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Abstract
In this work we study the interaction strength among a neutral scalar boson and two massless vector bosons in presence of an
external magnetic field. Based on global symmetries, we build the general tensor structure amplitude Mµν , for the process
V µ + V ν −→ ϕ, in terms of the vector bosons polarization states. Then, we present a novel methodology to compute the one-
loop amplitude contributions for an homogeneous magnetic field with arbitrary strength. With the obtained results, expressed
in terms of integrals over Schwinger parameters, we explore its behavior in two regions, widely used in the literature, the strong
and weak field strength regions. The methodology presented in this work can be employed to compute an arbitrary process in
presence of an external magnetic field where the initial and final states are neutral.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In several branches of physics, scalar fields are an important study object since they drive interesting physical phenom-
ena at different energy scales: superconductivity in condensed matter [1], color superconductivity and superfluidity in
compact astrophysical objects [2–4], accelerated expansion at the early stages of the Universe [5, 6] or as mass-giver
within the particle Standard Model [7, 8].

In recent decades, great theoretical effort and progress has been done in order to understand, with better precision,
the properties of fundamental scalar fields. A remarkable example is the Higgs boson, where the studies of its different
channels of decay (H −→ γγ) [9–12] and production (gg −→ H) [13–15], through massless vector bosons, led to its
final discovery [16–20]. On the other hand, for non-fundamental scalar fields, the decay into two photons has shown
to be a relevant process in quantum chromodynamics (QCD) since it is used to probe the mesons’ structure and
represent an important contribution to the hadronic light-by-light scattering. The decaying of a neutral pion into two
photons (π0 −→ γγ), for example, test the flavor-singlet chiral symmetry [21, 22]. In this way, the interaction among
a scalar particle and two massless vector bosons is relevant for fundamental and composite fields.

Since the above mentioned processes, for scalar particles, can be realized in relativistic heavy ion collisions [23–25],
where the physical phenomena become enriched by the extreme conditions created, then, the interaction among the
particles is expected to be modified. One condition recently accounted for, in peripheral collisions, is a magnetic
field [26, 27] whose presence drives new effects on the system [28, 29]. At this point, a question that naturally
emerges is: how does the external magnetic field change the scalar field interaction strength? This question has been
addressed in Ref. [30] where the effect of a magnetic background in the Higgs decay width into two photons is studied,
considering correction coming from the electroweak sector of the Standard Model, and finding that the decay width
has singularity when considering large magnetic field values.

In general, the presence of an external magnetic field effect has been studied by several authors, in a wider number
of particle processes and physical observables, facing with quite involved calculations independently of the formalism
used to introduce the magnetic field effect in the process: Schwinger’s proper time or Ritus’ eigenfunctions [31–33].

In both formalisms it is possible to obtain expressions in terms of Landau levels which are useful to study physical
situations where the highest energy scale is the magnetic field. In this latter scenario, called strong magnetic field
limit, the calculations are enormously simplified since the only contributions come from the lowest Landau level (LLL)
and a dimensional reduction improves the ultraviolet (UV) behavior [34]. However, in this limit, there is not a clear
treatment for the UV-divergences, in some cases they seem to depend on the magnetic field [35] contrasting with the
results obtained with a different formalism, where they are magnetic field independent for an arbitrate magnetic field
strength [31, 36]. In an arbitrary field strength, the calculations in terms of Landau levels, are cumbersome [37–41],
in part due to all levels contributing to the process [42].
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The Schwinger’s proper time is used to explore both the strong [34] and weak [42] magnetic field strength regions.
The latter one is studied by performing a power series expansion in B (with B the magnetic field) keeping only the
leading terms [43, 44]. In Refs. [45, 46], that study particles decays in the weak magnetic field region, it was shown
that the momentum of the progenitor particle plays an important rôle in the processes [47, 48].

Although some analytical advance and physical insight is gained in the strong and weak magnetic field strength
regions, other escapes from the analysis, for example, the rôle played by the Schwinger’s phase or the different
kinematic conditions. Schwinger’s phase is specially relevant in process that involves charged asymptotic states [49]
or in quantum corrections to 3-point functions [42, 50, 51].

An additional complication, introduced by the magnetic field presence, arises in the tensor structure decomposition
in vector bosons correlation functions, as can be seen in the calculations of the photon [32, 52, 53] or gluon [54] polar-
ization tensors, the photon splitting amplitude [55–57], the photon production through gluon fusion amplitude [58],
etc.

By using the Schwinger proper time operator approach [31, 59], in Ref. [30] the decay rate of Higgs bosons to two
photons in presence of an external magnetic field has been computed. The main part of that work focuses on the
appearance of instabilities coming from the gauge sector of the electroweak of the Standard Model. Even though, the
contribution coming from the quark is briefly discussed in Sec. V, there is not shown any analytical expression for
an arbitrary kinetical configuration for the photons. Moreover, the results presented seems to be computed without
taking any regularization scheme and restrict the analysis to the strong field region for a particular photon momenta
configuration.

In general, the calculations that involve charged quantum fluctuations, dressed by the magnetic field, are usually
carried out by taking the sum over spins in the loop at early stages of the calculation, resulting in long and involved
expressions that make difficult any analytical treatment for an arbitrary field strength, as can be seen in the previous
mentioned references, as well as in [60–62]. With the goal to obtain compact and analytical expressions for an arbitrary
magnetic field strength, from which the strong and weak field regions in different kinematic regimes can be studied,
this work presents a novel methodology that pretends to make more transparent and simple on how to deal with
the complications presented in the calculations with a magnetic field as: the Schwinger’s phase, the loop-momenta
integration, the UV regularization and the spinorial trace treatment.

With context in mind, this work is organized as follows: in Sec. II, we present a quantum electrodynamics (QED)-
like model in which a scalar particle interact with two massless vector bosons through quantum corrections; in Sec. III,
using global symmetries, we build the tensor structure amplitude, for the scalar particle production through vector
boson fusion process, within a magnetic field background. By computing the amplitude’s one-loop contributions,
in Sec. IV we present a methodology to incorporate an homogeneous magnetic field with arbitrary strength. With
the exact expression obtained, in Sec. V we study the amplitude’s behavior in the strong and weak magnetic field
strength regions and discuss the physical importance of the massless vector bosons kinematics. In Sec. VI, we present
results for the magnetic field effect on the scalar boson production through VB fusion within the weak field at low
perpendicular momentum approximation. Finally, Sec. VII contains our conclusions.

II. MODEL

In order to explore the magnetic field influence on the scalar boson production (decay) through the fusion (emission)
of two massless vector bosons (VB), let us start by considering a QED-based model, given by

L = −1

4
BµνBµν + ψ̄ (i ̸D −m) ψ̂ +

1

2
∂µϕ∂µϕ− 1

2
m2

ϕϕ
2 − hϕψ̄ψ, (1)

where ψ(x) and ϕ(x) are a fermion and a scalar fields, and

Dµ ≡ ∂µ + igV µ(x) and Bµν = ∂µV ν(x)− ∂νV µ(x), (2)

are the covariant derivative and the V -field strength tensor, respectively, with V µ(x) an abelian gauge field.
In general, the scalar particle production (decay) thorough VB fusion (emission) process

V µ + V ν −→ ϕ (or ϕ −→ V µ + V ν),

is described by the invariant matrix element

M ≡ Mµνϵµ (p1, λ1) ϵν (p2, λ2) , (3)

where pi and λi, with i = 1, 2, are the momenta and polarization states of the incoming VB and w is the scalar boson
momentum. ϵµ (pi, λi) are the polarization vectors that describe the asymptotic VB states. Mµν encodes the overlap

2



between the initial and final states. In the model given by Eq. (1), the leading order contributions to Mµν come from
the type of Feynman diagram shown in Fig.1.

µ

ν

p1

p2
w

Figure 1: One-loop Feynman diagram that accounts the interaction between the vector and scalar sectors.

The amplitudes M, for the emission and fusion processes, share the same structure since are connected to each
other by means of cross symmetry. From the invariant matrix elements we can build two physical observables that
allows to quantify each process: the cross section and the decay width.

The differential cross section for the scalar boson production through VB fusion, V µ + V ν −→ ϕ, is defined as [63]

dσ =

∑
spin |M|2

4

√
(p1 · p2)2

d3w

(2π)32Ew
(2π)4δ(4) (p1 + p2 − w) , (4)

where Ew refers to the energy of the scalar boson.
On the other hand, the differential scalar boson decay width into two VB, ϕ −→ V µ + V ν , is given by [63]

dΓ =

∑
spin |M|2

2Ew

d3p1
(2π)32E1

d3p2
(2π)32E2

(2π)4δ(4) (w − p1 − p2) , (5)

where Ei refers to the VB energies.
The factors along with M, that refers to the final states kinematics, depend on the particle’s nature and are

independent of the interaction. Hence, all the information about the interaction is fully encoded in the amplitude.
In the particular case of a decaying process, ϕ→ V µ+V ν (calculated in Refs. [12, 14] in the Higgs physics context),

the amplitude has the form1

M(H → γγ) =
g2h

(4π)4mW
Af (τf ) (p1 · p2 gµν − pµ2p

ν
1) ϵµ(p1)ϵν(p2), (6)

where the factor Af (τ), given by

Af (τ) = 2[τ + (τ − 1)f(τ)]/τ2, (7)

accounts for the quantum fluctuations coming from fermion loops, with τ = 4m2
f/m

2
H and

f(τ) =

{
arcsin2(τ−1/2) for τ ≥ 1

− 1
4

(
ln 1+

√
1−τ

1−
√
1−τ

)2
for τ < 1

. (8)

As the amplitude in Eq. (6) describes the interaction’s strength among these three particles, the overlap in Eq. (3)
could be treated as an effective vertex and pictorially associate with the Feynman diagram displayed in Fig.2. Since
we are interested in a physical scenario where an external magnetic field is present, we expect that the interaction
strength be modified. The computation of the effective vertex, and hence the amplitude, in presence of an external
magnetic field is the main purpose of this work.

Based on general grounds, as symmetries and particle properties, in the next section we present the ideas behind
the tensor structure in Eq. (6). This will allow us to build the tensor vertex structure in the presence of an external
magnetic field in a simple way.

1 We adapted the coupling constants to our model leaving the rest of the notation as appears in Ref. [12].
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Figure 2: Effective vertex that accounts the interaction between a scalar and two VB fields.

III. TENSOR VERTEX STRUCTURE

In general, the effective vertex shown in Fig. 2, must satisfy

pµ1Mµν(p1, p2) = 0 and pν2Mµν(p1, p2) = 0, (9)

where pµ1 and pν2 are the momenta for the incoming VB. In QED, the above relations are the well-known Ward
identities [64, 65], which emerge from the current conservation and assure the effective vertex transversality to the
VB momenta.

In addition, due to the indistinguishability between the incoming VB, the effective vertex must be invariant to the
vectorial boson exchange, it is

Mµν(p1, p2) = Mνµ(p2, p1). (10)

Besides these properties, the vertex must be also invariant under the discrete transformations of charge conjugation
(C) and parity (P ) [66]. Note that the effective vertex must fulfill the above properties regardless if the particles are
in vacuum or in the presence of an external magnetic field. In what follows, we analyze its general tensor form in
both scenarios.

A. Vacuum vertex structure

Let us start by considering that the tensors, in vacuum, at our disposal are

pµ1 , p
µ
2 , g

µν and ϵµναβ , (11)

with pµi the vector boson momenta, gµν = diag(+,−,−,−) the metric tensor and ϵµναβ the Levi-Civita tensor. With
these tensors, the most general form for the effective vertex, reads

Mµν
vac.(p1, p2) = A1g

µν +A2p
µ
1p

ν
2 +A3p

ν
1p

µ
2 +A4p

µ
1p

ν
1 +A5p

µ
2p

ν
2 +A6ϵ

µναβp1αp2β , (12)

where coefficients depend on the different Lorentz scalars obtained from Eq. (11). Note that, for a parity-conserved
theory the coefficient A6 vanishes identically.
In the case where the incoming VB are on-shell (p21 = p22 = 0) and the properties in Eqs. (9, 10) are demanded to

Eq. (12), the tensor structure reduces to

Mµν
vac.(p1, p2) = A1

[
gµν − pν1p

µ
2

p1 · p2

]
+A2p

µ
1p

ν
2 , (13)

where the first term has the same tensor structure shown in Eq. (6). Note that the second term in Eq. (13) does not
contribute to the amplitude due to pµi ϵµ(pi) = 0. An important feature in Eq. (13) is that the two tensor structures
are orthogonal one to each other.
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B. Magnetic field vertex structure

In the presence of a constant external magnetic field, described by the field strength tensor Fµν , we need to take into
account that the number of independent four-vectors becomes increased to eight [32, 52, 53], namely

pµi , F
µνpiν , F

µ
αF

ανpiν and F ∗µνpiν , (14)

where i = 1, 2, with

F ∗
µν ≡ 1

2
ϵµνγδF

γδ, (15)

the dual electromagnetic field strength tensor, which, in the present case, satisfies the cross field condition, FµνF ∗
µν=0.

Following Ref. [52], to build orthogonal tensor structures with the above vectors, let us consider the next complete
set of orthogonal vectors2

lµi ≡ pµi , Lµ
i ≡ F̂µνpiν , L∗µ

i ≡ F̂ ∗µνpiν and G
µ

i ≡ l2

L2
F̂µαF̂αβp

β
i + lµi , (16)

where F̂µν ≡ Fµν/|B|. In the above equation, the last three vectors can be used to describe the VB polarization
states (for more details, see Appendix A).

Next, taking into account that each Lorentz index describe a VB with given momentum, it is not difficult to see
that the most general form of the effective vertex, that fulfills Eq. (9) [56, 57], is

Mµν
qB(p1, p2) =a

++
1 L̂µ

1 L̂
ν
2 + a++

2 L̂∗µ
1 L̂∗ν

2 + a++
3 Ĝµ

1 Ĝ
ν
2 + a+−

4 L̂µ
1 L̂

∗ν
2

+ a+−
5 L̂∗µ

1 L̂ν
2 + a−+

6 L̂µ
1 Ĝ

ν
2 + a−+

7 Ĝµ
1 L̂

ν
2 + a−−

8 L̂∗µ
1 Ĝν

2 + a−−
9 Ĝµ

1 L̂
∗ν
2 ,

(17)

where the superscripts “±” in the ak coefficients indicate its behavior under charge (first) and parity (second) trans-
formations, respectively, and the “hat” over vectors means they are normalized to the unit. This structure is strongly
linked to the Furry’s theorem [52] and resorts on the electromagnetic tensor field behavior under parity and charge
transformations.

Finally, by requiring boson exchange symmetry in Eq. (10) and considering on-shell VB, the effective vertex in
presence of an external magnetic field, becomes3

Mµν
qB(p1, p2) = a++

1 L̂µ
1 L̂

ν
2 + a++

2 L̂∗µ
1 L̂∗ν

2 + a+−
4

1√
2

(
L̂µ
1 L̂

∗ν
2 + L̂∗µ

1 L̂ν
2

)
. (18)

With the above orthogonal tensor decomposition for the effective vertex, we can easily compute the square ampli-
tude, in Eqs. (4, 5), as (see Appendix A)∑

spin

|MqB |2 = |a++
1 |2 + |a++

2 |2 + |a+−
4 |2, (19)

where each coefficient can be obtained by projecting the whole vertex with its corresponding tensor structure, it is

a++
1 = Mµν

qBL̂1µL̂2ν , a++
2 = Mµν

qBL̂
∗
1µL̂

∗
2ν and a+−

4 = Mµν
qB

1√
2

(
L̂1µL̂

∗
2ν + L̂∗

1µL̂2ν

)
. (20)

Here, we can see that once the coefficient are obtained, by projecting the effective vertex onto the orthogonal basis,
the physical observables can be computed straightforward. For example, replacing Eq. (19) in Eq. (4) and performing
the integration and the average over spins, the unpolarized cross section in the presence of a magnetic field can be
obtained

σqB (ϕ −→ V V ) =
1

8m2
ϕ

(
|a++

1 |2 + |a++
2 |2 + |a+−

4 |2
)
2πδ

(
S −m2

ϕ

)
, (21)

2 By complete, we mean

gµν =
lµi l

ν
i

l2i
+

Lµ
i L

ν
i

L2
i

+
L∗µ
i L∗ν

i

L∗2
i

+
Gµ

i G
ν
i

G2
i

,

for i = 1, 2.
3 For on-shell VB, Gµ becomes proportional to lµ.
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where S = (p1 + p2)
2 is the usual variable for the square energy, mϕ is the mass of the scalar boson and the delta

function assures that it is produced on-shell.
So far, based on general grounds, we have written the effective vertex in terms of orthogonal tensor structures.

However, we do not known the explicit form of the amplitude which encodes the microphysics that allows the inter-
action between these three particles. In general, up to a certain order of approximation, the computation of Mµν

qB

(which requires a finite sum of Feynman diagrams) is not expressed in a closed form of orthogonal tensor structures
as in Eq. (18). In the next section, we shall focus on the calculation of the effective vertex up to one-loop fermion,
left hand side (lhs) in Eq. (18).

IV. ONE-LOOP EFFECTIVE VERTEX

In order to incorporate the magnetic field effects on the one-loop effective vertex, shown in Fig.1, we consider the
fermion charged particles propagation in the presence of an external magnetic field, whose general structure reads [67]

S
qB

(x, y) = Ω(x, y)

∫
d4p

(2π)4
S̃

qB

(p)e−ip·(x−y), (22)

where

Ω(x′, x′′) = exp

(
−iq

∫ x′

x′′
Aµ(x)dx

µ

)
, (23)

is the well known Schwinger’s phase, with q the electric charge of the fermion and Aµ(x) the four-vector potential
associated with the magnetic field. In the particular case of an homogeneous magnetic field along the z-direction
(F 21 = −F 12 = B), the translationally invariant part of the fermionic propagator has the form [67]

S̃
qB

(p) =

∫ ∞

0

ds

cos(qBs)
exp

[
− is

(
m2 − p2∥ − p2⊥

tan(qBs)

qBs

)]
×
[(
m+ ̸p∥

)
eiqBsΣ3 +

̸p⊥
cos(qBs)

]
,

(24)

where the parameter s is the Schwinger’s proper time and qB = sign(qB)|qB|. The momentum components p∥ and
p⊥, parallel and perpendicular to the magnetic field, are given by

pµ∥ ≡ (p0, 0, 0, p3) and pµ⊥ ≡ (0, p1, p2, 0), (25)

satisfying p2 = p2∥ + p2⊥. Finally, m is the fermion mass and Σ3 ≡ iγ1γ2 is related with the spin along z-direction.

In Fig. 3, we show the two (charge conjugate) Feynman diagrams contributing to the process at one-loop in which
the magnetic field effect is represented by a double line in the fermionic propagators.

µ

ν

p1

p2

Q1

Q2

w

x

y

z
K

(a) Diagram I.

µ

ν

p1

p2

Q1

Q2

w

x

y

z
K

(b) Diagram II.

Figure 3: V V Φ one-loop Feynman diagrams in presence of an external magnetic field. The external magnetic field is
indicated by the double line in the fermion propagators, the internal arrows indicate the charge flux and the external
arrows the momentum flux. x, y and z indicate the interaction points in the configuration space.

Applying the Feynman rules to the diagrams shown in Fig. 3, we get the following analytic expressions

iMµν
qB(I)

(x, y, z) = −T R
[
(−igγµ)S

qB

(x, z) (−ih)S
qB

(z, y) (−igγν)S
qB

(y, x)
]
, (26)
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and

iMµν
qB(II)

(x, y, z) = −T R
[
(−igγµ)S

qB

(x, y)γν (−igγν)S
qB

(y, z) (−ih)S
qB

(z, x)
]
, (27)

where g and h are the corresponding interaction coupling constant between charged fermions with vector and scalar
bosons, respectively. T R indicates sum over all internal degrees of freedom.
Due to Eqs. (26, 27), are related by charge conjugation transformation, Ĉ, namely

ĈMµν
qB(I)

Ĉ−1 = Mµν
qB(II)

, (28)

from now on we focus our analysis to diagram I.
The effective vertex in the momentum space is obtained as follows

Mµν
qB(p1, p2, w) =

∫
dDx dDy dDz Mµν

qB(x, y, z)e
−ip1·xe−ip2·ye+iw·z, (29)

where we have extended the space-time to D-dimensions to deal with the logarithmic divergences that comes from
the vacuum part in Eqs. (26, 27). Notice that the plane waves are used due to the neutral nature of the external
particles.

Once we replace Eq. (22) in Eq. (26), the diagram I in momentum space, reads

iMµν
qB(I)

(p1, p2, w) =− ihg2
∫

dDK dDQ1 d
DQ2

(2π)D(2π)D(2π)D

×
∫
dDx dDy dDz e−i(p1+Q1−K)·xe−i(p2+K−Q2)·ye−i(−w+Q2−Q1)·z

× ei
qB
2 (xF̂z+zF̂y+yF̂x)Tr

[
γµS̃

qB

(Q1)S̃
qB

(Q2)γ
ν S̃

qB

(K)
]
,

(30)

where Tr denotes sum over spin and we adopted the notation aF̂ b ≡ aµF̂
µνbν . Note that in the above equation, the

exponential factor, next to Tr, emerges from the Schwinger’s phases in each fermion propagator (for more details see
Appendix B).

In what follows, we show a novel a methodology that allow us to obtain a close analytical expression for the effective
vertex, Eq. (30), in an homogeneous magnetic field with arbitrary strength.

A. Coordinate space integration

Let us start by performing the integrals over the coordinate space. Due the presence of the magnetic field two
kinds of integrals emerge, associated to the parallel and perpendicular components. The integration over the parallel
coordinate space in Eq. (30) can be performed straightforward, giving

iMµν
qB(I)

(p1, p2, w) =− ihg2
∫

dDK dDQ1 d
DQ2

(2π)D(2π)D(2π)D
(2π)D∥δ

(D∥)

∥ (p1 +Q1 −K)

× (2π)D∥δ
(D∥)

∥ (p2 +K −Q2) (2π)
D∥δ

(D∥)

∥ (−w +Q2 −Q1)

× Tr
[
γµS̃

qB (
Q1⊥, Q1∥

)
S̃

qB (
Q2⊥, Q2∥

)
γν S̃

qB (
K⊥,K∥

)]
×
∫
dD⊥x⊥ dD⊥y⊥ dD⊥z⊥ e−i(p1+Q1−K)⊥·x⊥e−i(p2+K−Q2)⊥·y⊥

× e−i(−w+Q2−Q1)⊥·z⊥ei
qB
2 (xF̂z+zF̂y+yF̂x).

(31)

From the above equation, it is easily to observe the parallel momenta conservation in each vertex. Note that the
Schwinger phase exponential factor was unaffected because the contractions aF̂ b only admits perpendicular compo-
nents.

On the other hand, the integration over the perpendicular components is a little bit more involved. To carry out
this integration in Eq. (31), let us isolate the following structure

I⊥ ≡
∫
dD⊥x⊥ dD⊥y⊥ dD⊥z⊥ e−i(p1+Q1−K)⊥·x⊥e−i(p2+K−Q2)⊥·y⊥e−i(−w+Q2−Q1)⊥·z⊥ei

qB
2 (xF̂z+zF̂y+yF̂x). (32)
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Due to the coordinate mixing that appears in the Schwinger phase exponential factor, it is not possible to identify
Dirac’s delta functions as in the previous case. This factor breaks down the perpendicular momenta conservation in
each vertex by mixing their interaction points. However, the integration can be done (component by component),
and once is completed the perpendicular momenta conservation, for the overall process, becomes explicit.

For example, in the first step, the integration over x⊥ give rises to a Dirac delta function with an argument that
depends on y⊥ and z⊥. In the second step, the integration over y⊥ is straightforward because the previous a Dirac’s
delta function. Finally, the integral over z⊥ is again identified as a Dirac delta function, whose argument shows the
perpendicular momenta conservation, getting

I⊥ =

(
4π

|qB|

)D⊥

(2π)D⊥δ
(D⊥)
⊥ (p1 + p2 − w) ei

2
qB (p1+Q1−K)F̂ (p2+K−Q2), (33)

where the exponential factor comes from the Schwinger’s phases. Different orders of integration over x⊥, y⊥ and z⊥
gives different results which seems to depend on the order of integration. However, when integration over the loop
momenta is carried out, the final result is the same regardless of the integration order in coordinate space.

Using the result given by Eq. (33) in Eq. (31), we get

iMµν
qB(I)

(p1, p2, w) =− ihg2
(

4π

|qB|

)D⊥

(2π)Dδ(D) (p1 + p2 − w)

×
∫
dDK dD⊥Q1⊥ dD⊥Q2⊥

(2π)D(2π)D⊥(2π)D⊥
ei

2
qB (p1+Q1−K)F̂ (p2+K−Q2)

× Tr
[
γµS̃

qB (
Q1⊥, (K − p1)∥

)
S̃

qB (
Q2⊥, (K + p2)∥

)
γν S̃

qB (
K⊥,K∥

)]
≡− ihg2

(
4π

|qB|

)D⊥

(2π)Dδ(D) (p1 + p2 − w)G(I).

(34)

where the integration over Q1∥ and Q2∥ has been additionally done and contributes to the full momentum conservation
factor that, for simplicity, will be omitted from now on. G(I) was introduced in advance to work with the momenta
integrals in the next part.

So far, we have finished with the coordinate space integration and carried out the trivial momentum integration
in advance. There are four momentum integrals left to be performed, three perpendicular and one parallel, which
require a more exhaustive procedure. In what follows, we present a methodology to deal with this kind of integration.

B. Momentum integration

In a standard calculation procedure of Eq. (34), the next step is to carry out the sum over spins in the loop. This step
gives rise to a huge amount of terms which become really difficult to deal with. Instead of the standard procedure,
we shall first calculate the integrals over all momenta, involved in the loop, leaving at the end the sum over spins.
With this goal in mind, let us write the expression we are going to work on

G(I) =

∫
ds1 ds2 ds3
c12c22c32

∫
dDK dD⊥Q1⊥ dD⊥Q2⊥

(2π)D(2π)D⊥(2π)D⊥
ei

2
qB (p1+Q1−K)F̂ (p2+K−Q2)

× eis1((K−p1)
2
∥−m2)+is2((K+p2)

2
∥−m2)+is3(K2

∥−m2)ei
t1
qBQ2

1⊥+i
t2
qBQ2

2⊥+i
t3
qBK2

⊥

× Tr [γµ (M1+ ̸Q1⊥) (M2+ ̸Q2⊥) γ
ν (M3+ ̸K⊥)] ,

(35)

where we have used the fermion propagators in Eq. (24) and introduced the notation

M1 ≡
(
m+ ( ̸K− ̸p1)∥

)
e(1), (36)

M2 ≡
(
m+ ( ̸K+ ̸p2)∥

)
e(2), (37)

M3 ≡
(
m+ ̸K∥

)
e(3), (38)

which emphasize the matricial nature of the quantities, with

e(j) ≡ cje
iqBsjΣ3 , (39)
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and cj ≡ cos (qBsj), tj ≡ tan (qBsj) with sj the Schwinger’s parameters of each fermion propagator. In Eq. (35), we
separated the perpendicular and parallel components because the associated integrals are independent one to each
other.

To perform the integration over one of the perpendicular components, for example the variable Q1⊥, note that its
integral

G
Q1⊥
(I) ≡

∫
dD⊥Q1⊥

(2π)D⊥
ei(

t1
qBQ2

1⊥+ 2
qBQ1F̂ (p2+K−Q2))Tr [γµ (M1+ ̸Q1⊥) (M2+ ̸Q2⊥) γ

ν (M3+ ̸K⊥)] , (40)

has as a Gaussian form which, by making the change of variable

lµQ1⊥
≡ Qµ

1⊥ − 1

t1
F̂µν (Q2 −K − p2)⊥ν , (41)

can be rewritten as

G
Q1⊥
(I) =e−

i
qBt1

(Q2−K−p2)
2
⊥

∫
dD⊥ lQ1⊥

(2π)D⊥
ei

t1
qB l2Q1⊥

× Tr

[
γµ
(
M1+ ̸ lQ1⊥ +

1

t1
̸ F̂ (Q2 −K − p2)⊥

)
(M2+ ̸Q2⊥) γ

ν (M3+ ̸K⊥)

]
,

(42)

where the price to write the exponential argument as a single quadratic term is paid by giving rise to extra terms in
the spinorial trace that has the form ̸ F̂ a = γµF̂µνa

ν . A relevant remark is that the “shift” comes from the Schwinger’s
phase exponential factor.

In the above expression, the spinorial trace is a polynomial function of order 1 on the variable lQ1⊥ . By using the
generalized result of Gaussian integration and symmetry arguments, it can be shown that the linear term vanishes,
giving as a result

G
Q1⊥
(I) =e−

i
qBt1

(Q2−K−p2)
2
⊥

1

(2π)D⊥

(√
−iπqB

t1

)D⊥

× Tr

[
γµ
(
M1 +

1

t1
̸ F̂ (Q2 −K − p2)⊥

)
(M2+ ̸Q2⊥) γ

ν (M3+ ̸K⊥)

]
.

(43)

Once we replace Eq. (43) in Eq. (35), we arrive at

G(I) =

∫
ds1 ds2 ds3
c12c22c32

1

(2π)D⊥

(√
−iπqB

t1

)D⊥

×
∫

dDK

(2π)D
eis1((K−p1)

2
∥−m2)+is2((K+p2)

2
∥−m2)+is3(K2

∥−m2)

× ei
t3
qBK2

⊥ei
2

qB (p1−K)F̂ (p2+K)e−
i

t1qB (K+p2)
2
⊥

×
∫
dD⊥Q2⊥

(2π)D⊥
e

i
qB

(
t2− 1

t1

)
Q2

2⊥e
i 2
qB

(
(p1−K)F̂Q2+

1
t1

(K+p2)⊥·Q2⊥

)

× Tr

[
γµ
(
M1 +

1

t1
̸ F̂ (Q2 −K − p2)⊥

)
(M2+ ̸Q2⊥) γ

ν (M3+ ̸K⊥)

]
.

(44)

In the above equation, since the functional structure on Q2⊥ is quite similar as the one for Q1⊥ in Eq. (40), the
integration can be performed with roughly the same procedure: by making a “shift” that allows us to write the
exponential argument as a single quadratic term4 and by noting that the spinorial trace is a polynomial function
of order 2 on the variable Q2⊥ which, by symmetry arguments, contribute to the integral with the quadratic and
constant terms.

Following this line of thoughts, since the remaining integrals over K⊥ and K∥ share a similar functional structure as
the Q1⊥ and Q2⊥ ones, they can be done by using the above-mentioned procedure. The difference is in the spinorial

4 The “shift” is a little bit more involved that in the previous case since it acquires contributions from the Schwinger’s exponential factor
and from the integration over Q1⊥.
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trace that will be a polynomial function of order 3 on such variables. In the general case, the trace will be a polynomial
function of order n on the integration variable, contributing to the integral only the even powers.
Once the full loop momenta integration is performed, according to the previous discussion, the final result reads

iMµν
qB(I)

(p1, p2) =ihg
2 (−i)D⊥+D/2+1 |qB|D⊥/2

2DπD/2

×
∫
ds1 ds2 ds3
c12c22c32

(
1

s

)D∥/2( sign (qB)

t1t2t3 − t1 − t2 − t3

)D⊥/2

e−ism2

× e
i
s (s1s3p

2
1∥+s2s3p

2
2∥+s1s2w

2
∥)e−

i
qB

t1t3p21⊥+t2t3p22⊥+t1t2w2
⊥+2t1t2t3p2F̂p1

t1t2t3−t1−t2−t3

×

{
Tr [γµ ̸U1 ̸U2γ

ν ̸U3] +
im

2s

(
−D∥Tr

[
γµe(1)e(2)γνe(3)

]
+ 2Tr

[
γµ∥ e

(1)e(2)γνe(3)
]

+ 2Tr
[
γµe(1)e(2)γν∥ e

(3)
])

+
im qB

2 (t1t2t3 − t1 − t2 − t3)

(
−D⊥Tr

[
γµγνe(3)

]
+D⊥Tr

[
γµ
(
e(1) + e(2)

)
γν
]

− 2Tr
[
γµe(1)γν⊥

]
− 2Tr

[
γµ⊥e

(2)γν
]

+ t1Tr
[
γµe(1)

(
γα⊥F̂αβ

)
γνγβ⊥

]
+ t2Tr

[
γα⊥γ

µ
(
F̂αβγ

β
⊥

)
e(2)γν

]
+ t3Tr

[
γµ
(
γα⊥F̂αβγ

β
⊥

)
γνe(3)

])}
,

(45)

where

̸U1 =

(
m−

s3 ̸p1∥ + s2 ̸w∥

s

)
e(1) +

t3 ̸p1⊥ + t2 ̸w⊥ − t2t3 ̸ F̂ p2
t1t2t3 − t1 − t2 − t3

, (46)

̸U2 =

(
m+

s1 ̸w∥ + s3 ̸p2∥
s

)
e(2) +

−t3 ̸p2⊥ − t1 ̸w⊥ − t1t3 ̸ F̂ p1
t1t2t3 − t1 − t2 − t3

, (47)

̸U3 =

(
m+

s1 ̸p1∥ − s2 ̸p2∥
s

)
e(3) +

−t1 ̸p1⊥ + t2 ̸p2⊥ + t1t2 ̸ F̂w
t1t2t3 − t1 − t2 − t3

, (48)

and s ≡ s1+s2+s3. As we mention before, since the integration over the all momenta has been performed, the above
result is general and does not depend on the integration order over the coordinate space (see Eq. (33) and discussion
bellow). Recall that it corresponds to the diagram I and the analogous expressions for diagram II can be obtained by
charge conjugation, as shown in Eq. (28).

It is worth to remark that within the dimensional regularization scheme, there are not divergent terms in the
vacuum case as shown in Appendix C. Therefore, Eq. (45) and the subsequent expressions has not divergent terms.

Beside the interaction particle modifications introduced by the magnetic field, an important contribution of the
present work is the development of a procedure that allow us to carry out momentum integration preserving the
spinorial trace and without any kinematic approximation. This approach give rise to a more manageable result since
its is written in terms of integrals that can be worked out by applying standard procedures once certain approximations
are performed. Note that our procedure allow us to obtain an equation which is valid for an arbitrary magnetic field
strength. The methodology presented here is novel and so far, to our knowledge, has never been reported in the
literature.

Although Eq. (45) is an exact result, the remaining integrals cannot be calculated analytically because of its intricate
form. To gain some insight about the magnetic field effect on the analytical structure of the effective vertex, in the
next section we shall explore three different magnetic field strength regions.
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V. VERTEX BEHAVIOR ON DIFFERENT FIELD STRENGTH REGIONS

Taking into account that in Eq. (45) the physical scales are the VB momenta pi, the fermion mass m and the
magnetic strength interaction |qB|, different approximations can be done depending on the hierarchy of scales among
these quantities. In what follows, we verify the zero magnetic field limit and analyze the most recurred regions
addressed in the literature, the strong and weak magnetic field strengths.

A. Zero magnetic field limit

Let us start by verifying that the vacuum case can be obtained from Eq. (45) by taking the limit |qB| −→ 0. In this
limit, the behavior of the different functions that appears in the above expressions go as follows

cos(qBsj) ≈ 1, tan(qBsj) ≈ qBsj and e(j) ≈ I.

Thus, once we replace these behaviors in Eq. (45), and after some simple manipulations, it reduces to

lim
|qB|→0

iMµν
qB(I)

(p1, p2) =ihg
2 (−i)D/2+1 1

2DπD/2

×
∫
dv1 dv2 dv3 δ(1− v1 − v2 − v3)

∫ ∞

0

ds s2−D/2 eis(v1v3p
2
1+v2v3p

2
2+v1v2w

2−m2)

×

{
Tr [γµ (m− v3 ̸p1 − v2 ̸w) (m+ v1 ̸w + v3 ̸p2) γν (m+ v1 ̸p1 − v2 ̸p2)]

+
im

2s

(
−D∥Tr [γ

µγν ] + 2Tr
[
γµ∥ γ

ν
]
+ 2Tr

[
γµγν∥

])
+
im

2s

(
D⊥Tr [γ

µγν ]− 2D⊥Tr [γ
µγν ] + 2Tr [γµγν⊥] + 2Tr [γµ⊥γ

ν ]

)}
,

(49)

where we used s ≡ s1 + s2 + s3 and made the change of variable sj = svj , with s ∈ [0,∞) and vj ∈ [0, 1] in such a
way the relation v1 + v2 + v3 = 1 is fulfilled.
We left Eq. (49) without any further simplifications in order to keep track on how the multiple trace terms in

Eq. (45) contribute to the effective vertex in vacuum. In particular, the last two lines in the above equation simplify
to

Nµν
vac.(I) =

im

2s

(
(4−D)Tr [γµγν ]

)
. (50)

This term highlights the importance to work within the scheme of dimensional regularization [68], since it shows up a
logarithmic divergence, due the extra 1

s factor, that must be treated carefully5. The integration over s in Eq. (49) can
be performed by standard methods and, in this particular case, the effective vertex does not show up any divergent
behavior in the limit D −→ 4 as shown explicitly in Appendix C, so, it does not need any further treatment. After
the remaining calculations are performed, we arrive at the final expression given by Eq. (13).

As we mention before, in Eq. (49) we can easily track which factors in Eq. (45) contribute to the divergent term in
Eq. (50), these are

Nµν
qB (I)

=
im

2s

(
−D∥Tr

[
γµe(1)e(2)γνe(3)

]
+ 2Tr

[
γµ∥ e

(1)e(2)γνe(3)
]
+ 2Tr

[
γµe(1)e(2)γν∥ e

(3)
])

+
im qB

2 (t1t2t3 − t1 − t2 − t3)

(
−D⊥Tr

[
γµγνe(3)

]
+D⊥Tr

[
γµ
(
e(1) + e(2)

)
γν
]

− 2Tr
[
γµe(1)γν⊥

]
− 2Tr

[
γµ⊥e

(2)γν
])

.

(51)

5 Recall that, in the Schwinger proper time formalism, the UV divergent behavior is translated to the s −→ 0 region.
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From this equation, we can observe how the magnetic field splits the divergent terms into parallel and perpendicular
structures. Note that the magnetic field does not lead to new divergences, i.e., all these exclusively come from the
vacuum, as pointed out in the Schwinger’s seminal paper [31].

In what follows, this analysis shall give us an insight on how to deal with the divergent terms in two important
regions widely used in the literature: the strong and weak magnetic field strength regions.

B. Strong magnetic field limit

The strong magnetic field regime is usually obtained by imposing that the magnetic field strength is way larger than
the fermion mass, i.e., |qB| ≫ m2. Nevertheless, there is another energy scale that plays an important rôle in the
effective vertex structure, the VB perpendicular momentum pi⊥, which can be seen in Eq. (45) where there is an
exponential factor that involves a combination of the perpendicular momentum and the magnetic field, given by

e−
i

qB

t1t3p21⊥+t2t3p22⊥+t1t2w2
⊥+2t1t2t3p2F̂p1

t1t2t3−t1−t2−t3 , (52)

so, any approximation performed on this term should be done with care [47, 48]. In the particular case when the
magnetic field strength is the highest energy scale, i.e.,

m2, |pi⊥|2 ≪ |qB|

the exponential in Eq. (52), can be safely approximated to one.
Next, to study the strong magnetic field limit of Eq. (45), following Ref. [34], let us transfer it to Euclidean space by

performing the replacements p0 −→ ip4 with p any momentum, γ0 −→ iγ4, γi ≡ γi with i = 1, 2, 3 and sj −→ −isj .
Thus, once these substitutions are done, the strong magnetic field behavior of the effective vertex reads

iMqB (I)
E µν (p1, p2) =− ihg2|qB|D⊥/2 (−1)

D⊥

πD/24D⊥−12D∥−1

×
∫ ∞

1/Λ2

s2−D∥/2ds

∫
dv1 dv2 dv3 δ(1− v1 − v2 − v3) e

−s(v1v3p2
1∥+v2v3p

2
2∥+v1v2w

2
∥+m2)

×

{
Tr
[
γ∥µ

(
m+ v3 ̸p1∥ + v2 ̸w∥

) (
m− v1 ̸w∥ − v3 ̸p2∥

)
γ∥ν

(
m− v1 ̸p1∥ + v2 ̸p2∥

)
∆+

]
− m

2s

(
(4−D∥)Tr

[
γ∥µγ∥ν∆+

])}
,

(53)

where the subindex E refers to the Euclidean space with p2 ≡ p24 + p⃗ 2. Λ is an ultraviolet cutt-off from which the
magnetic field strength is the highest energy scale. ∆+ is one of the spin projectors defined as

∆± ≡ 1

2
(I± i sign(qB)γ1γ2) , (54)

which synthesize the behavior of the spin-magnetic field interaction factor

eqBsjΣ3 = e|qB|sj∆+ + e−|qB|sj∆−, (55)

in the strong magnetic field limit, in Euclidean space.
Notice that in Eq. (53) only appears ∆+ which indicates that the fermions with spin along the magnetic field

direction are the only ones who contributes to the process. As a consequence, the result is expressed only with
parallel structures. The absence of perpendicular structures indicates that the fermions are constrained to the LLL,
this phenomenology is well known as dimensional reduction [34]. An important aspect to highlight is that, in this
limit, the result has a linear dependence with the magnetic field strength once the limit D −→ 4 is taken.
Nevertheless, there is a different kinematic regime that can be studied when the VB perpendicular momenta is no

longer a soft energy scale. In this region, the fermions acquire perpendicular dynamics since the hierarchy energy
scale becomes

m2 ≪ |qB| ≲ |pi⊥|2,

and allow them to transit to higher Landau levels. However, in this kinematic region, these configurations are
exponentially suppressed by the behavior of Eq. (52) in Euclidean space.
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The remaining integrals in Eq. (53) are quite similar to the vacuum case (see Appendix C), thus, the effective vertex
structure obtained for strong magnetic field limit would have the form

MqB
E µν = Ã1δ∥µν + Ã2p1∥µ p2∥ν + Ã3p1∥ν p2∥µ + Ã4p1∥µ p1∥ν + Ã5p2∥µ p2∥ν , (56)

resembling the tensor decomposition discussed in Sec. IIIA. By projecting Eq. (56) onto the orthogonal basis (see
Eq. (20)), we can observe that the only contribution to the amplitude comes from VB in the L∗ polarization state.

As a final note, let us remark that there are not divergences in Eq. (53) since the region s −→ 0 is excluded in the
strong field limit.

C. Weak magnetic field approximations

By considering the magnetic field strength as the lowest energy scale, one locates at the weak magnetic field regime,
i.e.,

|qB| ≪ m2, |pi⊥|2.

Once again, the exponential factor in Eq. (52) have to be carefully treated since it is a function of three energy
scales and whose behaviour depends on the hierarchy between m and pi⊥. In what follows, we discuss two different
approximations depending on the VB kinematics [45, 46], however, we will not write explicitly the full analytical
expressions for the effective vertex since they are extensive. A more exhaustive analyses can be found in Appendix C.

Let us start by taking the hierarchy where the fermion mass is the highest energy scale, it is

|qB| ≪ m2 and |pi⊥|2 ≲ m2.

Under this physical conditions, each term in Eq. (45) can be expanded in a Taylor series on qB, then, the effective
vertex can be expressed as

Mµν
qB(p1, p2) = Mµν

vac.(p1, p2) + M̃µν
qB(p1, p2), (57)

where the first term correspond to the vacuum (see Eq. (49)) and the second is a polynomial function on qB that
contains all the magnetic field effects on the process. Due to Furry’s theorem, the polynomial function only contains
even powers of qB since the odd powers cancel out once the two Feynman diagrams, shown in Fig.3, are considered.
In this approximation, named weak field with low perpendicular momentum approximation, the vacuum contribution
is isolated, so, the treatment of the divergences is not modified by the magnetic field.

Next, if we take the VB perpendicular momentum as the highest energy scale, i.e.,

|qB| ≪ m2 < |pi⊥|2,

we cannot a perform a Taylor series expansion in the exponential term in Eq. (52), as was done previously, since there
are factors of pi⊥ that make the exponential argument larger than one. However, a power expansion on qB in the
trigonometric functions in Eq. (45) is valid.

In this physical regime, called weak field with high perpendicular momentum, a separation similar to Eq. (57)
can not be done since the vacuum contributions are mixed with the magnetic ones. The qB dependence is not fully
contained in the polynomial function, so, the UV-divergences can not be separated as in the previous case.

The weak field with low perpendicular momentum expansion in Eq. (57) can be obtained by a different approach,
commonly used in literature, where the fermion propagators dressed with the magnetic field effects are expanded in
a power series on qB at the beginning of the calculation [42–44]. As shown in Ref. [46], both approaches lead to the
same results, however, in the way we performed the approximation it became explicit that the results are restricted to
one the low perpendicular momentum regime. In this sense, the methodology presented in this work is more general
because allows us to analyze different magnetic field regions and kinematics regimes from an analytical expression
valid for an arbitrary magnetic field strength. Within the weak field approximation at low perpendicular momentum,
in the next section we shall study the effect of the magnetic field on the cross section.

VI. INSIGHT OF THE MAGNETIC FIELD EFFECT ON THE INTERACTION

In order to get some insight of the magnetic field effect on the VB’s-scalar interaction, let us focus on the scalar bosons
production through VB fusion, V µ + V ν −→ ϕ, in the weak field with low perpendicular momentum approximation,
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where the observable of interest is the cross section. To isolate the magnetic field effect, we shall compare the quantities
dressed with the magnetic field with those obtained at zero magnetic field (by taking its ratio).

With this goal in mind, we shall use the procedure discussed in Sec.VC and Sec. C 3 to obtain the effective vertex
behavior at weak magnetic field in the low perpendicular momentum regime. Then, the obtained result is used to get
the form factors a1, a2 and a4, up to order O

(
(qB)2

)
, by projecting the amplitude with each orthogonal tensorial

structure, as shown in Eq. (20). Finally, the cross section is computed by using Eq. (21).

Next, for the sake of simplicity, let us consider a frontal VB collision fully contained in the perpendicular plane, to
the magnetic field direction. As a result, the scalar bosons are produced along the “collision line”. In this collision,
the kinematic configuration for VB momenta is given by: p1,z = p2,z = 0 and the angle between the VB in the
perpendicular plane, θ, is equal to π. Moreover, in order to assure that the produced scalar particles are real, the
values of p1⊥ and p2⊥ must satisfy the on-shell condition

p1 · p2 =
m2

ϕ

2
, (58)

which is a consequence of the energy-momentum conservation, pµ1 + pµ2 = wµ.

In Figs. 4-5, it is shown the behavior of the form factors a1, a2 and the cross section as a function of the magnetic
field strength for different values of the scalar perpendicular momentum |w⊥|, taking m/mϕ = 170/125. Note that
the red curves correspond to the case in which the scalars are produced at rest.

Fig. 4 shows the effect of the magnetic field on the form factors. In Fig. 4(a), the form factor a1 decreases as the
magnetic field strength grows, meanwhile, in Fig. 4(b), the form factor a2 increases with the magnetic field strength.
This indicates that the contribution due VB with L-state polarizations is reduced by the magnetic field, meanwhile L∗-
state contribution is enhanced. Furthermore, both form factors are enhanced as the scalar perpendicular momentum
increases. Note that, in Fig. 4, the form factor a4 is not plotted since it identically vanishes, indicating that the
collision of VB in different polarization states (one in the L-state and the other in the L∗-state) does not contribute
to the amplitude.
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(a) Magnetic field effect on the form factor a1.
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(b) Magnetic field effect on the form factor a2.

Figure 4: Form factor behavior, for a VB head to head collision fully contained in the perpendicular plane within
the weak field approximation at low perpendicular momentum, as a function of the magnetic field strength |qB| for
different scalar particle perpendicular momentum values |w⊥|. Taking pi,z = 0, θ = π and m/mϕ = 170/125.

The effects of the external magnetic field on the cross section are shown in Fig. 5. This figure shows that the cross
section decreases as the magnetic field strength grows. This indicates that the production rate is reduced by the
presence of the magnetic field. Also, as in the previous figure, the cross section increases as the scalar perpendicular
momentum grows.
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Figure 5: Cross section behavior, for a VB head to head collision fully contained in the perpendicular plane within
the weak field approximation at low perpendicular momentum, as a function of the magnetic field strength |qB| for
different scalar particle perpendicular momentum values |w⊥|. Taking pi,z = 0, θ = π and m/mϕ = 170/125.

Taking a closely look at Fig. 4 and Fig. 5, one can notice that the main magnetic field effect on the cross section
comes from the form factor a1, indicating that the polarization L-states are more sensitive to the magnetic field
presence.

As previously mentioned, the results shown in this section just give us an idea about the magnetic field effect on
the VB’s-scalar interaction for a particular process. A more exhaustive analysis is a work in progress and will be
reported elsewhere.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

This paper presents a novel methodology to compute the one-loop amplitude of a scalar particle production through
massless vector bosons fusion, V µ + V ν −→ ϕ, when an homogeneous magnetic field, with arbitrary strength, is
present. This methodology can be extended to compute an arbitrary particle process, with any number of internal
charged or external neutral particles, in presence of an external magnetic field.

By using the polarization states of the VB, relevant in the physical scenario we were interested in, together with
general physical considerations that must be satisfied in this particles interaction, we obtained a general tensor
structure for the amplitude process, written in terms of orthogonal structures. This last point made smooth the
calculation of physical observables, reducing it to the explicit computation of the amplitude.

Within a QED-based model, to study the interaction strength between a scalar particle and two VB in a magnetic
background, we focused our attention on leading order contributions, corresponding to triangular Feynman diagrams
with a charged fermion loop. We incorporated the magnetic field into the process by employing the Schwinger’s proper
time fermion propagators. These contributions were computed for an arbitrary magnetic field strength by carrying
out the phase-space integration in D-dimensions without performing the spin trace explicitly. The final result was
expressed in terms of Schwinger’s proper time, which has a simple and compact form.

Along with the amplitude computation, we maintain a clear treatment of the Schwinger’s phases and the factors
that arise from them, gaining a deeper understanding of its rôle on the particles interaction.

By taking the zero magnetic field limit, the expressions obtained with our methodology match the results reported
in the literature for the vacuum case (in the Higgs physics context), including the treatment of the divergent terms
within the dimensional regularization scheme.

An advantage of having an exact result, expressed in terms of Schwinger’s proper time instead of an infinite sum
over Landau levels, is that allows us to study different limiting cases of the magnetic field strength without any
restriction on the VB kinematics which is in contrast with a widely used approach followed in literature where any
approximation, done at the beginning of the computation, restricts the study scope to only one kinematic and field
strength region.

Our result led us aboard the rôle played by the kinematic of the particles involved in the interaction, revealing a
broader energy scale hierarchy compared with the usual one. Then, a wider number of physical situations emerges:
strong and weak field regions at low and high VB perpendicular momentum.
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We found that, in the strong magnetic field limit, only parallel tensor structures are present in the amplitude and
the perpendicular ones are exponentially suppressed. Furthermore, in this limit, the UV-divergences are absent since
the region s −→ 0 is excluded, by a physical energy scale Λ from which this limit is valid.

In the weak field region at low VB perpendicular momentum, we were able to separate the vacuum and the magnetic
field contributions. This latter is divergent free, so, the UV-behavior is completely encode in the vacuum one. This
separation can not be performed in the high VB perpendicular momentum approximation since there is an exponential
factor that mixed the vacuum and magnetic field contributions.

By considering a frontal VB collision fully contained in the perpendicular plane, we analyzed the magnetic field effect
on the scalar boson production process through VB fusion within the weak field approximation at low perpendicular
momentum. Our findings indicates that the cross section is inhibited by the magnetic field presence, for a fixed scalar
boson perpendicular momentum, and increases as scalar perpendicular momentum grows. This behavior is mainly
inherited from the form factor a1, highlighting that the polarization L-states are more sensitive to the magnetic field
presence.

In conclusion, the methodology presented in this work simplifies the calculation of the scalar boson production
amplitude within a magnetic background and could be extended for a more general particle process, with internal
charged particles, in presence of an homogeneous magnetic field with an arbitrary strength, simplifying its calculation
and extending the analysis scope to a wider range of particle kinematic regions.

Appendix A: Polarization vectors

The vectors that build the orthogonal basis, presented in Sec. III B, are well know in the literature (see for example [69])
and was introduced to describe photons in presence of an external magnetic field. In this appendix, we will discuss
the physical aspects of the orthogonal basis and the VB polarization vectors.

1. Sum over polarizations

In general, the invariant amplitude can be written as

M ≡ Mµνϵµ(p1, λ1)ϵν(p2, λ2), (A1)

where ϵµ(p, λ) are the polarization vectors of the VB. Then, in the particular case when the VB are on-shell, the
summation over polarizations of the square amplitude in Eqs. (4, 5) is given by∑

spin

|M|2 =
∑

λ1=±1

∑
λ2=±1

MµνM∗αβϵµ(p1, λ1)ϵν(p2, λ2)ϵ
∗
α(p1, λ1)ϵ

∗
β(p2, λ2), (A2)

where, for the sake of simplicity, the sum of the physical polarization has been written in the linear polarization basis.
By using the widely known property∑

λ=±1

ϵµ(p, λ)ϵ
∗
α(p, λ) = −gµα +

pµaα + pαaµ
p · a

+ a2
pµpα

(p · a)2

≡ Pµν (p, a) ,

(A3)

with aµ an arbitrary auxiliary vector (which is pµ-independent), Eq. (A2) can be rewritten as∑
λ1=±1

∑
λ2=±1

|M|2 = MµνP α
µ (p1, a)M∗

αβP β
ν (p2, b) . (A4)

This result holds for any on-shell VB independently if there is or not an external magnetic field. With this in mind,
the sum over physical polarizations of the square amplitude in presence of an external magnetic field describe by
Eq. (18), gives ∑

λ1=±1

∑
λ2=±1

|MqB |2 = |a++
1 |2 + |a++

2 |2 + |a+−
4 |2, (A5)

where the on-shell conditions, p21 = p22 = 0, were used.
Note that the final result is independent of the choice of the two auxiliary vectors aµ and bµ.
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2. Polarization vectors

The relation given in Eq. (A3) has been written in the linear polarization basis for simplicity proposes, however, must
be valid for any physical polarization vectors.

In literature [59, 69], the so called polarizations vectors associated with the basis introduced in Eq. (16), are

ϵµlong. ≡
Lµ√
−p2⊥

and ϵµtrans. ≡
L∗µ√
p2∥

, (A6)

where the notation refers to the “longitudinal” and “transversal” modes, according to Adler’s decomposition [55],
for on-shell photons. This nomenclature indicates the position of the magnetic field vector of the photon wave with
respect to the plane spanned by the photon momentum and the external magnetic field, as it is shown in Fig. 6a where

the following arrow color code is implemented: green for the external magnetic field B⃗, black for the VB momentum

p⃗, blue for the polarization vectors ϵ⃗ and red for its corresponding generalized magnetic-like field B⃗. As we are not

working with specific VB, the modes refers to the orientations of B⃗ of their associated wave.

It worth to note that the vectors in Eq. (A6) do not fulfills Eq. (A3) because they are not fully orthogonal to the

VB momentum, in a 3 dimension sense, as shown in Fig. 6a. In this figure, meanwhile B⃗ is orthogonal to p⃗ for both

modes, the generalized electric-like field E⃗ (that defines the polarization vector direction) is not orthogonal to the
momentum for the “transversal” mode

ϵ⃗trans. · p⃗ ̸= 0, (A7)

as it is also observed in Ref. [54], in this way, this mode does not describe a pure physical polarization. The situation

changes when p⃗ is perpendicular to B⃗, as we can see in Fig. 6b. There, the basis becomes fully orthogonal and
Eq. (A3) is fulfilled.

Since the polarization vectors in Eq. (A6), that form now on we take the liberty to call Adler’s polarization vectors,
do not correspond to the physical polarization ones in all cases, then, one has to construct an alternative polarization
vector for the general case. This can be done by replacing ϵ⃗trans. with

ϵ⃗T =
1

|p⃗||L⃗|
L⃗× p⃗. (A8)

This new vector can be generalized to a four-vector as follows

ϵµT =
1

Ep

√
−p2⊥

ϵµναβnν F̂ασp
σpβ , (A9)

whit nν ≡ (1, 0, 0, 0). Since the modified polarization vectors are fully orthogonal, as we can observe in Fig. 6c, the
relation (A3) is satisfied

∑
λ=long.,T

ϵµ(p, λ)ϵ
∗
α(p, λ) = −gµα +

pµnα + pαnµ
p · n

+ n2
pµpα

(p · n)2
. (A10)

A different way to compute the Eq. (A2) is to project onto the polarization vectors before its sum is performed.
In the magnetic field case, we write down the matrix element MqB as the contraction of Eq. (18) and the modified
polarization vectors associated to the “longitudinal” and T modes. Then, by summing the different contributions,
the result in Eq. (A5) holds.

As a final remark, note that the polarization vectors based on the external magnetic field breaks down if the VB

momentum is aligned with the external magnetic field, p⃗ ∥ B⃗. In that case, the tensor structure of the effective vertex
in presence of a magnetic field obtained in Sec. III B is not valid. Nevertheless, the same analysis can be done with a
different set of vectors describing the VB polarizations.
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(a) Arbitrary case for Adler’s polarization vectors. (b) p⃗ ⊥ B⃗ case for Adler’s polarization vectors.

(c) Arbitrary case for the modified polarization vectors.

Figure 6: Polarization vectors for different physical situations. The following arrow color code is implemented: green

for the external magnetic field B⃗, black for the VB momentum p⃗, blue for the polarization vectors ϵ⃗ and red for

its corresponding generalized magnetic-like field B⃗. The generalized electric-like field E⃗ goes along its corresponding
polarization vector direction.

Appendix B: Schwinger’s phase

In this Appendix we show more details on the calculation of total Schwinger’s phase for the Feynman diagrams shown
in Fig. 3. With this in mind, let us start by writing the expression for the Schwinger’s phase of a single propagator,
given in Eq. (23)

Ω(x′, x′′) = exp

(
−iq

∫ x′

x′′
Aµ(x)dx

µ

)
. (B1)

Now, in order to obtain the phase explicit form, we chose a four-potential Aµ(x), in such a way it generates an
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homogeneous magnetic field along z direction, as follows

Aµ(x) =
1

2
xνF

νµ + ∂µχ(x), (B2)

where Fµν the field strength tensor with F 21 = −F 12 = B, the only non-vanishing components, and χ(x) an arbitrary
function. Using Eq. (B2) in Eq. (B1), the Schwinger’s phase associated with each fermionic propagator takes the form

Ω(x, y) = ei
qB
2 xµF̂

µνyνe−iq(χ(x)−χ(y)), (B3)

where the integration over the coordinates has been performed along a straight line.
Finally, from the above result, it easy to see that the total Schwinger’s phases for diagrams I and II, appearing in

Eqs. (26, 27), read

Ω(x, y)Ω(y, z)Ω(z, x) = ei
qB
2 F̂µν(xµyν+yµzν+zµxν),

Ω(y, x)Ω(x, z)Ω(z, y) = e−i qB
2 F̂µν(xµyν+yµzν+zµxν),

(B4)

where

F̂µν (xµyν + yµzν + zµxν) = −x2y1 + x1y
2 − y2z

1 + y1z
2 − z2x

1 + z1x
2. (B5)

Note that the total phases are gauge invariant while the single Schwinger’s phase on each propagator are not. This
is a known fact for any charged closed loop in presence of an external electromagnetic field [69]. Another important
point is that diagrams I and II have opposite phases, which give rise to interference terms that are not present in the
vacuum case.

Appendix C: Schwinger proper time integration

In this Appendix we show details on how the integration over the Schwinger proper time is carried out for the different
magnetic field strengths discussed in Sec. V. With this in mind, let us start with zero magnetic field limit.

1. Zero magnetic field

In the zero magnetic field limit, analyzed in Sec.VA, the effective vertex reads

iMµν
vac.(I)(p1, p2) =ihg

2 (−i)D/2+1 1

2DπD/2

×
∫ ∞

0

ds s2−D/2

∫
dv1 dv2 dv3 δ(1− v1 − v2 − v3) e

is(v1v3p2
1+v2v3p

2
2+v1v2w

2−m2)

×

{
Tr [γµ (m− v3 ̸p1 − v2 ̸w) (m+ v1 ̸w + v3 ̸p2) γν (m+ v1 ̸p1 − v2 ̸p2)]

+
im

2s

(
(4−D)Tr [γµγν ]

)}
.

(C1)

In the above equation, the integration over s can be performed straightforward by using the Gamma function
integral representation, given by∫ ∞

0

sn−
D
2 e−i∆2sds =

(
i∆2

)D
2 −(n+1)

Γ

(
n+ 1− D

2

)
, (C2)

obtaining

iMµν
vac.(I)(p1, p2) =ihg

2 (−i)D/2+1 1

2DπD/2
Γ

(
3− D

2

)∫
dv1 dv2 dv3 δ(1− v1 − v2 − v3)

×

{(
i∆2

)D
2 −3

Tr [γµ (m− v3 ̸p1 − v2 ̸w) (m+ v1 ̸w + v3 ̸p2) γν (m+ v1 ̸p1 − v2 ̸p2)]

+
im

4−D

(
i∆2

)D
2 −2

(
(4−D)Tr [γµγν ]

)}
,

(C3)
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where ∆2
m ≡ m2 − v1v3p

2
1 − v2v3p

2
2 − v1v2w

2.

In Eq. (C3), we have not simplified the last term in order to emphasizes the importance to work within the
dimensional regularization scheme. Once the ultraviolet behavior is regularized in the s integration and the result do
not have divergent terms, we can safely take D −→ 4, getting

iMµν
vac.(I)(p1, p2) =ihg

2 1

16π2

∫ 1

0

dv1

∫ 1−v1

0

dv2

×

{
Tr [γµ (m+ (v1 − 1) ̸p1 − v2 ̸p2) (m+ v1 ̸p1 + (1− v2) ̸p2) γν (m+ v1 ̸p1 − v2 ̸p2)]

m2 − v1(1− v1 − v2)p21 − v2(1− v1 − v2)p22 − v1v2w2

−mTr [γµγν ]

}
,

(C4)

where the integration over v3 has also been done.

Adding both charge conjugate contributions and computing the trace, the two form factors in Eq. (13) can be
identified as

A1 =
hg2m

π2

∫ 1

0

dv1

∫ 1−v1

0

dv2
4v1v2 − 1

τ − 4v1v2
, (C5)

A2 = −2hg2m

π2m2
ϕ

∫ 1

0

dv1

∫ 1−v1

0

dv2
(2v1 − 1)(2v2 − 1)

τ − 4v1v2
, (C6)

where the external particles has been considered on-shell and we have introduced the notation τ ≡ 4m2/m2
ϕ. This

integrals has been done analytically by several authors [11, 12, 14] and can be expressed in terms of logarithmic,
trigonometric or dilogarithmic functions (Li2). In particular, in the latter form the coefficients are given by

A1 =
hg2m

4π2

[
(τ − 1)Li2

(
2

1 +
√
1− τ

)
+ (τ − 1)Li2

(
2

1−
√
1− τ

)
− 2

]
, (C7)

A2 =− hg2m

2π2m2
ϕ

[
8
√
τ − 1 cot−1 (τ − 1) + (τ + 1)Li2

(
2

1 +
√
1− τ

)
+ (τ + 1)Li2

(
2

1−
√
1− τ

)
− 10

]
, (C8)

which can be expressed as in Eqs. (6)-(8), for the Higgs context. In this way, we have corroborated that our procedure
reproduces the vacuum case results reported in the literature.

Even though, in the vacuum case there is not a privileged spatial direction, we still have the possibility to describe
the VB polarization states with respect to an arbitrary spatial direction. Without loss of generality, we can choose
the z-direction in such a way, through an antisymmetric tensor, it is connected with the other two directions. Then,
the tensor decomposition, given in Sec. (III B), is still valid. In this context, the antisymmetric tensor F̂µν must be
treated as an auxiliary element without any physical meaning.

Bearing in mind the above discussion, the vacuum result can be expressed in terms of a Ritus-like basis by projecting
the effective vertex as in Eq. (20), giving

a++
1,vac. =Mµν

vac.L̂1µL̂2ν =
A1

|p1⊥||p2⊥|

(
(p1 · p2)⊥ − p2F̂ p1

p1 · p2

)
, (C9)

a++
2,vac. =Mµν

vac.L̂
∗
1µL̂

∗
2ν =

A1

|p1⊥||p2⊥|

(
(p1 · p2)∥ −

p2F̂
∗p1

p1 · p2

)
, (C10)

a+−
4,vac. =Mµν

vac.

1√
2

(
L̂1µL̂

∗
2ν + L̂∗

1µL̂2ν

)
= −

√
2A1

|p1⊥||p2⊥|

(
p2F̂ p1

)(
p2F̂

∗p1

)
. (C11)

Once the above results are replaced in Eq. (19), the square amplitude depends only on A1, as it is expected (see
discussion bellow Eq. 13).
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2. Strong magnetic field

In the strong magnetic field limit, discussed in Sec. VB, the diagram I contribution to the amplitude, reads

iMqB (I)
E µν (p1, p2) =− ihg2|qB|D⊥/2 (−1)

D⊥

πD/24D⊥−12D∥−1

×
∫ ∞

1/Λ2

s2−D∥/2ds

∫
dv1 dv2 dv3 δ(1− v1 − v2 − v3) e

−s(v1v3p
2
1∥+v2v3p

2
2∥+v1v2w

2
∥+m2)

×

{
Tr
[
γ∥µ

(
m+ v3 ̸p1∥ + v2 ̸w∥

) (
m− v1 ̸w∥ − v3 ̸p2∥

)
γ∥ν

(
m− v1 ̸p1∥ + v2 ̸p2∥

)
∆+

]
− m

2s

(
(4−D∥)Tr

[
γ∥µγ∥ν∆+

])}
.

(C12)

By comparing the above expression with the zero magnetic field case, Eq. (C1), we observe a highly coincidence
between the remaining integrals. Then, by using the incomplete Gamma function integral representation∫ ∞

1/Λ2

sn−
D∥
2 e−∆2

msds =
(
∆2

m

)D∥
2 −(n+1)

Γ

(
n+ 1−

D∥

2
,
∆2

m

Λ2

)
, (C13)

in Eq. (C12), the integration over the parameter s can be easily performed, obtaining

iMqB (I)
E µν (p1, p2) = −ihg

2|qB|
8π2

∫ 1

0

dv1

∫ 1−v1

0

dv2

×

{
Γ

(
2,

∆2

Λ2

)
Tr
[
γ∥µ

(
m− (v1 − 1) ̸p1∥ + v2 ̸p2∥

) (
m− v1 ̸p1∥ − (1− v2) ̸p2∥

)
γ∥ν

(
m− v1 ̸p1∥ + v2 ̸p2∥

)
∆+

](
m2 + v1(1− v1 − v2)p21∥ + v2(1− v1 − v2)p22∥ + v1v2w2

∥

)2
− Γ

(
1,

∆2

Λ2

)
m Tr

[
γ∥µγ∥ν∆+

]
m2 + v1(1− v1 − v2)p21∥ + v2(1− v1 − v2)p22∥ + v1v2w2

∥

}
,

(C14)

where ∆2
m = m2+ v1v3p

2
1∥+ v2v3p

2
2∥+ v1v2w

2
∥, the integration over the parameter v3 has been additionally performed

and the limit D −→ 4 was straightforward taken because there are not divergent terms. As expected, in the strong
magnetic field limit, there is a lineal dependence with the magnetic field, which can be related to the contributions of
the LLL [34].

By considering, the on-shell conditions and the hierarchy among the energy scales in the strong field limit
m2, |pi⊥|2 ≪ |qB|, the incomplete Gamma functions can be approximated by its behavior around the study
relevant point, which is

∆2

Λ2
∼ −v1v2

m2
ϕ

Λ2
. (C15)

At this point is clear that there is another energy scales comparison to be taken into account6 m2
ϕ ≶ |qB|. Then, the

remaining integrals over the parameters v1 and v2 can be performed in similar fashion as in the zero magnetic field
case.

3. Weak magnetic field approximation

As we discussed in Sec. VC, there are two different weak field approximations based on the kinematics of the external
particles: low and high perpendicular momentum. The difference lies on the treatment of the exponential factor given
in Eq. (52)

X (qB, s, vj , pi⊥) = e−
i

qB

t1t3p21⊥+t2t3p22⊥+t1t2w2
⊥+2t1t2t3p2F̂p1

t1t2t3−t1−t2−t3 , (C16)

6 Recall that the cut-off is an energy scale from which the field strength is the highest one.
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since it is a function of three energy scales and whose behavior depends on the hierarchy between m and pi⊥.
A power series expansion on qBs can be performed on Eq. (45) [47, 48], so, the general form for the weak field

approximations reads

iMµν
qB(I)

(p1, p2) ≈ihg2 (−i)D⊥+D/2+1 (−1)D⊥/2

2DπD/2

∫
dv1 dv2 dv3 δ(1− v1 − v2 − v3)

×
∫ ∞

0

ds s2−D/2 e−ism2

eis(v1v3p
2
1+v2v3p

2
2+v1v2w

2)Xlow/high(qB, s, vj , pi⊥) f(qBs, vi, pi⊥),

(C17)

where the functions Xlow/high(qB, s, vj , pi⊥) correspond to the weak field at low or high perpendicular momentum
approximation, respectively and f(qBs, vi, pi⊥) is a polynomial function on qBs, with the variables used in Sec. V.

In the weak field with low perpendicular momentum approximation, the exponential factor in Eq. (C16) can be
expanded in a Taylor series, so the leading terms, up to O

(
(qB)2

)
, are the following

Xlow(qB, s, vj , pi⊥) = 1+i2qBs2v1v2v3 p2F̂ p1 − 2(qB)2s4v21v
2
2v

2
3 p2F̂ p1

+ i
(qB)2s3

3

(
−v22 + v1v2 + v1v3 + v2v3

)
v1v3p

2
1⊥

+ i
(qB)2s3

3

(
−v21 + v1v2 + v1v3 + v2v3

)
v2v3p

2
2⊥

+ i
(qB)2s3

3

(
−v23 + v1v2 + v1v3 + v2v3

)
v1v2w

2
⊥.

(C18)

Next, in this approximation, the integration over the parameter s in Eq. (C17) can be easily performed, term by
term, by using the integral representation of the Gamma function, Eq. (C2). Note that the terms with non-vanishing
power of qB contain extra factors of s in the numerator, which improves its behavior in the s −→ 0 neighborhood
(UV region).

By considering the on-shell conditions, the remaining integrals over v1 and v2 can be performed analytically in
similar fashion as Eqs. (C7)-(C8).

In the weak field approximation with high perpendicular momentum, we cannot a perform a Taylor series expansion
in the exponential term in Eq. (C16), since there are factors of pi⊥ that make the exponential argument larger than
one. However, a power expansion on its argument is valid, giving

Xhigh(qB, s, vj , pi⊥) = ei2qBs2v1v2v3 p2F̂ p1ei
(qB)2s3

3 (−v2
2+v1v2+v1v3+v2v3)v1v3p2

1⊥

× ei
(qB)2s3

3 (−v2
1+v1v2+v1v3+v2v3)v2v3p2

2⊥

× ei
(qB)2s3

3 (−v2
3+v1v2+v1v3+v2v3)v1v2w2

⊥ .

(C19)

In this physical regime, the qB dependence is not fully contained in the polynomial function and the integration
can not be performed, as in the previous case, by using an integral representation of the Gamma functions, due to
extra exponential factors with higher powers on s. The method to perform this kind of integrals is a work in progress
and will be report elsewhere.
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