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Abstract

We study the role of the Schwinger phase (SP) that appears in the propagator of a charged

particle in the presence of a static and uniform magnetic field ~B. We first note that this phase

cannot be removed by a gauge transformation; far from this, we show that it plays an important

role in the restoration of the symmetries of the system. Next, we analyze the effect of SPs in

the one-loop corrections to charged pion and rho meson selfenergies. To carry out this analysis

we consider first a simple form for the meson-quark interactions, and then we study the π+ and

ρ+ propagators within the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model, performing a numerical analysis of the B

dependence of meson lowest energy states. For both π+ and ρ+ mesons, we compare the numerical

results arising from the full calculation —in which SPs are included in the propagators, and meson

wavefunctions correspond to states of definite Landau quantum number— and those obtained

within alternative schemes in which SPs are neglected (or somehow eliminated) and meson states

are described by plane waves of definite four-momentum.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The study of the behavior of charged particles in the presence of an intense magnetic

field within the framework of relativistic quantum field theory has a long history (see e.g.

Ref. [1] and references therein). In recent years, the interest in this topic has been renewed

in the context of the physics of strong interactions [2–4]. The motivation arises mostly from

the realization that intense magnetic fields might play an important role in the study of

the early Universe [5], in the analysis of high energy noncentral heavy ion collisions [6, 7]

and in the description of compact stellar objects like the magnetars [8, 9]. It is well known

that magnetic fields also induce interesting phenomena like the chiral magnetic effect [10–

12], the enhancement of the QCD quark-antiquark condensate (“magnetic catalysis”) [13]

and the decrease of critical temperatures for chiral restoration and deconfinement QCD

transitions [14].

In the above context, the study of the properties of magnetized light hadrons shows

up as a very relevant task. In fact, this subject has been addressed by several works in the

framework of various approaches to non-perturbative QCD. These include e.g. Nambu-Jona-

Lasinio (NJL)-like models [15–29, 29–37], quark-meson models [38, 39], chiral perturbation

theory (ChPT) [40–42], hidden local symmetry [43], path integral Hamiltonians [44, 45] and

QCD sum rules [46]. In addition, results for the π and ρ meson spectra in the presence of

background magnetic fields have been obtained from lattice QCD (LQCD) calculations [14,

47–51].

In models with explicit quark degrees of freedom, like e.g. the NJL model or the meson-

quark model, the determination of meson properties demands the evaluation of quark loops.

In the presence of a magnetic field ~B, the calculation of these loops requires some care

due to the appearance of Schwinger phases (SPs) [52] associated with quark propagators.

These phases are not invariant under either translational or gauge transformations. When

all external legs in the quark loop correspond to neutral particles, SPs cancel out and one

can take the usual momentum basis to diagonalize the corresponding loop correction; this

is the case, for example, of one-loop corrections to neutral meson selfenergies. In contrast,

when some of the external legs correspond to charged particles —as in the case of the one-

loop correction to a charged meson mass— Schwinger phases do not cancel, leading to a

breakdown of translational invariance that prevents to proceed as in the neutral case. In this
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situation, some existing calculations within the NJL model [15, 18, 22, 23, 26, 30, 34] just

neglect Schwinger phases; if this is done, one can set meson transverse momenta to zero,

considering only the translational invariant part of the quark propagators to determine

charged meson masses. In fact, it has even been argued [53] that this way to proceed would

be consistent with gauge invariance. On the other hand, a method that fully takes into

account the translational-breaking effects introduced by SPs has been presented in Ref. [27]

for the calculation of charged pion masses, and then it has been subsequently extended

for the determination of the charged pion masses at finite temperature [28], for the analysis

other charged pion properties [31], for the determination of charged kaon [35] and rho meson

masses [37], and for the study of diquark and nucleon masses [54]. This method, based on

the use of the eigenfunctions associated to magnetized relativistic particles, allows one to

diagonalize the charged meson polarization functions in order to obtain the corresponding

meson masses.

The main objective of this article is to clarify the role played by Schwinger phases in the

calculation of quark loops associated to the determination of charged meson properties in the

presence of an external magnetic field. One important point to be shown is that these phases

cannot be “gauged away”: if a SP does not vanish in a given gauge, it cannot be removed

by any gauge transformation. In fact, the assumption of neglecting SPs might be considered

at best as some kind of approximation in which the polarization functions are forced to be

gauge invariant, instead of gauge covariant, as they should be. To be fully consistent and

self-contained we devote the first few sections of this article to review some properties of the

SP as well as to provide the explicit form of quantum fields and propagators for particles

with spin 0, 1/2 and 1. Then, we dedicate one section to the determination of one-loop

corrections to the charged pion and rho meson selfenergies in the context of quark meson

model, and another section is devoted to the calculation of charged pion and rho meson

masses in the framework of the NJL model. Throughout these calculations we focus on the

role of SPs and the preservation of gauge properties of the involved quantities. In this way

we uncover the issues that appear when the SPs are neglected, providing further support

to the method introduced in Ref. [31]. We also show that the assumption of neglecting SPs

may have a significant qualitative impact on the theoretical predictions for the behavior of

meson masses under a strong magnetic field.

This work is organized as it follows. In Sec. II we review the definition of the SP and
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state its explicit form in commonly used gauges. Then, we show how the SP plays an

important role in the preservation of the expected symmetries of the system —although it

is not itself translational and gauge invariant— and we discuss the related constraints on

the form of the invariant part of charged particle propagators. In Sec. III we present the

explicit form of charged particle quantum fields in the presence of an external magnetic field.

The corresponding expressions are given in a quite general form, in terms of eigenfunctions

associated to the more commonly used gauges. In Sec. IV we provide the explicit form of

the charged particle propagators; this is done in terms of both the field eigenfunctions and

the product of a SP and a gauge invariant function obtained using the Schwinger proper

time method. Next, in Sec. V we determine the leading order correction to the charged

pion and to the charged rho meson selfenergies for some typical quark-meson interaction

lagrangian. In particular, we show that these corrections are diagonal in the basis of the

corresponding meson eigenfunctions. We also show that this implies taking into account

some transverse momentum fluctuations, which would have been neglected by disregarding

the SP (and considering plane wave meson wavefunctions). In Sec. VI we extend the analysis

to the calculation of the charged pion and rho meson masses in the framework of the NJL

model. To give an idea of the importance of properly taking into account the SP, we perform

a numerical analysis of the effect of the magnetic field on these masses, comparing the results

obtained from the expressions that include/neglect the SP. Finally, in Sec. VII we provide a

summary of our work, together with our main conclusions. We also include Appendixes A,

B, C and D to provide some formulae related with the formalism used throughout our work.

II. SCHWINGER PHASE AND CHARGED PARTICLE PROPAGATORS

A. Gauge transformations and gauge fixing for a constant magnetic field

We start by considering the electromagnetic field strength F µν associated with a general

electromagnetic field Aµ(x),

F µν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ . (II.1)

Throughout this work we use the Minkowski metric gµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−1), while for a

space-time coordinate four-vector xµ we adopt the notation xµ = (t, ~x), with ~x = (x1, x2, x3).
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We also consider the covariant derivative Dµ that appears in the field equations associated

with an electrically charged particle,

Dµ = ∂µ + i QAµ , (II.2)

where Q is the particle electric charge. Now, under a gauge transformation Λ(x) the elec-

tromagnetic field transforms as

Aµ → Ãµ = Aµ + ∂µΛ . (II.3)

While the electromagnetic field strength F µν is invariant under this transformation, the

operator Dµ transforms in a covariant way, namely

Dµ → D̃µ = e−iQΛ(x)Dµ eiQΛ(x) . (II.4)

So far we have considered a general external electromagnetic field Aµ(x). In what follows

we concentrate on the case associated with a static and uniform magnetic field ~B. The

tensor F µν is given in this case by

F ij = Fij = −εijkBk , F 0j = 0 , (II.5)

with i, j = 1, 2, 3, whereas the corresponding electromagnetic field can be written as

Aµ(x) =
1

2
xνF

νµ + ∂µΨ(x) , (II.6)

where Ψ(x) is, in principle, an arbitrary function. For any form of this function one obtains

a particular gauge. Without loosing generality, one can now choose the 3-axis to be parallel

(or antiparallel) to the magnetic field, writing ~B = (0, 0, B). In addition, one can take Ψ(x)

to be only a function of the spatial coordinates that are perpendicular to ~B, i.e., x1 and x2.

The reason is that only the components F 12 and F 21 of the field strength tensor are different

from zero, which implies that only ∂1A2 and ∂2A1 are relevant. In what follows we adopt

this coordinate choice.

For the considered situation, some commonly used gauges are

Symmetric gauge (SG), Ψ(x) = 0 , Aµ(x) =

(
0,−B

2
x2,

B

2
x1, 0

)
; (II.7)

Landau gauge 1 (LG1), Ψ(x) =
B

2
x1x2 , Aµ(x) =

(
0,−B x2, 0, 0

)
; (II.8)

Landau gauge 2 (LG2), Ψ(x) = −B
2
x1x2 , Aµ(x) =

(
0, 0, B x1, 0

)
. (II.9)
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In what follows, we refer to them as “standard gauges”.

According to the above introduced coordinate choice, given a four vector V µ we find it

convenient to distinguish between “parallel” components, V 0 and V 3, and “perpendicular”

components, V 1 and V 2. Thus, we introduce the definitions

V µ
‖ ≡ (V 0, 0, 0, V 3) , V µ

⊥ ≡ (0, V 1, V 2, 0) . (II.10)

In addition, we define the metric tensors

gµν‖ = diag(1, 0, 0,−1) , gµν⊥ = diag(0,−1,−1, 0) . (II.11)

The scalar products of parallel and perpendicular vectors are thus given by

V µ
‖ W‖µ = V‖ ·W‖ = V 0W 0 − V 3W 3 ,

V µ
⊥ W⊥µ = −~V⊥ · ~W⊥ = −(V 1W 1 + V 2W 2) ,

V µ
‖ W⊥µ = 0 . (II.12)

B. Schwinger phase

We introduce here the so-called Schwinger phase, which will be a relevant quantity

throughout this work. Given a particle P with electric charge QP, we denote the associ-

ated SP by ΦP(x, y); its explicit form is [52]

ΦP(x, y) = QP

∫ y

x

dξµ

[
Aµ(ξ) +

1

2
F µν (ξν − yν)

]
, (II.13)

where F µν is assumed to be constant, and the integration is performed along an arbitrary

path that connects x with y. In general, the SP is found to be not invariant under either

translations or gauge transformations. On the other hand, the integral in Eq. (II.13) is

shown to be path independent; thus, it can be evaluated using a straight line path. In this

way, using Eq. (II.6) one can obtain a closed expression for the SP associated to a static

and uniform magnetic field in an arbitrary gauge. It reads

ΦP(x, y) =
QP

2
xµ F

µν yν −QP

[
Ψ(x)−Ψ(y)

]
. (II.14)

From Eqs. (II.3) and (II.6), it is seen that under a gauge transformation the SP transforms

as

ΦP(x, y) → Φ̃P(x, y) = ΦP(x, y)−QP [Λ(x)− Λ(y)] . (II.15)
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The expressions for the SP in the particular gauges introduced above can be now readily

obtained from Eq. (II.14). We have

SG: ΦP(x, y) = −QPB

2
(x1y2 − y1x2) ; (II.16)

LG1: ΦP(x, y) = −QPB

2
(x2 + y2)(x1 − y1) ; (II.17)

LG2: ΦP(x, y) =
QPB

2
(x1 + y1)(x2 − y2) . (II.18)

It is worth noticing that in all cases the SP includes products that mix the coordinates of the

points xµ and yµ. Clearly, there is no way in which these combinations could be expressed

in terms of the difference between a scalar function evaluated at xµ and the same function

evaluated at yµ. Therefore, it follows from Eq. (II.15) that if the SP does not vanish in a

given gauge it will be nonvanishing in any gauge. This means that the SP cannot be “gauged

away”.

C. Charged particle propagators in a static and uniform magnetic field

Let us study now the propagators of charged particles. We start by considering the

propagator of a spin zero meson, e.g. a charged pion, which we denote as ∆πQ(x, y) with

Q = ±1. The particle charge is then given by Qπ = Q e, where e denotes the proton charge.

The equation that defines the meson propagator is(
DµDµ +m2

π

)
∆πQ(x, y) = − δ(4)(x− y) . (II.19)

If we perform now a gauge transformation, using Eq. (II.4) we get(
D̃µ D̃µ +m2

π

)
e−iQπΛ(x) ∆πQ(x, y) = − e−iQπΛ(x) δ(4)(x− y) ; (II.20)

hence, the propagator has to transform according to

∆πQ(x, y) → ∆̃πQ(x, y) = e−iQπΛ(x) ∆πQ(x, y) eiQπΛ(y) , (II.21)

which is the natural extension of a gauge covariant transformation for the case of a bilocal

object. It is seen that the phase difference appearing in the transformed propagator is just

the same quantity that appears in Eq. (II.15) for the gauge-transformed SP. Therefore, one

can always write the meson propagator as

∆πQ(x, y) = eiΦπQ (x,y) ∆̄πQ(x, y) , (II.22)

7



where ∆̄πQ(x, y) is a gauge invariant function; the gauge dependence of the propagator is

carried by the SP, which has a well defined expression.

Since we are dealing with a system subject to a static and uniform magnetic field, the

invariance under translations in time and space, under rotations around any axis parallel to

the magnetic field, and under boosts in directions parallel to the magnetic field, is expected

to be preserved. Translations in time, as well as translations and boosts in the direction of

~B, can be treated in the same way as in the case of a free particle, since they do not involve

the axes 1 or 2. Thus, let us focus on the translations in the plane perpendicular to ~B and

in the rotations around the ~B direction. Noticeably, the expected invariance seems to be

at odds with the fact that the charged pion propagator is known to be not invariant under

these transformations. The aim of the following discussion is to clarify this point and see

how the invariance implies further constraints on the form of the propagator.

Let us first consider space translations in the perpendicular plane, i.e. a general trans-

formation of the form xµ → x′µ = xµ + bµ⊥. From Eq. (II.6), under this transformation one

has

Aµ(x) → Aµt (x) ≡ Aµ(x′) = Aµ(x)− 1

2
F µν b⊥ν + ∂µΨ (x′)− ∂µΨ (x) . (II.23)

It is rather easy to see that this is fully equivalent to a gauge transformation

Aµ(x)→ Ãµ(x) = Aµ(x) + ∂µΛt(x; b⊥) , (II.24)

with

Λt(x; b⊥) = Ψ(x′)−Ψ(x)− 1

2
xµ F

µν b⊥ ν . (II.25)

From Eq. (II.25) we can readily get the expressions of Λt(x; b⊥) in the particular gauges

introduced in the previous subsections. We have

SG: Λt(x; b⊥) = −B
2

(
x1b2 − x2b1

)
; (II.26)

LG1: Λt(x; b⊥) =
B

2
b2
(
2x1 + b1

)
; (II.27)

LG2: Λt(x; b⊥) = −B
2
b1
(
2x2 + b2

)
. (II.28)

A similar relation between the translation xµ → x′µ = xµ+bµ⊥ and the gauge transformation

in Eqs. (II.24) and (II.25) can be obtained for the Schwinger phase. Under the translation,

the SP transforms as

ΦπQ(x, y) → ΦπQ,t(x, y) ≡ ΦπQ(x′, y′) =
Qπ

2
x′µ F

µν y′ν −Qπ [Ψ(x′)−Ψ(y′)] , (II.29)
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whereas performing the corresponding gauge transformation one gets

ΦπQ(x, y) → Φ̃πQ(x, y) = ΦπQ(x, y)−Qπ [Λt(x; b⊥)− Λt(y; b⊥)] . (II.30)

Taking into account the form of Λt(x; b⊥) in Eq. (II.25) we observe that ΦπQ,t = Φ̃πQ(x, y).

Now we can turn back to Eq. (II.19), writing the propagator as in Eq. (II.22). From the

above equations it is seen that under the considered translation the operator (DµDµ +m2
π)

and the factor exp[iΦπQ(x, y)] transform in the same way as under the gauge transformation

Λt(x, b⊥). Together with the requirement that Eq. (II.19) be translational invariant, this

implies that the gauge invariant factor ∆̄πQ(x, y) has to be also translational invariant.

Thus, we can write

∆̄πQ(x, y) = ∆̄πQ(x− y) , (II.31)

and it is possible to obtain a Fourier transform ∆̄πQ(v‖, v⊥) that satisfies

∆̄πQ(x− y) =

∫
d4v

(2π)4
e−i v (x−y) ∆̄πQ(v‖, v⊥) . (II.32)

Notice that in this expression we have made it explicit that one gets in general different

dependences on parallel and perpendicular momenta.

We consider now a rotation of arbitrary angle α around an axis parallel to the magnetic

field ~B. The effect of such a rotation on an arbitrary vector vµ acts only on the perpendicular

component vµ⊥. Choosing the 3-axis in the direction of ~B, for a rotation matrix R3̂(α) we

have x′µ = Rµ
ν x

ν , with

Rµ
ν ≡ R3̂(α)µν =


1 0 0 0

0 cosα − sinα 0

0 sinα cosα 0

0 0 0 1

 . (II.33)

At this point it is important to specify if we adopt an active or a passive point of view for the

rotation; here we adopt the passive point of view and define x̄′µ = R̄µ
ν x

ν , with R̄ ≡ R3̂(−α).

From Eq. (II.6), under the rotation R3̂(α) the electromagnetic field transforms as

Aµ(x) → Aµr (x) = Rµ
ν Aν (x̄′) = −1

2
Rµ

τ F
τδ R̄ ν

δ xν +Rµ
τ

∂Ψ(z)

∂zτ

∣∣∣
z= x̄′

. (II.34)

Noting that Rµ
τ F

τδ R̄ ν
δ = F µν , the result in Eq. (II.34) can be reinterpreted as a gauge

transformation

Aµ(x) → Ãµ(x) = Aµ(x) + ∂µΛr(x;α) , (II.35)
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where

Λr(x, α) = Ψ(x̄′)−Ψ(x) . (II.36)

As in the case of the translations, the equivalence between the rotation R3̂(α) and the gauge

transformation Λr(x;α) is also obtained for the SP, i.e., one gets ΦπQ,r(x, y) = Φ̃πQ(x, y).

The explicit expressions for the function Λr(x;α) in the standard gauges read

SG: Λr(x;α) = 0 ; (II.37)

LG1: Λr(x;α) = −B
2

sinα
[
2x1x2 sinα +

(
(x1)2 − (x2)2

)
cosα

]
; (II.38)

LG2: Λr(x;α) =
B

2
sinα

[
2x1x2 sinα +

(
(x1)2 − (x2)2

)
cosα

]
. (II.39)

Turning back once again to Eq. (II.19), and writing the propagator as in Eq. (II.22), we

observe that under a rotation R3̂(α) the operator (DµDµ +m2
π) and the factor eiΦπQ (x,y)

transform in the same way as under the gauge transformation Λr(x;α). This equivalence,

together with the requirement that Eq. (II.19) be invariant under R3̂(α) rotations, implies

that ∆̄πQ(x − y) has to be invariant under these transformations. Since, in addition, the

propagator has to be invariant under boosts along the 3-axis, one can conclude that the

Fourier transform ∆̄πQ(v‖, v⊥) defined in Eq. (II.32) can depend only on the quantities v2
‖

and v2
⊥.

An entirely similar analysis can be performed for the case of spin 1/2 and spin 1 particles.

Thus, the spin 1/2 fermion propagator Sf (x, y) can be written as

Sf (x, y) = eiΦf (x,y) S̄f (x− y) , (II.40)

with

S̄f (x− y) =

∫
d4v

(2π)4
e−i v(x−y) S̄f (v‖, v⊥) . (II.41)

Here the propagator is a matrix in Dirac space that involves products of the γµ Dirac

matrices. Due to the invariance under rotations around the 3-axis (i.e., the ~B axis) and

under boosts in that direction, it is easy to see that S̄f (v‖, v⊥) has to be a function of v2
‖,

v2
⊥, γ‖ · v‖ and ~γ⊥ · ~v⊥.

In the case of a charged vector meson propagator, for instance, a ρ meson propagator

Dνγ
ρQ

(x, y), we can write

Dνγ
ρQ

(x, y) = eiΦρQ (x,y)D̄νγ
ρQ

(x− y) , (II.42)
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with

D̄νγ
ρQ

(x− y) =

∫
d4v

(2π)4
e−i v(x−y) D̄νγ

ρQ
(v‖, v⊥) . (II.43)

Similarly to the previous cases, invariance under rotations around the 3-axis and under

boosts in that direction implies that D̄νγ
ρQ

(v‖, v⊥) will be given by a linear combination of

tensors of order two built from the tensors gµν‖ , gµν⊥ , F µν and the vectors vµ‖ , v
µ
⊥, with

coefficients given by functions that depend only on v2
‖ and v2

⊥.

Obviously, the above statements can be corroborated by carrying out detailed calculations

of the propagators. This is sketched in Sec. IV, where the explicit forms of ∆̄πQ(v‖, v⊥),

S̄f (v‖, v⊥) and D̄νγ
ρQ

(v‖, v⊥) are given.

In conclusion, we have seen that the Schwinger phase carries all gauge, translation and

rotation non-invariance that is present in particle propagators. In fact, this should not

be surprising, since the breakdown of translational and rotational symmetry is precisely

produced by the gauge choice. When calculating a physical quantity we specify a partic-

ular gauge and use propagators that, in general, break both translational and rotational

invariance; however, all these symmetries are simultaneously recovered in the final result.

III. QUANTUM FIELDS OF CHARGED PARTICLES IN A MAGNETIC FIELD

A. A set of basic functions

Let us consider a charged scalar particle in a static and homogeneous magnetic field. We

introduce the scalar functions FQ(x, q̄), solutions of the eigenvalue equation

DµDµFQ(x, q̄) = fq̄ FQ(x, q̄) , (III.1)

where Q is the particle electric charge, Dµ is the covariant derivative defined in Eq. (II.2),

and the corresponding electromagnetic field Aµ(x) is of the form given by Eq. (II.6). In

Eq. (III.1), q̄ stands for a set of four labels that are needed to completely specify each

eigenfunction. One can be more explicit and write the eigenvalue equation in the form[
∂µ ∂µ − Q ~B · ~L +

Q2

4

(
~x× ~B

)2
]
eiQΨ(x)FQ(x, q̄) = fq̄ e

iQΨ(x)FQ(x, q̄) , (III.2)

where Lk = iεklm xl ∂m. From this equation it is seen that while the eigenfunctions FQ(x, q̄)

are gauge dependent, the eigenvalues fq̄ are not. As discussed in the previous section, the
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magnetic field can always be taken to lie along the 3-axis, and then Ψ(x) can be assumed to

depend only on the two spatial coordinates perpendicular to ~B, x1 and x2. Consequently,

as in the case of a free particle, the eigenvalues of the components of the four-momentum

along the time direction, q0, and the magnetic field direction, q3, can be taken as two of the

labels required to specify FQ(x, q̄). On the other hand, as is well known, the eigenvalues of

Eq. (III.1) are given by

fq̄ = −
[
(q0)2 − (2k + 1)BQ − (q3)2

]
, (III.3)

where BQ ≡ |QB|, and k is a non-negative integer, to be related with the so-called Landau

level. This means that the eigenvalues depend only on three of the labels included in q̄. There

is a degeneracy, which arises, of course, as a consequence of gauge invariance; to fully specify

the eigenfunctions, a fourth quantum number χ is required, i.e. one has q̄ = (q0, k, χ, q3).

Although it is not strictly necessary, the quantum number χ can be conveniently chosen

according to the gauge in which the eigenvalue problem is analyzed [55]. In particular, since

for the standard gauges SG, LG1 and LG2 one has unbroken continuous symmetries, in

those cases it is natural to consider quantum numbers χ associated with the corresponding

group generators. Usual choices are

SG: χ = ı , nonnegative integer, associated to L3 (III.4)

(eigenvalue of L3: m = sign(QB)(ı− k)) ;

LG1: χ = q1 , real number, eigenvalue of − i ∂
∂x1

; (III.5)

LG2: χ = q2 , real number, eigenvalue of − i ∂
∂x2

. (III.6)

The explicit forms of the functions FQ(x, q̄) for the above standard gauges and quantum

numbers χ are given in App. A. They are shown to satisfy the completeness and orthogonality

relations ∑∫
q̄

FQ(x, q̄)∗FQ(y, q̄) = δ(4)(x− y) , (III.7)

∫
d4x FQ(x, q̄′)∗FQ(x, q̄) = δ̂q̄q̄′ . (III.8)

Here we have introduced some shorthand notation whose explicit form depends on the chosen
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gauge. For SG we have

∑∫
q̄

≡ 1

(2π)2

∞∑
k,ı=0

∫
dq0

2π

dq3

2π
, δ̂q̄q̄′ ≡ (2π)4 δkk′ δıı′ δ(q

0 − q′0) δ(q3 − q′3) , (III.9)

while for LG1 (LG2) we have

∑∫
q̄

≡ 1

2π

∞∑
k=0

∫
dq0

2π

dqi

2π

dq3

2π
, δ̂q̄q̄′ ≡ (2π)4 δkk′ δ(q

0 − q′0) δ(qi − q′i) δ(q3 − q′3) , (III.10)

where i = 1 (i = 2). For later use we also find it convenient to define q̆ = (k, χ, q3),

s = sign(QB) and ∑∫
{q̄E}

=
∑∫
q̄

2πδ(q0 − E) . (III.11)

It can be shown that the functions FQ(x, q̄) satisfy the useful relations [56]

D0FQ(x, q̄) = −iq0FQ(x, q̄) ,(
D1 ± iD2

)
FQ(x, q̄) = (∓s)

[
(2k + 1∓ s)BQ

]1/2FQ(x, q̄k∓s) ,

D3FQ(x, q̄) = −iq3FQ(x, q̄) , (III.12)

where q̄k±s = (q0, k ± s, χ, q3). We also notice that under a gauge transformation Λ(x) the

functions FQ(x, q̄) [with q̄ = (q0, k, χ, q3)] transform as

FQ(x, q̄) → F̃Q(x, q̄) = e−iQΛ(x)FQ(x, q̄) . (III.13)

B. Spin 0 charged particles: the charged pions

Let us start by considering the gauged Klein-Gordon action for a point-like charged pion

in the presence of a static and homogeneous magnetic field. We have

SKG = −
∫
d4x πQ(x)∗

(
DµDµ +m2

π

)
πQ(x) , (III.14)

where, as in Sect. II C, we have denoted the pion charge by Qπ = Q e, with Q = ±1. From

the action in Eq. (III.14) one gets the associated gauged Klein-Gordon equation, namely

(
DµDµ +m2

π

)
πQ(x) = 0 . (III.15)
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We notice that, taking into account Eq. (II.4), the gauge invariance of the gauged Klein-

Gordon action requires that under a gauge transformation Λ(x) the πQ(x) field transform

as

πQ(x) → π̃Q(x) = e−iQπΛ(x) πQ(x) . (III.16)

Using the notation introduced in the previous subsection, the quantized charged pion

field can be written as

πQ(x) = π−Q(x)† =
∑∫
{q̄Eπ}

1

2Eπ

{
aQπ (q̆) FQ(x, q̄) + a−Qπ (q̆)† F−Q(x, q̄)∗

}
. (III.17)

Here the pion energy is given by Eπ =
√
m2
π + (2k + 1)Bπ + (q3)2, with k ≥ 0, while the

functions FQ(x, q̄) are given by

FQ(x, q̄) = FQπ(x, q̄) . (III.18)

According to Eqs. (III.7) and (III.8), they satisfy the relations∑∫
q̄

FQ(x, q̄)∗ FQ(y, q̄) = δ(4)(x− y) , (III.19)

∫
d4x FQ(x, q̄)∗ FQ(x, q̄′) = δ̂q̄q̄′ . (III.20)

On the other hand, the creation and annihilation operators in Eq. (III.17) satisfy the com-

mutation relations[
aQπ (q̆) , a±Qπ (q̆ ′)

]
=
[
aQπ (q̆)† , a±Qπ (q̆ ′)†

]
=
[
aQπ (q̆) , a−Qπ (q̆ ′)†

]
= 0 ,[

aQπ (q̆) , aQπ (q̆ ′)†
]

= 2Eπ (2π)3 δkk′ δχχ′ δ(q
3 − q ′ 3) . (III.21)

Note that according to the above definitions the operators aQπ (q̆) and a−Qπ (q̆) turn out to have

different dimensions from the creation and annihilation operators that are usually defined

in absence of the external magnetic field.

C. Spin 1/2 charged particles: the quarks

Let us consider the gauged Dirac action for a point-like quark of flavor f in the presence

of a static and homogeneous magnetic field. We express the quark charge as Qf = Qf e,

with Qu = 2/3, Qd = −1/3 for f = u, d. The gauged action is given by

SD =

∫
d4x ψ̄f (x) (i /D −mf )ψf (x) , (III.22)
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where, as usual, ψ̄f = ψ†f γ
0 and /D = γµDµ; the associated gauged Dirac equation reads

(i /D −mf )ψf (x) = 0 . (III.23)

In a similar way as in the case of the charged pion, gauge invariance of the gauged Dirac

action requires that under a gauge transformation Λ(x) the field ψf (x) transform as

ψf (x) → ψ̃f (x) = e−iQfΛ(x) ψf (x) . (III.24)

The quantized quark fields are given by

ψf (x) =
∑∫
{q̄Ef }

∑
a=1,2

1

2Ef

{
bf (q̆, a)Uf (x, q̄, a) + df (q̆, a)† Vf (x, q̄, a)

}
, (III.25)

where the quark energy is given by Ef =
√
m2
f + 2kBf + (q3)2, with k ≥ 0; for k = 0,

only the value a = 1 in the sum over a is allowed. Once again we use here the definitions

q̄ = (q0, k, χ, q3), q̆ = (k, χ, q3), Bf = |QfB| and s = sign(QfB). The spinors Uf and Vf in

Eq. (III.25) can be written as

Uf (x, q̄, a) = EQf (x, q̄) uQf (k, q
3, a) ,

Vf (x, q̄, a) = Ẽ−Qf (x, q̄) v−Qf (k, q
3, a) , (III.26)

where EQf (x, q̄) and Ẽ−Qf (x, q̄) are Ritus functions [57]. Their explicit forms are

EQ(x, q̄) =
∑
λ=±

ΓλFQ(x, q̄λ) ,

Ẽ−Q(x, q̄) =
∑
λ=±

ΓλF−Q(x, q̄−λ)
∗ , (III.27)

where Γ± = (1 ± S3)/2, S3 = iγ1γ2 being the 3-component of the spin operator in the

spin one-half representation. We have also used the definition q̄λ = (q0, ksλ, χ, q
3), with

ks± = k − (1 ∓ s)/2. The explicit form of the spinors uQf (k, q3, a) and v−Qf (k, q3, a)

in Eq. (III.26), as well as the anticommutation relations between the fermion creation and

annihilation operators and some properties of the functions EQ(x, q̄) are given in App. B.

Using these properties it is easy to show that the spinors Uf and Vf satisfy orthogonality

and completeness relations, namely [56]∫
d4x U f (x, q̄, a)Uf (x, q̄

′, a′) = 2mf δ̂q̄q̄′ δaa′ ,∫
d4x V f (x, q̄, a)Vf (x, q̄

′, a′) = −2mf δ̂q̄q̄′ δaa′ ,∫
d4x V f (−x, q̄, a)Uf (x, q̄

′, a′) =

∫
d4x U f (x, q̄, a)Vf (−x, q̄′, a′) = 0 (III.28)
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and

1

2mf

∑∫
q̄

∑
a

[
Uf (x, q̄, a)U(x′, q̄, a)− Vf (−x, q̄, a)V f (−x′, q̄, a)

]
= δ(4)(x− x′) . (III.29)

On the right hand side of this last equation, an identity in Dirac space is understood.

D. Spin 1 charged particles: the charged rho mesons

We consider here the gauged Proca action for a charged point-like rho meson in the

presence of a static and homogeneous magnetic field. Expressing the rho charge as Qρ = Qe,

with Q = ±1, we have

SP =

∫
d4x

{
− 1

2
ρQ,µν(x)† ρQµν(x) +m2

ρ ρ
Q,µ(x)† ρQµ (x)

+
i

2
Qρ F

µν
[
ρQµ (x)† ρQν (x)− ρQν (x)† ρQµ (x)

]}
, (III.30)

where ρQµν = DµρQν −DνρQµ . The associated gauged Proca equation reads

DµDµ ρQν (x) +m2
ρ ρ
Q
ν (x)− 2i Qρ F

α
ν ρQα(x) = 0 , (III.31)

with

DµρQµ (x) = 0 . (III.32)

In the same way as in the previous cases, gauge invariance of the gauged Proca action

requires that under a gauge transformation Λ(x) the rho field transform as

ρQµ (x) → ρ̃Qµ (x) = e−iQρΛ(x) ρQµ (x) . (III.33)

The quantized charged rho field can be written as

ρQ,µ(x) =
∑∫
{q̄Eρ}

∑
c

1

2Eρ

[
aQρ (q̆, c)W µ

Q(x, q̄, c) + a−Qρ (q̆, c)†W µ
−Q(x, q̄, c)∗

]
, (III.34)

where the rho energy is given by Eρ =
√
m2
ρ + (2k + 1)Bρ + (q3)2, and we have used the

definitions of q̄ and q̆ introduced in the previous subsections, together with Bρ = |QρB| and

s = sign(QρB). It is important to point out that in this case the sum over the integer index

k starts at k = −1, instead of zero.
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The functions W µ
Q (x, q̄, c) in Eq. (III.34) are given by

W µ
Q(x, q̄, c) = RQ,µν(x, q̄) εQ,ν(k, q3, c) , (III.35)

where, as in the case of spin 1/2 fields [see Eqs. (III.26)], we have separated the wavefunction

into a function RQ,µν that depends on x and q̄ and a polarization vector εQ,ν(k, q
3, c), the

index c denoting the polarization state. Explicit expressions for these vectors —dictated

by the orthogonality relation Eq. (III.32)— are given in App. C. In fact, we note that for

k = −1 there is only one possible polarization vector; this means that the index c can only

take the value c = 1 in this case. For k = 0 two polarization vectors can be constructed,

thus in that case c can take values 1 and 2, while for k ≥ 1 the sum over c in Eq. (III.34)

runs over the full set of values c = 1, 2, 3.

The functions RQ,µν are given by

RQ,µν(x, q̄) =
∑

λ=−1,0,1

FQρ(x, q̄λ) Υµν
λ , (III.36)

where q̄λ = (q0, k − sλ, χ, q3) (notice that this definition of q̄λ is different from the one used

in the case of charged fermions). There are various possible choices for the tensors Υµν
λ ; here

we use

Υµν
0 = gµν‖ , Υµν

±1 =
1

2
(gµν⊥ ∓ S

µν
3 ) , (III.37)

where Sµν3 = i(δµ1δ
ν
2− δ

µ
2δ
ν
1) is the 3-component of the spin operator in the spin one repre-

sentation. Orthogonality and completeness relations for the functions RQ,µν , as well as other

useful relations involving these functions and the Υµν
λ tensors, are given in App. C. In that

appendix we also quote the commutation relations between the creation and annihilation

operators for the charged rho fields.

As discussed in App. C, for k ≥ 0 an additional vector, orthogonal to the physical po-

larization vectors, can be introduced [see Eq. (C.18)]. We keep for this new vector the

notation εµQ(k, q3, c), taking for the polarization index the value c = 0, and we refer to

the associated polarization as “longitudinal”. If we extend the set of charged rho me-

son wavefunctions W µ
Q(x, q̄, c) by including the corresponding “longitudinal” wavefunction

W µ
Q(x, q̄, 0) ≡ RQ,µν(x, q̄) εQ,ν(k, q3, 0), we get for these functions orthogonality and com-

pleteness relations, namely∫
d4x W µ

Q(x, q̄′, c′)∗WQ,µ(x, q̄, c) = − ζc δ̂q̄q̄′ δcc′ (III.38)
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and ∑∫
q̄

cmax∑
c=cmin

ζcW
µ
Q(x, q̄, c)∗W ν

Q(x′, q̄, c) = − gµν δ(4)(x− x′) . (III.39)

In these equations the coefficients ζc are defined as ζ0 = −1, ζ1 = ζ2 = ζ3 = 1, while cmin

and cmax are given by

cmin =

 1 if k = −1

0 if k ≥ 0
, cmax =


1 if k = −1

2 if k = 0

3 if k ≥ 1

. (III.40)

IV. EXPLICIT FORM OF THE CHARGED PARTICLE PROPAGATORS

A. The spin 0 charged particle propagator

As discussed above, the charged pion propagator ∆πQ(x, y) satisfies Eq. (II.19), and its

behavior under a gauge transformation is given by Eq. (II.21). Using the functions FQ(x, q̄)

defined in Eq. (III.18) and the properties of the functions FQ(x, q̄) discussed in Sec. III A,

it can be easily seen that ∆πQ(x, y) can be expressed as

∆πQ(x, y) =
∑∫
q̄

FQ(x, q̄) ∆̂πQ(k, q‖)FQ(y, q̄)∗ , (IV.1)

with

∆̂πQ(k, q‖) =
1

q2
‖ −m2

π − (2k + 1)Bπ + iε
. (IV.2)

In fact, from this expression of the propagator, taking into account the gauge transformation

properties of the functions FQ(x, q̄) in Eq. (III.13), it is immediately seen that it transforms

in the covariant way given by Eq. (II.21).

In addition, as is well known, an alternative form for the charged pion propagator can

be obtained using Schwinger proper time method. If ∆πQ(x, y) is written as in Eqs. (II.22)

and (II.32), i.e.

∆πQ(x, y) = eiΦπQ (x,y)

∫
d4v

(2π)4
e−i v(x−y) ∆̄πQ(v‖, v⊥) , (IV.3)

one gets

∆̄πQ(v‖, v⊥) = − i
∫ ∞

0

dσ
1

cos(σBπ)
exp

[
− iσ

(
m2
π − v2

‖ + ~v 2
⊥

tan(σBπ)

σBπ

− iε
)]

. (IV.4)
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This expression can be also obtained starting from Eq. (IV.1), as shown e.g. in App. D of

Ref. [3]. Notice that, as expected from the discussion in Sec. II C, ∆̄πQ(v‖, v⊥) depends only

on v2
‖ and v2

⊥.

B. The spin 1/2 charged particle propagator

The spin 1/2 charged particle propagator Sf (x, y) satisfies the equation

(i /D −mf )Sf (x, y) = δ(4)(x− y) . (IV.5)

In terms of the Ritus functions in Eq. (III.27), it can be expressed as

Sf (x, y) =
∑∫
q̄

EQf (x, q̄) Ŝf (k, q‖) ĒQf (y, q̄) , (IV.6)

where

Ŝf (k, q‖) =
/̂Πs +mf

q2
‖ −m2

f − 2kBf + iε
, (IV.7)

with the definitions Π̂µ
s = (q0, 0, −s

√
2kBf , q

3) and ĒQf (y, q̄) = γ0 EQf (y, q̄)† γ0. The above

expression can be obtained using the relations in App. B. Moreover, taking into account the

gauge transformation properties of these functions [see Eq. (III.13)], from Eq. (IV.6) it is

easy to see that under a gauge transformation Λ(x) the propagator transforms, as it should,

in the covariant way

Sf (x, y) → S̃f (x, y) = e−iQfΛ(x) Sf (x, y) eiQfΛ(y) . (IV.8)

As in the case of spin 0 particles, an alternative form of this propagator can be obtained

using Schwinger proper time method. If Sf (x, y) is written as in Eqs. (II.40) and (II.41), i.e.

Sf (x, y) = eiΦf (x,y)

∫
d4v

(2π)4
e−i v(x−y) S̄f (v‖, v⊥) , (IV.9)

one gets

S̄f (v‖, v⊥) = − i
∫ ∞

0

dσ exp

[
− iσ

(
m2
f − v2

‖ + ~v 2
⊥

tan(σBf )

σBf

− iε
)]

×
[(
v‖ · γ‖ +mf

)
(1− s γ1γ2 tan(σBf ))−

~v⊥ · ~γ⊥
cos2(σBf )

]
. (IV.10)

The derivation of this expression starting from Eq. (IV.6) can be found e.g. in Ref. [58].

We note that S̄f (p‖, p⊥) satisfies the constraints imposed by the invariance under rotations

around the 3-axis (i.e. the ~B axis) and under boosts in that direction discussed in Sec. II C.
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C. The spin 1 charged particle propagator

The spin 1 charged particle propagator Dνγ
ρQ

(x, y) satisfies the equation[ (
DαDα +m2

ρ

)
gµν −DµDν + 2i Qρ Fµν

]
Dνγ
ρQ

(x, y) = δ γ
µ δ(4)(x− y) ; (IV.11)

it can be expressed as

Dνγ
ρQ

(x, y) =
∑∫
q̄

RQ,να(x, q̄) D̂ρQ,αβ(k, q‖) RQ,γβ(y, q̄)∗ , (IV.12)

with

D̂ρQ,αβ(k, q‖)) =
− gαβ + (1− δk,−1) Πα(k, q‖) Πβ(k, q‖)

∗/m2
ρ

q2
‖ −m2 − (2k + 1)Bρ + iε

. (IV.13)

Here we have introduced the four vector Πµ(k, q‖), given by

Πµ(k, q‖) =

(
q0 , i

√
Bρ/2

(√
k + 1−

√
k
)
, −s

√
Bρ/2

(√
k + 1 +

√
k
)
, q3

)
. (IV.14)

This vector, which is defined only for k ≥ 0, plays in some cases a role equivalent as the one

played by the four-momentum vector for B = 0. It is easy to see that

Πµ(k, q‖)
∗ Πµ(k, q‖) = (q0)2 − (2k + 1)BQ − (q3)2 , (IV.15)

which is equal to m2
ρ for q0 = Eρ.

Taking into account the properties of RQ,µν functions quoted it App. C, it can be shown

that Dνγ
ρQ

(x, y), expressed as in Eq. (IV.12), satisfies Eq. (IV.11). Moreover, using the gauge

transformation properties of the functions FQ(x, q̄) [see Eq. (III.13)] it is easy to see that,

as in the case of spin 0 and spin 1/2 particles, the propagator transforms in a covariant way

under a gauge transformation.

As in the previous cases, an alternative form for the charged ρ meson propagator can be

obtained using Schwinger proper time method. If Dµν
ρQ

(x, y) is written as in Eqs. (II.42) and

(II.43), i.e.

Dµν
ρQ

(x, y) = eiΦρQ (x,y)

∫
d4v

(2π)4
e−i v(x−y) D̄µν

ρQ
(v‖, v⊥) , (IV.16)
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one gets

D̄µν
ρQ

(
v‖, v⊥

)
= i

∫ ∞
0

dσ

cos(σBρ)
exp

[
−iσ

(
m2
ρ − v2

‖ + ~v 2
⊥

tan(σBρ)

σBρ

− iε
)]

×

{
Oµν

1 (v)−
[
2 sin2(σBρ)− 1 +

~v 2
⊥
m2
ρ

tan2(σBρ) + i
Bρ

2m2
ρ

tan(σBρ)

]
Oµν

2 (v)

− 1

m2
ρ

[
Oµν

3 (v) +
[
1 + tan2(σBρ)

]
Oµν

4 (v) + Oµν
5 (v)

]
+ i

[
sin(2σBρ) +

~v 2
⊥
m2
ρ

tan(σBρ) +
iBρ

2m2
ρ

]
Oµν

6 (v) +
i tan(σBρ)

m2
ρ

Oµν
7 (v)

}
, (IV.17)

where

Oµν
1 (v) = gµν‖ , Oµν

2 (v) = gµν⊥ , Oµν
3 (v) = vµ‖ v

ν
‖
∗ ,

Oµν
4 (v) = vµ⊥ v

ν
⊥
∗ , Oµν

5 (v) = vµ⊥ v
ν
‖
∗ + vµ‖ v

ν
⊥
∗ , Oµν

6 (v) = −iQρF
µν/Bρ ,

Oµν
7 (v) = iQρ

[
F µα v⊥α v

ν
‖
∗ + vµ‖ v

∗
⊥α F

αν
]
/Bρ . (IV.18)

This expression can be obtained from Eq. (IV.11) using the same methods as in the pre-

vious cases. In fact, an equivalent result has been obtained for the W boson propagator

in Ref. [59]. Once again, it is found that D̄µν
ρQ

(p‖, p⊥) satisfies the constraints imposed by

the invariance under rotations around the 3-axis (i.e. the ~B axis) and under boosts in that

direction discussed in Sec. II C.

V. MESON-QUARK INTERACTIONS AND ONE-LOOP CORRECTIONS TO

CHARGED MESON TWO-POINT CORRELATORS

In the previous section we have considered charged non-interacting boson and fermion

fields in the presence of an external magnetic field; let us now analyze the situation in which

these particles interact with each other. The type of interactions to be considered here

are quite generic. In fact, they can be found in several effective approaches for low energy

strong interactions, such as e.g. meson-quark models in hadronic physics and meson-nucleon

models in nuclear physics. As simple but relevant issues, in this section we discuss the

one-loop corrections to the charged pion and rho meson two point correlators. It is worth

mentioning that in the presence of an external magnetic field these mesons turn out to get

mixed. Since in this article we are mainly concerned on the role played by the Schwinger
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phase in this type of calculation, these mixing terms will be neglected; i.e., the corrections

to spin 0 and spin 1 meson self-energies will be treated separately.

A. Pion-quark interactions and one-loop correction to the charged pion two-point

correlator

Let us consider the quark-pion interaction Lagrangian

L(πq)
int = gs ψ̄(x) iγ5 ~τ ψ(x)~π(x) . (V.19)

Here, ψ(x) stands for a fermion field doublet; for definiteness, we take it to be

ψ(x) =

 ψu(x)

ψd(x)

 , (V.20)

where the fields ψf (x), with f = u, d, are associated to u and d quarks. Using the same

notation as in previous sections, we have Qu = 2e/3, Qd = −e/3, e being the proton

charge. As usual, τi are the Pauli matrices, and pion charge and isospin states are related

by π± = (π1 ∓ iπ2)/
√

2, π0 = π3. The gauge transformation properties for charged fields

given in the previous section guarantee that the interaction Lagrangian in Eq. (V.19) is

gauge invariant.

We analyze now the leading order correction (LOC) to the two-point π+ correlator. One

has

i∆
(LOC)

π+ (y, y′) =
i2

2

∫
d4x d4x′ 〈0|T

[
π+(y) π+(y′)† L(πq)

int (x)L(πq)
int (x′)

]
|0〉 , (V.21)

where the contributions that lead to vacuum-vacuum subdiagrams have been omitted [60].

Considering the relevant terms in L(πq)
int we have

∆
(LOC)

π+ (y, y′) = −i g2
s

∫
d4x d4x′ ∆π+(y, x) Jπ+(x, x′) ∆π+(x′, y′) , (V.22)

where Jπ+(x, x′) is the polarization function in coordinate space,

Jπ+(x, x′) = −2Nc trD
[
iSu(x, x

′) iγ5 iSd(x
′, x) iγ5

]
, (V.23)

trD denoting trace in Dirac space.
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We also introduce the π+ polarization function in q̄-space (or Ritus space), Jπ+(q̄, q̄′),

defined by

Jπ+(q̄, q̄′) =

∫
d4x d4x′ F+(x, q̄)∗ Jπ+(x, x′)F+(x′, q̄′) . (V.24)

This equation can be inverted using the completeness relation for the functions FQ(x, q̄),

Eq. (III.19), obtaining

Jπ+(x, x′) =
∑∫
q̄, q̄′

F+(x, q̄) Jπ+(q̄, q̄′)F+(x′, q̄′)∗ . (V.25)

From this last relation, together with Eq. (IV.1) and the orthogonality relation Eq. (III.20),

the leading order correction to the π+ propagator can be written as

∆
(LOC)

π+ (y, y′) = − i g2
s

∑∫
q̄, q̄′

F+(y, q̄) ∆̂π+(k, q‖) Jπ+(q̄, q̄′) ∆̂π+(k′, q′‖) F+(y′, q̄′)∗ , (V.26)

where ∆̂π+(k, q‖) is given by Eq. (IV.2).

Note that none of the functions appearing in the rhs of Eq. (V.24) is by itself an invariant

quantity. However, being L(πq)
int (x) gauge invariant, so must be Jπ+(q̄, q̄′). In fact, on the

basis of gauge, translational and rotational symmetries, we expect Jπ+(q̄, q̄′) to be of the

form Jπ+(q̄, q̄′) = δ̂q̄q̄′ Ĵπ+(k, q‖). In the following we will see how this comes out by explicit

calculation.

We start by considering Eq. (V.23), writing the quark propagators in the form given by

Eqs. (II.40) and (II.41). In this way we get

Jπ+(x, x′) = eiΦπ+ (x,x′) J̄π+(x− x′) , (V.27)

where

J̄π+(x− x′) =

∫
d4v

(2π)4
e−iv(x−x′) J̄π+(v‖, v⊥) , (V.28)

with

J̄π+(v‖, v⊥) = −2Nc

∫
d4p

(2π)4
trD

[
iS̄u(p+

‖ , p
+
⊥) iγ5 iS̄

d(p−‖ , p
−
⊥) iγ5

]
. (V.29)

Here we have used the definition p±µ = pµ ± vµ/2. In addition, in Eq. (V.27) we have made

use of the relation

ΦQu(x, x′) + ΦQd(x′, x) = ΦQu−Qd(x, x′) = ΦQπ+ (x, x′) . (V.30)
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We see from the above equations that Jπ+(x, x′) can be written as the product of a SP and a

function J̄π+(x− x′), which is both gauge and translational invariant. Thus, under a gauge

transformation the polarization function transforms in the same way as the SP. On the other

hand, as in the case of bare charged pion propagator, invariance under rotations around the

3-axis (i.e. the ~B axis) and under boosts in that direction imply that J̄π+(v‖, v⊥) has to be

a function of v2
‖ and v2

⊥; this is indeed corroborated by the explicit form given below.

Replacing Eq. (V.27) in Eq. (V.24), and taking into account Eq. (III.18), we get

Jπ+(q̄, q̄′) =

∫
d4v

(2π)4
hπ+(q̄, q̄′, v‖, v⊥) J̄π+(v‖, v⊥) , (V.31)

where

hP(q̄, q̄′, v‖, v⊥) =

∫
d4x d4x′FQP

(x, q̄)∗FQP
(x′, q̄′) eiΦP(x,x′) e−iv(x−x′) . (V.32)

It is easy to see that hP(q̄, q̄′, v‖, v⊥) is gauge invariant, given the gauge transformation

properties of the SP and the functions FQP
(x, q̄). One can carry out its explicit calculation

in any of the standard gauges SG, LG1 and LG2, obtaining

hP(q̄, q̄′, v‖, v⊥) = δχχ′ ȟP(k, q‖, k
′, q′‖, v‖, v⊥) . (V.33)

Here δχχ′ stands for δıı′ , δ(q
1− q′1) and δ(q2− q′2) for SG, LG1 and LG2, respectively, while

the function ȟP(k, q‖, k
′, q′‖, v‖, v⊥) is given by

ȟP(k, q‖, k
′, q′‖, v‖, v⊥) = (2π)4 δ(2)(q‖ − q′‖) (2π)2 δ(2)(q‖ − v‖) fkk′(v⊥) , (V.34)

with

fkk′(v⊥) =
4π(−i)k+k′

BP

√
k!

k′!

(
2~v 2
⊥

BP

) k′−k
2

Lk
′−k
k

(2~v 2
⊥

BP

)
e−~v

2
⊥/BP eis(k−k

′)φ⊥ . (V.35)

We have used here the definition BP = |BQP| and introduced the angle φ⊥, given by

~v⊥ = |~v⊥| (cosφ⊥, sinφ⊥). Note that in the present case BP = Bπ = e|B| and s = sign(B).

As stated, J̄π+(v‖, v⊥) is found to be a function of ~v 2
⊥ [see Eq. (V.42) below]. Performing

the integral over φ⊥, one arrives to the expected form

Jπ+(q̄, q̄′) = δ̂q̄q̄′ Ĵπ+(k, q‖) , (V.36)

where

Ĵπ+(k, q‖) =

∫ ∞
0

d|~v⊥|2 J̄π+

(
q‖, v⊥

)
ρk(~v

2
⊥) , (V.37)
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with

ρk(~v
2
⊥) =

(−1)k

Bπ

e−~v
2
⊥/Bπ Lk

(
2~v 2
⊥

Bπ

)
. (V.38)

It is worth recalling that, due to the presence of the nonvanishing Schwinger phase

ΦQπ+ (x, x′), the polarization function Jπ+(x, x′) is not just a function of x−x′, and therefore

it cannot be diagonalized by a Fourier transform into momentum space. Instead, one can

obtain a diagonal, gauge invariant function Jπ+(q̄, q̄′) = δ̂q̄q̄′ Ĵπ+(k, q‖) through the above

described transformation into q̄-space. As shown by Eq. (V.37), the Fourier transform

J̄π+(q‖, v⊥) of the translational invariant part of Jπ+(x, x′) does not coincide with Ĵπ+(k, q‖);

in fact, the latter can be obtained from the integration of J̄π+(q‖, v⊥) over the perpendicular

momentum v⊥, weighted by the function ρk(~v
2
⊥) given by Eq. (V.38). On the other hand, in

absence of the SP in Eq. (V.32) one could replace the functions FQP
(x, q̄) by plane waves,

and the function hπ+ in Eq. (V.31) would be simply given by (2π)8 δ(4)(q − q′)δ(4)(q − v);

this is, indeed, what is done in the case of neutral mesons.

Given that Jπ+(q̄, q̄′) is diagonal in q̄-space, from Eq. (V.22) the LOC to the propagator

can be written as

∆
(LOC)

π+ (y, y′) =
∑∫
q̄

F+(y, q̄) ∆̂
(LOC)

π+ (k, q‖)F+(y′, q̄)∗ , (V.39)

where

∆̂
(LOC)

π+ (k, q‖) = ∆̂π+(k, q‖) Σ̂π+(k, q‖) ∆̂π+(k, q‖) , (V.40)

with

Σ̂π+(k, q‖) = −i g2
s Ĵπ+(k, q‖) . (V.41)

To get the final form of Ĵπ+(k, q‖) from Eq. (V.37) we need the explicit expression of

J̄π+(v‖, v⊥). The latter can be readily obtained from Eq. (V.29), taking into account the

invariant part of the quark propagators given in Eq. (IV.10). One has

J̄π+(v‖, v⊥) = − iNc

4π2

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫ ∞
0

dz

t+
e−z φ(x,v2‖) e−(t2+−t2−)~v 2

⊥/(4t+)

×
{[

mumd +
1

z
+ (1− x2)

v2
‖

4

]
(1− tu td)

+

[
1

t+
−
(

1−
t2−
t2+

)
~v 2
⊥
4

]
(1− t2u)(1− t2d)

}
, (V.42)
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where we have used the definition

φ(x, v2
‖) = (m2

u +m2
d)/2− x(m2

u −m2
d)/2− (1− x2) v2

‖/4 , (V.43)

as well as

tu = tanh [(1− x)zBu/2] , td = tanh [(1 + x)zBd/2] , t± = tu/Bu± td/Bd . (V.44)

Replacing this expression in Eq. (V.37) and performing the integral over v⊥ we finally obtain

Ĵπ+(k, q‖) = − iNc

4π2

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫ ∞
0

dz e−zφ(x,q2‖)
1

α+

(
α−
α+

)k
×
{[

mumd +
1

z
+ (1− x2)

q2
‖

4

]
(1− tu td)

+
α− + k(α− − α+)

α+α−
(1− t2u)(1− t2d)

}
, (V.45)

where we have defined α± as

α± =
tu
Bu

+
td
Bd

±Bπ
tu
Bu

td
Bd

= t+ ±Bπ
tu
Bu

td
Bd

. (V.46)

The integral on the rhs of Eq. (V.45) is divergent, so it has to be regularized. This can

be done e.g. by subtracting the B = 0 contribution, leaving a finite B-dependent piece.

In addition, an analytical extension of the function Ĵπ+(k, q‖) can be performed for large

positive values of q2
‖.

We end this subsection by noting that ∆
(LOC)

π+ (y, y′) can be expressed in an alternative

way. By looking at Eqs. (II.22) and (II.31) for the bare propagator together with Eq. (V.27)

for the polarization function, one can foresee that the translational non-invariance of the

dressed propagator will be carried by Schwinger phases at any order of the calculation. On

this basis, we explicitly separate the corresponding SP in the LOC to the propagator, writing

∆
(LOC)

π+ (y, y′) = eiΦπ+ (y,y′) ∆̄
(LOC)

π+ (y, y′) . (V.47)

Then we can use Eqs. (II.22), (II.31), (V.22) and (V.27) to obtain

∆̄
(LOC)

π+ (y, y′) = −ig2
s

∫
d4x d4x′ eiϕ(y−x′,x−y′) ∆̄π+(y − x) J̄π+(x− x′) ∆̄π+(x′ − y′) , (V.48)

where

ϕ (y − x′, x− y′) = Φπ+(y, x) + Φπ+(x, x′) + Φπ+(x′, y′) + Φπ+(y′, y)

=
Qπ

2
(yµ − x′µ)F µν (xν − y′ν) . (V.49)
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It is worth noticing that the phase ϕ (y − x′, x− y′) is in general non-vanishing for nonzero

B. Moreover, it is invariant under gauge transformations, translations, rotations around the

direction of ~B and boosts in that direction. This implies that once the SP has been extracted,

the remaining factor ∆̄
(LOC)

π+ (y, y′) should have all the associated invariance properties; in

particular, one should be able to write ∆̄
(LOC)

π+ (y, y′) = ∆̄
(LOC)

π+ (y − y′). Indeed, using the

Fourier transforms defined in Eqs. (II.32) and (V.28) changing variables x and x′ to z = y−x′

and z′ = x− y′ we obtain

∆̄
(LOC)

π+ (y, y′) =− ig2
s

∫
d4r

(2π)4

d4s

(2π)4

d4t

(2π)4 ∆̄π+(r‖, r⊥) J̄π+(s‖, s⊥) ∆̄π+(t‖, t⊥)

× e−i(r−s+t) (y−y′)
∫
d4z d4z′ eiϕ(z, z′) ei(r−s) z

′
ei(t−s) z ; (V.50)

thus, we can write

∆̄
(LOC)

π+ (y, y′) = ∆̄
(LOC)

π+ (y − y′) =

∫
d4v

(2π)4
e−iv(y−y′) ∆̄

(LOC)

π+ (v‖, v⊥) . (V.51)

Now, noting that ϕ(z, z′) depends only on the perpendicular components of z and z′, we get

∆̄
(LOC)

π+ (v‖, v⊥) =− ig2
s

∫
d2r⊥

(2π)2

d2t⊥

(2π)2 ∆̄π+(v‖, r⊥) J̄π+(v‖, r⊥ + t⊥ − v⊥) ∆̄π+(v‖, t⊥)

×
∫
d2z⊥ d

2z′⊥ e
iϕ(z⊥, z

′
⊥) e−i (~v⊥−

~t⊥) ·~z ′⊥ e−i (~v⊥−~r⊥) ·~z⊥ , (V.52)

and finally we can perform the integrals over z⊥ and z′⊥ and make the change of variables

r⊥ = v⊥ −
√
Bπ

2
u⊥ , t⊥ = v⊥ −

√
Bπ

2
u ′⊥ , (V.53)

obtaining

∆̄
(LOC)

π+ (v‖, v⊥) = −i g2
s

(2π)2

∫
d2u⊥ d

2u′⊥ e
iϕ
(√

2
Bπ

u′⊥,
√

2
Bπ

u⊥

)

× ∆̄π+

(
v‖, v⊥ −

√
Bπ

2
u⊥

)
J̄π+

(
v‖, v⊥ −

√
Bπ

2
(u ′⊥ + u⊥)

)
∆̄π+

(
v‖, v⊥ −

√
Bπ

2
u ′⊥

)
.

(V.54)

At this point we can remark the important role played by the Schwinger phase, which

is responsible for the existence of the phase ϕ
(√

2
Bπ
u′⊥,

√
2
Bπ
u⊥

)
[see Eq. (V.49)]. As

shown in Eq. (V.54), the latter drives the fluctuation of transverse momenta suffered by the

charged particles when they propagate in the presence of the magnetic field. Were the phase

ϕ(z⊥, z
′
⊥) omitted in Eq. (V.52), one would directly obtain

∆̄
(LOC)

π+ (v‖, v⊥) = −ig2
s ∆̄π+(v‖, v⊥) J̄π+(v‖, v⊥) ∆̄π+(v‖, v⊥) , (V.55)
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loosing any transverse momentum fluctuation.

A final comment on the B → 0 limit of Eq. (V.54) is pertinent. It is easy to see that

in this limit the integral over u⊥ and u′⊥ only affects the phase ϕ
(√

2
Bπ
u′⊥,

√
2
Bπ
u⊥

)
. To

regulate the oscillatory integrals one can introduce factors e−ε|ui|, e−ε|u′i|, with i = 1, 2, and

then take ε→ 0+, obtaining

lim
B→0

∆̄
(LOC)

π+

(
v‖, v⊥

)
= −ig2

s

[
lim
B→0

∆̄π+(v‖, v⊥)
] [

lim
B→0

J̄π+(v‖, v⊥)
] [

lim
B→0

∆̄π+(v‖, v⊥)
]
.

(V.56)

This is the expected result. If there is no magnetic field, there is no fluctuation of transverse

momenta; this is a consequence of translation invariance, which implies the conservation of

the four components of the momentum. On the contrary, in the presence of a static and

uniform magnetic field the situation is different. As we have seen in Sect. II, in that case

translation invariance in the transverse direction is realized in a nontrivial way, being related

to gauge transformations. In addition, in Sect. III we have seen that the wavefunctions

associated to charged particles depend on the chosen gauge, and cannot be written in terms

of definite four-momentum states. In fact, this leads to a fluctuation in the transverse spatial

directions that is translated into a fluctuation in the transverse directions of the momentum.

Our result in Eq. (V.54) shows how these fluctuations affect the evaluation of the LOC to

the pion propagator, in particular, the part of the propagator that is invariant under gauge

transformations, translations, rotations around the ~B axis and boosts in the spatial direction

parallel to the magnetic field.

On the basis of charge conservation, it is not difficult to realize that the appearance of a

SP as in Eq. (V.47) will be valid at any order of correction, and, therefore, it also applies

to the full propagator.

B. Rho meson-quark interactions and one loop correction to the charged rho

meson two-point correlator

Let us consider the rho meson-quark interaction lagrangian

L(ρq)
int = gv ~ρµ(x) ψ̄(x) γµ~τ ψ(x) . (V.57)

As usual, ρ charge states are related to isospin states by ρ±µ = (ρ1,µ∓iρ2,µ)/
√

2 and ρ0
µ = ρ3,µ.
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The leading order correction to the two-point ρ+ correlator is given by

iD
(LOC)

ρ+,µν (y, y′) =
i2

2

∫
d4x d4x′ 〈0

∣∣T [ρ+
µ (y) ρ+

ν (y′)
† L(ρq)

int (x)L(ρq)
int (x′)

]∣∣0〉 . (V.58)

Considering the relevant terms in L(ρq)
int we have

D
(LOC)

ρ+,µν (y, y′) = −ig2
v

∫
d4x d4x′Dρ+,µα(y, x) Jαβρ+ (x, x′)Dρ+,βν(x

′, y′) , (V.59)

where Jαβρ+ (x, x′) is the polarization function in coordinate space,

Jαβρ+ (x, x′) = −2Nc trD

[
iSu(x, x

′) γβ iSd(x
′, x) γα

]
. (V.60)

As in the charged pion case, we introduce the polarization function in q̄-space (or Ritus

space), Jαα
′

ρ+ (q̄, q̄′), given by

Jαα
′

ρ+ (q̄, q̄′) =

∫
d4x d4x′ R+,µα(x, q̄)

∗
Jρ+,µν(x, x

′)R+,να′(x′, q̄′) . (V.61)

Using the completeness relation, Eq. (C.5), one gets

Jµνρ+ (x, x′) =
∑∫
q̄, q̄′

R+,µα(x, q̄) Jρ+,αα′(q̄, q̄
′)R+,να′(x′, q̄′)

∗
. (V.62)

Then, from Eq. (IV.12) and the orthogonality relation Eq. (C.4), the LOC to the propagator

can be written as

D
(LOC)

ρ+,µν (y, y′) = −ig2
v

∑∫
q̄, q̄′

R+
µα(y, q̄) D̂αα′

ρ+ (k, q‖) Jρ+,α′β′(q̄, q̄
′) D̂β′β

ρ+ (k′, q‖)R+
νβ(y′, q̄′)

∗
. (V.63)

One can also take into account the explicit form of the functions R+
µν in Eq. (III.36) to write

Jαα
′

ρ+ (q̄, q̄′) as

Jαα
′

ρ+ (q̄, q̄′) =
+1∑

λ,λ′=−1

(Υµα
λ )∗Υνα′

λ′

∫
d4x d4x′ FQρ+ (x, q̄λ)

∗FQρ+ (x′, q̄′λ′) Jρ+,µν(x, x
′) , (V.64)

where q̄λ = (q0, kλ, χ, q
3), kλ = k − sλ, s = sign(Qρ+B) = sign(B).

Proceeding as in the π+ case, we go back to Eq. (V.60) and write the quark propagators

in the form given by Eqs. (II.40) and (II.41). This leads to

Jµνρ+ (x, x′) = eiΦρ+ (x,x′)

∫
d4v

(2π)4
e−iv(x−x′) J̄µνρ+ (v‖, v⊥) , (V.65)
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where

J̄µνρ+ (v‖, v⊥) = −2Nc

∫
d4p

(2π)4
trD

[
iS̄u(p+

‖ , p
+
⊥) γν iS̄d(p−‖ , p

−
⊥) γµ

]
, (V.66)

with p±µ = p±µ + vµ/2. Replacing these equations into Eq. (V.64) we get

Jαα
′

ρ+ (q̄, q̄′) =

∫
d4v

(2π)4

+1∑
λ,λ′=−1

(Υµα
λ )∗Υνα′

λ′ J̄ρ+,µν(v‖, v⊥)hρ+(q̄λ, q̄
′
λ′ , v‖, v⊥) , (V.67)

where the function hP is given by Eq. (V.32). As in the case of the charged pion, in the

standard gauges one can carry out explicit calculations that lead to

Jαα
′

ρ+ (q̄, q̄′) = (2π)4 δ(2)(q‖ − q′‖) δχχ′
∫

d2v⊥
(2π)2

∑
λ, λ′

(Υµα
λ )∗Υνα′

λ′ J̄ρ+,µν(q‖, v⊥) fkλk′λ′ (v⊥) ,

(V.68)

where fkk′(v⊥) is given by Eq. (V.35) and δχχ′ stands for δıı′ , δ(q
1 − q′1) and δ(q2 − q′2) for

SG, LG1 and LG2, respectively.

To proceed further, one can carry out the calculation of J̄µνρ+ (v‖, v⊥) from Eq. (V.66). As

expected form symmetry arguments, the explicit calculation shows that one can write

J̄µνρ+ (v‖, v⊥) =
7∑
i=1

ci(v‖, v⊥)Oµν
i (v) , (V.69)

where Oµν
i (v) are the operators defined in Eq. (IV.18) and ci(v‖, v⊥) are scalar functions

that depend on v2
‖ and v2

⊥. Then one has

Jαα
′

ρ+ (q̄, q̄′) = (2π)4 δ(2)(q‖ − q′‖) δχχ′
7∑
i=1

∫
d|~v⊥|2

8π2
ci(q‖, v⊥)Zαα′

i (k, k′, v2
⊥) , (V.70)

where

Zαα′

i (k, k′, v2
⊥) =

∫ 2π

0

dφ⊥
∑
λ, λ′

(Υµα′

λ )∗Υνα
λ′ Oi,µν(v) fkλk′λ′ (v⊥) . (V.71)

By performing the above integral for each one of the operators Oi,µν(v), it is seen that

Zαα′
i (k, k′, v2

⊥) ∝ δkk′ , and consequently Jαα
′

ρ+ (q̄, q̄′) can be written as

Jαα
′

ρ+ (q̄, q̄′) = δ̂q̄q̄′ Ĵ
αα′

ρ+ (k, q‖) . (V.72)

The expression for Ĵαα
′

ρ+ (k, q‖) can be obtained taking into account the Schwinger form of

the translational invariant part of quark propagators, see Eq. (IV.10). In this way, for k ≥ 0

we obtain

Ĵαα
′

ρ+ (k, q‖) =
7∑
i=1

di(k, q‖)Oαα′

i (Π) , (V.73)
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where Πµ(k, q‖) is the four-vector defined in Eq. (IV.14). The explicit expressions of the

functions di(k, q‖) are given in App. D. As one can see from Eqs. (D.2), for the particular

case k = −1 (where Πµ is not defined), we get d2(−1, q‖) = d6(−1, q‖), while the remaining

coefficients are zero. In this case one has Ĵαα
′

ρ+ (−1, q‖) ∝ Oαα′
2 + Oαα′

6 = 2Υαα′
−s .

From Eq. (V.63), we see now that the one-loop correction to the charged rho meson

two-point correlator can be expressed as

D
(LOC)

ρ+,µν (y, y′) =
∑∫
q̄

R+
µα(y, q̄) D̂

(LOC)αα′

ρ+ (k, q‖)R+
να′(y

′, q̄′)
∗
, (V.74)

with

D̂
(LOC)αα′

ρ+ (k, q‖) = D̂ αβ
ρ+ (k, q‖) Σ̂ρ+,ββ′(k, q‖) D̂

β′α
ρ+ (k, q‖) , (V.75)

Σ̂ρ+(k, q‖) being the one-loop ρ+ meson self energy, related to the polarization function

Ĵρ+(k, q‖) by

Σ̂αα′

ρ+ (k, q‖) = −ig2
v Ĵ

αα′

ρ+ (k, q‖) . (V.76)

For the description of physical ρ+ meson states, it is also useful to project Ĵρ+(k, q‖) on

the polarization state basis. In this way, one can define a matrix Jcc
′

ρ+(k, q‖) given by

Jcc
′

ρ+(k, q‖) = ε+,α(k, q3, c)∗ Ĵαα
′

ρ+ (k, q‖) ε+,α′(k, q
3, c′) , (V.77)

where ε+α (k, q3, c) are the polarization vectors introduced in Eq. (III.35). In the case k = −1,

i.e., the Lowest Landau Level (LLL), only c = 1 is allowed. One has

Ĵ11
ρ+(−1, q‖) = −i Nc

4π2

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫ ∞
0

dz e−zφ(x,q2‖)

× (1 + tu) (1 + td)

α+

[
mumd +

1

z
+

1− x2

4
q2
‖

]
, (V.78)

where φ(x, q2
‖), tf and α+ have been defined in Eqs. (V.43), (V.44) and (V.46), respectively.

As in the case of the charged pion [see Eq. (V.45) for Ĵπ+(k, q‖)], this expression is divergent

and has to be regularized. Again, this can be done by subtracting the B = 0 contribu-

tion, leaving a well-defined B-dependent piece. In addition, the function Ĵρ+(k, q‖) can be

analytically extended for large positive values of q2
‖.
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VI. MAGNETIZED CHARGED PION AND RHO MASSES IN THE NAMBU-

JONA-LASINIO MODEL

In this section we consider an extended NJL model in the presence of external magnetic

field. The corresponding lagrangian reads

L = ψ̄ (i /D −m0)ψ +Gs

[(
ψ̄ψ
)2

+
(
ψ̄iγ5~τ ψ

)2
]
−Gv

(
ψ̄γµ ~τ ψ

)2
, (VI.1)

where ψ(x) is the u-d quark doublet defined in Eq. (V.20) and Dµ is the covariant derivative

in Eq. (II.2). Models like the one described by Eq. (VI.1) have often been used to study

the influence of an external magnetic field on meson masses. In fact, the NJL model was

introduced more that 60 years ago for the description of spontaneous chiral symmetry break-

ing and dynamical mass generation [61, 62]; then, during the late 80’s and earlier 90’s, the

approach was re-interpreted as an effective model for low energy QCD [63–65]. For a large

enough value of the coupling constant Gs, it is seen that the model describes adequately

the breakdown of chiral symmetry, and leads to a phenomenologically reasonable value for

the chiral quark-antiquark condensate at the mean field level. In turn, this implies that the

quarks acquire an effective dynamical mass Mf ≈ 300 − 400 MeV � m0. In the simple

model given by Eq. (VI.1), it turns out that Mu = Md even in the presence of an external

magnetic field; however, the magnetic field can break this degeneracy if more general flavor

mixing interactions are included (for details see e.g. Ref. [36]).

In the above framework, mesons can be described as quantum fluctuations in the large

Nc approximation (which, in this context, is equivalent to the well known random phase

approximation); i.e., they can be introduced via the summation of an infinite number of

quark loops. Here we are particularly interested in the masses of the charged pion (lightest

charged meson in the absence of the external magnetic field) and the charged rho meson.

Concerning the latter, we recall that there has been some discussion about the possibility

that the presence of a strong magnetic field may induce ρ± condensation. Our interest here

is not to perform a detailed analysis of meson masses in the presence of the magnetic field

but to study the effect of Schwinger phases, showing how the results get modified if SPs are

neglected. Therefore, as done in Sec. V, we study here π± and ρ± masses separately. A full

analysis, in which π+ − ρ+ mixing is explicitly considered, can be found in Ref. [37].

Let us first take Gv = 0 in Eq. (VI.1) and concentrate just on the charged pion mass.
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Following Ref. [66] we introduce the charged pseudoscalar currents

j+(x) =
√

2 ψ̄u(x) iγ5 ψd(x) , j−(x) =
√

2 ψ̄d(x) iγ5 ψu(x) . (VI.2)

Next, we define the two-point function ΠP+(x, x′) as the two-point correlator between these

two currents. To zeroth order in Gs we have

Π
(0)

P+(x, x′) = 〈0|T [j−(x)j+(x′)]|0〉 = Jπ+(x, x′) , (VI.3)

where Jπ+(x, x′) is given by Eq. (V.23). The full two-point functions in the large Nc approx-

imation is obtained as

ΠP+(x, x′) = Jπ+(x, x′) + 2iGs

∫
d4z Jπ+(x, z) Jπ+(z, x′)

+ (2iGs)
2

∫
d4z d4z′ Jπ+(x, z) Jπ+(z, z′) Jπ+(z′, x′) + . . . (VI.4)

Then from Eqs. (V.25) and (III.20) one readily gets

ΠP+(x, x′) =
∑∫
q̄

F+(x, q̄) Ĵπ+(k, q‖)

×
{

1 + 2iGĴπ+(k, q‖) +
[
2iGĴπ+(k, q‖)

]2

+ . . .

}
F+(x′, q̄)∗

=
∑∫
q̄

F+(x, q̄) Ĵπ+(k, q‖)K
−1
π+ F+(x′, q̄)∗ , (VI.5)

where we have defined

Kπ+(k, q‖) = 1− 2iGĴπ+(k, q‖) (VI.6)

and Ĵπ+(k, q‖) is the function given by Eq. (V.45), in which we have replaced the quark

masses mf by the dynamical masses Mf . Thus, one can obtain the π+ pole mass for each

Landau level k by solving the equation

Kπ+|q2‖=m2
π+

= 0 . (VI.7)

Charged pion masses have been determined for the first time in this way in Refs. [27, 31].

For the lowest Landau level k = 0 one obtains

Ĵπ+(0, q‖) = − iNc

4π2

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫ ∞
0

dz
1

α+

e−zφ(x,q2‖)

×
{[

MuMd +
1

z
+ (1− x2)

q2
‖

4

]
(1− tu td) +

1

α+

(1− t2u)(1− t2d)
}
. (VI.8)
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In the derivation of Eq. (VI.5), it is worth paying attention to Eqs. (V.25) and (V.36),

which show that Jπ+ (x, x′) is diagonal in the basis of eigenstates of the Klein-Gordon oper-

ator in Eq. (III.15). In usual quantum field theory, particle states are given at zero order in

perturbation theory by plane waves (i.e., they have definite four-momentum). In contrast,

in our case there is an external static and uniform magnetic field that plays the role of a

background; consequently, as discussed in Sec. III, the zero order charged particle states

correspond to wavefunctions expressed in terms of the functions FQ(x, q̄).

Tracing back the derivation of Eq. (VI.5), we can see what happens if the SP is neglected.

The diagonal condition in Eq. (V.36) arises in fact from Eqs. (V.31) and (V.32); if one

intends to make an approximation in which the SP in Eq. (V.32) is removed, one should

also replace the wavefunctions by plane waves, FQP
(x, q̄)→ exp(−iqx), in order to guarantee

translational invariance. Thus, we denote this procedure by “plane wave approximation”

(PWA). Within this approximation, the two-interacting quark state —or the pion, in the

context discussed in Sec. V— is no longer specified by the set of quantum numbers q̄ =

(q0, k, χ, q3) but by the four-momentum qµ = (q0, q1, q2, q3). In this way one obtains

hPWA
P (q, q′, v) = (2π)8 δ(4)(q − q′) δ(4)(q − v) , (VI.9)

losing the effect of the magnetic field in this part of the calculation. After a trivial integration

over v, according to Eq. (V.31) one gets

JPWA
π+ (q, q′) = (2π)4 δ(4)(q − q′) ĴPWA

π+ (q‖, q⊥) , (VI.10)

where

ĴPWA
π+ (q‖, q⊥) = J̄π+(q‖, q⊥) , (VI.11)

with J̄π+(q‖, q⊥) given by Eq. (V.42) (notice that the calculation of J̄π+(q‖, q⊥) only involves

the translational invariant part of quark propagators, hence it is not affected by Schwinger

phases).

We notice that, in some sense, the result in Eq. (VI.10) can be misleading. Given that

the magnetic field is assumed to be uniform, one would expect the system to be invariant

under translations in space-time, and this seems to be confirmed by the conservation of

four-momentum arising from Eq. (VI.10). Nevertheless, in the presence of the magnetic

field it is found that translational invariance (in the plane perpendicular to ~B) is realized in
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a nontrivial way, related to gauge transformations. We refer here to Sec. II, in which this

issue has been discussed in detail.

From the above results it is easy to see that within the PWA one can define a π+ pole

mass (taking q⊥ = 0) as the solution of the equation

KPWA
π+ |q2‖=m2

π+
= 1− 2i GĴPWA

π+ (q‖, 0)|q2‖=m2
π+

= 0 , (VI.12)

where, according to Eq. (V.42),

ĴPWA
π+ (q‖, 0) = − iNc

4π2

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫ ∞
0

dz
1

t+
e−zφ(x,q2‖)

×
{[

MuMd +
1

z
+ (1− x2)

q2
‖

4

]
(1− tu td) +

1

t+
(1− t2u)(1− t2d)

}
. (VI.13)

Comparing Eq. (VI.13) with our result in Eq. (VI.8), it is seen that the PWA expression

can be obtained from the full result by the replacement α+ → t+ in the integrand. We also

note that Eq. (VI.13) is consistent with Eq. (80) of Ref. [53], where an alternative method

has been used to evaluate the effects of the magnetic field on charged pion masses. The

difference between Eqs. (VI.13) and (VI.8) shows that the approach in Ref. [53] does not

fully take into account the effects arising from the presence of the Schwinger phase.

An important point to be stressed is the fact that within the PWA the two-quark state

has zero total transverse momentum. One can see, however, that this cannot be possible:

the two-quark state, as a whole, has to behave as a charged bound system immerse in a

magnetic field, whose quantum ground state —which must have some nonvanishing zero-

point energy— cannot be described by a particle at rest. In fact, the charged meson state

cannot have any definite momentum in the plane perpendicular to the magnetic field. The

situation can be better understood by looking at Eq. (V.37), which shows that our result

for Ĵπ+(k, q‖) arises from the convolution of J̄π+(q‖, v⊥) with the function ρk(~v
2
⊥) given in

Eq. (V.38). In fact, this function describes the total transverse momentum distribution due

to the vibration of the two-quark quantum state in the presence of the external magnetic

field. Notice that, expressed in this way, the plane wave approximation would correspond

to a distribution ρPWA
k (~v 2

⊥) = δ(|~v⊥|2 − |~q⊥|2).

Let us consider now the rho meson sector. As mentioned above, for simplicity we analyze

the situation in which the ρ+ − π+ mixing is neglected. The study of the ρ+ meson in this

simplified scenario can be performed by eliminating the pseudoscalar-pseudoscalar coupling
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(ψ̄iγ5~τ ψ)2 in Eq. (VI.1). To proceed we introduce the charged vector currents

jµ+(x) =
√

2 ψ̄u(x)γµψd(x) , jµ−(x) =
√

2 ψ̄d(x)γµψu(x) , (VI.14)

and define the two-point function Πµν
V +(x, x′) as the two-point correlator between both cur-

rents. To zero order in Gv we have

Π
(0)µν

V + (x, x′) = 〈0|T [jµ−(x)jν+(x′)] |0〉 = Jµνρ+ (x, x′) , (VI.15)

where Jµνρ+ (x, x′) is given by Eq. (V.60). Now, as in the case of the π+, we can evaluate the

full vector two-point function in the large Nc approximation,

Πµν
V +(x, x′) =Jµνρ+ (x, x′) + (−2iGV )

∫
d4z Jµαρ+ (x, z) gαβ J

βν
ρ+ (z, x′)

+ (−2iGV )2

∫
d4z d4z′ Jµαρ+ (x, z) gαα′ J

α′β′

ρ+ (z, z′) gβ′β J
βν
ρ+ (z′, x′) + . . . (VI.16)

Using Eq. (V.62) together with Eqs. (C.4) and (V.72), and resumming the loop contributions,

we obtain

Πµν
V +(x, x′) =

∑∫
q̄, q̄′

R+,µα(x, q̄) Ĵρ+,αα′(k, q‖) (K−1
ρ+ )α

′

β R+,νβ(x′, q̄)
∗
, (VI.17)

where

Kαβ
ρ+ (k, q‖) = gαβ + 2iGV Ĵ

αβ
ρ+ (k, q‖) . (VI.18)

In this way, taking q3 = 0, the charged rho pole masses mρ can be obtained for each Landau

level by solving the equation

det Kρ+ = 0 (VI.19)

for qµ‖ = (Eρ, 0, 0, 0), E2
ρ = m2

ρ + (2k + 1)Bρ.

In the limit B → 0, it can be seen from the coefficients di(k, q‖) in App. D that Ĵαβρ+ (k, q‖)

can be written in terms of Oαβ
1 + Oαβ

2 = gαβ and Oαβ
3 (Π) + Oαβ

4 (Π) + Oαβ
5 (Π) = ΠαΠβ∗,

where Πα → (q0, 0, 0, q3). In this limit the ρ+ meson can be taken to be at rest, and one

gets three degenerate masses that correspond to the ρ+ polarization states. On the other

hand, for nonzero B the mass states depend on the value of k. For the lowest Landau level

k = −1, which corresponds to the lightest charged ρ state, from the results in App. D it

is seen that d2(−1, q‖) = d6(−1, q‖), while the remaining coefficients di(−1, q‖) are zero. In

addition, according to the definitions in App. C, one has

− 1

2

(
Oαβ

2 + Oαβ
6

)
= −Υαβ

−s

= εα+(−1, q3, 1) εβ+(−1, q3, 1)∗ , (VI.20)
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so we can write

Ĵαβρ+ (−1, q‖) = −2 d2(−1, q‖) ε
α
+(−1, q3, 1) εβ+(−1, q3, 1)∗ . (VI.21)

Hence, it is found that for the lowest Landau level there is only one mass eigenstate, which

corresponds to c = 1 in the polarization state basis. From the expressions in App. D the

coefficient in the right hand side of Eq. (VI.21) is given by

−2 d2(−1, q‖) = −i Nc

4π2

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫ ∞
0

dz e−zφ(x,q2‖)
(1 + tu) (1 + td)

α+

×
[
MuMd +

1

z
+

1− x2

4
q2
‖

]
= Ĵ11

ρ+(−1, q‖) , (VI.22)

consistently with the result found in Sec. V B, see Eq. (V.78) (here the quark masses have

been replaced by the effective masses Mu and Md). We see that the ρ+ state is in this

case also an eigenstate of the spin operator S3, with eigenvalue s3 = s = sg(QρB). From

Eq. (VI.19), the mass of this state can be obtained as the solution of

1− 2iGV Ĵ11
ρ+(−1, q‖) = 0 . (VI.23)

As in the charged pion case, it is interesting to see how the results get modified if

the plane wave approximation is used. As stated, in the PWA the Schwinger phase

Φρ+(x, x′) is neglected and one should replace FQP (x, q̄) → exp(−iqx), which leads to

RQ,µν = exp(−iqx)
∑

λ Υµν
λ = exp(−iqx) gµν . In this way, from Eqs. (V.62) and (V.65)

one gets

JPWA,µν
ρ+ (x, x′) =

∫
d4q

(2π)4

d4q′

(2π)4
e−iqx gµα JPWA

ρ+,αα′(q, q
′) eiq

′x′ gνα
′

=

∫
d4v

(2π)4
e−iv(x−x′) J̄µνρ+ (v‖, v⊥) , (VI.24)

and consequently

JPWA,αα′

ρ+ (q, q′) = (2π)4δ(4)(q − q′) J̄αα′ρ+ (q‖, q⊥) , (VI.25)

where J̄αα
′

ρ+ (q‖, q⊥) is the quark loop function given by Eq. (V.66). Notice that Eq. (VI.25)

can also be obtained from Eq. (V.67), taking into account the PWA result in Eq. (VI.9).

Within the PWA approximation the lowest energy ρ+ states correspond to the situation in

which the meson is at rest. It is easy to see that the pole masses for the different polarization

37



states can be obtained as the solutions of

det KPWA
ρ+ = 0 , (VI.26)

where

KPWA,αβ
ρ+ = gαβ + 2iGV J̄

αβ
ρ+ (q‖, 0) , (VI.27)

with q3 = 0. We can compare the PWA result with the full result for the lowest Landau

level k = −1 by taking the projection of J̄αβρ+ (q‖, 0) onto the polarization state s3 = s, i.e.,

taking the piece of J̄αβρ+ (q‖, 0) proportional to −Υαβ
−s. The explicit calculation of the quark

loop leads to the equation

1− 2iGV Ĵ11,PWA
ρ+ (q‖, 0) = 0 , (VI.28)

where

Ĵ11,PWA
ρ+ (q‖, 0) = −i Nc

4π2

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫ ∞
0

dz e−zφ(x,q2‖)
(1 + tu) (1 + td)

t+

×
[
MuMd +

1

z
+

1− x2

4
q2
‖

]
. (VI.29)

Hence, in the same way as in the case of the charged pion, the mass of the lowest ρ+ state

within the PWA can be obtained from the full result in Eq. (VI.22) by replacing the factor

1/α+ by 1/t+ in the integrand. It can be seen that the expressions in Eqs. (VI.28-VI.29) are

consistent with Eq. (24) of Ref. [30], which shows that the method used in that reference

turns out to be equivalent to the PWA.

To complete this section, we find it worth to estimate the importance of taking into

account Schwinger phases in the calculation of charged meson properties as functions of

the magnetic field. Therefore, in what follows we analyze the B dependence of π+ and

ρ+ masses, comparing the results obtained from Eqs. (VI.7) and (VI.23) with those found

within the plane wave approximation, i.e. those obtained from Eqs. (VI.12) and (VI.28).

We recall that the above expressions for the quark loop integrals are divergent and have

to be regularized. Here, as done e.g. in Refs. [30, 37, 53], we use the so-called magnetic

field independent regularization (MFIR), in which we subtract from the integrals the corre-

sponding expressions in the B → 0 limit, and then we add them in a regularized form. In

fact, as noticed in Ref. [30], to properly regularize the function Ĵ11,PWA
ρ+ (q‖, 0) in Eq. (VI.29)

it is necessary to introduce a modification of the method, considering not only the B → 0

limit but also a linear term in B. To perform the numerical calculations, for definiteness
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we choose here the same set of model parameters as in Ref. [37], viz. m0 = 5.833 MeV,

Λ = 587.9 MeV and GsΛ
2 = 2.44, where Λ is a 3D cutoff parameter that is introduced

to regularize the ultraviolet divergent quark loops in the B = 0 limit. For vanishing ex-

ternal field, this parametrization leads to an effective quark mass M0 = 400 MeV and a

quark-antiquark condensate 〈ψf ψ̄f〉0 = −(241 MeV)3; in addition, one obtains the empir-

ical values of the pion mass and decay constant in vacuum, namely mπ,0 = 138 MeV and

fπ,0 = 92.4 MeV. Regarding the vector couplings, we take GvΛ
2 = 2.651, which leads to

mρ,0 = 770 MeV for B = 0. It is worth mentioning that we have checked that our results

remain basically unchanged if one uses other standard parameters, like e.g. those considered

in Refs. [30] and [53].

In Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 we display our numerical results for the charged pion and charged rho

mesons, respectively. The curves show the values of the ratio EP/mP,0, where P = π+, ρ+,

as functions of eB. Here mP,0 is the particle mass at B = 0, while EP stands for the energy

of the P meson in its lowest state, i.e. Eπ+ =
√
m2
π+ +Bπ and Eρ+ =

√
m2
ρ+ −Bρ, where

mP is the meson mass for nonzero B. We stress that to determine the mass of the lowest

energy state from our full calculation one has to take q3 = 0 and k = 0 (k = −1) for the

pion (rho meson), whereas within the PWA one has to take ~q = 0.

From Fig. 1 it is seen that, for the whole considered range of values of eB, the PWA leads

to values of the ratio Eπ+/mπ,0 that are larger than those obtained from the full calculation,

in which the SP is properly taken into account. In turn, the latter are larger than those

obtained within the “pointlike approximation” (PLA), in which the meson is considered as

a particle with no internal structure (in this pointlike limit, one has EPLA
π+ =

√
m2
π,0 + eB).

On the other hand, the results can be compared with the values arising from LQCD calcu-

lations [50, 51]. These are found to be close or even lower than those corresponding to the

PLA, which implies that the proper treatment of Schwinger phases improves the agreement

between LQCD results and NJL model predictions for the dependence of Eπ+ with the mag-

netic field. It is also worth mentioning that, as shown in Ref. [37], ρ+−π+ mixing effects

(which have been neglected in the calculations shown in Fig. 1) tend to bring NJL results

even closer to LQCD values.

Now, as can be seen from Fig. 2, the effect of taking into account the SP is even more

striking in the case of the charged rho meson energy. Indeed, the results from PWA and PLA

approximations (dotted and dashed lines in the figure) seem to indicate that Eρ+ vanishes at
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Figure 1: Ratio Eπ+/mπ,0 as a function of eB. Here Eπ+ stands for the energy of the lowest π+

state (corresponding to the Landau level k = 0), while mπ,0 is the charged pion mass at vanishing

external magnetic field.

some critical magnetic field —driving in this way a possible ρ+ meson condensation—, while

this is not what comes out from the full calculation, in which the SP is properly included

(full line in Fig. 2). Regarding LQCD calculations, in this case it is found [45, 50, 67] that

the ratio Eρ+/mρ,0 shows some decrease for low values of eB, while for eB & 0.7 GeV2 it

tends to stabilize at a value of about 0.7; hence, no ρ+ meson condensation is expected

from these results. In fact, values consistent with the behavior predicted by LQCD can be

obtained within the NJL model —taking into account the effect of the SP— by considering

B-dependent couplings [37]. We recall that these results correspond to the Landau level

k = −1, for which there is no mixing between the ρ+ and the charged pion.
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Figure 2: Ratio Eρ+/mρ,0 as a function of eB. Here Eρ+ stands for the energy of the lowest ρ+

state (corresponding to the Landau level k = −1), while mρ,0 is the charged rho mass at vanishing

external magnetic field.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have studied the role of the Schwinger phases appearing in the propa-

gators of charged particles in the presence of a static and uniform magnetic field ~B. These

propagators are not gauge invariant objects; if one performs a gauge transformation, they

transform in a well defined covariant way. In fact, it is seen that the non-invariance can

be isolated in a Schwinger phase ΦP , in such a way that the propagator can be written as

exp(iΦP ) times a gauge invariant function. As a first result we have shown that the SP

cannot be removed by a gauge transformation; far from this, we have seen that it plays an

important role in the restoration of the symmetries of the system.

The presence of a static and uniform magnetic field does not alter the homogeneity of

space-time, although it does break space isotropy. Still, isotropy is preserved in transverse

directions, taking the direction of ~B as a symmetry axis. Therefore, the studied system has
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to be invariant under translations, under rotations around the direction of ~B and under boost

transformations in this direction. As a consequence of the existence of this set of symmetries,

for any Lorentz tensor one should distinguish between “longitudinal” components (time

components and spatial components in the direction of ~B) and “perpendicular components”

(spatial components in the direction perpendicular to ~B), which in general will show different

behaviors.

The equations that describe the dynamics of a charged particle in a static and uniform

magnetic field involve the electromagnetic field Aµ. Even if one assumes that the physical

system has the above stated symmetries, it has to be taken into account that both the

homogeneity and the transverse isotropy of space become broken when one chooses a specific

gauge to set Aµ. Looking at the propagators of charged particles, we have shown that this

breakdown manifests itself in the SP, whereas the part of the propagators that is invariant

under gauge transformations is found to be also invariant under translations and rotations

around the direction of ~B. Additionally, we have seen that a translation in a direction

perpendicular to ~B, as well as a rotation around the direction of ~B, are equivalent to gauge

transformations. Explicit expressions have been given for some gauges that are usually

considered in the literature, namely the symmetric gauge and the Landau gauges 1 and 2.

As an application to particular physical quantities, we have analyzed the effect of the

SP in the one-loop corrections to charged pion and rho meson selfenergies. To carry out

this analysis we have firstly considered standard meson-quark interactions, and then we

have studied the π+ and ρ+ propagators within the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model, performing

a numerical analysis of the B dependence of meson lowest energy states. For both π+

and ρ+ mesons (for simplicity, π+−ρ+ mixing has not been considered), we have compared

the numerical results arising from the full calculation —in which SPs are included in the

propagators, and meson wavefunctions correspond to states of definite Landau quantum

number— and those obtained within a Plane Wave Approximation (PWA) —in which SPs

are neglected (or simply eliminated) and meson states are described by plane waves of

definite four-momentum.

In the case of the pion, from our analysis it is seen that the polarization function is diago-

nal in the basis of π+ eigenfunctions F+(x, q̄), and can be written as a convolution of a gauge

invariant function J̄π+(v‖, v⊥) —calculated from the gauge invariant part of the polarization

function, after a transformation to momentum space— with a function hπ+(q̄, q̄′, v‖, v⊥)
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given by a projection of these eigenfunctions onto plane waves, modulated by the SP [see

Eqs. (V.31-V.32)]. Moreover, after some integration we have found that the polarization

function can be written as an integral of the function J̄π+(q‖, v⊥) over the perpendicular

momentum v⊥, weighted by a given function ρk(~v
2
⊥) [see Eq. (V.37)]; i.e., the polarization

function depends on definite values of the energy q0 and the parallel momentum q3 of the

two-quark system as a whole, while the perpendicular momentum has no definite value but

some distribution. This is what one would expect for a charged particle, which must have

some zero-point energy when it is submerged in a magnetic field. In contrast, within the

PWA the polarization function can be transformed to four-momentum space as J̄π+(q‖, q⊥),

where q⊥ would be the perpendicular momentum of the two-quark system (the pion, in the

case of the NJL model). Formally this would correspond to take ρk(~v
2
⊥) = δ(|~v⊥|2 − |~q⊥|2),

although the perpendicular momentum ~q⊥ is not a well defined quantity for a charged par-

ticle in a magnetic field. Alternatively, the effect of the SP on the one-loop correction to the

π+ propagator can be seen from Eq. (V.54), where once again our result shows the fluctu-

ations of the perpendicular momenta of the coupled two-quark system. These fluctuations

are due to the presence of a gauge invariant phase ϕ, which arises from a combination of

Schwinger phases along a closed path [see Eq. (V.49)]; if this phase is eliminated, the effect

of the fluctuations gets lost, as shown in Eq. (V.55).

It is worth to emphasize that even though the function hπ+(q̄, q̄′, v‖, v⊥) involves several

gauge dependent quantities, its explicit expression, given by Eqs. (V.33-V.35), is itself gauge

independent. This has been checked by performing the corresponding calculations in the

three standard gauges mentioned above. In this way, it has been shown that the inclusion

of the SP allows us to carry out a full calculation of the polarization function, using the

proper wavefunctions of charged particles and preserving both the invariance under gauge

transformations and the symmetries under translations and rotations around the direction

of ~B.

The above qualitative discussion applies also to the case of the ρ+ meson propagator,

although the explicit expressions are more involved due to the more complex Lorentz struc-

ture. It is worth mentioning that we have introduced in this case a description of spin one

charged fields in the presence of the magnetic field. As proposed by Ritus for the case of

spin 1/2 fermion fields [57], in our formalism we have separated the meson wavefunctions as

a product of a tensor that carries the spatial coordinates and a polarization vector. Then
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the explicit expression for the meson propagator and the corresponding one-loop correction

have been obtained.

Finally, as mentioned above, we have carried out a numerical analysis of the B dependence

of π+ and ρ+ masses (and lowest state energies) within the NJL model. Using a three-

momentum cutoff and a so-called magnetic field independent regularization [30, 37, 53], we

have found that our full calculation leads to a result for the B dependence of the charged

pion mass that clearly improves the agreement with LQCD results, in comparison with the

one obtained using the PWA. Moreover, there is still room for further improvement, e.g.

by considering ρ+−π+ mixing as done in Ref. [37]. Concerning the charged rho meson, we

have found a qualitative difference between our results and those obtained within the PWA.

Indeed, it has been shown that if the presence of the SP is properly taken into account, the

numerical results are not compatible with the phenomenon of ρ+ condensation for any value

of the magnetic field. This is in the same line of LQCD results [45, 50, 67], which indicate

that the value of the energy of the lowest ρ+ state tends to stabilize at Eρ+/mρ,0 ∼ 0.7 for

eB > 0.8 GeV2. Let us recall that this state corresponds to the Landau level k = −1, which

does not mix with the pion. We have also checked that our numerical results do not suffer

significant changes if one uses other standard model parameters, like e.g. those considered

in Refs. [30, 53].
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Appendices

A. THE FUNCTIONS FQ(x, q̄) IN THE STANDARD GAUGES

We give here the expressions for the functions FQ(x, q̄), eigenfunctions of the operator

DµDµ [see Eq. (III.1)], in the standard gauges SG, LG1 and LG2. As in the main text, we

choose the 3-axis in the direction of the magnetic field, and use the notation BQ = |QB|

and s = sign(QB).

It is worth pointing out that the functions FQ(x, q̄) can be determined up to a global

phase, which in general can depend on k. In the following expressions for SG, LG1 and

LG2 the corresponding phases have been fixed by requiring FQ(x, q̄) to satisfy Eqs. (V.32)

to (V.34), with fkk′(v⊥) given by Eq. (V.35).

A.1. Symmetric gauge

In the SG we take χ = ı, where ı is a nonnegative integer. Thus, the set of quantum

numbers used to characterize a given particle state is q̄ = (q0, k, ı, q3). In addition, we

introduce polar coordinates r, φ to denote the vector ~x⊥ = (x1, x2) that lies in the plane

perpendicular to the magnetic field. The functions FQ(x, q̄) in this gauge are given by

FQ(x, q̄)(SG) =
√

2π e−i(q
0 x0−q3x3) e−is(k−ı)φRk,ı(r) , (A.1)

where

Rk,ı(r) = Nk,ı ξ
(k−ı)/2 e−ξ/2 Lk−ıı (ξ) , (A.2)

with ξ = BQ r
2/2 . Here we have used the definition Nk,ı = (BQ ı!/k!)1/2, while Lmj (x) are

generalized Laguerre polynomials.

A.2. Landau gauges LG1 and LG2

For the gauges LG1 and LG2 we take χ = qj with j = 1 and j = 2, respectively. Thus,

we have q̄ = (q0, k, qj, q3). The corresponding functions FQ(x, q̄) are given by

FQ(x, q̄)(LG1) = (−is)kNk e
−i(q0 x0−q1x1−q3x3) Dk(ρ

(1)
s ) , (A.3)

FQ(x, q̄)(LG2) = Nk e
−i(q0 x0−q2x2−q3x3)Dk(ρ

(2)
s ) , (A.4)
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where ρ
(1)
s =

√
2BQ (x2 + s q1/BQ), ρ

(2)
s =

√
2BQ (x1 − s q2/BQ) and Nk = (4πBQ)1/4 /

√
k!.

The cylindrical parabolic functions Dk(x) in the above equations are defined as

Dk (x) = 2−k/2 e−x
2/4Hk

(
x/
√

2
)
, (A.5)

where Hk(x) are Hermite polynomials, with the standard convention H−1(x) = 0.

B. WAVEFUNCTION PROPERTIES AND ANTICOMMUTATION RELATIONS

FOR SPIN 1/2 CHARGED PARTICLES IN A UNIFORM MAGNETIC FIELD

As stated in Eqs. (III.26), the fermion wavefunctions can be written as

Uf (x, q̄, a) = EQf (x, q̄) uQf (k, q
3, a) ,

Vf (x, q̄, a) = Ẽ−Qf (x, q̄) v−Qf (k, q
3, a) , (B.1)

where the functions EQf (x, q̄) and Ẽ−Qf (x, q̄) are defined by Eqs. (III.27). It is easy to see

that the matrices Γ± appearing in these definitions satisfy

Γλ Γλ = Γλ , Γλ Γ−λ = 0 , Γλ γµ‖ = γµ‖ Γλ , Γλ γµ⊥ = γµ⊥ Γ−λ . (B.2)

It can be shown that the functions Ep̄(x) satisfy orthogonality and completeness relations,

namely ∫
d4x ĒQf (x, q̄)EQf (x, q̄′) = δ̂q̄q̄ ′

[
I + δk0 (Γs − I)

]
(B.3)

and ∑∫
q̄

EQf (x, q̄) ĒQf (x′, q̄) = δ(4)(x− x′) I , (B.4)

where I stands for the identity in Dirac space, and, as in the main text, we have used the

definitions Qf = Qf/e, s = sign(QfB) and ĒQf (x, q̄) = γ0 EQf (x, q̄)† γ0. In addition, they

satisfy the useful relation

i /DEQf (x, q̄) = EQf (x, q̄) /̂Πs(q
0, k, q3) , (B.5)

where Π̂µ
s (q0, k, q3) = (q0, 0, −s

√
2k|QfB|, q3).
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On the other hand, the spinors uQf (k, q
3, a) and v−Qf (k, q

3, a), a = 1, 2, in Eqs. (B.1) are

given by

uQf (k, q
3, a) =

1√
2(Ef +mf )

[
/̂Πs(Ef , k, q

3) +mf I
]  φ(a)

φ(a)

 , (B.6)

v−Qf (k, q
3, a) =

1√
2(Ef +mf )

[
− /̂Π−s(Ef , k, q

3) +mf I
]  φ̃(a)

−φ̃(a)

 , (B.7)

where φ(1)† = −φ̃(2)† = (1, 0) and φ(2)† = φ̃(1)† = (0, 1). We use here the Weyl representation

for Dirac matrices, namely

γ0 =

0 I

I 0

 , ~γ =

 0 ~σ

−~σ 0

 , (B.8)

where σi, with i = 1, 2, 3, are the Pauli matrices. It can be shown that the spinors satisfy

the relations ∑
a=1,2

uQf (k, q
3, a) ūQf (k, q

3, a) = /̂Πs(Ef , k, q
3) +mf I ,∑

a=1,2

v−Qf (k, q
3, a) v̄−Qf (k, q

3, a) = /̂Π−s(Ef , k, q
3)−mf I . (B.9)

We finally quote the anticommutation relations between creation and annihilation oper-

ators in Eqs. (III.25). They read

{bf (q̆, a), bf (q̆
′, a′)} = {df (q̆, a), df (q̆

′, a′)} = 0 ,

{bf (q̆, a), df (q̆
′, a′)} =

{
bf (q̆, a), df (q̆

′, a′)†
}

= 0 ,{
bf (q̆, a), bf (q̆

′, a′)†
}

=
{
df (q̆, a), df (q̆

′, a′)†
}

= 2Ef δaa′ (2π)3 δkk′ δχχ′ δ(q
3 − q ′ 3) . (B.10)

C. WAVEFUNCTION PROPERTIES AND COMMUTATION RELATIONS FOR

MASSIVE SPIN 1 CHARGED PARTICLES IN A UNIFORM MAGNETIC FIELD

According to Eq. (III.35), the wavefunctions W µ
Q (x, q̄, c) are given by

W µ
Q(x, q̄, c) = RQ,µν(x, q̄) εQ,ν(k, q3, c) , (C.1)

where RQ,µν(x, q̄) is given by Eqs. (III.36) and (III.37), while εQ,ν(k, q
3, c) are the charged

rho meson polarization vectors. As in the main text, we define Q = sign(Qρ).
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The tensors RQ,µν involve the functions FQ(x, q̄) and the tensors Υµν
λ , defined by

Eq. (III.37). The latter obey some useful relations, namely

Υµν
λ = (Υνµ

λ )∗ = Υνµ
−λ , Υµα

λ Υλ′,αν = δλλ′Υλ
µ
ν ,

∑
λ=−1,0,1

Υµν
λ = gµν . (C.2)

It is also useful to introduce the projector (Pk,s)µν , defined by

(Pk,s)µν = gµν − δk,−1 Υµν
0 − (δk,−1 + δk,0) Υµν

s

= Υµν
−s + (1− δk,−1) Υµν

0 + (1− δk,−1 − δk,0) Υµν
s , (C.3)

which satisfies (Pk,s)µα (Pk,s)αν = (Pk,s)µν . Here s = sign(QρB) = ±1.

The functions RQ,µν are shown to satisfy orthogonality and completeness relations, viz.∫
d4xRQ,µα(x, q̄)RQνα(x, q̄′)

∗
= δ̂q̄q̄′ (Pk,s)µν (C.4)

and ∑∫
q̄

RQ,µα(x, q̄)RQνα(x′, q̄)
∗

= δ(4)(x− x′) δµν . (C.5)

It can also be seen that

(Pk,s)µαRQ,αν(x, q̄) = RQ,µν(x, q̄) . (C.6)

For k ≥ 0, one can find some other useful relations that involve the four-vector Πµ(k, q‖)

defined in Eq. (IV.14). These are

DµRQ,µν(x, q̄) = −iFQ(x, q̄) Πν(k, q‖)
∗ , (C.7)

DµFQ(x, q̄) = −iRQµν(x, q̄) Πν(k, q‖) , (C.8)

(Pk,s)µαΠα(k, q‖) = Πµ(k, q‖) . (C.9)

Let us consider now the polarization vectors εν(k, q
3, c). Their form is dictated by the

transversality condition DµρQµ (x) = 0 in Eq. (III.32), which implies that for q0 = Eρ one

must have

DµW µ
Q (x, q̄, c) = DµRQ,µν(x, q̄) εQ,ν(k, q3, c) = 0 . (C.10)

Taking into account Eq. (C.7), it is seen that the transversality is trivially satisfied for

k = −1, since in that case FQ(x, q̄) is zero. For k ≥ 0, according to Eq. (C.7) the condition

(C.10) can be expressed as

Πµ(k, q‖)
∗∣∣
q0=Eρ

εQ,µ(k, q3, c) = 0 . (C.11)
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For k ≥ 1 there are three linearly independent vectors that satisfy Eq. (C.11). A conve-

nient choice is

εµQ(k, q3, 1) =
1√
2

1

m⊥m2⊥

[
Π+

(
Eρ, 0, 0, q3

)
+m2

⊥

(
0, 1, is, 0

)]
,

εµQ(k, q3, 2) =
1

m⊥

(
q3, 0, 0, Eρ

)
,

εµQ(k, q3, 3) =
1√
2

1

mρm2⊥

[
Π−

(
Eρ,

Π∗+
2
, is

Π∗+
2
, q3
)

+m2
2⊥

(
0, 1, −is, 0

)]
, (C.12)

where we have used the definitions

m⊥ =
√
m2
ρ + (2k + 1)Bρ ,

m2⊥ =
√
m2
ρ + kBρ ,

Π+ = −Π1(k, q‖) + isΠ2(k, q‖) = −i
√

2(k + 1)Bρ ,

Π− = −Π1(k, q‖)− isΠ2(k, q‖) = i
√

2kBρ , (C.13)

with Bρ = |QρB|. Using these polarization vectors one recovers the known expressions for

a vector boson in a constant magnetic field, see e.g. Ref. [68].

For k = 0 two independent nontrivial transverse polarization vectors can be constructed.

A suitable choice is

εµQ(0, q3, 1) =
1√
2

1

m⊥m2⊥

(
Eρ Π+, m

2
⊥, ism

2
⊥ , q

3 Π+

)
,

εµQ(0, q3, 2) =
1

m⊥

(
q3, 0, 0, Eρ

)
, (C.14)

where m⊥, m2⊥, Π+ and Eρ are understood to be evaluated at k = 0. It can be seen that

εµQ(0, q3, 2) satisfies

Sµν3 εQ,ν(0, q
3, 2) = 0 , (C.15)

while εµ(0, q3, 1) is not an eigenvector of S3.

For k = −1, one has RQ,µν(x, q̄) ∝ Υµν
−s. This leaves only one nontrivial polarization

vector, which can be conveniently written as

εµQ(−1, q3, 1) =
1√
2

(
0, 1, is, 0

)
. (C.16)

As in the case of εQ,ν(0, q
3, 2), it is easy to see that this vector has a definite spin projection

in the direction of the magnetic field. Indeed, one has

Sµν3 εQ,ν(−1, q3, 1) = s εµQ(−1, q3, 1) . (C.17)
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Finally, for k ≥ 0 one can also define an additional, “longitudinal”, polarization vector.

We keep for this vector the notation εµQ(k, q3, c), taking for the polarization index the value

c = 0. It is given by

εµQ(k, q3, 0) =
1

mρ

Πµ(k, q‖)
∣∣
q0=Eρ

, (C.18)

where, as stated, k ≥ 0. For k = −1 no longitudinal vector is introduced.

It is worth noticing that the full set of four polarization vectors satisfy orthogonality and

completeness relations, namely

εµQ(k, q3, c)
∗
εQ,µ(k, q3, c′) = − ζc δcc′ (C.19)

and

cmax∑
c=cmin

ζc ε
µ
Q(k, q3, c) ενQ(k, q3, c)

∗
= − (Pk,s)µν , (C.20)

where ζ0 = −1 and ζ1 = ζ2 = ζ3 = 1, while cmin and cmax are given by

cmin =

 1 if k = −1

0 if k ≥ 0
, cmax =


1 if k = −1

2 if k = 0

3 if k ≥ 1

. (C.21)

For k ≥ 1, from Eqs. (C.20), (C.18) and (C.2) it is seen that the sum over the physical

polarizations c = 1, 2, 3 satisfies

3∑
c=1

εµQ(k, q3, c) ενQ(k, q3, c)
∗

= −
[
gµν −

Πµ(k, q‖) Πν(k, q‖)
∗

m2
ρ

]
, (C.22)

where the vectors Πµ(k, q‖) are assumed to be “on shell”, i.e., one has to take q0 = Eρ.

As stated in the main text, one can also extend the set of charged rho meson wavefunctions

W µ
Q(x, q̄, c) including a “longitudinal” wavefunction W µ

Q(x, q̄, 0) ≡ RQ,µν(x, q̄) εQ,ν(k, q3, 0).

In this way one gets for these functions the orthogonality and completeness relations in

Eqs. (III.38) and (III.39).

We conclude this appendix by quoting the commutation relations for the creation and

annihilation operators in Eq. (III.34). One has[
aQρ (q̆, c), a±Qρ (q̆ ′, c′)

]
=
[
aQρ (q̆, c)† , a±Qρ (q̆ ′, c′)†

]
=
[
aQρ (q̆, c) , a−Qρ (q̆ ′, c′)†

]
= 0 ,[

aQρ (q̆, c), aQρ (q̆ ′, c′)†
]

=
[
a−Qρ (q̆, c), a−Qρ (q̆ ′, c′)†

]
= 2Eρ (2π)3 δcc′ δkk′ δχχ′ δ(q

3 − q ′ 3) .

(C.23)
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D. EXPLICIT FORM OF THE COEFFICIENTS OF THE OPERATORS FOR THE

ONE-LOOP ρ+ MESON POLARIZATION FUNCTION

As stated in Sec. V B, the one-loop correction to the ρ+ propagator in q̄-space can be

written in terms of a set of tensors Oαα′
i (Π), with i = 1, . . . 7. We give here the explicit

expressions for the corresponding coefficients di(k, q‖), introduced in Eq. (V.73). The lat-

ter have been obtained taking into account the Schwinger form of quark propagators in

Eq. (IV.10). In general they can be written in the form

di(k, q‖) = −i Nc

4π2

∫ 1

−1

dx

∫ ∞
0

dz
e−zφ(x,q2‖)

α+

(
α−
α+

)k
f

(i)
k,q‖

(x, z) , (D.1)

where φ(x, q2
‖) and α± are defined in Eqs. (V.43) and (V.46), respectively. After some

calculation, the functions f
(i)
k,q‖

(x, z) are found to be given by

f
(1)
k,q‖

(x, z) = −(1− tutd)
[
mumd + (1− x2)

q2
‖

4

]
− α− + k(α− − α+)

α+α−
(1− t2u)(1− t2d) , k ≥ 0

f
(2)
k,q‖

(x, z) = f
(2a)
k,q‖

(x, z) + f
(2b)
k,q‖

(x, z) + (2k + 1) f
(2c)
k,q‖

(x, z)

f
(3)
k,q‖

(x, z) =
1

2
(1− x2)(1− tutd) , k ≥ 0

f
(4)
k,q‖

(x, z) =
1

Bρ

α+ − α−
α+α−

(1− t2u)(1− t2d) , k ≥ 1

f
(5)
k,q‖

(x, z) = f
(5a)
k,q‖

(x, z) + f
(5b)
k,q‖

(x, z) ,

f
(6)
k,q‖

(x, z) = f
(2a)
k,q‖

(x, z)− f (2b)
k,q‖

(x, z) + f
(2c)
k,q‖

(x, z) ,

f
(7)
k,q‖

(x, z) = −f (5a)
k,q‖

(x, z) + f
(5b)
k,q‖

(x, z) , (D.2)

51



where

f
(2a)
k,q‖

(x, z) = −1

2

α−
α+

(1 + tu) (1 + td)

[
mumd +

1

z
+ (1− x2)

q2
‖

4

]
, k ≥ −1 ,

f
(2b)
k,q‖

(x, z) = −1

2

α+

α−
(1− tu) (1− td)

[
mumd +

1

z
+ (1− x2)

q2
‖

4

]
, k ≥ 1 ,

f
(2c)
k,q‖

(x, z) =
α+ − α−
2α+α−

(1− t2u)(1− t2d) , k ≥ 1 ,

f
(5a)
k,q‖

(x, z) =
1

4α+

[
(1 + x)

tu (1 + tu) (1− t2d)
Bu

+ (1− x)
td (1 + td) (1− t2u)

Bd

]
, k ≥ 0 ,

f
(5b)
k,q‖

(x, z) =
1

4α−

[
(1 + x)

tu (1− tu) (1− t2d)
Bu

+ (1− x)
td (1− td) (1− t2u)

Bd

]
, k ≥ 1 .

Here, as in the main text, we have used the definitions tu = tanh[(1 − x)zBu/2], td =

tanh[(1 + x)zBd/2], with Bf = |QfB| for f = u, d. For k = 0 and k = −1 some of the

above functions vanish; therefore, for each expression we have explicitly indicated the range

of values of k to be taken into account.
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