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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 Ap. 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 A g 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 QEDo; [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'/ec = z71. Moreover, we show that 23 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 Ap.

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 1 (x), as well as gauge fields
AF(z). In the later, we shall distinguish three physically dif-
ferent contributions

At () — AM(z) + AR (z) + 0 AL5(x). (1)

Here, A*(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 6 AL (x) with respect to the mean value Ag(z),
satisfying the statistical properties

(6 AL (x)6AfG (X)) = Apd; k0% (x — x'),
(0Agg(x)) = 0. 2)

These statistical properties are represented by a Gaussian
functional distribution of the form

as [SAI‘;G(X)]Z

dP[6ALl =Ne 7’ “ " 7225 DAL (x)].  (3)

Therefore, we write the Lagrangian for this model as a su-
perposition of two terms

L = Lrps + LnBG, 4
|

where the first represents the system of Fermions (and pho-
tons) immersed in the deterministic background field (FBG)

Lrpc =

§ (0~ eAng — eA—m) v~ TFuF, (5)

while the second therm represents the interaction between the
Fermions and the classical noise (NBG)

b (—edAp) ¥ (6)

The generating functional (in the absence of sources) for a
given realization of the noisy fields is given by

B /DW;’ 1/}]eifd4w[LFBG+£NBG], @)

To study the physics of this system, we need to calculate the
statistical average over the magnetic background noise J Af
of the In Z. For this purpose, we apply the replica method,
which is based on the following identity [23]

Lngc =

In Z[A] = 111% w (8)
Here, we defined the statistical average according to the
Gaussian functional measure of Eq. (3), and Z" is obtained
by incorporating an additional “replica” component for each
of the Fermion fields, i.e. ¢ (z) — ¥*(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

[5A§G(x)]2

ZnA] = /ﬁp[wa, ] /D [pAL e S P s

Xeif d'z 3",
-1

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

(LFBG['I,ZQ-,'I,ZJQJJFLDBG["LGwwa])

e, ©)

S [yt p* Al = / d'z <Z ) (i — edpg — eAd —m) ¢ — EFWFW>

9 3
+iS ?B/d‘l:z:/d‘lyzz_:

Clearly, we end up with an effective interacting theory, with
an instantaneous local interaction proportional to the fluctu-
ation amplitude Ap 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
A (x). We choose this background to represent a uniform,
static magnetic field along the z-direction B = é3 B, using the

IV P (@) ()0 ()63 (x — ). (10)

gauge [12]
" 1 2 1
Ap(z) = 5(0, —Ba?, Bz, 0). (11)

Therefore, this allows us to use directly the Schwinger proper-
time representation of the free-Fermion propagator dressed by



the background field, as follows [11, 12]

> an(eBT .
[Se (k)] 4= —idayb/ AT (R e 2 )
' o cos

(eBT)
X { [cos(eBt) +iv'y?sin(eB1)] (m + Ey)
ky
+COS(€BT) } ’ (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 g** = gﬂ”’ +¢'l", with

gl‘l“j = diag(1,0,0,—1),

glj_’/ :diag(ov_lv_lvo)a (13)

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

F=k.+k, (14)

and
k2 = kﬁ - k2. (15)
In particular, kﬁ = k% — k3, while k; = (k', k?) is the Eu-
clidean 2-vector lying in the plane perpendicular to the field,

such that its square-norm is k% = k7 + k3. The Schwinger
propagator can be expressed as

[Se(k)] o = =100 [(m + k) As

s 0A; 0% Ay
1.2
+(ieB)iyty (m + }é”) oz 8(ki)2}

= —idap [(m + k“) Ay +iv'y? (m + %H) Az + A3%J_}
(16)

+ (ieB)* ¥,

Here, we defined the function
oo 2
Aq (k7 B) = / dTeiT(kﬁ7m2+iE)7i:_§ tan(eB‘r)’ (17)
0

that clearly reproduces the inverse scalar propagator (with
Feynman prescription) in the zero-field limit

i i
k2 —m?2 +ie  Do(k)’

lim Ai(k,B) = (18)
with

Do(k) = k2 — m? + ie, (19)
and its derivatives

As(k, B) E/ dr tan(eBT)eiT(kﬁ7tB(T)k2¢7m2+iE)
0

. 0A
ieB 8(ki) ,

(20a)

o0 dr s (12 2 2.
k. B) = lT(k“—tB(T)kL—m +1€)
As(k, B) /0 cosz(eBT)e

9% A
0(k?)*

= A; + (ieB)? (20b)

Moreover, with these definitions it is straightforward to ver-
ify that the inverse of the Schwinger propagator Eq. (16) is
given by:

= Km - ku) Ay —iy'y? (m - %”) As
—Ask, ], (21)

where
Dk) = A3 - (A3 - ) (K -m?). @

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

A

III. PERTURBATION THEORY: SELF-ENERGY AND
VERTEX CORRECTIONS

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

N

FIG. 2. Skeleton diagram representing the self-energy for the ef-
fective interacting theory. The dashed line is the disorder-induced
interaction A g, while the box I represents the 4-point vertex func-
tion.

IV. SELF-ENERGY AT ORDER A

It is possible to express the background-noise contribution
to the self-energy (where for notational simplicity, we define



A

A
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FIG. 3. Self-energy diagram at first order in A = e?Ap.

the parameter A = e?Ap), as depicted in the Feynman dia-
gram in Fig. (3), by the integral expression

A~ 3 N
Yalg) = (iA)/ (;ZWZ;?) ¥ Sr(p+q;po = 0);

GA
- E;l g/dgp {3(7%0 —m) Ai(qo, p3ipL) (23)
)
0
‘H’Yl’}/z (m - q0’70) (ieB) —3p2 A1 (qo, ps; pJ_)} .
1

The derivative term in the last expression can be integrated
in cylindrical coordinates d®p = wdpsd(p? ), as follows

0
/d3p @Ad%,m;pﬂ
+o0 [e'e] ) a
=7T/ dps/ d(pJ_)a—z-Al(QOap?);pJ_)
—00 0 Pl

“+o0
= —w/ dpsAi(qo,p3;pL = 0), 24

— 00

where the identity limp2 o A1(qo,ps;pr) = 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)

A i(iA
ale) = ((27T)g [

—iy'y2(ireB) (m — qo7°) AVQ(Q()):| , (25

3 (v°q0 — m) A1 (o)

where we have defined:

Ai(qo) E/d?)pAl(QOapS;PJ_)a

_ +o0
A2(qo0) E/ dpsAi(qo,p3; pL = 0). (26)

— 00

Inserting the first-order in A 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 A

Sx(k) = Sg (k) — Sa, 27)

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

3t =1 "+ o A
- :él((qq)) i ?éf):z A (QO)} (07°)
- :m;l(Qq()q) - imﬁ((;iigeB)jz(qO)} (iv'7?)
R S
N 1“;1(((]‘1)) (¢37%) HDV?Z) (i77257%) _i%ﬂ

(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
eo By = iv172¢B. 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

e For 1:
mAi(q)  3m({A) ~ _ m'Ai(g)
Dlg) @y 0= Tpgy W
e For ~!4240:
Ax(q) im(iA)(eB) 7\ _ Az(q)
Dl) ~ @mp P0I=F Ay O
* For 12
mAs(q)  imr(iA)(eB) ~ m' As(q)
P R T E L )
(29¢)
Then, solving the system of equations we obtain
o 3iA .Z1(L]o)
z=1+ 277 (g D(q), (30a)
ir(iA)(eB) Az (go)
25 = 1- (2m)3 _ -A2(qq) D(q) (30b)
1+ 3iA A1(¢10)D(q) ’
(2m)3 A1(q)
m =m, (30c)



and

oo 3iA A (g0)
i (” G Aila)

-1
D(Q)) (30d)

With these definitions into the “magnetic noise-dressed” in-
verse propagator Eq. (28), after organizing the different tensor
structures, we obtain the expression

Sxt(q) = Di(zq) [(m —qo7° — 27 "q37°) Ai(q)
—z3 (i7'9?) (m
—iAg(q)z_ng

= pig L =) A@) = 2 (19'7%) (m — §, ) Ael@)

~ids(a)q, | (3D

— g0’ — 27 'g37%) A2(q)

where in the last line we defined the four-vector ¢V =
(¢°, 27 1q) that incorporates the definition of the effective re-
fraction index v’/c = 27! 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

Sa@) = = 28 [(m-+7,) At

tizgy'y? (m+ ) Aol) + As(a)d, | 6D
where D(g) was defined in Eq. (22), and

D(q) = A32 %3 — (A7 — A7) (zquﬁ - m2) (33)

Let us now discuss the explicit magnetic field and magnetic
noise dependence of the renormalized parameters defined in
Egs. (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/m? < 1

As shown in detail in the Appendix A, for very weak fields
eB/m? < 1 the function A; (k, B) can be expanded in terms
of the power series

oo

Ai(k,B) = — 1+Z(§—B>Jsj<x> . G4

I pae

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

D) = ki —m’ + e, (35)

and the dimensionless variable z = k% /eB. We also de-
fined the polynomials £;(z), as those generated by the func-

tion e~1Ttanv e

8j —ixtanwv
Ej(x) = gl_)l% o7 (e )- (36)
For instance, the explicit analytical expressions for the first
three polynomials (j = 1,2, 3) are as follows
gl (CC) = —iCC,
Ey(x) = —a?,
E3(x) = —2ix + iz
At the lowest order, after subtracting the divergent vacuum
contribution from Eq. (34), we have after Eq. (A15) (see Ap-
pendix A for details),
—2i(eB)* k%

A B B2 = i

— Ay (k,0) = +O0((eB)).

(37

Therefore, using this weak field expansion of the propaga-
tor, we calculate the integral (details in Appendix C)

_ , pL
A = —9i(eB 2/d3 .
1(q0) (eB) p(qg—pg—pJ_Q—m2+16)4

2

72 (eB)?

(@ —m

In addition, at order O((eB)?) we also need to evaluate the
integral (details in Appendix C)

- +oo d
s P3
Az(w) = 1/_00 a3 — (p*)? —m? +ie
v

S — (39)

Therefore, from Eqs. (30a), (37), (38), and (39), we can
directly evaluate the renormalization parameters to obtain

(38)

3IA Ai(qo)
= e Ag W
. AeB) al
81 (¢ —m?+1i€)3(g3 — m? + ie)3/2
— 1+ 0((eB)Y), (40)

and similarly from Eq. (30b)
z3 =1+ 0((eB)*). (41)

B. Intermediate field

For intermediate magnetic field intensities, we can calculate
the integral .A; 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 B TR = (1+ 1) —WZ )" L2 (2 (42)



since
efiztanv = exp [—ZZ? (1 o ef2iv) / (1 + 672“))} (43)
= (1+e ) ey (=1)"e *" Ly (22)
n=0

Therefore, we have (for z = k% /eB)

Ai(k) =e™" (Z(—l)”Lg(zx)/O drel(Pi—2(n+1)eB)r
n=0

+Z DL (2x) /0 drei<Dll—2”eB>T> (44)

Evaluating the exponential integrals, we obtain

D > " LY (2x
Au(k) = e (;(_1) D, —2(2 +)1)6B
Ny Lo(22)
+,§(_1) m) #3)
_ LO n(2z) — Ly _ 1(253)]
N D” L nzl 1— 2n;ﬁ ]

Inserting this expression into the definition of Ay of
Eq. (26), we obtain

Ai(qo) = /dgpAl(%,ps;pL)

*i/dg e~ Pl/eB
Pl@ = —m2+ie

E ZPi) (2p2 )
oo —_ L jud i By
—1
n 7pJ_/eB L, ( eB n eB

— q@@ —p3 —m? — 2neB + ie
=T+ Y (-1)"Tam (46)
n=1
Here, we defined
2
efpj_/eB
L =il d®
1 1/ pqg_pg_m2+16
m2eB

= 47
g —m?+ie

and

oy msiyen L () ~bos (%)
I n — i d “Pui/e 8
> 1/ pe @ —p3— m2—2neB+1e( )
We calculate the momentum integrals in cylindrical coor-

dinates, making use of the azimuthal symmetry, such that
d3p = dpsmd(p? ). Moreover, in the integral over p, we

0 10 20 30 40 50
E/m

FIG. 4. Spectral density for the Landau level spectrum p(FE), as a
function of the dimensionless energy scale E/m, for different val-
ues of the average background magnetic field eB/m?. The inset is
shown in order to appreciate in detail the staircase pattern produced
by the discrete Landau levels.

2PL
5> such that

I, — meB /°° dps
Zn T Ty oo @3 —m? —p% —2ngB +ie
X / dze /2 [Ly(x) — Ln_1(z)]
0

>~ dps
= 2meB(—1)" 49
meB(-1) /Ooqo—m2—p3—2an+1e )

define the auxiliary variable x =

where we used the identity [26]
/ dre ™" L,(z) = (b—1)"b"""! Reb>0. (50)
0

Inserting Eq. (47) and Eq. (49) into Eq. (46), we obtain (af-
ter shifting the index n — n + 1)

- m2(eB
Ai(q) = 2(—2) eb
qQo —m” 1€
+o0 e 1
+2 eB/ d i
T . p3;q3_m2_p§_2(n—|—1)63+16

Let us introduce the density of states for Landau levels

d
p(E) = / ngéE Eu(ps).  (52)
n=0

with the dispersion relation for the spectrum

E,(ps) = \/p§+m2+2(n+ 1)eB. (53)



As shown in detail in Appendix B

() = O(E — v/m? + 2¢B)—2

m™eB
1 E? —m? —2¢eB
)
1 E?2 —m?
—¢ (5, W)} ) 54
where we defined

E?2 —m?
Npoo(E) = | ——— — 1], 55
(B) = =52~ 1] (55)

with |z | the integer part of x, and {(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/m? > 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 e B/ m? < 1, the
spectral density exhibits a denser, quasi-continuum behavior.

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

expression
- n2eB oo p(E)
A = + 471'283/ dE ———-F—,
@) @ —m? +ie e @~ EPie
(56)
On the other hand, from Eq. (26) we have
As(q0) = / dpspAi (qo, p3; pL = 0) (57)

./Ood 1
=1
L p3q§—p§—m2+ie
. o = Ln(o) - Lnfl(o)
d -1
+1Lm p3;( ) qg—p%—mQ—QneB—i—le’

where the second term vanishes, given that L, (0) = 1 Vn.
Hence, we end up with the simple expression

JZ(Q(QO) =

T
L —m? +ie

In order to evaluate the formulas for z in Eq. (30a) and 23 in
Eq. (30b), we also need to evaluate the following coefficients
(for z = k% /(eB))

(58)

. O0A 0A
— jeBZAL Y
Az =ieBgy =i,
o i (—1) (Ln(2:1:) — 9L (22) — Lp_1(22) + 2L'n,1(2x))
== |1+ neB
D, P 1—2%]
0% A 0% Ay
= ieB?2 " — 4, — =
As A+ (18 ) a(ki)z A 22
e 2 (—1)" (Ln(2x) — Ln_1(22) — 2L, (22) + AL (22) + 2L,_,(2z) — 4L;;_1(2x))
= ZD— el (59)
I =1 1 =257
Finally, in order to further simplify these expressions, it is L;;(2I) = 9n72L5127)2(2:c), (61)
convenient to use the identities
where 6, is the Heaviside step function
/ LW 22), n>1 1, n>k
L (22) = { 01, otherwise In—tk = 0, otherwise (62)
=0, 1- Lijll (22), (60) With these identities, we obtain the final expressions
J
ol i (—1) (Ln(2:v) +2LW (22) — Ly (22) — 20, - L;122(2x)) .
2= 5 ne
D — 1-2 Df
e o (—1)" (Ln(2x) L (22) + 200 (20) + 40,5 - L2 (22) — 2LV (22) — 46,5 - L;223(2x))

As = z'eDII Z

n=1

_9neB
1 21)“



With these expressions, we evaluate

D(k) = AZK: — (A7 — A3) (kf —m®), (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 gy /m, as well as the magnitude of
the average background magnetic field e B/m?, respectively.

C. Ultra-intense (LLL) field e B/m? > 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 e B/m? > 1.
Here, we obtain the corresponding asymptotic expression for
Ai(q) by considering only the lowest-Landau level (LLL)
n = 0 in Eq. (46). Therefore, we have

(65)

and the corresponding expressions for its derivatives are

e—9l/eB
Az(q) = Wa (66)
and
As(g) = 0. (67)
Similarly, we also have
D(q) = 2%. (68)
g —m

Finally, the integrals of .4 (¢) are given, in this approxima-
tion, by the expressions

~ 2¢B
Ailg) = ——. (692)
9% —m
As(q0) = ——=— (69b)
4 —m

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

(70)

and

z3

- A(eB)e_qi/EB .
—_— | Z
4/ g3 — m?
14 A(eB)e’;-i/(eB)
. 4w/ q3—m? 71
B 3 A(eB)efqi/(eB) 1)

T

Remarkably, while for very large magnetic fields z ~
eB/m? grows linearly, z3 instead converges asymptotically
to the constant limit

1
lim 23 = 3 (72)

%/m

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

dimensionless energy scale go/m. Here p3 = pﬁ —m?.
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FIG. 6. Wavefunction renormalization factor z as a function of the

dimensionless magnetic field scale e B/m?. Here p3 = pﬁ —m?,

and eB/m? € [10, 500]
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FIG. 7. Charge renormalization factor z3 as a function of the dimen-

sionless energy scale go/m. Here p? = pﬁ —m2
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FIG. 8. Charge renormalization factor z3 as a function of the dimen-
sionless magnetic field scale eB/m?. Here p? = pﬁ — m?, and

eB/m? € [10, 500

Let us now summarize the behavior of the renormaliza-
tion factors z and z3 as a function of the energy scale ¢o/m,
and the average background magnetic field e B/m?, 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 qo/m, that asymptotically reaches the limit

0.2} mA =0.1; ¢3=0 1

1 1

2 4 6 8 10 12

CJo/m

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

sionless energy scale go/m. Here p3 = pﬁ —m?2
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eB/m?

FIG. 10. Effective refraction index v’ /c as a function of the dimen-
sionless magnetic field scale eB/m?. Here p3 = pﬁ — m?, and

eB/m? € [10, 500]

z — 1 as go/m > 1, for all values of the average back-
ground magnetic field e B/m?. 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 = 271,



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’ /¢ — 1 as go/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 go/m, but this effect becomes neg-
ligible a large energy scales go/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).

VL. VERTEX CORRECTIONS AT O(A?)

Let us now consider the renormalization of the effective in-
teraction term A — A, 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 A? to the 4-point vertex I are depicted
in Fig. 11.

Therefore, the matrix elements corresponding to each dia-
gram are given by the following integral expressions

A dq .
L = / e Se(p — a)v’ @ 7 Se(p’ — q)v;.,(73a)

. 43 . .
I'ev = / ﬁ Y SE(p — @)7’ @ YiSe(p" + q)7;,(73b)

and

. d3 ) .
o= / (27r(§3 Y Se(p + @)y’ ® %iSe(p' — q)7;-(730)

In order to compute the expressions above, it is convenient
to introduce the notation
3

A (X,0) d i .
r = / ﬁ Y Se(p + Ag)y’ @ viSe(p' + 0q)v;,
(74)

p p-q p p pP-q p
| | h h \\ h // h
| | N Ve
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FIG. 11. Diagrams contributing to the 4-point vertex function I at
order A%

where A\, 0 = £1. Then, we have the correspondence f‘(a) =
D), Ty = 1) and Iy = D7), 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

I =20(7) g op(H) pgptH), (75)
The former leads to an effective interaction of the form
I = A(Py")) (y*1)) + other tensor structures, (76)

where the renormalized coefficient A is given, up to second
order in A (see Appendix D for details) by the expression

A=a+2n? (g7 + 7 +2gft)
+(1-)(1-T T+ (1-P)a-a)g
+2(1-02) (1 - ag)jgf*’*)) . 77)

Here, we defined the integrals

o 7 — ’ A /
k71(>\7 )(p’p)_/ﬁ 23A1(p+/\q) 1(p 09)7
(783)

T o) = [ LA+ ) A + o)
(78b)
and
o) o [ g ,
7w = [ e i+ A A+ 7).
(78¢)
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In order to calculate the integrals 7;, we shall use the
analytical expression for A; (k) Eq. (A24) (details in Ap-
pendix A):

ie—ki/eB im (kﬁ — m2)
Ay (k) = “2ep P |~ %8B (79)
2 2 2 2
S O IO P O 51
2eB 2¢B "7 eB |’

A. The integral 71

Let us first consider the integral
3

(p,p’)Z/ 4

(2m)?

(A0)

T

Ai(p+ XA (p’ + oq). (80)

For the case (), o)
variables as follows

(—1,—1) we change the integration

P—q=q¢+Q,

p—qg=q —Q. (81)

For notational simplicity, in what follows we shall use ¢

J
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77) as a function of the fermion’s energy. Here, we take () = 0 and

instead of ¢/, and we shall define the parameters

_ Dyles+Q)

a 2eB

~Dyles — Q)
2eB '

)

/
a =

(82)
Furthermore, we shall use the identity (for z = 2qi /eB)

T(a)U(a,¢,z) = éM(a, 62)+0(=1+¢€)2zM(1+a,2,z2),
(83)

along with the singular expansion for ¢ — 07
-1

I(—1+e¢) = T—I—”ye—l—FO(e), (84)
where 7. = 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+ %z+0(z2), (85)

so that, after regularization by removing the divergences in
1/e, we end up with the integral

(86)

0@ (ae I p@)p (o0 2
2 Lo ve—1, 5 2
+QJ_)} |:;+ B (qL—QQL-ql_FQJ_)].

[ a eB
Furthermore, we shall set the external 3-momenta to zero,

except for the presence of the () ; factors, that we shall keep as



finite in order to use this expression as a generating function.
Therefore, the integral reduces to the simpler expression

T p,p) =

> dgs i
></_oo(q§+m2+ie) [23(qg+m)]

(e = DQE (i3 +m*) (e —1) (63 +m?)

1
+ (eB)? eB

X

(87)

Performing the last integral explicitly, we obtain (details in
Appendix D)

- eB 2% [ (1= ipm?
j( I ) , / = ———e¢ eB ——~ ¢ 2eB
1 (p p) ) 2 /—eBm2

A e ()

i (1+%) [ o))

(88)
where erf(x) is the error function.
B. The integral 7>
For this second integral, we notice that qﬁ = —q3, so that

after integration over z = 2q?% /(eB) we obtain (details in

Appendix D)

(—,—) , eB 2%
Iy (p,p') = HG B

oo q3 .
X dgz3————=—— exp [ g5 +m }
/_oo (g2 + m? +ie) 205 (6 + )

(e = DQE (i3 +m*) (e —1) (63 +m?)
(eB)? eB

X |1+

(89)

After performing the remaining momentum integral over
q3, as shown in detail in Appendix D, we finally obtain

eB _29%

Jg(”*)(p,p’) =-—e B

472
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veB
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C. The integral 73

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( =) , = ———¢ 2c¢B
3 (p p ) {72 9 /_eBmQ
(eB +imrm?)7

2(eB)m3 [l_ \/?erf<1\}i¢ni)]
gt [ ()] |

Moreover, it is straightforward to verify the following rela-
tions

T p,p) = T (v, 0)
T pp) =T Ppp) =

eB? L{ (1—D)7 w2
eB ——

(90)

T (pp) losps
1N

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 (A — A)/(2A%), 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 A display a large enhancement (in
absolute value) at low energy scales pg/m < 1, while asymp-
totically A — Aat higher energies po/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’ /¢, 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



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 A of the spa-
tial auto-correlation function of the background noise. Our
perturbative results show that, up to first order in A, 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 = 271, and effective charge ¢/ = 23e,
where z and z3 are renormalization factors. We showed that
z presents a monotonically decreasing behaviour as a func-
tion of the energy go/m, that reaches the asymptotic limit
z — 1 as qo/m > 1, for all values of the average background
magnetic field eB/m?. 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 = 271, since at low energy
scales v’ /¢ < 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’ /¢ — 1 as go/m > 1.

Our results show that the effective quasi-particle charge
experiences a strong renormalization z3 < 1 at low ener-
gies qo/m, while the effect becomes negligible a large energy
scales gop/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’ /¢ =
271 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-
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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 lp = 1/ VeB, 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 e B/m? > 1.

Moreover, we also showed that 4-point vertex corrections
at the second order in A? lead to a renormalized A =
A + O(A?), whose relative magnitude grows with the av-
erage magnetic field intensity e B/m?, and tend to decrease
with the quasi-particle energy scale po/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 A,

We can calculate the integral A; in terms of Landau levels
by means of the generating function of the Laguerre polyno-
mials

e 3T = (141) —WZ )" Ly (x (AD
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Evaluating the exponential integrals,
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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 e B = 0.

1. Expansion for low magnetic fields

Notice that, from Eq. (44) we have the identities
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Therefore, we can calculate the following expansions
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A (CD)MLO20) 1 (2eB)"
2 p —anen ~ oy 2\ D,
n=0 | I 0 Il
X [e—w Z(—l)"n’“L?l@x)]
n=0
_ 1 i(&fB)k 1 ok <e—imtanv)
1 =\ Dy ) (=20F vk \1+e2v )|,
(A8)

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

. (e’ . k
A= — 1+ <@> b5 ) (A9)
1 Dy < ; D k()

Here, we have defined the polynomials & (z) (for z =

k3 /eB) as generated by the function e~i®tan v,
oF ot
Ex(x) = lim = (70"") (A10)
The first few cases

&1(x) = —ix

82 (.CC) = —;1;2

E(x) = —2ix + ix®

Ea(x) = 2" — 8a?

Es(x) = —ix® + 20iz® — 16iz

Es(z) = —2° + 402" — 136> (A1)
(A12)

Substituting these expressions into the series Eq. (34), it
can be reorganized as an expansion in terms of the variable
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y = k3 /Dy, as follows

A = l+y+y?+4°2+..)

DH I

-2 ) (14 4y + 10y> +20y* +...)

wof5)

+

1 2 Y
T—y Dy ) (1—y)*

(5
8< I) 24+ 17y +77y° +..))

eB\* y(3y +2) (eB)6
48 (_) yBy 2| o (B (A13)
Dy) (A-y)r Dy
Finally, using the simple identity
k2 2 2 .
D||(1—y):D||(1—D—”):k —m” + 1€ (A14)
we obtain the final form
i eB\? Y
= —-—m _— 2 —_
Al k2 — m2 + i€ (D ) (1 — y)3
B\* y(3y +2 B
8 <e_> y(3y + 6) 0By
D) (1-y) D
i —2i(eB)?*k? 4
= O((eB)*).
k2 —m? +ie + k2 — m2 +i¢)” +0((eB)7)
(A15)

2. A closed expression in terms of Hypergeometric functions

In order to simplify the integrals J;, let us to provide an
analytical expression for A; (k). From the generating function
of the Laguerre’s polynomials:

1 ¢
1+oe 7P (1 n tx) > (A16)

o0

Yo (=DrLy () =

n=0

then, by defining:

t
b= —— Al7
14t (A7)
we get:
0o b
_ p\tta bz _1\n a
(1—b)itee n§:o( 1) 7(1_b)nLn(:v). (A18)

Multiplying by b° /(1 — b)#+2:

o0

P14 b)* P et = ()P

n=0

— ) "L (),

(A19)



so that:
o g1 - — (=1)"L5 ()
dbbP (14 b)* P lebr = — (7”.
/0 ( ) ‘ 1;) n+B8+1
(A20)

Now by setting b — —b:

~ (“D)"Ly(2) 5/“’ g1
Yo = (1 db b (1 4 by F-tebe
n=0 TL—}—B—}—l ( ) 0 ( * ) ‘

= "T(1+ U1+ 8,1+ a, ),
(A21)

where I'(z), and Ul(a, b, z) are the gamma-function and the
confluent hypergeometric function, respectively.
Now, from Eq. (A4):

Ar = ;J <D —2(n+1)eB *

_x o0 (

(—1)"L%(2I))
D” — 2neB

ie —1)" L0 (2x) N (1) L0 (2z)
2B lnr(1-58)  noah

(A22)
Therefore, by using Eq. (A21):

ie "
Ar=-98

X 671”272_‘1‘31" Dy U Dy 1,2z
2B 2B’
D
7iﬂ(l+%> D” H
r 1,2x
te < 5e5) Y\ "2ep b

The latter can be simplified with the properties of the
gamma and the hypergeometric functions. First, from the
identity F(z + 1) = 2I(z2):

(A23)

A IWD|| I DH
e B 2¢B " 2¢B
Ly 22 )+ U (= 2L 122
2eB  2¢B’
(A24)
Moreover, given that:
U(a,b,z) —aU(a+1,b,2) =U(a,b—1,z2), (A25)
we finally arrive to:
A (k) B iefki/eB im (kﬁ — m2)
YT T eB P 2eB
2 2 2
I O e P R .
2eB 2¢B "7 eB |’
(A26)
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Appendix B: The density of states p(E)

In this appendix, we show the details for the calculation
of the density of states for the Landau level spectrum p(E)
defined in the main text. We start from the definition of the
density of states

/ dp3 (E—\/p§+m2+2(n+1)eB)
=0

3 _VE2—m?—-2(n+1)eB
_QZ/ dp3 p T N )

O (E —/m?+2(n+ l)eB)

s n; VEZ—m? —2(n+ 1)eB
Since this function, and hence the corresponding sum, is de-
fined for each fixed value of the energy E, there is a maximum

integer n = Nyuqq(E) at which the sum is truncated by the
condition imposed on the Heaviside step function

(BI)

E —\/m2? +2(Nypaz + 1)eB = 0, (B2)
that leads to the definition (with | z | the lowest integer part)
E? —m?
Npaz(E) = | ——— — 1]. B3
(B)= |25 1) (83)
Hence, we have
E
p(E) =0O(E —\/m?+2eB)—
77
= VE2—m2—-2(n+1)eB

In this finite sum, 0 < n < N4, (E), we can redefine the
index by

(= mam(E)_néOSESNmaI(E)a (BS)

and hence we have the equivalent expression

p(E)=0(FE —vm?+ 263)7‘1’\/6—

N7naz‘ (E) 1
x Z (B6)

= \/E27m272(]2\7€mBaz(E)+1)eB ny

Finally, using the property of the Riemann Zeta function

N
(z4+0)7°
=0

=((s,2) = C((s,z+ N+1), (B

we obtain

p(E)=0(FE —vm?+ 263)7r\/e_

1 E? —m?—2eB
XF(?“?@?———NMNE)

1 E?2 —m?
¢ (5, W)] (BS)




Appendix C: Computing A; and A,
1. Weak magnetic field limit

We need to compute:

~ 2
A (qo) = —2i(eB)? / o P—

(45 —p3 — p7 —m? +ie)*

(ChH

so that in spherical coordinates, with p3 = pcosf and p; =
psinf:

A (qo)
4

— dri(eB)? | dfsin®0 | d P
7718 /0 Sln / p(q p _m2+1€)

= —4ri(eB Qé/oodp P’
3Jo T (af—p*—m?+ie)t
o) 4
— —4ri(eB) 2%/0 dp s fm2+16) (C2)
By defining
a? = qg —m? + e, (C3)
and

ar =\/q} —m? Lie, (C4)

we can use complex integration:

4

1 (a0) — —dni 2%1/00 oz
Ai(qo) = —4ri(eB) 35 _OOdZ(ZQ—az)4

3 4
— —dri(eB)? 222 pim & [7( - )4}

32 3! z5ay d23 | (z —a_
4127 (=3)
— _Ari(eB)?= -+ 7
m(eB) 335 16(2 — m2)3/2
2 (eB)?
T @ )
On the other hand, at order O((eB)?):
~ Foo d
. P3
Aolao) = 1/—00 qg — (p*)? —m? +1ie
[t dz
I A
+oo
- —i/ dz (C6)
e GoaGra)

By choosing a contour closing upside, we get from the
residue theorem:

+oo
i / dz - (C7)

o Goa)Eta) e

Then:
A2(q0) = ———= (C8)
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2. Arbitrary magnetic field

From the definition of .le

Ai(qo) = /dBPAl(QOam;PL)

2
] e—pL/eB
:1/d3p[2 B 2 N
qy —P3 —m* + 1€

2 2
- L (2PL) B L —1 (2PL)
2 n\ eB n eB
+§ (_1)n87pL/eB

—~ g3 —p3 —m? —2neB +ie
1+ Y ()T, (C9)
n=1
Here, we defined
e—pPl/eB

11:1/d3p 5
45

e dz
— il a2 *pri/eB/
1/ pLe oo (z—a—1i€)(z+ a+ie)

—pi—m?+ie

27i 2eB
= —im(eB)—t — = —L° , (C10)
2(a + ie) g5 — m? +ie
and
2 2
Lu (2‘%) ~ Lo ()
Top =i [ dPpe P/ 20 —4ci
. 1/ pe @ —pi— 2_9neB +1e )

In cylindrical coordinates, with azimuthal symmetry, d3p =
dpgwd(p ). Moreover, in the integral over p, define z =

2pL
~5 - such that

I, _ mqB / dps
T Coo @8 —m? — p3 — 2ngB +ie
X / dre /% [Ly(z) — Ly_1(x)]
0

> dp3
— 9rqB(—1)" €12
mB(=1) /_oqu— 2 —p3 —2an+1e )

where we used the identity (Gradshteyn-Ryzhik)
/ dre " L,(x)=(b—-1)"b"""1 Reb>0 (C13)
0

Inserting Eq. (47) and Eq. (49) into Eq. (46), we obtain (af-
ter shifting the index n — n + 1)
72(eB)

V@i —m? +ie

+oo
1
2mqB d
+amg / p3nzzoqg—m2—p§—2(n+l)eB+ie

— 00

Ai(q0) = (C14)

Let us introduce the density of states for Landau levels

d
/ DS (BB, (€19
n=0



with the dispersion relation for the spectrum

En(p3) = \/p§ +m?2+2(n+1)eB. (C16)

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

- nleB oo p(E)
= Ar*eB dE——"————
A1{(a) qg—m2+ie+ e /—oo @ — E? +ie’
(C17)
where, as shown in detail in Appendix B
p(E) =O(E — /m? + 2eB) E
mveB
1 E? -m?—2eB
- —————————— — Npao(E
<Je(3 50 ®)
1 E? —m?
—C (§, W)} ; (C13)
where we defined
E? —m?
Nz (E) = | ——— — 1], C19

with |z | the integer part of x, and {(n, z) is the Riemann zeta
function.

On the other hand:
As(qo) = / dp3pAi(qo, p3;pL = 0) (C20)
o 1
pr— 1 d
1/_00 p3q§ —p3 —m?+ie
d
+1/, pgz p—m2—2neB+1e

where the second term vanishes, given that L, (0) = 1 Vn.
Hence

~ m2eB
Az(q) =Th = e (C21)
qy —m* + 1€
3. Strong magnetic field limit
In this limit:
Al e—dl/eB
14q) = 2
a@—m
(C22a)
e qi/eB
As(q) = - (C22b)
aG-m
As(q) =0, (C22c¢)
~2q7 /eB
D(q) = (C224d)
=2
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and
~ m2eB
Ai(q) = > = (C23a)
qp —m
~ ™
Az(qo) = — (C23b)
qp —m

Appendix D: Vertex corrections at O(A?)

The diagrams contributing at order A2 to the 4-point vertex
are depicted in Fig. 11, and hence their corresponding matrix
elements are given by the following integral expressions

- d3q i j
Fw = / 2n)p v Se(p — @)’ @ v Se(p" — a)v;,
(Dla)

d3q i .
To = / 2m)3 7 Se(p — @) ® 7S + a)v;,
(D1b)

and

- dq )
Lo = / 2n)p Y Se(p + 0)7’ @ YiSe(® — @),
(Dlc)

In order to compute the former expressions, it is convenient
to introduce the notation

o [ 2
@y

where A\, o = +1. Then, we have the correspondence f‘(a) =
), Ty = P and Ty = D7), 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,

fr = 9f(=) 4 9f(=) | 4P,

v Se(p + XY ©7iSe(p' + oq)v;.
(D2)

(D3)
leads to an effective interaction of the form
I = A(z/?vlz/}) (")) + other tensor structures, (D4)

where the renormalized coefficient A is given up to second
order in A by

A=a+2a? (77 + g v 278t
+1-R) -+ (1= (1 - ai)fg*’”
+2(1-02) (1 - 037" (DS)
Now, from Eq. (16):
R GRS VOANE G F
PG BT ).

(D6)



A (X, o d3q /
= / 2n)? (m+ 9y 2dy) (m+ 9+ 4y
x A1 (p+ Aq)Ai (p' + oq), (D7a)

~(X,0) . d3q /
o =i / (273 (m+py+2)) (mo+5,+ o9))
x A1 (p + Aq) A2(p" + 0q), (D7b)

" = /(;37%3 (m+p” +/\g”) (pli +Ug$)

x A1(p + Xq)As(p' + 0q), (D7c)

~ (X, o) 1.2

3
2 T /(376)13 (mtp,+29,) (m+p) +o4))

x Aa(p + Aq) A1 (p' + oq), (D7d)

~ (X0 d3q /
Iy = _/W (m+y+7,) (9] + o4
x Az(p + Aq)Az(p' + 0q), (D7e)

A (N0 . d3q /
Iy = 1’7172/—(%)3 (m+7ju + )‘gu) (7& + U?]L)
x Az(p+ M)Az (p' + 0q), (D7f)

f‘;ﬁ’a) = /(53733 (PL + )\gJ_) (m—i_pil +Ug||)

x Az(p + M)A (p' + 09), (D7g)

I3 = —ir'y? / (3;33 (o +20.) (m+ 9 +ou))

x Az(p + Aq) A2 (p' + 0q), (D7h)
A d*q )
Tgs = / (27)? (pj_ "”WL) (pj_ +U¢L)

x As(p + M) As(p' + oq). (D7i)

The latter equations can be condensed by defining a single
master integral in terms of 4; and its derivatives. To do so,
note that:

(m+p,+2d,) (m+p) +o4))
—m?4+m [p” ++ (o + Wfd PP

+oPydy + Mpy Ao (g”) ’ (D8)
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and given that A; are even functions of ¢, the linear terms can
be ignored. Then:

(m+9,+ 7)) (m+9) +09))

2 , , 9
o mdm (pn +7’H) P p HAog. (D9
Now, it is convenient to define:

p_Ptp
=L
/_
Q5p2p, (D10)

from which:

(m 49y +20)) (m+) +o4))

—m? b omPy+ (P = @) (P + @) +odt.
(D11)

Similarly:

(mpy+ ) (P +o4,)
Sm(PL+@)+ (P -@) (PL+@.), D12

(o +2,) (mt )+ o))
%m(PL_@J_)—F(PL_@L) (PII+@\\) ,(D13)

and

(p.+ M) (¥, +04,)

= (PL—Q,)(PL+@,)—roql. (D14)

Moreover, Egs. (20) provide relations between A; and A2
and Aj3 so that by introducing the variables

_pl P!

. eB’y_eB’

(D15)

so that



A(A o)

G
[(P” ) PJ_"’@J_)"‘m PJ_"’
[( 1—Q.) (P\\"’@H)‘f‘m P.-@

~(PL-@) (Pr+@,)(1-07) (1
Ao [14 8,0, —7'92 (8, — 8,)] T

@
@,

where
(Ao) dq /
T N0r) = [ A+ 2+ o),
(D17a)
(A\,0) / d3 /
VA (p,p)E/( )3q||A1( P+ A AL (P + o),
(D17b)
and
(\o) g )
T8, >z/@$mm@+wm@+mx

(D17¢)

In order to simplify the integrals 7;, we shall use the analyt-
ical expression for A; (k) Eq. (A24) (details in Appendix A):
im (kz2

[ 2)

2eB

je—ki/eB

2eB

of

A (k)

exp

2
ki —

kﬁ —m?
—— U ———.,0
2eB ) < 2¢eB

1.

2k2
eB

)

(D18)

The integral 7,

We shall consider the integral:

)(PH-F@”)—FQmPH—i-m} 1+ 9,0, —y'~? ((91—5;})}\730)(

20

[ )
@) (1=2120.) (1-02) T (0.)
l)} (1+~'%9,) (1-02) T (p, ')
— ) T (p.p)
(p,) = Ao (1= 02) (1= 82) T (. '), (D16)

For the case (A\,0) = (—1,—1) we change the integration
variables as follows

PV-a=q¢+Q
p—a=4q¢-Q (D20)
in what follows, we shall use ¢ instead of ¢’. For notation
simplicity, we shall define the parameters

_Dylas + Q)
2eB ’
Dy(g3 — Q)
2eB ’

/
a = —

(D21)
and we shall use the identity

1
T(a)U(a,€, z) = EM(a, €2)+T(-1+¢€)zM(1+a,2,z),

(D22)

together with for e — 0T

I(—1+¢) = _Tl + 79 — 1+ 0O(e), (D23)

where 7. = 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

:1—|—gz—|—0(z2

M(a,b, 2) 5

) (D24)

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

- d3 .
TN (pp) = / —(253 A1(p+ X)AL(p' + oq(D19)  integral
|
. 2 2 [e’e) oo g2 2 2
O U N Jf}_L/ dgs iw(aJra’)/ TR R @+ oy (o =@
jl (pvp)_ <2€B> € B e 27T € 0 (27’1’)26 B (a) a, €, €B (a) a, €, €B
. 2
1 1 —72Q2 > ir(a+a’
“ o (ag) [ )
> 2l 1 e —1 I ve—1
& |-+ = (q® +2Q. - =+ = 2 _92Q, - 2 D25
></O qLe” B [a+ 5 (a2 +2QL a1 + Q%) —+ 5 (a? —2Q1-q1 +Q7) (D25)
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Let us focus into the integrand. At order O(q? ), we have:

1 -1

1 -1
E+?(Qi+2QL'QL+Qi)] [;+7 (Cﬁ—2Q¢-q¢+Qi)]

T ad eB

1 n (ve — Da? (1 b4 2(7e — 1)Q2¢) :](9% -1)(2Q1 -qu) (i _ l)

eB eB

a a

. (Ye — 1)2(2QJ_ 'QL)Q + (e — 1)Q2L 1 + l
eB? eB a da )’
(D26)
[
Then, by defining: Then:
o eB _2@7
2q2 T ) = ~12€ B
s=AL (D27) "
eB

such that

eB
QL gL =1[QL||ar|cost =/ 7|QL|21/2 cos 0,

B
dq = dgs d*q,. = —dzdbdgs,
where after angular integration we obtain:
1 7eB ([ i\’ .
(2m)2 2 \2¢eB

> / dq3872ic_ﬂ-B(,DH (63+Q+Dy (63 -Q)))

(oo}

T .p) =

o 1 e—1) (1 1
></ dze_z{—/—l—L)(——i-—)z
0 aa 2 a a

(76_1)Q2 1 1
L <a + a) }

Performing the integration over z:

o° dqs [ it 5 5 ]
X —— —exp|=——=(¢5+m
/—oo (g3 + m? +ie)2 2eB & )

(e —1)Q% (@B +m?) | (ve—1) (63 +m?)

<P (eB)? eB
(D31)
(D28) Now, from the well-known results
oo d .
/_ R _:sz exp |:12—7;(£C2 + mz)}
T m m
= Th-oa-po(Z)—arpns(
7 [ a-ve () -avs ()]
(D32a)
and
° dx i, 9
/mme@ 2@ )
- (1 —i)ﬂ'e%
B 2
o é\ig?;mQ)” 1-1-ic (L 1+0)s (2
T oo - (11— 7 —(1+1) )
(D32b)

where C'(z) and S(z) are the cosine and sine Fresnel inte-
grals, respectively. From the property:

L eB 2%  in(@f-m®
71( ' )(pvp/):—ﬁe Be B
X/‘” das oxp (5/543)
—00

2
( ﬁ—q%—m2+ie) —4Q3q3

l (ve—l)Qi(ﬁ—qg—mQ
X |1—=

(eB)?

eB

(e =1 ( Q—qg—mz)]

In what follows, we shall set the external 3-momenta to
zero, except for the presence of the | factors, those we shall
keep in order to use this expression as a generating function.

(D30)

C(z) +iS(x) = \/ng_Herf <1—\/_§1x) , (D33)

we have:
- eB 221 [ (1 —1)7 izm?
j( =) , N — ¢ "eB ¢ 2eB
1 (p p ) 4:71'2 9 /—eBmQ

e (B - (7)) |

where erf(x) is the error function.




2. The integral 7>

we get:
For this integral, note that q

—q3, so that after integra-
tion over z we get:

= Heiﬁ
eB _29% «} 4 _/—l)ﬁe%
T3 o) = 2t 7 B
T
oo 2 . (eB 17rm) [ \/7 (1—1 m )}
qs + |1 - erf
‘ /700 i Tm i [263 (62 m )} 2(eB)m V2 VeB
1y e 1)Q3? (g3 +m?) L 0= (43 +m?)
(eB)?

eB

=572 (10 - Vo)
(D35)
By using:

V2 VeB
3. The integral 75

By following the same procedure, it is straightforward to
obtain at order O(z):
e i x2 i, 4 9
| da s e o5 (7 +m?) ) CeB? 29l f (1D w2
o J5 7 pp) = —g e P Wi
=(1+ i)e%\/l_?
. m . m (eB +imrm?)r L 1—1i m
—mm [1 —(1-1)C (%> - (1+41)8 (%)] ) + 2(eB)m3 5 V2 VeB
(D36a) L e —21)Qi {1 B \/Eerf(l —im )} |
and (eB)*m 2 V2 VeB
oo ; 22 E( ) (D37)
. x (@2 + m2)2 OXp |5\ T m Moreover, it is easy to check that
1— 1 irm?2 —
-* x/E)We% T p,p) = T 0, p)
b+ mm? T ) = T 0.0)) = T 0,9) loop,
4 bt mm7)m [—i+(1+i)0 <ﬂ> —(1-1)S <ﬁ)] :
2bm Vb Vb

(D38)
(D36b) forn =1,2,3.
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