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Fuerza Aérea de Chile, Casilla 8020744, Santiago, Chile.
8Instituto de Ciencias Básicas, Universidad Diego Portales, Casilla 298-V, Santiago, Chile.

(Dated: December 1, 2022)

We consider the effects of a noisy magnetic field background over the fermion propagator in QED, as an

approximation to the spatial inhomogeneities that would naturally arise in certain physical scenarios, such as

heavy-ion collisions or the quark-gluon plasma in the early stages of the evolution of the Universe. We con-

sidered a classical, finite and uniform average magnetic field background 〈B(x)〉 = B, subject to white-noise

spatial fluctuations with auto-correlation of magnitude ∆B . By means of the Schwinger representation of the

propagator in the average magnetic field as a reference system, we used the replica formalism to study the effects

of the magnetic noise in the form of renormalized quasi-particle parameters, leading to an effective charge and

an effective refraction index, that depend not only on the energy scale, as usual, but also on the magnitude of

the noise ∆B and the average field B.

I. INTRODUCTION

High-energy physics under the presence of strong mag-

netic fields is an important subject of research in many sce-

narios, such as heavy-ion collisions [1–5], the quark-gluon

plasma [6–9] and the early-universe evolution [3, 10]. In such

systems, rather strong magnetic fields can emerge in compar-

atively small regions of space and, moreover, strong spatial

anisotropies and fluctuations can develop in the magnitude of

such fields [1, 3].

Remarkably, magnetic fields can influence the physical

properties of both charged as well as neutral particles, the

later due to the quantum mechanical fluctuations of the vac-

uum, that lead to the creation of virtual charged fermion-

antifermion pairs. In the context of high-energy physics, the

effect of a constant and “classical” magnetic field background

has been studied since the seminal work of Schwinger [11],

followed with extensive discussions in the literature in the

context of semi-classical effective Lagrangians [12, 13]. More

recently, the effect of magnetic fields on nucleon parameters

have been discussed in the context of QCD [14]. In addition,

several studies have been reported concerning the effects of

a classical, static and uniform background magnetic field on

the charged vacuum fluctuations leading to the gluon polar-

ization tensor [7, 8, 15, 16], in particular the role of the field

in the breaking of the Lorentz invariance, thus predicting the
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emergence of the vacuum birefringence phenomena [15, 16].

On the other hand, vacuum fluctuations also affect the prop-

agation of fermions in such magnetized background [17], as

expressed by the self-energy, that leads to the definition of a

magnetic mass and, according to recent studies in QED [18],

to an spectral width involving the contribution of all the mag-

netic Landau levels. Moreover, non-perturbative theoretical

approaches [19] reveal the magnetic catalysis effect, where the

presence of a strong uniform magnetic field leads to the emer-

gence of effective masses for the fermion species, regardless

of their bare mass.

Interestingly, in most of these studies, the background mag-

netic field is always idealized as static and uniform, and hence

the presence of spatial anisotropies or fluctuations in its mag-

nitude are disregarded in the state of the art of such calcula-

tions. A non-uniform but deterministic background magnetic

field has been studied in QED by means of a path-integral

formulation [20]. On the other hand, statistical fluctuations

near a zero average magnetic field have been studied in the

context of QED2+1 [21, 22], as it arises as an effective con-

tinuum theory for certain low-dimensional Dirac materials

such as Graphene [19]. In the later, however, the average

background field is assumed to be zero, and hence the ref-

erence system is characterized by a free fermion propagator

rather than by a Schwinger propagator as we consider in the

present study. Since spatial fluctuations with respect to a fi-

nite background magnetic field may indeed exist in the dif-

ferent aforementioned physical scenarios [3], in the present

work we shall study their effect over the renormalization of

the fermion propagator itself in QED. As we shall discuss in

this article, a perturbative treatment of such fluctuations in the

framework of the replica method [23, 24] allows us to show

that their effect can be captured in terms of a renormaliza-
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tion of the charge e → z3e and an effective refraction index

v′/c = z−1. Moreover, we show that z3 and z depend not

only on the energy scale, as usual, but also on the magnitude

of the average magnetic field |B|, as well as on the strength of

its spatial fluctuations, that we define as ∆B .

II. THE MODEL

We shall consider a physical scenario where a classical and

static magnetic field background, possessing random spatial

fluctuations, modifies the quantum dynamics of a system of

fermions. For this purpose, we shall assume the standard QED

theory involving fermionic fields ψ(x), as well as gauge fields

Aµ(x). In the later, we shall distinguish three physically dif-

ferent contributions

Aµ(x) → Aµ(x) +AµBG(x) + δAµBG(x). (1)

Here, Aµ(x) represents the dynamical photonic quantum

field, while BG stands for “background”, representing the

presence of a classical external field imposed by the exper-

imental conditions. Moreover, for this BG contribution, we

consider the effect of static (quenched) white noise spatial

fluctuations δAµBG(x) with respect to the mean value AµBG(x),
satisfying the statistical properties

〈δAjBG(x)δA
k
BG(x

′)〉 = ∆Bδj,kδ
3(x− x′),

〈δAµBG(x)〉 = 0. (2)

These statistical properties are represented by a Gaussian

functional distribution of the form

dP [δAµBG] = N e
−

∫
d3x

[δAµ
BG

(x)]2
2∆B D [δAµBG(x)] . (3)

Therefore, we write the Lagrangian for this model as a su-

perposition of two terms

L = LFBG + LNBG, (4)

where the first represents the system of Fermions (and pho-

tons) immersed in the deterministic background field (FBG)

LFBG = ψ̄
(
i/∂ − e /ABG − e /A−m

)
ψ − 1

4
FµνF

µν , (5)

while the second therm represents the interaction between the

Fermions and the classical noise (NBG)

LNBG = ψ̄
(
−eδ /ABG

)
ψ. (6)

The generating functional (in the absence of sources) for a

given realization of the noisy fields is given by

Z[A] =

∫
D[ψ̄, ψ]ei

∫
d4x[LFBG+LNBG]. (7)

To study the physics of this system, we need to calculate the

statistical average over the magnetic background noise δAµBG

of the lnZ. For this purpose, we apply the replica method,

which is based on the following identity [23]

lnZ[A] = lim
n→0

Zn[A]− 1

n
. (8)

Here, we defined the statistical average according to the

Gaussian functional measure of Eq. (3), and Zn is obtained

by incorporating an additional “replica” component for each

of the Fermion fields, i.e. ψ(x) → ψa(x), for 1 ≤ a ≤ n. The

“replicated” Lagrangian has the same form as Eqs. (5) and (6),

but with an additional sum over the replica components of the

Fermion fields. Therefore, the averaging procedure leads to

Zn[A] =

∫ n∏

a=1

D[ψ̄a, ψa]

∫
D [δAµBG] e

−
∫
d3x

[δAµ
BG

(x)]2
2∆B

×ei
∫
d4x

∑n
a=1(LFBG[ψ̄

a,ψa]+LDBG[ψ̄a,ψa])

=

∫ n∏

a=1

D[ψ̄a, ψa]eiS̄[ψ̄
a,ψa;A], (9)

where in the last step we explicitly performed the Gaussian

integral over the background noise, leading to the definition

of the effective averaged action for the replica system

S̄
[
ψ̄a, ψa;A

]
=

∫
d4x

(
∑

a

ψ̄a
(
i/∂ − e /ABG − e /A−m

)
ψa − 1

4
FµνF

µν

)

+ i
e2∆B

2

∫
d4x

∫
d4y

∑

a,b

3∑

j=1

ψ̄a(x)γjψa(x)ψ̄b(y)γjψ
b(y)δ3(x− y). (10)

Clearly, we end up with an effective interacting theory, with

an instantaneous local interaction proportional to the fluctu-

ation amplitude ∆B that characterizes the magnetic noise,

as defined in Eq. (2). The “free” part of the action corre-

sponds to Fermions in the average background classical field

AµBG(x). We choose this background to represent a uniform,

static magnetic field along the z-directionB = ê3B, using the

gauge [12]

AµBG(x) =
1

2
(0,−Bx2, Bx1, 0). (11)

Therefore, this allows us to use directly the Schwinger proper-

time representation of the free-Fermion propagator dressed by
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the background field, as follows [11, 12]

[SF(k)]a,b= −iδa,b

∫ ∞

0

dτ

cos(eBτ)
eiτ(k

2
‖−k2

⊥
tan(eBτ)

eBτ −m2+iǫ)

×
{[

cos(eBτ) + iγ1γ2 sin(eBτ)
]
(m+ /k‖)

+
/k⊥

cos(eBτ)

}
, (12)

which is clearly diagonal in replica space. Here, as usual, we

separated the parallel from the perpendicular directions with

respect to the background external magnetic field by splitting

the metric tensor as gµν = gµν‖ + gµν⊥ , with

gµν‖ = diag(1, 0, 0,−1),

gµν⊥ = diag(0,−1,−1, 0), (13)

thus implying that for any 4-vector, such as the momentum

kµ, we write

/k = /k⊥ + /k‖, (14)

and

k2 = k2‖ − k2
⊥. (15)

In particular, k2‖ = k20 − k23 , while k⊥ = (k1, k2) is the Eu-

clidean 2-vector lying in the plane perpendicular to the field,

such that its square-norm is k2
⊥ = k21 + k22 . The Schwinger

propagator can be expressed as

[SF(k)]a,b = −iδa,b [(m+ /k)A1

+(ieB)iγ1γ2
(
m+ /k‖

) ∂A1

∂k2
⊥

+ (ieB)
2 /k⊥

∂2A1

∂(k2
⊥)

2

]

= −iδa,b

[(
m+ /k‖

)
A1 + iγ1γ2

(
m+ /k‖

)
A2 +A3/k⊥

]

(16)

Here, we defined the function

A1(k,B) =

∫ ∞

0

dτeiτ(k
2
‖−m

2+iǫ)−i
k2
⊥

eB tan(eBτ), (17)

that clearly reproduces the inverse scalar propagator (with

Feynman prescription) in the zero-field limit

lim
B→0

A1(k,B) =
i

k2 −m2 + iǫ
≡ i

D0(k)
, (18)

with

D0(k) = k2 −m2 + iǫ, (19)

and its derivatives

A2(k,B) ≡
∫ ∞

0

dτ tan(eBτ)eiτ(k
2
‖−tB(τ)k2

⊥−m2+iǫ)

= ieB
∂A1

∂(k2
⊥)
, (20a)

A3(k,B) ≡
∫ ∞

0

dτ

cos2(eBτ)
eiτ(k

2
‖−tB(τ)k2

⊥−m2+iǫ)

= A1 + (ieB)2
∂2A1

∂(k2
⊥)

2
. (20b)

Moreover, with these definitions it is straightforward to ver-

ify that the inverse of the Schwinger propagator Eq. (16) is

given by:

Ŝ−1
F (k) =

i

D(k)

[(
m− /k‖

)
A1 − iγ1γ2

(
m− /k‖

)
A2

−A3/k⊥] , (21)

where

D(k) = A2
3k

2
⊥ −

(
A2

1 −A2
2

) (
k2‖ −m2

)
. (22)

Then, all the relevant expressions will be given in terms of

A1.

III. PERTURBATION THEORY: SELF-ENERGY AND

VERTEX CORRECTIONS

Our goal is to develop a perturbation theory in powers of ∆,

where as described in Section II and particularly in Eq. (10),

the effective fermion-fermion interaction arises as a result of

averaging over the background magnetic noise. Starting from

a free Fermion propagator, as defined by Eq. (12), we include

the magnetic noise-induced interaction effects by “dressing”

the propagator with a self-energy, as shown diagrammatically

in the Dyson equation depicted in Fig. 1. We remark that for

this theory, the skeleton diagram for the self-energy is repre-

sented in Fig. 2.

FIG. 1. Dyson equation for the ”dressed” propagator (double-line),

in terms of the free propagator (single-line) and the self-energy Σ.

FIG. 2. Skeleton diagram representing the self-energy for the ef-

fective interacting theory. The dashed line is the disorder-induced

interaction ∆B , while the box Γ̂ represents the 4-point vertex func-

tion.

IV. SELF-ENERGY AT ORDER ∆

It is possible to express the background-noise contribution

to the self-energy (where for notational simplicity, we define
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FIG. 3. Self-energy diagram at first order in ∆ = e2∆B .

the parameter ∆ ≡ e2∆B), as depicted in the Feynman dia-

gram in Fig. (3), by the integral expression

Σ̂∆(q) = (i∆)

∫
d3p

(2π)3
γjŜF (p+ q; p0 = 0)γj

=
i(i∆)

(2π)3

∫
d3p

{
3
(
γ0q0 −m

)
A1(q0, p3;p⊥) (23)

+iγ1γ2
(
m− q0γ

0
)
(ieB)

∂

∂p2
⊥

A1(q0, p3;p⊥)

}
.

The derivative term in the last expression can be integrated

in cylindrical coordinates d3p = πdp3d(p
2
⊥), as follows

∫
d3p

∂

∂p2
⊥

A1(q0, p3;p⊥)

= π

∫ +∞

−∞

dp3

∫ ∞

0

d(p2
⊥)

∂

∂p2
⊥

A1(q0, p3;p⊥)

= −π
∫ +∞

−∞

dp3A1(q0, p3;p⊥ = 0), (24)

where the identity limp2
⊥→∞ A1(q0, p3;p⊥) = 0 was ap-

plied. Substituting this result into Eq. (24), we finally obtain

the exact expression (valid at all orders in the background av-

erage magnetic field B)

Σ̂∆(q) =
i(i∆)

(2π)3

[
3
(
γ0q0 −m

)
Ã1(q0)

−iγ1γ2(iπeB)
(
m− q0γ

0
)
Ã2(q0)

]
, (25)

where we have defined:

Ã1(q0) ≡
∫
d3pA1(q0, p3;p⊥),

Ã2(q0) ≡
∫ +∞

−∞

dp3A1(q0, p3;p⊥ = 0). (26)

Inserting the first-order in ∆ expression for the self-energy

Eq. (25) into the Dyson equation, as depicted diagrammati-

cally in Fig. 1, we obtain the dressed inverse propagator at

first-order in ∆

Ŝ−1
∆ (k) = Ŝ−1

F (k)− Σ̂∆, (27)

so that by using Eqs. (21) and (25) we explicitly obtain:

Ŝ−1
∆ (q) = i

[
mA1(q)

D(q)
+

3m(i∆)

(2π)3
Ã1(q0)

]

− i

[A1(q)

D(q)
+

3(i∆)

(2π)3
Ã1(q0)

] (
q0γ

0
)

− i

[
mA2(q)

D(q)
− i

mπ(i∆)(eB)

(2π)3
Ã2(q0)

] (
iγ1γ2

)

+ i

[A2(q)

D(q)
− iπ(i∆)(eB)

(2π)3
Ã2(q0)

] (
iγ1γ2q0γ

0
)

− i
A1(q)

D(q)

(
q3γ

3
)
+ i

A2

D(q)

(
iγ1γ2q3γ

3
)
− i

A3

D(q)
/q⊥.

(28)

V. RENORMALIZATION OF THE PROPAGATOR

Let us define by m′, z and z3 as the renormalization fac-

tors for the mass, the wave function and the charge, respec-

tively. While z will emerge as a global factor in the dressed

propagator, the factor z3 will only be associated to the ten-

sor structures involving the spin-magnetic field interaction

eσµνF
µν
BG = iγ1γ2eB. Therefore, we can compare Eq. (21)

with Eq. (28), in order to identify the corresponding scalar fac-

tors for each tensor structure in both expressions, thus leading

to the definition of the renormalized coefficients as follows

• For 1:

mA1(q)

D(q)
+

3m(i∆)

(2π)3
Ã1(q0) ≡ z

m′A1(q)

D(q)
(29a)

• For γ1γ2γ0:

A2(q)

D(q)
− iπ(i∆)(eB)

(2π)3
Ã2(q0) ≡ z · z3

A2(q)

D(q)
(29b)

• For γ1γ2:

mA2(q)

D(q)
− imπ(i∆)(eB)

(2π)3
Ã2(q0) ≡ z · z3

m′A2(q)

D(q)

(29c)

Then, solving the system of equations we obtain

z = 1 +
3i∆

(2π)3
Ã1(q0)

A1(q)
D(q), (30a)

z3 =
1− iπ(i∆)(eB)

(2π)3
Ã2(q0)
A2(q)

D(q)

1 + 3i∆
(2π)3

Ã1(q0)
A1(q)

D(q)
, (30b)

m′ = m, (30c)
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and

v′

c
= z−1 =

(
1 +

3i∆

(2π)3
Ã1(q0)

A1(q)
D(q)

)−1

(30d)

With these definitions into the “magnetic noise-dressed” in-

verse propagator Eq. (28), after organizing the different tensor

structures, we obtain the expression

S−1
∆ (q) =

iz

D(q)

[(
m− q0γ

0 − z−1q3γ
3
)
A1(q)

−z3
(
iγ1γ2

) (
m− q0γ

0 − z−1q3γ
3
)
A2(q)

−iA3(q)z
−1
/q⊥

]

=
iz

D(q)

[(
m− /̃q‖

)
A1(q)− z3

(
iγ1γ2

) (
m− /̃q‖

)
A2(q)

−iA3(q)/̃q⊥

]
, (31)

where in the last line we defined the four-vector q̃µ =
(q0, z−1q) that incorporates the definition of the effective re-

fraction index v′/c = z−1 due to the random magnetic fluc-

tuations. By comparing Eq. (31) with Eq. (21), it is clear that

they possess the same tensor structure. Therefore, by means

of the elementary properties of the Dirac matrices, this ex-

pression can be readily inverted to obtain the “magnetic noise-

dressed” fermion propagator

S∆(q) = −iz−1D(q)

D̃(q)

[(
m+ /̃q‖

)
A1(q)

+iz3γ
1γ2

(
m+ /̃q‖

)
A2(q) +A3(q)/̃q⊥

]
, (32)

where D(q) was defined in Eq. (22), and

D̃(q) = A2
3z

−2q2
⊥ −

(
A2

1 −A2
2

) (
z−2q2‖ −m2

)
(33)

Let us now discuss the explicit magnetic field and magnetic

noise dependence of the renormalized parameters defined in

Eqs. (30a) and (30b), i.e z and z3. For this purpose, we shall

distinguish three different regimes, corresponding to the very

weak, the intermediate and the ultra-intense magnetic field,

respectively.

A. Very weak field eB/m2 ≪ 1

As shown in detail in the Appendix A, for very weak fields

eB/m2 ≪ 1 the function A1(k,B) can be expanded in terms

of the power series

A1(k,B) =
i

D‖


1 +

∞∑

j=1

(
ieB

D‖

)j
Ej(x)


 , (34)

where for notational simplicity, we defined the “parallel” in-

verse scalar propagator

D‖ = k2‖ −m2 + iǫ, (35)

and the dimensionless variable x = k2
⊥/eB. We also de-

fined the polynomials Ej(x), as those generated by the func-

tion e−ix tan v , i.e.

Ej(x) = lim
v→0

∂j

∂vj
(
e−ix tan v

)
. (36)

For instance, the explicit analytical expressions for the first

three polynomials (j = 1, 2, 3) are as follows

E1(x) = −ix,

E2(x) = −x2,
E3(x) = −2ix+ ix3.

At the lowest order, after subtracting the divergent vacuum

contribution from Eq. (34), we have after Eq. (A15) (see Ap-

pendix A for details),

A1(k,B)−A1(k, 0) =
−2i (eB)2 k2

⊥

[k2 −m2 + iǫ]
4 +O((eB)4).

(37)

Therefore, using this weak field expansion of the propaga-

tor, we calculate the integral (details in Appendix C)

Ã1(q0) = −2i(eB)2
∫
d3p

p⊥
2

(q20 − p23 − p⊥
2 −m2 + iǫ)4

= −π
2

6

(eB)2

(q20 −m2)3/2
. (38)

In addition, at order O((eB)2) we also need to evaluate the

integral (details in Appendix C)

Ã2(q0) = i

∫ +∞

−∞

dp3
q20 − (p3)2 −m2 + iǫ

=
π√

q20 −m2
. (39)

Therefore, from Eqs. (30a), (37), (38), and (39), we can

directly evaluate the renormalization parameters to obtain

z = 1 +
3i∆

(2π)3
Ã1(q0)

A1(q)
D(q)

= 1 +
∆(eB)4

8π

q2
⊥

(q2 −m2 + iǫ)3(q20 −m2 + iǫ)3/2

= 1 +O((eB)4), (40)

and similarly from Eq. (30b)

z3 = 1 +O((eB)4). (41)

B. Intermediate field

For intermediate magnetic field intensities, we can calculate

the integral A1 by means of an expansion in terms of Landau

levels. For this purpose, let us consider the generating func-

tion of the Laguerre polynomials[25]

e−
x
2

1−t
1+t = (1 + t)e−x/2

∞∑

n=0

(−t)nL0
n(x), (42)
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since

e−ix tan v = exp
[
−x
(
1− e−2iv

)
/
(
1 + e−2iv

)]
(43)

=
(
1 + e−2iv

)
e−x

∞∑

n=0

(−1)ne−2invL0
n(2x)

Therefore, we have (for x = k2
⊥/eB)

A1(k) = e−x

(
∞∑

n=0

(−1)nL0
n(2x)

∫ ∞

0

dτei(D‖−2(n+1)eB)τ

+

∞∑

n=0

(−1)nL0
n(2x)

∫ ∞

0

dτei(D‖−2neB)τ

)
(44)

Evaluating the exponential integrals, we obtain

A1(k) = ie−x

(
∞∑

n=0

(−1)n
L0
n(2x)

D‖ − 2(n+ 1)eB

+

∞∑

n=0

(−1)n
L0
n(2x)

D‖ − 2neB

)
(45)

= i
e−x

D‖

[
1 +

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n
[
L0
n(2x)− L0

n−1(2x)
]

1− 2n eBD‖

]

Inserting this expression into the definition of Ã1 of

Eq. (26), we obtain

Ã1(q0) =

∫
d3pA1(q0, p3;p⊥)

= i

∫
d3p

[
e−p2

⊥/eB

q20 − p23 −m2 + iǫ

+

∞∑

n=1

(−1)ne−p2
⊥/eB

Ln

(
2p2

⊥

eB

)
− Ln−1

(
2p2

⊥

eB

)

q20 − p23 −m2 − 2neB + iǫ

]

= I1 +
∞∑

n=1

(−1)nI2,n (46)

Here, we defined

I1 = i

∫
d3p

e−p2
⊥/eB

q20 − p23 −m2 + iǫ

=
π2eB√

q20 −m2 + iǫ
, (47)

and

I2,n = i

∫
d3p e−p2

⊥/eB
Ln

(
2p2

⊥

eB

)
− Ln−1

(
2p2

⊥

eB

)

q20 − p23 −m2 − 2neB + iǫ
(48)

We calculate the momentum integrals in cylindrical coor-

dinates, making use of the azimuthal symmetry, such that

d3p = dp3πd(p
2
⊥). Moreover, in the integral over p⊥, we

5

10

15

20

25

30

FIG. 4. Spectral density for the Landau level spectrum ρ(E), as a

function of the dimensionless energy scale E/m, for different val-

ues of the average background magnetic field eB/m2. The inset is

shown in order to appreciate in detail the staircase pattern produced

by the discrete Landau levels.

define the auxiliary variable x =
2p2

⊥

eB , such that

I2,n =
πeB

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dp3
q20 −m2 − p23 − 2nqB + iǫ

×
∫ ∞

0

dx e−x/2 [Ln(x)− Ln−1(x)]

= 2πeB(−1)n
∫ ∞

−∞

dp3
q20 −m2 − p23 − 2nqB + iǫ

(49)

where we used the identity [26]

∫ ∞

0

dxe−bxLn(x) = (b− 1)n b−n−1 Re b > 0. (50)

Inserting Eq. (47) and Eq. (49) into Eq. (46), we obtain (af-

ter shifting the index n→ n+ 1)

Ã1(q0) =
π2(eB)√
q20 −m2 + iǫ

(51)

+2πeB

∫ +∞

−∞

dp3

∞∑

n=0

1

q20 −m2 − p23 − 2(n+ 1)eB + iǫ

Let us introduce the density of states for Landau levels

ρ(E) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dp3
2π

∞∑

n=0

δ (E − En(p3)) , (52)

with the dispersion relation for the spectrum

En(p3) =
√
p23 +m2 + 2(n+ 1)eB. (53)
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As shown in detail in Appendix B

ρ(E) = Θ(E −
√
m2 + 2eB)

E

π
√
eB

×
[
ζ

(
1

2
,
E2 −m2 − 2eB

2eB
−Nmax(E)

)

−ζ
(
1

2
,
E2 −m2

2eB

)]
, (54)

where we defined

Nmax(E) = ⌊E
2 −m2

2eB
− 1⌋, (55)

with ⌊x⌋ the integer part of x, and ζ(n, z) is the Riemann zeta

function. The spectral density Eq. (54) is represented in Fig. 4,

as a function of the dimensionless energy scale E/m. For

large magnetic fields eB/m2 ≫ 1, the spectral density dis-

plays a clear staircase pattern, where each step represents the

contribution arising from a single Landau level n = 0, 1, . . ..
On the other hand, for weak magnetic fields eB/m2 ≪ 1, the

spectral density exhibits a denser, quasi-continuum behavior.

With these definitions, we obtain from Eq. (52) the exact

expression

Ã1(q0) =
π2eB√

q20 −m2 + iǫ
+ 4π2eB

∫ +∞

−∞

dE
ρ(E)

q20 − E2 + iǫ
,

(56)

On the other hand, from Eq. (26) we have

Ã2(q0) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dp3pA1(q0, p3;p⊥ = 0) (57)

= i

∫ ∞

−∞

dp3
1

q20 − p23 −m2 + iǫ

+ i

∫ ∞

−∞

dp3

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n
Ln(0)− Ln−1(0)

q20 − p23 −m2 − 2neB + iǫ
,

where the second term vanishes, given that Ln(0) = 1 ∀n.

Hence, we end up with the simple expression

Ã2(q0) =
π√

q20 −m2 + iǫ
. (58)

In order to evaluate the formulas for z in Eq. (30a) and z3 in

Eq. (30b), we also need to evaluate the following coefficients

(for x = k2
⊥/(eB))

A2 = ieB
∂A1

∂k2
⊥

= i
∂A1

∂x

=
e−x

D‖



1 +
∞∑

n=1

(−1)n
(
Ln(2x)− 2L

′

n(2x)− Ln−1(2x) + 2L
′

n−1(2x)
)

1− 2neBD‖





A3 = A1 + (ieB)2
∂2A1

∂(k2
⊥)

2
= A1 −

∂2A1

∂x2

= i
e−x

D‖

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n
(
Ln(2x)− Ln−1(2x)− 2L

′

n(2x) + 4L
′′

n(2x) + 2L
′

n−1(2x)− 4L
′′

n−1(2x)
)

1− 2neBD‖

(59)

Finally, in order to further simplify these expressions, it is

convenient to use the identities

L
′

n(2x) =

{
−L(1)

n−1(2x), n ≥ 1
0, otherwise

= −θn−1 · L(1)
n−1(2x), (60)

L
′′

n(2x) = θn−2L
(2)
n−2(2x), (61)

where θn−k is the Heaviside step function

θn−k =

{
1, n ≥ k
0, otherwise

(62)

With these identities, we obtain the final expressions

A2 =
e−x

D‖



1 +
∞∑

n=1

(−1)n
(
Ln(2x) + 2L

(1)
n−1(2x)− Ln−1(2x)− 2θn−2 · L(1)

n−2(2x)
)

1− 2neBD‖



 (63)

A3 = i
e−x

D‖

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n
(
Ln(2x)− Ln−1(2x) + 2L

(1)
n−1(2x) + 4θn−2 · L(2)

n−2(2x)− 2L
(1)
n−1(2x)− 4θn−3 · L(2)

n−3(2x)
)

1− 2neBD‖
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With these expressions, we evaluate

D(k) = A2
3k

2
⊥ −

(
A2

1 −A2
2

)
(k2‖ −m2), (64)

and finally evaluate z and z3 with Eq. (30a) and Eq. (30b), re-

spectively. These results can be appreciated in Figs.5–10, as a

function of the energy scale q0/m, as well as the magnitude of

the average background magnetic field eB/m2, respectively.

C. Ultra-intense (LLL) field eB/m2 ≫ 1

Let us now analyze the asymptotic behaviour of the quasi-

particle renormalization parameters z, z3, and v′/c, respec-

tively, in the ultra-intense magnetic field regime eB/m2 ≫ 1.

Here, we obtain the corresponding asymptotic expression for

A1(q) by considering only the lowest-Landau level (LLL)

n = 0 in Eq. (46). Therefore, we have

A1(q) ∼ i
e−q2

⊥/eB

q2‖ −m2
, (65)

and the corresponding expressions for its derivatives are

A2(q) =
e−q2

⊥/eB

q2‖ −m2
, (66)

and

A3(q) = 0. (67)

Similarly, we also have

D(q) = 2
e−2q2

⊥/eB

q2‖ −m2
. (68)

Finally, the integrals of A1(q) are given, in this approxima-

tion, by the expressions

Ã1(q) =
π2eB√
q20 −m2

, (69a)

Ã2(q0) =
π√

q20 −m2
. (69b)

Applying these asymptotic results for the ultra-strong field

regime, and substituting into the general definitions Eq. (30a)

and Eq. (30b), we obtain explicit analytical expressions for

the renormalization factors z and z3, respectively, as follows

z = 1 +
3

4

∆(eB)e−q2
⊥/eB

π
√
q20 −m2

, (70)

and

z3 =

(
1 +

∆(eB)e−q2
⊥/eB

4π
√
q20 −m2

)
z−1

=
1 + ∆(eB)e−q2

⊥
/(eB)

4π
√
q20−m

2

1 + 3
4
∆(eB)e−q2

⊥
/(eB)

π
√
q20−m

2

(71)

Remarkably, while for very large magnetic fields z ∼
eB/m2 grows linearly, z3 instead converges asymptotically

to the constant limit

lim
eB
m2 →∞

z3 =
1

3
. (72)

20

40

60

80

100

FIG. 5. Wavefunction renormalization factor z as a function of the

dimensionless energy scale q0/m. Here p2

⊥ = p2‖ −m2.

2

4

6

8

10

FIG. 6. Wavefunction renormalization factor z as a function of the

dimensionless magnetic field scale eB/m2. Here p2

⊥ = p2‖ − m2,

and eB/m2 ∈ [10, 500]
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20

40

60

80

100

FIG. 7. Charge renormalization factor z3 as a function of the dimen-

sionless energy scale q0/m. Here p2

⊥ = p2‖ −m2.

2 4 6 8 10

FIG. 8. Charge renormalization factor z3 as a function of the dimen-

sionless magnetic field scale eB/m2. Here p2

⊥ = p2‖ − m2, and

eB/m2 ∈ [10, 500]

Let us now summarize the behavior of the renormaliza-

tion factors z and z3 as a function of the energy scale q0/m,

and the average background magnetic field eB/m2, respec-

tively, in the whole range of both parameters, as displayed

in Figs. 5–8, respectively. As can be appreciated in Fig. 5,

z presents a monotonically decreasing behaviour as a func-

tion of the energy q0/m, that asymptotically reaches the limit

20

40

60

80

100

FIG. 9. Effective refraction index v′/c as a function of the dimen-

sionless energy scale q0/m. Here p2

⊥ = p2‖ −m2.

2 4 6 8 10

FIG. 10. Effective refraction index v′/c as a function of the dimen-

sionless magnetic field scale eB/m2. Here p2

⊥ = p2‖ − m2, and

eB/m2 ∈ [10, 500]

z → 1 as q0/m ≫ 1, for all values of the average back-

ground magnetic field eB/m2. In physical terms, this shows

that the quasi-particle renormalization due to the random mag-

netic field fluctuations tends to be negligible as the energy of

the propagating fermions becomes very large, but in contrast

it can be quite significant at low energy scales. This trend is

also consistent with the effective refraction index v′/c = z−1,
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as shown in Figs. 9,10. For low energy scales, v′/c < 1,

indicating a strong renormalization of the effective group ve-

locity of the propagating quasi-particles due to the presence of

the magnetic background fluctuations. In contrast, for larger

energy scales the effect becomes weaker, thus recovering the

asymptotic limit v′/c → 1 as q0/m ≫ 1. Since low energy

and momentum components in the Fourier representation of

the propagator correspond to long-wavelength components in

the space of configurations, our results are consistent with the

fact that such long-wavelength components are more sensi-

tive to the spatial distribution of the magnetic fluctuations,

and hence experience a higher degree of decoherence, thus

reducing the corresponding group velocity. In contrast, the

high-energy Fourier modes of the propagator, that correspond

to short-wavelength components in the configuration space,

are less sensitive to the presence of spatial fluctuations of the

background magnetic field.

Concerning the charge renormalization factor z3, as can be

appreciated in Fig.7 it experiences a strong effect z3 < 1 at

low quasi-particle energies q0/m, but this effect becomes neg-

ligible a large energy scales q0/m ≫ 1, since z3 → 1 as an

asymptotic limit. This behavior, that can be interpreted phys-

ically as a charge screening due to the spatial magnetic fluc-

tuations in the background, is consistent with the aforemen-

tioned interpretation for the effective index of refraction as a

function of energy. On the other hand, as can be appreciated

in Fig. 8, z3 tends to decrease as a function of the average

background magnetic field intensity, achieving an asymptotic

limit z3 → 1/3 as shown in Eq. (72).

VI. VERTEX CORRECTIONS AT O(∆2)

Let us now consider the renormalization of the effective in-

teraction term ∆ → ∆̃, that characterizes the strength of the

effective interaction vertex in the effective, averaged action for

the replica system, Eq. (10). Following the skeleton diagrams

for the perturbation theory, as depicted in Fig. 2, the diagrams

contributing at order ∆2 to the 4-point vertex Γ̂ are depicted

in Fig. 11.

Therefore, the matrix elements corresponding to each dia-

gram are given by the following integral expressions

Γ̂(a) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
γiSF(p− q)γj ⊗ γiSF(p

′ − q)γj ,(73a)

Γ̂(b) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
γiSF(p− q)γj ⊗ γiSF(p

′ + q)γj ,(73b)

and

Γ̂(c) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
γiSF(p+ q)γj ⊗ γiSF(p

′ − q)γj .(73c)

In order to compute the expressions above, it is convenient

to introduce the notation

Γ̂
(λ,σ)

=

∫
d3q

(2π)3
γiSF(p+ λq)γj ⊗ γiSF(p

′ + σq)γj ,

(74)

(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 11. Diagrams contributing to the 4-point vertex function Γ̂ at

order ∆2.

where λ, σ = ±1. Then, we have the correspondence Γ̂(a) =

Γ̂(−,−), Γ̂(b) = Γ̂(−,+), and Γ̂(c) = Γ̂(+,−), respectively.

By considering the tensor structure of the propagator, it is

straightforward to realize that the full vertex, taking into ac-

count the multiplicity and symmetry factors for each diagram,

is given by

Γ̂ = 2Γ̂(−,−) + 2Γ̂(−,+) + 4Γ̂(+,−). (75)

The former leads to an effective interaction of the form

Γ̂ = ∆̃(ψ̄γiψ)(ψ̄γiψ) + other tensor structures, (76)

where the renormalized coefficient ∆̃ is given, up to second

order in ∆ (see Appendix D for details) by the expression

∆̃ = ∆ + 2∆2
(
J (−,−)
2 + J (−,+)

2 + 2J (+,−)
2

+
(
1− ∂2x

)
(1 − ∂2y)J (−,−)

3 +
(
1− ∂2x

)
(1 − ∂2y)J (−,+)

3

+2
(
1− ∂2x

)
(1− ∂2y)J (+,−)

3

)
. (77)

Here, we defined the integrals

J (λ,σ)
1 (p, p′) ≡

∫
d3q

(2π)3
A1(p+ λq)A1(p

′ + σq),

(78a)

J (λ,σ)
2 (p, p′) ≡

∫
d3q

(2π)3
q2‖A1(p+ λq)A1(p

′ + σq),

(78b)

and

J (λ,σ)
3 (p, p′) ≡

∫
d3q

(2π)3
q2
⊥A1(p+ λq)A1(p

′ + σq).

(78c)
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0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

FIG. 12. real and imaginary parts of the correction coefficient from Eq. (77) as a function of the fermion’s energy. Here, we take Q = 0 and

p2

⊥ = p20 −m2.

In order to calculate the integrals Ji, we shall use the

analytical expression for A1(k) Eq. (A24) (details in Ap-

pendix A):

A1(k) =
ie−k2

⊥/eB

2eB
exp



−
iπ
(
k2‖ −m2

)

2eB



 (79)

× Γ

(
−
k2‖ −m2

2eB

)
U

(
−
k2‖ −m2

2eB
, 0,

2k2
⊥

eB

)
.

A. The integral J1

Let us first consider the integral

J (λ,σ)
1 (p, p′) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
A1(p+ λq)A1(p

′ + σq). (80)

For the case (λ, σ) = (−1,−1) we change the integration

variables as follows

p′ − q = q′ +Q,

p− q = q′ −Q. (81)

For notational simplicity, in what follows we shall use q

instead of q′, and we shall define the parameters

a = −D‖(q3 +Q‖)

2eB
,

a′ = −D‖(q3 −Q‖)

2eB
. (82)

Furthermore, we shall use the identity (for z = 2q2
⊥/eB)

Γ(a)U(a, ǫ, z) =
1

a
M(a, ǫ, z) + Γ(−1 + ǫ)zM(1 + a, 2, z),

(83)

along with the singular expansion for ǫ→ 0+

Γ(−1 + ǫ) =
−1

ǫ
+ γe − 1 +O(ǫ), (84)

where γe = 0.577 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. In ad-

dition, given that there is a strong exponential damping in the

integral, we consider the expansion of the Kummer function

for small values of its argument, that is given by

M(a, b, z) = 1 +
a

b
z +O(z2), (85)

so that, after regularization by removing the divergences in

1/ǫ, we end up with the integral

J (−,−)
1 (p, p′) =

(
i

2eB

)2

e−
2Q2

⊥
eB

∫ ∞

−∞

dq3
2π

eiπ(a+a
′)
∫ ∞

0

d2q⊥
(2π)2

e−
2q2

⊥
eB Γ (a)U

(
a, ǫ,

(q +Q)2⊥
eB

)
Γ (a′)U

(
a′, ǫ,

(q −Q)2⊥
eB

)

=
1

(2π)3

(
i

2eB

)2

e−
2Q2

⊥
eB

∫ ∞

−∞

dq3 e
iπ(a+a′)

×
∫ ∞

0

d2q⊥e
−

2q2
⊥

eB

[
1

a
+
γe − 1

eB

(
q2
⊥ + 2Q⊥ · q⊥ +Q2

⊥

)] [ 1
a′

+
γe − 1

eB

(
q2
⊥ − 2Q⊥ · q⊥ +Q2

⊥

)]
. (86)

Furthermore, we shall set the external 3-momenta to zero, except for the presence of theQ⊥ factors, that we shall keep as
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finite in order to use this expression as a generating function.

Therefore, the integral reduces to the simpler expression

J (−,−)
1 (p, p′) = − eB

4π2
e−

2Q2
⊥

eB

×
∫ ∞

−∞

dq3

(q23 +m2 + iǫ)
2 exp

[
iπ

2eB

(
q23 +m2

)]

×
[
1 +

(γe − 1)Q2
⊥

(
q23 +m2

)

(eB)2
+

(γe − 1)
(
q23 +m2

)

eB

]

(87)

Performing the last integral explicitly, we obtain (details in

Appendix D)

J (−,−)
1 (p, p′) = − eB

4π2
e−

2Q2
⊥

eB

{
(1− i)π

2
√
eBm2

e
iπm2

2eB

+
(eB + iπm2)π

2(eB)m3

[
1−

√
π

2
erf

(
1− i√

2

m√
eB

)]

+
π(γe − 1)

(eB)m

(
1 +

Q2
⊥

eB

)[
1−

√
π

2
erf

(
1− i√

2

m√
eB

)]}
,

(88)

where erf(x) is the error function.

B. The integral J2

For this second integral, we notice that q2‖ = −q23 , so that

after integration over z = 2q2
⊥/(eB) we obtain (details in

Appendix D)

J (−,−)
2 (p, p′) =

eB

4π2
e−

2Q2
⊥

eB

×
∫ ∞

−∞

dq3
q23

(q23 +m2 + iǫ)
2 exp

[
iπ

2eB

(
q23 +m2

)]

×
[
1 +

(γe − 1)Q2
⊥

(
q23 +m2

)

(eB)2
+

(γe − 1)
(
q23 +m2

)

eB

]

(89)

After performing the remaining momentum integral over

q3, as shown in detail in Appendix D, we finally obtain

J (−,−)
2 (p, p′) =

eB

4π2
e−

2Q2
⊥

eB

×
{
(i− 1)π√

eB
e

iπm2

2eB

+

(
eB − iπm2

)
π

2(eB)m

[
1−

√
π

2
erf

(
1− i√

2

m√
eB

)]

− mπ(γe − 1)

(eB)

(
1 +

Q2
⊥

eB

)[
1−

√
π

2
erf

(
1− i√

2

m√
eB

)]}
.

C. The integral J3

By following the same procedure as in the previous two

cases, as shown in Appendix D, it is straightforward to obtain

the analytical expression

J (−,−)
3 (p, p′) = −eB

2

8π2
e−

2Q2
⊥

eB

{
(1 − i)π

2
√
eBm2

e
iπm2

2eB

+
(eB + iπm2)π

2(eB)m3

[
1−

√
π

2
erf

(
1− i√

2

m√
eB

)]

+
π(γe − 1)Q2

⊥

(eB)2m

[
1−

√
π

2
erf

(
1− i√

2

m√
eB

)]}
.

(90)

Moreover, it is straightforward to verify the following rela-

tions

J (+,+)
n (p, p′) = J (−,−)

n (p, p′)

J (+,−)
n (p, p′) = J (−,+)

n (p, p′) = J (−,−)
n (p, p′) |Q→P ,

(91)

for n = 1, 2, 3, that allows us to generate all the remaining

expressions from these three explicit analytical results.

An explicit numerical evaluation of our analytical expres-

sions for the renormalized effective interaction, expressed by

the combination (∆̃ − ∆)/(2∆2), is displayed in Fig. 12.

Clearly, this effective coupling develops both a real as well

as an imaginary part (left and right panels in Fig. 12, respec-

tively). In particular, the emergence of an imaginary compo-

nent implies an imaginary contribution to the self-energy, cor-

responding to a relaxation time (spectral broadening) of the

quasi-particle spectrum. This is a natural consequence of the

decoherence mechanism induced by the random fluctuating

magnetic environment. On the other hand, as can be appre-

ciated in Fig. 12, both the real and imaginary contributions

to the effective interaction ∆̃ display a large enhancement (in

absolute value) at low energy scales p0/m < 1, while asymp-

totically ∆̃ → ∆ at higher energies p0/m ≫ 1. This strong

renormalization effect at low-energies is consistent with the

effect observed in the previous section for the charge z3 and

refraction index v′/c, respectively, and can be explained in

similar terms due to the short-range spatial distribution of the

magnetic noise, that therefore renormalizes mainly the long-

wavelength components of the propagator, corresponding to

the small energy-momentum components in Fourier space.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the effects of quenched, white noise spa-

tial fluctuations in an otherwise uniform background mag-

netic field, over the properties of the QED fermion propa-

gator. This configuration is important in different physical

scenarios, including heavy-ion collisions and the quark-gluon

plasma, where spatial anisotropies of the background mag-

netic field may be present. We developed explicit results, that
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we carried over by combining the replica method to average

over spatial fluctuations, with a perturbation theory based on

the Schwinger propagator for the average background field.

Upon averaging over magnetic fluctuations, we obtained an

effective action in the replica fields, with an effective particle-

particle interaction proportional to the strength ∆ of the spa-

tial auto-correlation function of the background noise. Our

perturbative results show that, up to first order in ∆, the prop-

agator retains its form, thus representing renormalized quasi-

particles with the same mass m′ = m, but propagating in

the medium with a magnetic field and noise-dependent in-

dex of refraction v′/c = z−1, and effective charge e′ = z3e,
where z and z3 are renormalization factors. We showed that

z presents a monotonically decreasing behaviour as a func-

tion of the energy q0/m, that reaches the asymptotic limit

z → 1 as q0/m≫ 1, for all values of the average background

magnetic field eB/m2. In physical terms, this shows that

the quasi-particle renormalization due to the random magnetic

field fluctuations, while being quite significant at low energy

scales, tends to be negligible as the energy of the propagating

fermions becomes very large. This trend is also observed in

the effective refraction index v′/c = z−1, since at low energy

scales v′/c < 1, indicating a strong renormalization of the ef-

fective group velocity of the propagating quasi-particles due

to the presence of the magnetic background fluctuations. In

contrast, for larger energy scales the effect becomes weaker,

thus recovering the asymptotic limit v′/c→ 1 as q0/m≫ 1.

Our results show that the effective quasi-particle charge

experiences a strong renormalization z3 < 1 at low ener-

gies q0/m, while the effect becomes negligible a large energy

scales q0/m ≫ 1, since z3 → 1 as an asymptotic limit. We

interpret this as a charge screening due to the spatial magnetic

fluctuations in the background. On the other hand, z3 tends

to decrease as a function of the average background magnetic

field intensity, achieving an asymptotic limit z3 → 1/3 as

shown in Eq. (72).

We remark that both the effective refraction index v′/c =
z−1 and charge screening z3 display a similar, and therefore

consistent, renormalization behaviour of the quasi-particle

properties in the magnetically fluctuating environment. In

order to understand such effects in physical terms, we re-

mark that the low energy and momentum components in the

Fourier representation of the propagator correspond to long-

wavelength components in the space of configurations. There-

fore, our results are consistent with the fact that such long-

wavelength components are more sensitive to the spatial dis-

tribution of the background magnetic noise, and hence experi-

ence a higher degree of decoherence, thus reducing the corre-

sponding group velocity and enhancing the charge screening.

In contrast, the high-energy Fourier components of the propa-

gator, that correspond to short-wavelength components in the

configuration space, are less sensitive to the presence of spa-

tial fluctuations of the background magnetic field. In addition,

we remark that the intensity of the average background mag-

netic field defines a characteristic length-scale known as the

Landau radius lB = 1/
√
eB, that determines the support of

the quasi-particle propagator in configuration space. More-

over, in the semi-classical picture this length-scale represents

the typical size of the “cyclotron radius” of the helycoidal tra-

jectories that propagate along the magnetic field axis. There-

fore, the stronger the magnetic field, the smaller the Landau

radius, and hence the quasi-particle propagator is modulated

towards higher momentum and energy components that, as

previously discussed, are more sensitive to the magnetic noise

renormalization effects, as is verified by the trend observed

both in z3 and in v′/c, that strongly decrease as the average

magnetic field intensity increases eB/m2 ≫ 1.

Moreover, we also showed that 4-point vertex corrections

at the second order in ∆2 lead to a renormalized ∆̃ =
∆ + O(∆2), whose relative magnitude grows with the av-

erage magnetic field intensity eB/m2, and tend to decrease

with the quasi-particle energy scale p0/m, in agreement with

the behavior of v′/c and z3 and the physical interpretation

previously discussed.

The analysis and results presented in this work only concern

the study of the quasi-particle fermion propagator in the noisy

magnetic field background. However, the effective model ob-

tained via the replica method and its consequences can be ex-

tended towards the study of other physical quantities, such as

the photon polarization tensor. We are currently investigating

this and it will be communicated in a separate article.
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Appendix A: The coefficient A1

We can calculate the integral A1 in terms of Landau levels

by means of the generating function of the Laguerre polyno-

mials

e−
x
2

1−t
1+t = (1 + t)e−x/2

∞∑

n=0

(−t)nL0
n(x), (A1)

since

e−ix tan v = e−x(1−e
−2iv)/(1+e−2iv) (A2)

=
(
1 + e−2iv

)
e−x

∞∑

n=0

(−1)ne−2invL0
n(2x)

Therefore, we have (for x = k2
⊥/eB)

A1 = e−x

(
∞∑

n=0

(−1)nL0
n(2x)

∫ ∞

0

dτei(D‖−2(n+1)eB)τ

+
∞∑

n=0

(−1)nL0
n(2x)

∫ ∞

0

dτei(D‖−2neB)τ

)
(A3)

Evaluating the exponential integrals,

A1 = ie−x

(
∞∑

n=0

(−1)n
L0
n(2x)

D‖ − 2(n+ 1)eB

+

∞∑

n=0

(−1)n
L0
n(2x)

D‖ − 2neB

)

= i
e−x

D‖

[
1 +

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n
[
L0
n(2x)− L0

n−1(2x)
]

1− 2n eBD‖

]
(A4)

This expansion seems is fair for eB > 0. However, we

would like to inspect if it is possible to use it to generate a

valid expansion near eB = 0.

1. Expansion for low magnetic fields

Notice that, from Eq. (44) we have the identities

e−x
∞∑

n=0

(−1)ne−2invL0
n(2x) =

e−ix tan v

1 + e−2iv
(A5)
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e−x
∞∑

n=0

(−1)ne−2i(n+1)vL0
n(2x) =

e−2ive−ix tan v

1 + e−2iv
(A6)

Therefore, we can calculate the following expansions

e−x
∞∑

n=0

(−1)nL0
n(2x)

D‖ − 2(n+ 1)eB
=

1

D‖

∞∑

k=0

(
2eB

D‖

)k

×
[
e−x

∞∑

n=0

(−1)n(n+ 1)kL0
n(2x)

]

=
1

D‖

∞∑

k=0

(
2eB

D‖

)k
1

(−2i)k
∂k

∂vk

(
e−2ive−ix tan v

1 + e−2iv

)∣∣∣∣
v→0

(A7)

and similarly

e−x
∞∑

n=0

(−1)nL0
n(2x)

D‖ − 2neB
=

1

D‖

∞∑

k=0

(
2eB

D‖

)k

×
[
e−x

∞∑

n=0

(−1)nnkL0
n(2x)

]

=
1

D‖

∞∑

k=0

(
2eB

D‖

)k
1

(−2i)k
∂k

∂vk

(
e−ix tan v

1 + e−2iv

)∣∣∣∣
v→0

(A8)

Substituting both expressions into Eq.(A4), we obtain the

infinite series

A1 =
i

D‖

(
1 +

∞∑

k=1

(
ieB

D‖

)k
Ek(x)

)
(A9)

Here, we have defined the polynomials Ek(x) (for x =
k2⊥/eB) as generated by the function e−ix tan v ,

Ek(x) = lim
v→0

∂k

∂vk
(
e−ix tan v

)
(A10)

The first few cases

E1(x) = −ix

E2(x) = −x2
E3(x) = −2ix+ ix3

E4(x) = x4 − 8x2

E5(x) = −ix5 + 20ix3 − 16ix

E6(x) = −x6 + 40x4 − 136x2 (A11)

... (A12)

Substituting these expressions into the series Eq. (34), it

can be reorganized as an expansion in terms of the variable

y = k2
⊥/D‖, as follows

A1 =
i

D‖

[
(1 + y + y2 + y3 + . . .)

−2

(
eB

D‖

)2

y
(
1 + 4y + 10y2 + 20y4 + . . .

)

+8

(
eB

D‖

)4

y
(
2 + 17y + 77y2 + . . .

)
]
+O

(
eB

D‖

)6

=
i

D‖

[
1

1− y
− 2

(
eB

D‖

)2
y

(1− y)4

+8

(
eB

D‖

)4
y(3y + 2)

(1− y)7

]
+O

(
eB

D‖

)6

(A13)

Finally, using the simple identity

D‖(1− y) = D‖(1 −
k2
⊥

D‖
) = k2 −m2 + iǫ (A14)

we obtain the final form

A1 =
i

k2 −m2 + iǫ

[
1− 2

(
eB

D‖

)2
y

(1− y)3

+8

(
eB

D‖

)4
y(3y + 2)

(1 − y)6

]
+O(

eB

D‖
)6

=
i

k2 −m2 + iǫ
+

−2i(eB)2k2
⊥

[k2 −m2 + iǫ]
4 +O((eB)4).

(A15)

2. A closed expression in terms of Hypergeometric functions

In order to simplify the integrals Ji, let us to provide an

analytical expression for A1(k). From the generating function

of the Laguerre’s polynomials:

∞∑

n=0

(−1)ntnLαn(x) =
1

(1 + t)α
exp

(
t

1 + t
x

)
, (A16)

then, by defining:

b ≡ t

1 + t
, (A17)

we get:

(1 − b)t+αebx =

∞∑

n=0

(−1)n
bn

(1− b)n
Lαn(x). (A18)

Multiplying by bβ/(1− b)β+2:

bβ(1 + b)α−β−1e−bx =

∞∑

n=0

(−1)nbn+β(1− b)−n−β−2Lαn(x),

(A19)
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so that:
∫ −∞

0

db bβ(1 + b)α−β−1e−bx = −
∞∑

n=0

(−1)nLαn(x)

n+ β + 1
.

(A20)

Now by setting b→ −b:
∞∑

n=0

(−1)nLαn(x)

n+ β + 1
= (−1)β

∫ ∞

0

db bβ(1 + b)α−β−1e−bx

= eiπβΓ(1 + β)U(1 + β, 1 + α, x),

(A21)

where Γ(z), and U(a, b, z) are the gamma-function and the

confluent hypergeometric function, respectively.

Now, from Eq. (A4):

A1 = ie−x
∞∑

n=0

(
(−1)nL0

n(2x)

D‖ − 2(n+ 1)eB
+

(−1)nL0
n(2x)

D‖ − 2neB

)

= − ie−x

2eB

∞∑

n=0


 (−1)nL0

n(2x)

n+
(
1− D‖

2eB

) +
(−1)nL0

n(2x)

n− D‖

2eB


 .

(A22)

Therefore, by using Eq. (A21):

A1 = − ie−x

2eB

×
[
e−iπ

D‖
2eB Γ

(
1− D‖

2eB

)
U

(
1− D‖

2eB
, 1, 2x

)

+ e
−iπ

(
1+

D‖
2eB

)

Γ

(
− D‖

2eB

)
U

(
− D‖

2eB
, 1, 2x

)]
.

(A23)

The latter can be simplified with the properties of the

gamma and the hypergeometric functions. First, from the

identity Γ(z + 1) = zΓ(z):

A1 =
ie−x

2eB
exp

(
− iπD‖

2eB

)
Γ

(
− D‖

2eB

)

×
[
D‖

2eB
U

(
1− D‖

2eB
, 1, 2x

)
+ U

(
− D‖

2eB
, 1, 2x

)]
.

(A24)

Moreover, given that:

U(a, b, z)− aU(a+ 1, b, z) = U(a, b− 1, z), (A25)

we finally arrive to:

A1(k) =
ie−k2

⊥/eB

2eB
exp



−
iπ
(
k2‖ −m2

)

2eB





× Γ

(
−
k2‖ −m2

2eB

)
U

(
−
k2‖ −m2

2eB
, 0,

2k2
⊥

eB

)
.

(A26)

Appendix B: The density of states ρ(E)

In this appendix, we show the details for the calculation

of the density of states for the Landau level spectrum ρ(E)
defined in the main text. We start from the definition of the

density of states

ρ(E) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dp3
2π

∞∑

n=0

δ

(
E −

√
p23 +m2 + 2(n+ 1)eB

)

= 2

∞∑

n=0

∫ ∞

0

dp3
2π

δ
(
p3 −

√
E2 −m2 − 2(n+ 1)eB

)

p3/E

=
E

π

∞∑

n=0

Θ
(
E −

√
m2 + 2(n+ 1)eB

)

√
E2 −m2 − 2(n+ 1)eB

(B1)

Since this function, and hence the corresponding sum, is de-

fined for each fixed value of the energyE, there is a maximum

integer n = Nmax(E) at which the sum is truncated by the

condition imposed on the Heaviside step function

E −
√
m2 + 2(Nmax + 1)eB = 0, (B2)

that leads to the definition (with ⌊z⌋ the lowest integer part)

Nmax(E) = ⌊E
2 −m2

2eB
− 1⌋. (B3)

Hence, we have

ρ(E) = Θ(E −
√
m2 + 2eB)

E

π

×
Nmax(E)∑

n=0

1√
E2 −m2 − 2(n+ 1)eB

(B4)

In this finite sum, 0 ≤ n ≤ Nmax(E), we can redefine the

index by

ℓ ≡ Nmax(E)− n =⇒ 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ Nmax(E), (B5)

and hence we have the equivalent expression

ρ(E) = Θ(E −
√
m2 + 2eB)

E

π
√
eB

×
Nmax(E)∑

ℓ=0

1√
E2−m2−2(Nmax(E)+1)eB

2eB + ℓ
(B6)

Finally, using the property of the Riemann Zeta function

N∑

ℓ=0

(z + ℓ)−s = ζ(s, z)− ζ(s, z +N + 1), (B7)

we obtain

ρ(E) = Θ(E −
√
m2 + 2eB)

E

π
√
eB

×
[
ζ

(
1

2
,
E2 −m2 − 2eB

2eB
−Nmax(E)

)

−ζ
(
1

2
,
E2 −m2

2eB

)]
(B8)
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Appendix C: Computing Ã1 and Ã2

1. Weak magnetic field limit

We need to compute:

Ã1(q0) = −2i(eB)2
∫
d3p

p2⊥
(q20 − p23 − p2⊥ −m2 + iǫ)4

(C1)

so that in spherical coordinates, with p3 = p cos θ and p⊥ =
p sin θ:

Ã1(q0)

= −4πi(eB)2
∫ π

0

dθ sin3 θ

∫ ∞

0

dp
p4

(q20 − p2 −m2 + iǫ)4

= −4πi(eB)2
4

3

∫ ∞

0

dp
p4

(q20 − p2 −m2 + iǫ)4

= −4πi(eB)2
4

3

∫ ∞

0

dp
p4

(q20 − p2 −m2 + iǫ)4
(C2)

By defining

a2 ≡ q20 −m2 + iǫ, (C3)

and

a± =
√
q20 −m2 ± iǫ, (C4)

we can use complex integration:

Ã1(q0) = −4πi(eB)2
4

3

1

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dz
z4

(z2 − a2)4

= −4πi(eB)2
4

3

1

2

2πi

3!
lim
z→a+

d3

dz3

[
z4

(z − a−)4

]

= −4πi(eB)2
4

3

1

2

2πi

3!

(−3)

16(q20 −m2)3/2

= −π
2

6

(eB)2

(q20 −m2)3/2
. (C5)

On the other hand, at order O((eB)2):

Ã2(q0) = i

∫ +∞

−∞

dp3
q20 − (p3)2 −m2 + iǫ

= −i

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

z2 − a2

= −i

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

(z − a+)(z + a−)
(C6)

By choosing a contour closing upside, we get from the

residue theorem:

−i

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

(z − a+)(z + a−)
=

π

a+
. (C7)

Then:

Ã2(q0) =
π√

q20 −m2
(C8)

2. Arbitrary magnetic field

From the definition of Ã1:

Ã1(q0) =

∫
d3pA1(q0, p3;p⊥)

= i

∫
d3p

[
e−p2

⊥/eB

q20 − p23 −m2 + iǫ

+

∞∑

n=1

(−1)ne−p2
⊥/eB

Ln

(
2p2

⊥

eB

)
− Ln−1

(
2p2

⊥

eB

)

q20 − p23 −m2 − 2neB + iǫ

]

= I1 +
∞∑

n=1

(−1)nI2,n (C9)

Here, we defined

I1 = i

∫
d3p

e−p2
⊥/eB

q20 − p23 −m2 + iǫ

= −i

∫
d2p⊥e

−p2
⊥/eB

∫ ∞

−∞

dz

(z − a− iǫ)(z + a+ iǫ)

= −iπ(eB)
2πi

2(a+ iǫ)
=

π2eB√
q20 −m2 + iǫ

, (C10)

and

I2,n = i

∫
d3p e−p2

⊥/eB
Ln

(
2p2

⊥

eB

)
− Ln−1

(
2p2

⊥

eB

)

q20 − p23 −m2 − 2neB + iǫ
(C11)

In cylindrical coordinates, with azimuthal symmetry, d3p =
dp3πd(p

2
⊥). Moreover, in the integral over p⊥, define x =

2p2
⊥

eB , such that

I2,n =
πqB

2

∫ ∞

−∞

dp3
q20 −m2 − p23 − 2nqB + iǫ

×
∫ ∞

0

dx e−x/2 [Ln(x)− Ln−1(x)]

= 2πqB(−1)n
∫ ∞

−∞

dp3
q20 −m2 − p23 − 2nqB + iǫ

(C12)

where we used the identity (Gradshteyn-Ryzhik)

∫ ∞

0

dxe−bxLn(x) = (b− 1)
n
b−n−1 Re b > 0 (C13)

Inserting Eq. (47) and Eq. (49) into Eq. (46), we obtain (af-

ter shifting the index n→ n+ 1)

Ã1(q0) =
π2(eB)√
q20 −m2 + iǫ

(C14)

+2πqB

∫ +∞

−∞

dp3

∞∑

n=0

1

q20 −m2 − p23 − 2(n+ 1)eB + iǫ

Let us introduce the density of states for Landau levels

ρ(E) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dp3
2π

∞∑

n=0

δ (E − En(p3)) , (C15)
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with the dispersion relation for the spectrum

En(p3) =
√
p23 +m2 + 2(n+ 1)eB. (C16)

With these definitions, we obtain from Eq. (52) the exact

expression

Ã1(q0) =
π2eB√

q20 −m2 + iǫ
+ 4π2eB

∫ +∞

−∞

dE
ρ(E)

q20 − E2 + iǫ
,

(C17)

where, as shown in detail in Appendix B

ρ(E) = Θ(E −
√
m2 + 2eB)

E

π
√
eB

×
[
ζ

(
1

2
,
E2 −m2 − 2eB

2eB
−Nmax(E)

)

−ζ
(
1

2
,
E2 −m2

2eB

)]
, (C18)

where we defined

Nmax(E) = ⌊E
2 −m2

2eB
− 1⌋, (C19)

with ⌊x⌋ the integer part of x, and ζ(n, z) is the Riemann zeta

function.

On the other hand:

Ã2(q0) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dp3pA1(q0, p3;p⊥ = 0) (C20)

= i

∫ ∞

−∞

dp3
1

q20 − p23 −m2 + iǫ

+ i

∫ ∞

−∞

dp3

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n
Ln(0)− Ln−1(0)

q20 − p23 −m2 − 2neB + iǫ
,

where the second term vanishes, given that Ln(0) = 1 ∀n.

Hence

Ã2(q0) = I1 =
π2eB√

q20 −m2 + iǫ
. (C21)

3. Strong magnetic field limit

In this limit:

A1(q) = i
e−q2

⊥/eB

q2‖ −m2
,

(C22a)

A2(q) =
e−q2

⊥/eB

q2‖ −m2
, (C22b)

A3(q) = 0, (C22c)

D(q) = 2
e−2q2

⊥/eB

q2‖ −m2
(C22d)

and

Ã1(q) =
π2eB√
q20 −m2

(C23a)

Ã2(q0) =
π√

q20 −m2
. (C23b)

Appendix D: Vertex corrections at O(∆2)

The diagrams contributing at order ∆2 to the 4-point vertex

are depicted in Fig. 11, and hence their corresponding matrix

elements are given by the following integral expressions

Γ̂(a) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
γiSF(p− q)γj ⊗ γiSF(p

′ − q)γj ,

(D1a)

Γ̂(b) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
γiSF(p− q)γj ⊗ γiSF(p

′ + q)γj ,

(D1b)

and

Γ̂(c) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
γiSF(p+ q)γj ⊗ γiSF(p

′ − q)γj

(D1c)

In order to compute the former expressions, it is convenient

to introduce the notation

Γ̂
(λ,σ)

=

∫
d3q

(2π)3
γiSF(p+ λq)γj ⊗ γiSF(p

′ + σq)γj .

(D2)

where λ, σ = ±1. Then, we have the correspondence Γ̂(a) =

Γ̂(−,−), Γ̂(b) = Γ̂(−,+), and Γ̂(c) = Γ̂(+,−), respectively.

By considering the tensor structure of the propagator, it is

straightforward to realize that the full vertex, taking into ac-

count the multiplicity factors for each diagram,

Γ̂ = 2Γ̂(−,−) + 2Γ̂(−,+) + 4Γ̂(+,−), (D3)

leads to an effective interaction of the form

Γ̂ = ∆̃(ψ̄γiψ)(ψ̄γiψ) + other tensor structures, (D4)

where the renormalized coefficient ∆̃ is given up to second

order in ∆ by

∆̃ = ∆ + 2(∆)2
(
J (−,−)
2 + J (−,+)

2 + 2J (+,−)
2

+
(
1− ∂2x

)
(1 − ∂2y)J (−,−)

3 +
(
1− ∂2x

)
(1 − ∂2y)J (−,+)

3

+2
(
1− ∂2x

)
(1− ∂2y)J (+,−)

3

)
(D5)

Now, from Eq. (16):

Γ̂
(λ,σ)

= −
(
Γ̂

(λ,σ)

11 + Γ̂
(λ,σ)

12 + Γ̂
(λ,σ)

13 + Γ̂
(λ,σ)

21

+ Γ̂
(λ,σ)

22 + Γ̂
(λ,σ)

23 + Γ̂
(λ,σ)

31 + Γ̂
(λ,σ)

32 + Γ̂
(λ,σ)

33

)
,

(D6)
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where

Γ̂
(λ,σ)

11 =

∫
d3q

(2π)3

(
m+ /p‖ + λ/q‖

)(
m+ /p

′
‖
+ σ/q‖

)

×A1(p+ λq)A1(p
′ + σq), (D7a)

Γ̂
(λ,σ)

12 = iγ1γ2
∫

d3q

(2π)3

(
m+ /p‖ + λ/q‖

)(
m+ /p

′
‖
+ σ/q‖

)

×A1(p+ λq)A2(p
′ + σq), (D7b)

Γ̂
(λ,σ)

13 =

∫
d3q

(2π)3

(
m+ /p‖ + λ/q‖

)(
/p
′
⊥
+ σ/q⊥

)

× A1(p+ λq)A3(p
′ + σq), (D7c)

Γ̂
(λ,σ)

21 = iγ1γ2
∫

d3q

(2π)3

(
m+ /p‖ + λ/q‖

)(
m+ /p

′
‖
+ σ/q‖

)

× A2(p+ λq)A1(p
′ + σq), (D7d)

Γ̂
(λ,σ)

22 = −
∫

d3q

(2π)3

(
m+ /p‖ + λ/q‖

)(
m+ /p

′
‖
+ σ/q‖

)

× A2(p+ λq)A2(p
′ + σq), (D7e)

Γ̂
(λ,σ)

23 = iγ1γ2
∫

d3q

(2π)3

(
m+ /p‖ + λ/q‖

)(
/p
′
⊥
+ σ/q⊥

)

× A2(p+ λq)A3(p
′ + σq), (D7f)

Γ̂
(λ,σ)

31 =

∫
d3q

(2π)3

(
/p⊥ + λ/q⊥

)(
m+ /p

′
‖
+ σ/q‖

)

× A3(p+ λq)A1(p
′ + σq), (D7g)

Γ̂
(λ,σ)

32 = −iγ1γ2
∫

d3q

(2π)3

(
/p⊥ + λ/q⊥

)(
m+ /p

′
‖
+ σ/q‖

)

× A3(p+ λq)A2(p
′ + σq), (D7h)

Γ̂
(λ,σ)

33 =

∫
d3q

(2π)3

(
/p⊥ + λ/q⊥

)(
/p
′
⊥
+ σ/q⊥

)

× A3(p+ λq)A3(p
′ + σq). (D7i)

The latter equations can be condensed by defining a single

master integral in terms of A1 and its derivatives. To do so,

note that:
(
m+ /p‖ + λ/q‖

)(
m+ /p

′
‖
+ σ/q‖

)

= m2 +m
[
/p‖ + /p

′
‖
+ (σ + λ)/q‖

]
+ /p‖/p

′
‖

+ σ/p‖/q‖ + λ/q‖/p
′
‖
+ λσ

(
/q‖

)2
, (D8)

and given that Ai are even functions of q, the linear terms can

be ignored. Then:

(
m+ /p‖ + λ/q‖

)(
m+ /p

′
‖
+ σ/q‖

)

→ m2 +m
(
/p‖ + /p

′
‖

)
+ /p‖/p

′
‖
+ λσq2‖ . (D9)

Now, it is convenient to define:

P ≡ p′ + p

2
,

Q ≡ p′ − p

2
, (D10)

from which:

(
m+ /p‖ + λ/q‖

)(
m+ /p

′
‖
+ σ/q‖

)

→ m2 + 2m/P ‖ +
(
/P ‖ − /Q‖

)(
/P ‖ + /Q‖

)
+ λσq2‖ .

(D11)

Similarly:

(
m+ /p‖ + λ/q‖

)(
/p
′
⊥
+ σ/q⊥

)

→ m
(
/P⊥ + /Q⊥

)
+
(
/P ‖ − /Q‖

) (
/P⊥ + /Q⊥

)
, (D12)

(
/p⊥ + λ/q⊥

)(
m+ /p

′
‖
+ σ/q‖

)

→ m
(
/P⊥ − /Q⊥

)
+
(
/P⊥ − /Q⊥

)(
/P ‖ + /Q‖

)
, (D13)

and

(
/p⊥ + λ/q⊥

)(
/p
′
⊥
+ σ/q⊥

)

→
(
/P⊥ − /Q⊥

) (
/P⊥ + /Q⊥

)
− λσq2

⊥. (D14)

Moreover, Eqs. (20) provide relations between A1 and A2

and A3 so that by introducing the variables

x =
p2
⊥

eB
, y =

p
′2
⊥

eB
, (D15)

so that
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Γ̂
(λ,σ)

= −
[(
/P ‖ − /Q‖

)(
/P ‖ + /Q‖

)
+ 2m/P ‖ +m2

] [
1 + ∂x∂y − γ1γ2 (∂x − ∂y)

]
J (λ,σ)
1 (p, p′)

−
[(
/P ‖ − /Q‖

) (
/P⊥ + /Q⊥

)
+m

(
/P⊥ + /Q⊥

)] (
1− γ1γ2∂x

) (
1− ∂2y

)
J (λ,σ)
1 (p, p′)

−
[(
/P⊥ − /Q⊥

) (
/P ‖ + /Q‖

)
+m

(
/P⊥ − /Q⊥

)] (
1 + γ1γ2∂y

) (
1− ∂2x

)
J (λ,σ)
1 (p, p′)

−
(
/P⊥ − /Q⊥

) (
/P⊥ + /Q⊥

) (
1− ∂2x

) (
1− ∂2y

)
J (λ,σ)
1 (p, p′)

−λσ
[
1 + ∂x∂y − γ1γ2 (∂x − ∂y)

]
J (λ,σ)
2 (p, p′)− λσ

(
1− ∂2x

) (
1− ∂2y

)
J (λ,σ)
3 (p, p′), (D16)

where

J (λ,σ)
1 (p, p′) ≡

∫
d3q

(2π)3
A1(p+ λq)A1(p

′ + σq),

(D17a)

J (λ,σ)
2 (p, p′) ≡

∫
d3q

(2π)3
q2‖A1(p+ λq)A1(p

′ + σq),

(D17b)

and

J (λ,σ)
3 (p, p′) ≡

∫
d3q

(2π)3
q2
⊥A1(p+ λq)A1(p

′ + σq),

(D17c)

In order to simplify the integralsJi, we shall use the analyt-

ical expression for A1(k) Eq. (A24) (details in Appendix A):

A1(k) =
ie−k2

⊥/eB

2eB
exp



−
iπ
(
k2‖ −m2

)

2eB





× Γ

(
−
k2‖ −m2

2eB

)
U

(
−
k2‖ −m2

2eB
, 0,

2k2
⊥

eB

)
.

(D18)

1. The integral J1

We shall consider the integral:

J (λ,σ)
1 (p, p′) =

∫
d3q

(2π)3
A1(p+ λq)A1(p

′ + σq)(D19)

For the case (λ, σ) = (−1,−1) we change the integration

variables as follows

p′ − q = q′ +Q

p− q = q′ −Q (D20)

in what follows, we shall use q instead of q′. For notation

simplicity, we shall define the parameters

a = −D‖(q3 +Q‖)

2eB
,

a′ = −D‖(q3 −Q‖)

2eB
, (D21)

and we shall use the identity

Γ(a)U(a, ǫ, z) =
1

a
M(a, ǫ, z) + Γ(−1 + ǫ)zM(1 + a, 2, z),

(D22)

together with for ǫ→ 0+

Γ(−1 + ǫ) =
−1

ǫ
+ γe − 1 +O(ǫ), (D23)

where γe = 0.577 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. Also,

given that there is a strong exponential damping in the inte-

gral, we consider the expansion of the Kummer function for

small values of its argument, that is given by

M(a, b, z) = 1 +
a

b
z +O(z2), (D24)

so that, after removing the divergences, we end up with the

integral

J (−,−)
1 (p, p′) =

(
i

2eB

)2

e−
2Q2

⊥
eB

∫ ∞

−∞

dq3
2π

eiπ(a+a
′)
∫ ∞

0

d2q⊥
(2π)2

e−
2q2

⊥
eB Γ (a)U

(
a, ǫ,

(q +Q)2⊥
eB

)
Γ (a′)U

(
a′, ǫ,

(q −Q)2⊥
eB

)

=
1

(2π)3

(
i

2eB

)2

e−
2Q2

⊥
eB

∫ ∞

−∞

dq3 e
iπ(a+a′)

×
∫ ∞

0

d2q⊥e
−

2q2
⊥

eB

[
1

a
+
γe − 1

eB

(
q2
⊥ + 2Q⊥ · q⊥ +Q2

⊥

)] [ 1
a′

+
γe − 1

eB

(
q2
⊥ − 2Q⊥ · q⊥ +Q2

⊥

)]
(D25)
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Let us focus into the integrand. At order O(q2
⊥), we have:

[
1

a
+
γe − 1

eB

(
q2
⊥ + 2Q⊥ · q⊥ +Q2

⊥

)] [ 1
a′

+
γe − 1

eB

(
q2
⊥ − 2Q⊥ · q⊥ +Q2

⊥

)]

≃ 1

aa′
+

(γe − 1)q2
⊥

eB

(
1

a
+

1

a′
+

2(γe − 1)Q2
⊥

eB

)
+

(γe − 1)(2Q⊥ · q⊥)

eB

(
1

a′
− 1

a

)

− (γe − 1)2(2Q⊥ · q⊥)
2

eB2
+

(γe − 1)Q2
⊥

eB

(
1

a
+

1

a′

)
.

(D26)

Then, by defining:

z ≡ 2q2
⊥

eB
, (D27)

such that

Q⊥ · q⊥ = |Q⊥| |q⊥| cos θ =
√
eB

2
|Q⊥|z1/2 cos θ,

d3q = dq3 d
2q⊥ =

eB

4
dzdθdq3, (D28)

where after angular integration we obtain:

J (−,−)
1 (p, p′) =

1

(2π)3
πeB

2

(
i

2eB

)2

e−
2Q2

⊥
eB

×
∫ ∞

−∞

dq3e
− iπ

2eB (D‖(q3+Q‖)+D‖(q3−Q‖))

×
∫ ∞

0

dze−z

{
1

aa′
+

(γe − 1)

2

(
1

a
+

1

a′

)
z

+
(γe − 1)Q2

⊥

eB

(
1

a
+

1

a′

)}
. (D29)

Performing the integration over z:

J (−,−)
1 (p, p′) = − eB

4π2
e−

2Q2
⊥

eB e−
iπ(Q2

‖
−m2)

eB

×
∫ ∞

−∞

dq3
exp

(
iπ
2eB q

2
3

)
(
Q2

‖ − q23 −m2 + iǫ
)2

− 4Q2
3q

2
3

×
[
1−

(γe − 1)Q2
⊥

(
Q2

‖ − q23 −m2
)

(eB)2

−
(γe − 1)

(
Q2

‖ − q23 −m2
)

eB

]
(D30)

In what follows, we shall set the external 3-momenta to

zero, except for the presence of theQ⊥ factors, those we shall

keep in order to use this expression as a generating function.

Then:

J (−,−)
1 (p, p′) = − eB

4π2
e−

2Q2
⊥

eB

×
∫ ∞

−∞

dq3

(q23 +m2 + iǫ)
2 exp

[
iπ

2eB

(
q23 +m2

)]

×
[
1 +

(γe − 1)Q2
⊥

(
q23 +m2

)

(eB)2
+

(γe − 1)
(
q23 +m2

)

eB

]

(D31)

Now, from the well-known results
∫ ∞

−∞

dx

x2 +m2
exp

[
iπ

2b
(x2 +m2)

]

=
π

m

[
1− (1− i)C

(
m√
b

)
− (1 + i)S

(
m√
b

)]
,

(D32a)

and
∫ ∞

−∞

dx

(x2 +m2)2
exp

[
iπ

2b
(x2 +m2)

]

=
(1 − i)π

2
√
bm2

e
iπm2

2b

+
(b + iπm2)π

2bm3

[
1− (1− i)C

(
m√
b

)
− (1 + i)S

(
m√
b

)]
,

(D32b)

where C(x) and S(x) are the cosine and sine Fresnel inte-

grals, respectively. From the property:

C(x) + iS(x) =

√
π

2

1 + i

2
erf

(
1− i√

2
x

)
, (D33)

we have:

J (−,−)
1 (p, p′) = − eB

4π2
e−

2Q2
⊥

eB

{
(1− i)π

2
√
eBm2

e
iπm2

2eB

+
(eB + iπm2)π

2(eB)m3

[
1−

√
π

2
erf

(
1− i√

2

m√
eB

)]

+
π(γe − 1)

(eB)m

(
1 +

Q2
⊥

eB

)[
1−

√
π

2
erf

(
1− i√

2

m√
eB

)]}
,

(D34)

where erf(x) is the error function.
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2. The integral J2

For this integral, note that q2‖ = −q23 , so that after integra-

tion over z we get:

J (−,−)
2 (p, p′) =

eB

4π2
e−

2Q2
⊥

eB

×
∫ ∞

−∞

dq3
q23

(q23 +m2 + iǫ)
2 exp

[
iπ

2eB

(
q23 +m2

)]

×
[
1 +

(γe − 1)Q2
⊥

(
q23 +m2

)

(eB)2
+

(γe − 1)
(
q23 +m2

)

eB

]

(D35)

By using:

∫ ∞

−∞

dx
x2

x2 +m2
exp

[
iπ

2b
(x2 +m2)

]

= (1 + i)e
iπm2

2b

√
b

− mπ

[
1− (1− i)C

(
m√
b

)
− (1 + i)S

(
m√
b

)]
,

(D36a)

and
∫ ∞

−∞

dx
x2

(x2 +m2)2
exp

[
iπ

2b
(x2 +m2)

]

=
(i− 1)π√

b
e

iπm2

2b

+
(ib+ πm2)π

2bm

[
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(
m√
b

)
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(
m√
b

)]
,

(D36b)

we get:

J (−,−)
2 (p, p′) =

eB

4π2
e−

2Q2
⊥
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×
{
(i− 1)π√
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3. The integral J3

By following the same procedure, it is straightforward to

obtain at order O(z):

J (−,−)
3 (p, p′) = −eB

2
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2
√
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[
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√
π

2
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(
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2

m√
eB

)]}
,

(D37)

Moreover, it is easy to check that

J (+,+)
n (p, p′) = J (−,−)

n (p, p′)

J (+,−)
n (p, p′) = J (−,+)

n (p, p′) = J (−,−)
n (p, p′) |Q→P ,

(D38)

for n = 1, 2, 3.


