that F̂ Ân = Ân−1F̂ , F̂ Â†
n = Â†

n−1F̂ , and F̂ |0〉 = Â−1 |0〉, which implies\9 F̂ F̂ † = 1. The left- and right-moving

scalars are defined as

φ̂R/L :=±
∞∑

n=1

(
B̂ne−i k̄n (t∓r ) +H.c.

)
+ vθ(t ∓ r )/2, (C.25)

which satisfies φ̂L + φ̂R = φ̂, the expansion of which is written in Eq. (2.33). The normal ordering : • : for the

boson field is defined so that B̂n is placed at the right end, i.e.,

:e∓i φ̃R/L (t ,r ): = exp

(
−i

∞∑
n=1

(
B̂ †

ne i k̄n (t∓r )
))

exp

(
−i

∞∑
n=1

(
B̂ne−i k̄n (t∓r )

))
e∓i vθ(t∓r )/2 (C.26)

\9The action of F̂ † is determined as follows. Just by taking the Hermitian conjugate, we obtain F̂ † Ân = Ân+1F̂ †, and F̂ † Â†
n =

Â†
n+1F̂ †. We also obtain F̂ † |0〉 = A†

0 |0〉, because 〈0| A0F † |0〉 = 〈0|F † A−1 |0〉 = 〈0| A†
−1 A−1 |0〉 = 1 and any other Fock state is orthogonal

to F̂ † |0〉. Then we find that F̂ F̂ † = F̂ †F̂ = 1, because F̂ F̂ † and F̂ †F̂ commute with Ân and Â†
n for any n and F̂ F̂ † |0〉 = F̂ †F̂ |0〉 = |0〉.
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Note that this is different from the normal ordering for the fermion field. The charge Q̂V can be written as

Q̂V = lim
ε→0

∑
n∈Z

e−ε|kn |(Â†
n Ân −1/2), (C.27)

which has integer eigenvalues.

The correspondence is shown as follows. Any state in the Hilbert space can be expressed as

f
({

B̂ †
n

})
|N〉 , (C.28)

where f is an arbitrary function and |N〉 is "N -vacuum" defined so that ÂN+n |N〉 = Â†
N−n−1 |N〉 = 0 for n ≥ 0.

Therefore, it is sufficient to show that the commutator with B †
n and the action on |N〉 is the same between the

both side of Eq. (C.24). Firstly we consider the commutator with B †
n . For the left hand side, using Eq. (C.9), we

show that

[B̂ †
m ,ψ̂R/L(t ,r )] = i

1

m
e−i k̄m (t∓r )ψ̂R/L(t ,r ). (C.29)

Let us consider the right hand side. From the definition of F̂ , we see that [B̂ †
n , F̂ ] = 0. Using Eq. (C.10), we

obtain [B̂ †
n ,e−i(2Q̂V −1)π(t∓r )/(4L)] = 0. By using Eq. (C.12), we obtain[

B̂ †
m ,

(
−i

∞∑
n=1

(
B̂ne−i k̄n (t∓r )

))k
]
= i k

1

m
e−i k̄m (t∓r )

(
−i

∞∑
n=1

(
B̂ne−i k̄n (t∓r )

))k−1

(C.30)

It follows that [
B̂ †

m , :e∓i φ̂R/L (t ,r ):
]
= i

1

m
e−i k̄m (t∓r ):e∓i φ̂R/L (t ,r ): (C.31)

Thus we show that the commutator with B̂ †
n is the same for the both side of Eq. (C.24). Next we show the action

on |N〉 is the same for the both side. Because [B̂m ,ψ̂R/L] = −i exp(i k̄n(t ∓ r ))ψ̂R/L/m, the state ψR/L(t ,r ) |N〉
is the eigenstate of B̂n belonging to the eigenvalue −i exp(i k̄n(t ∓ r ))/m. We can show in the same way that

the action of the right hand side on |N〉 is the eigenstate belonging to the same eigenvalue. Hence they are

proportional to each other. The overall factor is also the same because

〈N | F̂ †ψ̂R/L(t ,r ) |N〉 = 〈N | Â†
N−1ψ̂R/L(t ,r ) |N〉 = 1p

4L
e−i (kN−1±vθ/2)(t∓r ), (C.32)

and

〈N | F̂ † 1p
4L

:e∓i φ̂R/L (t ,r ):e−i(2Q̂V −1)π(t∓r )/(4L)F̂ |N〉 = 1p
4L

e−i (2N−1)π(t∓r )/(4L)∓i vθ(t∓r )/2. (C.33)

Thus we show Eq. (C.24).

In the bosonized theory, the fermion operator ψ̂R/L(t ,r ) is regarded as a creation operator of a sharp anti-

kink, which corresponds to the positively charged fermion. To see this, we should redefine the boson field

as

Φ̂(t ,r ) = φ̂(t ,r )− 2π
(
Q̂v −1/2

)
2L

r. (C.34)
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In this definition, the all exponent in the correspondence (C.24) is absorbed in the boson field. For this field,

we obtain the following commutation relation with the fermion field:

[Φ̂(t ,r ),ψ̂R/L(t ,r ′)] =−
( ∞∑

n=1

4

n
cos

(
k̄nr ′)sin

(
k̄nr

)+ 2π

2L
r

)
ψ̂R/L(t ,r ′) =−2πΘ(r − r ′)ψ̂R/L(t ,r ′), (C.35)

where Θ(r ) is the step function. The coherent state with respect to the configuration Φc (r ) can be written as

Ûc |Ω(t )〉using the unitary operator Ûc satisfying [Φ̂(t ,r ),Ûc ] =Φc (r )Ûc . Thus, we can regard that the operator

Ûc creates the configuration Φc (r ). By analogy with this, we can regard the operator ψ̂R/L(t ,r ) as a creation

operator of a sharp anti-kink. Note that due to the discontinuity of the sharp kink, its creation operator cannot

be unitary.

C.3 Probability to observe fermions in the monopole background

We give an explicit calculation of the probability to observe a two-particle state in the monopole background

discussed in the last part of Section 2. Firstly we show that the overlap between the vacuum |Ω(0)〉 and the

two-particle state at t = t f is nonzero only when t f = 2π/vθ in the L →∞ limit. The probability is written as

P (t f ) := ∑
n,m∈Z

| 〈Ω(0)| â†
n(t f )âm(t f ) |Ω(t f )〉 |2. (C.36)

We can rewrite this using the fermion fields at t = t f as

P (t f ) =
∫ 2L

0
dr

∫ 2L

0
dr ′

∣∣∣〈Ω(t f )|V̂ (t f )V̂ †(0):ψ̂†(t f ,r )ψ̂(t f ,r ): |Ω(t f )〉
∣∣∣2

, ψ̂(t f ,r ) := ψ̂L(t f ,r )+ ψ̂R (t f ,r ).

(C.37)

Here we have used∫ 2L

0
dr ψ̂†(t f ,r ) |Ω(t f )〉〈Ω(t f )|ψ̂(t f ,r ) = ∑

n∈Z
â†

n(t f ) |Ω(t f )〉〈Ω(t f )| ân(t f ), (C.38)

which is the projector to the Hilbert space of the one-particle state at t = t f . Thus the creation operator of

the fermion at the position r should be the sum of the left- and right-mover differently from the case in the

compact space. Using the correspondence (C.24), we can rewrite the two-particle state using the boson field.

In doing so, we need to be careful with the difference of the normal ordering between the fermion and the

boson. Consequently we find that

:ψ̂†
I (t f ,r )ψ̂J (t f ,r ′): = :eηI i φ̂I (t f ,r )−η J i φ̂J (t f ,r ′):D I J (r,r ′)−D I J (r,r ′), (C.39)

where ηR/L = ±1. We obtain the large L dependence of the integrand in Eq. (C.37) using the commutator

(C.12) of B̂n as

∣∣∣〈Ω(t f )|V̂ (t f )V̂ †(0):ψ̂†(t f ,r )ψ̂(t f ,r ): |Ω(t f )〉
∣∣∣2 ∼

(
1

vθL

)( vθ t f
2π

)2
−2

vθ t f
2π +1

, (C.40)

which approaches zero when vθt f 6= 2π. We have numerically confirmed that the integrand in Eq. (C.37) is

localized in the region near r = t , and the integral does not give additional L dependence. Thus the probability
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P (t f ) is zero when vθt f 6= 2π. We also calculate the full probability numerically, and obtain the value around

0.86 when vθt f = 2π.

As discussed in the last part of Section 2, P (t f ) = 0 does not mean that we cannot observe fermions. An

example of states that can be regarded as a two-particle state and have finite overlap with |Ω(0)〉 is

:ψ̂†(t f ,r )ψ̂(t f ,r ′): |Ω(2π/vθ)〉 , (C.41)

which is interpreted as the state obtained by creating two-particles at t = t f in the state that will be the vac-

uum at t = 2π/vθ. The configuration of this state corresponds to the right panel of Fig. 2.
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