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Abstract: We investigate the phenomenon of electron-positron pair production from vac-

uum in the presence of a uniform time-dependent electric field of arbitrary polarization.

Taking into account the interaction with the external classical background in a nonpertur-

bative manner, we quantize the electron-positron field and derive a system of ten quantum

kinetic equations (QKEs) showing that the previously-used QKEs are incorrect once the

external field rotates in space. We employ then the Wigner-function formalism of the

field quantization and establish a direct connection between the Dirac-Heisenberg-Wigner

(DHW) approach to investigating the vacuum pair-production process and the QKEs. We

provide a self-contained description of the two theoretical frameworks rigorously proving

their equivalence and present an exact one-to-one correspondence between the kinetic func-

tions involved within the two techniques. Special focus is placed on the analysis of the spin

effects in the final particle distributions.

Keywords: Quantum Electrodynamics, Strong Fields, Pair Production, Schwinger Effect,

Kinetic Theory, Wigner Function

http://arxiv.org/abs/2403.17204v1
mailto:i.aleksandrov@spbu.ru


Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Furry-picture quantization and kinetic theory 3

2.1 General quantization procedure. Heisenberg representation 3

2.2 Uniform external field. Adiabatic basis 7

2.3 Quantum kinetic equations (QKEs) 9

2.4 Linearly polarized electric field 15

2.5 Bispinor basis and the ambiguity of the QKEs 15

3 Dirac-Heisenberg-Wigner (DHW) formalism 16

3.1 General approach in four dimensions 16

3.2 Uniform external field. Wigner function via the in solutions 18

3.3 Wigner function via the adiabatic basis. Relation to the QKEs 20

3.4 Physical interpretation of the spin effects. Helicity states 21

4 Conclusion 23

A Reduction of the QKEs in the case of linear polarization 24

B Alternative form of the DHW system 25

C Spin projections of the Wigner function 25

1 Introduction

One of the fundamental differences between ordinary quantum mechanics and quantum

field theory is that the latter enables elementary particles to participate in reactions, in

which the number of any species may not be conserved. In the context of quantum electro-

dynamics (QED), even in vacuum, this leads to spontaneous acts of creation and annihi-

lation of virtual electron-positron pairs that affect the physical properties of real particles

and the corresponding compound systems. Furthermore, these virtual quanta can be di-

rectly transformed into real e+e− pairs by making the physical vacuum to interact with

an external electromagnetic field. In the case of a static uniform electric background, this

phenomenon is analogous to the process of quantum mechanical tunneling and is known as

the Sauter-Schwinger mechanism [1–4]. This fundamental effect is inherently nonpertur-

bative with respect to the external field strength. Within the realm of QED, a particularly

exciting challenge revolves around the practical observation of the Sauter-Schwinger pair-

production process, which is yet to be experimentally investigated (for recent developments

regarding strong-field QED see reviews [5–9]).
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The mechanism of e+e− pair production in realistic setups should be described by

taking into account the corresponding spatiotemporal structure of the external fields. For

instance, an inhomogeneous electromagnetic background efficiently generating pairs and

preserving the nonperturbative nature of the process can be formed in a combination of

high-intensity laser pulses. From a theoretical point of view, it is crucial to incorporate

the interaction with the external classical field without relying on perturbative techniques.

It turns out that an exact analytical treatment of the problem is only possible for a very

limited number of simple field configurations, which is basically due to the lack of the

analytical solutions to the Dirac equation in the presence of the external background (for

exactly solvable setups see [10–13] and references therein). Therefore, it is highly desirable

to develop nonperturbative numerical methods. Multidimensional inhomogeneities of the

external classical field can be exactly taken into account, generally speaking, by means of

two approaches. First, one can extract the pair production probabilities and momentum

distributions from the complete set of the one-particle solutions of the Dirac equation ac-

cording to the general formalism of Furry-picture quantization with unstable vacuum [10].

This general approach with various modifications has been implemented in numerous stud-

ies (see, e.g., [11–23]). Second, one can employ the Wigner-function formalism [24–29]

and describe pair production by solving a system of the Dirac-Heisenberg-Wigner (DHW)

equations, which was done, e.g., in [22, 30–41]. If the external field is homogeneous in

space, i.e., it depends solely on time in a given reference frame, then one can also utilize

the so-called quantum kinetic equations (QKE), which provide a third computational tool

for analyzing vacuum pair production [42–50] (see also [23, 51–55]).

The primary aim of the present study is to demonstrate the equivalence of the three

approaches in the case of a time-dependent external electric field of arbitrary polarization.

Most important, we will establish an explicit connection between the QKE components

and the DHW functions, which was previously done only in the case of a linearly polarized

external field [25, 29].

Another important aspect which will be discussed in this paper concerns the correct

form of the QKE system. As will be demonstrated below, the QKEs involve ten functions

instead of twelve as was believed until now (see, e.g., [44, 49, 50]) and the QKE system

has a different form. We will revise the theoretical treatment and derive the correct kinetic

equations.

Finally, we will consider the spin anisotropy of the particles produced. To properly

address experimentally relevant setups, we will suggest that the electron and positron states

are classified according to the particle’s helicity. The corresponding number densities will

be deduced within the QKE approach by means of the Bogoliubov transformation and

also expressed in terms of the DHW functions. Besides, we will explicitly show how to

construct the corresponding projection of the Wigner function and to obtain the necessary

distributions directly via the DHW formalism.

The paper has the following structure. In section 2, we first discuss a general procedure

of the Furry-picture quantization taking into account an external classical field. Second,

we introduce the adiabatic set of the Hamiltonian eigenfunctions and present a detailed

derivation of the QKEs and its main properties. In section 3, we examine the DHW formal-
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ism. Providing first a brief description of this framework in a general four-dimensional case,

we turn to the analysis of the purely time-dependent setups. Here we reduce the DHW

system to ten equations and explicitly show how the corresponding functions are expressed

in terms of the ten QKE components. Finally, we discuss the physical interpretation of the

spin states and provide the particle densities in terms of the helicity quantum number. We

conclude in section 4.

Throughout the paper, we use the units ~ = c = 1 and assume e < 0.

2 Furry-picture quantization and kinetic theory

We will first discuss a general approach to canonical quantization of the electron-positron

field in the presence of an external background. Although we neglect the quantized part

of the electromagnetic field, the classical part is treated nonperturbatively. We will briefly

recap a transition from the Schrödinger representation to the interaction picture and de-

scribe how to extract the electron-positron momentum distributions from the one-particle

solutions of the Dirac equation. Next, we will introduce the adiabatic set of the Hamil-

tonian eigenfunctions in the case of a uniform background and derive the QKEs. This

technique will be then related to the DHW formalism in section 3.

2.1 General quantization procedure. Heisenberg representation

We assume that the external electromagnetic field is described by the c-numbered function

Aµ(x), where x = (t, x), and vanishes outside the time interval tin < t < tout, where one

implies tin/out → ∓∞. We start from the Schrödinger picture and, following [10], introduce

two sets of the one-particle Hamiltonian eigenfunctions at t = tin and t = tout, respectively:

He(tin)±ϕn(x) = ±εn(tin)±ϕn(x) ,

He(tout)
±ϕn(x) =

±εn(tout)
±ϕn(x) ,

(2.1)

where He(t) = α[−i∇− eA(x)]+ eA0(x)+βm depends on time due to the presence of the

external field and the eigenvalues denoted by plus (minus) are positive (negative). These

sets are orthonormal and complete with respect to the usual inner product. The index

n incorporates the necessary quantum numbers, e.g., momentum and spin. Let us then

expand the field operator according to

ψ(x) =
∑

n

[

an(tin)+ϕn(x) + b†n(tin)−ϕn(x)
]

,

ψ(x) =
∑

n

[

an(tout)
+ϕn(x) + b†n(tout)

−ϕn(x)
]

,
(2.2)

where we have introduced the electron (positron) creation and annihilation operators a†n
(b†n) and an (bn), respectively. These operators obey the usual anticommutation relations.

Accordingly, the Hamiltonian

He(t) =

∫

ψ†(x)He(t)ψ(x)dx (2.3)

– 3 –



is diagonalized at time instants tin and tout. The corresponding vacuum states will be

denoted by |0, tin〉 and |0, tout〉, respectively.
To construct the field operators in the Heisenberg representation, one has to introduce

the following unitary evolution operator:

Ue(t, t
′) = T exp

[

− i

t
∫

t′

He(τ)dτ

]

, (2.4)

where T stands for the conventional time-ordering operator. The operator (2.4) is a solution

of the equation

i∂tUe(t, t
′) = He(t)Ue(t, t

′) (2.5)

with the initial condition Ue(t, t) = 1. We perform a transformation by means of the

operator Ue(0, t), so the field gains a temporal dependence:

ψ(t,x) ≡ ψ(x) = Ue(0, t)ψ(x)U
†
e (0, t) . (2.6)

In the Heisenberg representation, the creation and annihilation operators are then given

by

an(in) = Ue(0, tin)an(tin)U
†
e (0, tin) ,

an(out) = Ue(0, tout)an(tout)U
†
e (0, tout) .

(2.7)

The other creation and annihilation operators are defined similarly. The unitary transfor-

mation preserve the anticommutation relations that take place in the Schrödinger picture.

The in and out vacuum states are defined via

|0, in〉 = Ue(0, tin)|0, tin〉 , |0, out〉 = Ue(0, tout)|0, tout〉 . (2.8)

By computing the time derivative of (2.6) and using
[

ψ(x), He(t)] = He(t)ψ(x) , (2.9)

one finds that the Heisenberg field operator satisfies the equation

i∂tψ(x) = He(t)ψ(x) . (2.10)

This means that the temporal evolution of ψ(x) is determined by the same equation as

that for the time-dependent one-particle solutions. Let us introduce the corresponding

evolution operator

Ge(t, t
′) = T exp

[

− i

t
∫

t′

He(τ)dτ

]

. (2.11)

Suppose that the Schrödinger field operator ψ(x) is known, the Heisenberg operator

ψ(tout,x) can be constructed in two different ways. First, one can carry out the transfor-

mation (2.6) at t = tout. Alternatively, one can propagate the Heisenberg operator ψ(tin,x)

by utilizing the operator Ge(tout, tin). This can be expressed by the following relations:

ψ(tout,x) = Ue(0, tout)ψ(x)U
†
e (0, tout) ,

ψ(tout,x) = Ge(tout, tin)Ue(0, tin)ψ(x)U
†
e (0, tin) .

(2.12)
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These allow one to express the out operators in terms of the in operators with the aid of

the G-matrix elements. Using equations (2.2) and (2.7), and the fact that the stationary

states ±ϕn(x) and
±ϕn(x) form orthonormal and complete sets, one obtains

an(out) =
∑

k

[

ak(in)G(
+|+)nk + b†k(in)G(

+|−)nk
]

, (2.13)

bn(out) =
∑

k

[

a†k(in)G(+|−)kn + bk(in)G(−|−)kn
]

, (2.14)

where

G(ζ |κ)nk =

∫

dx ζϕ†
n(x)Ge(tout, tin) κϕk(x) ,

G(ζ |κ)nk =
[

G(κ|ζ)kn
]∗
, ζ, κ = ± .

(2.15)

Similarly one finds

an(in) =
∑

k

[

ak(out)G(+|+)nk + b†k(out)G(+|−)nk
]

, (2.16)

bn(in) =
∑

k

[

a†k(out)G(
+|−)kn + bk(out)G(

−|−)kn
]

. (2.17)

The G matrices are also orthonormal and complete in the following sense:
∑

ζ

G(±|ζ)G(ζ |∓) =
∑

ζ

G(±|ζ)G(ζ |∓) = 0 , (2.18)

∑

ζ

G(±|ζ)G(ζ |±) =
∑

ζ

G(±|ζ)G(ζ |±) = I . (2.19)

The Heisenberg field operator ψ(x) satisfies (2.10) and thus evolves in time according to

ψ(x) = Ge(x
0, tin)ψ(tin,x) , (2.20)

where the initial field operator ψ(tin,y) is given by

ψ(tin,x) =
∑

n

[

an(in)+ϕn(x) + b†n(in)−ϕn(x)
]

. (2.21)

Here we have employed (2.2), (2.6), and (2.7). Since the operator Ge evolves not only the

field operator, but also the one-particle solutions, it follows from (2.20) and (2.21) that

ψ(x) =
∑

n

[

an(in)+ϕn(x) + b†n(in)−ϕn(x)
]

, (2.22)

where +ϕn(x) and −ϕn(x) are the so-called in solutions of the Dirac equation which coincide

with the eigenfunctions defined in (2.1), i.e. ζϕn(x) = Ge(x
0, tin)ζϕn(x). Note that one

was also able to introduce first the in solutions, decompose the Heisenberg field operator

according to (2.22), and then show that the corresponding operators an(in) and b
†
n(in) are

indeed time-independent and can be obtained via (2.7).

The same way, one finds

ψ(x) =
∑

n

[

an(out)
+ϕn(x) + b†n(out)

−ϕn(x)
]

, (2.23)
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where +ϕn(x) and
−ϕn(x) are the out solutions. Obviously, the Hamiltonian in the Heisen-

berg representation reads

He,H(t) = Ue(0, t)He(t)U
†
e (0, t) =

∫

ψ†(x)He(t)ψ(x)dx . (2.24)

It has a diagonal form in terms of the in (out) particle-number operators only at t = tin (t =

tout) because the time-dependent in (out) solutions are not in general the eigenfunctions

of the one-particle Hamiltonian He(t) at given t ∈ (tin, tout). The adiabatic one-particle

eigenfunctions of He(t) will be utilized in section 2.2. The G matrices defined in (2.15) can

also be evaluated via

G(ζ |κ)nk = (ζϕn,
κϕk) , G(ζ |κ)nk = (ζϕn, κϕk) , ζ, κ = ± . (2.25)

Note that these inner products do not depend on time.

Let us now compute the number density of the electrons produced in some given

state m1. In the Schrödinger representation, the calculation is straightforward:

n(e
−)

m = 〈0, tin|U †
e (tout, tin)a

†
m(tout)am(tout)Ue(tout, tin)|0, tin〉 . (2.26)

Using then the relation Ue(tout, tin) = Ue(tout, 0)Ue(0, tin) and inserting the identity oper-

ator 1 = Ue(tout, 0)U
†
e (tout, 0) between a

†
m(tout) and am(tout), one obtains

n(e
−)

m = 〈0, in|a†m(out)am(out)|0, in〉 . (2.27)

Once the vacuum persistence amplitude 〈0, out|0, in〉 has an absolute value less than unity,

the vacuum state may decay via the production of e+e− pairs. The electron number

density (2.27) can be explicitly evaluated by means of (2.13) and (2.14):

n(e
−)

m =
∑

n

G(+|−)mnG(−|+)nm = {G(+|−)G(−|+)}mm . (2.28)

The analogous expressions for the number density of positrons are given by

n(e
+)

m = 〈0, in|b†m(out)bm(out)|0, in〉 , (2.29)

n(e
+)

m =
∑

n

G(−|+)mnG(+|−)nm = {G(−|+)G(+|−)}mm . (2.30)

We have demonstrated that the particle number densities can be directly calculated once

the one-particle solutions to the Dirac equation in the external field are constructed. It is

necessary to find two sets (in and out) of the wave functions and compute the G matrices,

which represent the corresponding one-particle transition amplitude. Note that the pair-

production probabilities and momentum spectra of the particles produced are encoded

in the G matrices involving opposite signs, which is in accordance with the Dirac-sea

interpretation.

1We use the term “density” keeping in mind that m corresponds to a state which belongs to the contin-

uous spectrum.
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2.2 Uniform external field. Adiabatic basis

Consider an external time-dependent electric field E(t) of an arbitrary direction (polariza-

tion). We choose the temporal gauge A0 = 0, where E(t) = −A′(t). The vector potential

at t = tin → −∞ can differ from its limit for t = tout → +∞, so we introduce Ain ≡ A(tin)

and Aout ≡ A(tout). In practical calculations, it is convenient to choose Aout = 0 since in

the case of a zero vector potential one does not need to distinguish between the canonical

momentum and kinetic one and we are interested in computing the momentum distribu-

tions of the particles produced at t = tout → +∞.

As the external field is spatially homogeneous, the coordinate dependence of the wave

functions is trivial. We specify each solution by the corresponding generalized momentum

p and spin quantum number s and represent the in and out functions in the following way:

+ϕp,s(x) = (2π)−3/2 eipx +χp,s(t) ,
+ϕp,s(x) = (2π)−3/2 eipx +χp,s(t) , (2.31)

−ϕp,s(x) = (2π)−3/2 e−ipx
−χp,s(t) ,

−ϕp,s(x) = (2π)−3/2 e−ipx −χp,s(t) . (2.32)

The time-dependent parts χ satisfy the following conditions:

+χp,s(t 6 tin) = e−ip0(p−eAin)(t−tin) up−eAin,s , (2.33)
+χp,s(t > tout) = e−ip0(p−eAout)(t−tout) up−eAout,s , (2.34)

−χp,s(t 6 tin) = eip
0(p+eAin)(t−tin) v−p−eAin,s , (2.35)

−χp,s(t > tout) = eip
0(p+eAout)(t−tout) v−p−eAout,s , (2.36)

where p0(p) = p0(p) =
√

m2 + p2. The bispinors obey

(

αp+ βm
)

up,s = p0(p)up,s , (2.37)
(

αp+ βm
)

vp,s = −p0(p)vp,s (2.38)

and also possess the following properties (u ≡ u†γ0):

u†p,sup,s′ = v†p,svp,s′ = δss′ , u†p,svp,s′ = 0 ,
∑

s=±1

(

up,su
†
p,s + vp,sv

†
p,s

)

= I ,

∑

s=±1

up,sup,s =
γ0p0(p)− γp+mI

2p0(p)
,

∑

s=±1

vp,svp,s =
γ0p0(p) + γp−mI

2p0(p)
.

(2.39)

Once t > tin, the functions ζχp,s(t) gain a nontrivial temporal dependence, and their

evolution is governed by

i ζ χ̇p,s(t) =
{

α [ζp− eA(t)] + βm
}

ζχp,s(t) . (2.40)
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The out functions ζχp,s(t) satisfy the same equations. The G matrices (2.25) are diagonal

with respect to momentum:

G(+|+)p,s;p′,s′ = (+ϕp,s,
+ϕp′,s′) = δ(p − p′) g(+|+)p,s,s′ ,

G(+|−)p,s;p′,s′ = (+ϕp,s,
−ϕp′,s′) = δ(p + p′) g(+|−)p,s,s′ ,

G(−|+)p,s;p′,s′ = (−ϕp,s,
+ϕp′,s′) = δ(p + p′) g(−|+)p,s,s′ ,

G(−|−)p,s;p′,s′ = (−ϕp,s,
−ϕp′,s′) = δ(p − p′) g(−|−)p,s,s′ ,

(2.41)

where the g matrices are given by

g(+|+)p,s,s′ = +χ
†
p,s(t)

+χp,s′(t) ,

g(+|−)p,s,s′ = +χ
†
p,s(t)

−χ−p,s′(t) ,

g(−|+)p,s,s′ = −χ
†
p,s(t)

+χ−p,s′(t) ,

g(−|−)p,s,s′ = −χ
†
p,s(t)

−χp,s′(t) .

(2.42)

According to (2.28) and (2.30), the number density of particles with given momentum p

and spin state s reads

(2π)3

V
n
(e−)
p,s ≡ (2π)3

V

dN
(e−)
p,s

dp
=
∑

s′

∣

∣g(−|+)−p,s′,s

∣

∣

2
, (2.43)

(2π)3

V
n
(e+)
p,s ≡ (2π)3

V

dN
(e+)
p,s

dp
=
∑

s′

∣

∣g(+|−)−p,s′,s

∣

∣

2
. (2.44)

Here V is the volume of the system (V → ∞), and we have employed a standard regu-

larization prescription δ(p = 0) = V/(2π)3, so in the case of a uniform external field, it

is the number of pairs per unit volume that yields a finite value. Due to the completeness

property (2.19), the particle densities obey

∑

s

n
(e−)
p,s =

∑

s

n
(e+)
−p,s . (2.45)

In what follows, a vast part of our derivations will revolve around the concept of the

adiabatic Hamiltonian eigenfunctions. Note that in the case of a uniform electric field He(t)

for given t is equivalent to the zero-field Hamiltonian up to a simple gauge transformation.

This allows one to explicitly construct the corresponding eigenfunctions forming the so-

called adiabatic basis:

He(t)ϕ
(ζ)
p,s(x; t) = ζω(ζp, t)ϕ

(ζ)
p,s(x; t) , ζ = ± , (2.46)

where ω(p, t) = p0(p − eA(t)) =
√

m2 + [p− eA(t)]2. In (2.46) we use a semicolon to

evidently indicate that the t dependence is parametric. In the explicit form,

ϕ
(+)
p,s (x; t) = (2π)−3/2 eipx up−eA(t),s , (2.47)

ϕ
(−)
p,s (x; t) = (2π)−3/2 e−ipx v−p−eA(t),s . (2.48)

– 8 –



The Heisenberg field operator can be decomposed according to

ψ(x) =
∑

s

∫

dp
[

ap,s(t)ϕ
(+)
p,s (x; t) + b†p,s(t)ϕ

(−)
p,s (x; t)

]

, (2.49)

where the adiabatic creation and annihilation operators vary in time2. At asymptotic times

tin/out → ∓∞, one recovers

ϕ
(ζ)
p,s(x; tin) = ζϕp,s(x) , ϕ

(ζ)
p,s(x; tout) =

ζϕp,s(x) , (2.50)

ap,s(tin) = ap,s(in) , ap,s(tout) = ap,s(out) , (2.51)

b†p,s(tin) = b†p,s(in) , b†p,s(tout) = b†p,s(out) . (2.52)

In the next section, we will introduce adiabatic densities of particles and deduce the system

of twelve ordinary differential equations describing the pair-production process.

2.3 Quantum kinetic equations (QKEs)

The main idea is to deduce a system of equations governing the adiabatic number density

and then evolve it to t = tout. Although the main points of this derivation can be found

in [50], we will present it in detail in order to introduce the necessary notations in a unified

manner and provide the reader with a self-contained description of the theoretical aspects.

We start with the following decomposition of the in functions in terms of the adiabatic

basis taking into account the spatial homogeneity of the external field, i.e., momentum

conservation:

−ϕp,s(x) =
∑

s′

[

A
(1)
ss′(p, t)ϕ

(+)
−p,s′(x; t) +A

(2)
ss′(p, t)ϕ

(−)
p,s′(x; t)

]

, (2.53)

+ϕp,s(x) =
∑

s′

[

A
(3)
ss′(p, t)ϕ

(+)
p,s′(x; t) +A

(4)
ss′(p, t)ϕ

(−)
−p,s′(x; t)

]

. (2.54)

By using the explicit form of the adiabatic eigenfunctions, one obtains

A
(1)
ss′(p, t) = u†−p−eA(t),s′−χp,s(t) , A

(2)
ss′ (p, t) = v†−p−eA(t),s′−χp,s(t) , (2.55)

A
(3)
ss′(p, t) = u†

p−eA(t),s′+χp,s(t) , A
(4)
ss′ (p, t) = v†

p−eA(t),s′+χp,s(t) . (2.56)

The asymptotic values read

A
(1)
ss′ (p, tin) = 0 , A

(2)
ss′(p, tin) = δss′ , (2.57)

A
(3)
ss′ (p, tin) = δss′ , A

(4)
ss′(p, tin) = 0 (2.58)

and

A
(1)
ss′(p, tout) = g∗(−|+)p,s,s′ , A

(2)
ss′ (p, tout) = g∗(−|−)p,s,s′ , (2.59)

A
(3)
ss′(p, tout) = g∗(+|+)p,s,s′ , A

(4)
ss′ (p, tout) = g∗(+|−)p,s,s′ . (2.60)

2Do not confuse the adiabatic operators with those introduced within the Schrödinger representation

in (2.2).
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According to (2.43) and (2.44), the particle number densities can be readily evaluated once

the coefficients A
(1)
ss′ and A

(4)
ss′ are known at t = tout.

By utilizing (2.53), (2.54), and the field-operator representation in terms of the in

operators [general form is given in (2.22)], we establish the following relations:

ap,s(t) =
∑

s′

[

A
(3)
s′s(p, t)ap,s′(in) +A

(1)
s′s(−p, t)b†−p,s′(in)

]

, (2.61)

b†p,s(t) =
∑

s′

[

A
(4)
s′s(−p, t)a−p,s′(in) +A

(2)
s′s(p, t)b

†
p,s′(in)

]

. (2.62)

We will also need the following in-vacuum expectation values:

〈0, in|a†p,s(t)ap′,s′(t)|0, in〉 = δ(p− p′)
∑

s′′

[

A
(1)
s′′s(−p, t)

]∗
A

(1)
s′′s′(−p, t) , (2.63)

〈0, in|b†p,s(t)bp′,s′(t)|0, in〉 = δ(p− p′)
∑

s′′

A
(4)
s′′s(−p, t)

[

A
(4)
s′′s′(−p, t)

]∗
, (2.64)

〈0, in|a†p,s(t)b†p′,s′(t)|0, in〉 = δ(p+ p′)
∑

s′′

[

A
(1)
s′′s(−p, t)

]∗
A

(2)
s′′s′(−p, t) , (2.65)

〈0, in|bp,s(t)ap′,s′(t)|0, in〉 = δ(p+ p′)
∑

s′′

[

A
(2)
s′′s(p, t)

]∗
A

(1)
s′′s′(p, t) . (2.66)

Our goal is to derive a closed system of equations allowing one to evolve the functions

A
(j)
ss′(p, t) in time. To this end, we first substitute (2.53) into the Dirac equation:

iȦ
(1)
ss′′(p, t) + i

∑

s′

M
(uu)
s′′s′ (−p, t)A

(1)
ss′ (p, t)

+ i
∑

s′

M
(uv)
s′′s′ (−p, t)A

(2)
ss′ (p, t) = ω(−p, t)A

(1)
ss′′(p, t) , (2.67)

iȦ
(2)
ss′′(p, t) + i

∑

s′

M
(vu)
s′′s′ (−p, t)A

(1)
ss′ (p, t)

+ i
∑

s′

M
(vv)
s′′s′ (−p, t)A

(2)
ss′ (p, t) = −ω(−p, t)A

(2)
ss′′(p, t) , (2.68)

whereM
(uu)
ss′ (p, t) ≡ u†

p−eA(t),su̇p−eA(t),s′ and the other coefficients are defined analogously.

The time derivatives of the bispinors are proportional to eȦ(t) ≡ eA′(t) = −eE(t). For

instance,

M
(uu)
ss′ (p, t) = eE(t)(u†q,s∇quq,s′)

∣

∣

∣

q=p−eA(t)
. (2.69)

Note that s in (2.67) and (2.68) is not involved in the coefficients and only governs the

initial conditions for the ODE system. Let us introduce the following vector functions:

A(j)
s (p, t) =

(

A
(j)
s,−1(p, t)

A
(j)
s,+1(p, t)

)

. (2.70)
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Then the system (2.67), (2.68) can be recast into

iȦ(1)
s (p, t) + iM (uu)(−p, t)A(1)

s (p, t)

+ iM (uv)(−p, t)A(2)
s (p, t) = ω(−p, t)A(1)

s (p, t) , (2.71)

iȦ(2)
s (p, t) + iM (vu)(−p, t)A(1)

s (p, t)

+ iM (vv)(−p, t)A(2)
s (p, t) = −ω(−p, t)A(2)

s (p, t) . (2.72)

The quantities (2.69) have become matrices with respect to the spin indices. Following [50],

we define now two-by-two matrices,

Â(j)(p, t) =
∑

s

A(j)
s (p, t)

[

A(j)
s (p, t)

]†
, j = 1, 2 , (2.73)

B̂(±)(p, t) =
∑

s

A(2,1)
s (p, t)

[

A(1,2)
s (p, t)

]†
. (2.74)

One can straightforwardly obtain the following system (we substitute p → −p):

˙̂
A(1)(−p, t) = −M (uu)(p, t)Â(1)(−p, t)− Â(1)(−p, t)

[

M (uu)(p, t)
]†

−M (uv)(p, t)B̂(+)(−p, t)− B̂(−)(−p, t)
[

M (uv)(p, t)
]†
, (2.75)

˙̂
A(2)(−p, t) = −M (vv)(p, t)Â(2)(−p, t)− Â(2)(−p, t)

[

M (vv)(p, t)
]†

−M (vu)(p, t)B̂(−)(−p, t)− B̂(+)(−p, t)
[

M (vu)(p, t)
]†
, (2.76)

˙̂
B(+)(−p, t) = −M (vv)(p, t)B̂(+)(−p, t)− B̂(+)(−p, t)

[

M (uu)(p, t)
]†

−M (vu)(p, t)Â(1)(−p, t)− Â(2)(−p, t)
[

M (uv)(p, t)
]†

+ 2iω(p, t)B̂(+)(−p, t) , (2.77)

˙̂
B(−)(−p, t) = −M (uu)(p, t)B̂(−)(−p, t)− B̂(−)(−p, t)

[

M (vv)(p, t)
]†

−M (uv)(p, t)Â(2)(−p, t)− Â(1)(−p, t)
[

M (vu)(p, t)
]† − 2iω(p, t)B̂(−)(−p, t) . (2.78)

Equations (2.71) and (2.72) contain 8 complex functions to be determined. Although the

4 matrices defined in (2.73) and (2.74) have totally 16 complex elements, the number

of independent real parameters remains the same and equals 16 since Â(1) and Â(2) are

Hermitian and
[

B(+)
]†

= B̂(−). The initial conditions are Â(1) = B̂(±) = 0, Â(2) = I.

We note that the full information concerning the pair-production probabilities is en-

coded in the system (2.75)–(2.78), whereas substituting (2.54) into the Dirac equation does

not yield any additional insights. For instance, the analogous matrices (2.73) with j = 3, 4

obey

Â(3)(p, t) = I− Â(1)(−p, t) , (2.79)

Â(4)(p, t) = I− Â(2)(−p, t) . (2.80)

These expressions can be easily derived by utilizing the anticommutation relations in (2.63)

and (2.64). At t = tin the equations (2.79) and (2.80) are obviously in agreement with

the initial conditions (2.57) and (2.58), while at t = tout they correspond to the general

properties (2.18) and (2.19).
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As clearly seen from (2.69), the actual form of the M matrices involved in the sys-

tem (2.75)–(2.78) depends on the choice of the bispinor basis. We will proceed as follows.

First, we will employ a specific basis set and explicitly evaluate the matrices. In section 2.5,

we will discuss how unitary transformations of the bispinors affect the resulting system.

Let us choose [44, 49, 50]

up,−1 = C(p0)











p0 +m

0

pz
px + ipy











, up,+1 = C(p0)











0

p0 +m

px − ipy
−pz











, (2.81)

vp,−1 = C(p0)











−pz
−px − ipy
p0 +m

0











, vp,+1 = C(p0)











−px + ipy
pz
0

p0 +m











, (2.82)

where C(p0) = [2p0(p0 +m)]−1/2 and p0 = p0 =
√

m2 + p2. These bispinors satisfy all of

the relations (2.39). It turns out that in this case, the necessary matrices have particularly

simple form:

M (uu)(p, t) = M (vv)(p, t) =
ie

2q0(q0 +m)
[q×E(t)]σ , (2.83)

M (uv)(p, t) = −M (vu)(p, t) =
e

2q20(q
0 +m)

{

[qE(t)]q− q0(q0 +m)E(t)
}

σ , (2.84)

where q = p − eA(t) is a kinetic momentum and q0 = q0 =
√

m2 + q2 = ω(p, t). The

matrices in the first (second) line are anti-Hermitian (Hermitian). This property is basis-

independent. Let us define the vector functions µ1 and µ2 via

M (uu)(p, t) = iµ1(p, t)σ , M (uv)(p, t) = µ2(p, t)σ . (2.85)

Using the explicit form of the matrices, one rewrites (2.75)–(2.78) as follows:

˙̂
A(1)(−p, t) = iµ1(p, t)

[

Â(1)(−p, t), σ
]

− µ2(p, t)
[

σB̂(+)(−p, t) + B̂(−)(−p, t)σ
]

, (2.86)

˙̂
A(2)(−p, t) = iµ1(p, t)

[

Â(2)(−p, t), σ
]

+ µ2(p, t)
[

σB̂(−)(−p, t) + B̂(+)(−p, t)σ
]

, (2.87)

˙̂
B(+)(−p, t) = iµ1(p, t)

[

B̂(+)(−p, t), σ
]

+ µ2(p, t)
[

σÂ(1)(−p, t)− Â(2)(−p, t)σ
]

+ 2iω(p, t)B̂(+)(−p, t) , (2.88)

˙̂
B(−)(−p, t) = iµ1(p, t)

[

B̂(−)(−p, t), σ
]

− µ2(p, t)
[

σÂ(2)(−p, t)− Â(1)(−p, t)σ
]

− 2iω(p, t)B̂(−)(−p, t) . (2.89)

It is then natural and convenient to expand the matrices in terms of the Pauli ones, but

let us first define the following Hermitian combinations of non-Hermitian matrices B̂(±):

Û(p, t) =
1

2

[

B̂(+)(p, t) + B̂(−)(p, t)
]

, (2.90)

V̂ (p, t) =
i

2

[

B̂(+)(p, t) − B̂(−)(p, t)
]

. (2.91)

– 12 –



Then we introduce

Â(1)(−p, t) = a(1)(p, t)I + a(1)(p, t)σ . (2.92)

Similar notations will be used also for Â(2), Û , and V̂ . We always assume that the elements

σss′ of the Pauli matrices are indexed by s, s′ = ±1. The coefficients are real and can be

evaluated via

a(1)(p, t) =
1

2
Tr Â(1)(−p, t) , a(1)(p, t) =

1

2
Tr
[

Â(1)(−p, t)σ
]

. (2.93)

The system (2.86)–(2.89) takes now the form

ȧ(1) = −2µ2u , (2.94)

ȧ(2) = 2µ2u , (2.95)

u̇ = µ2(a
(1) − a(2)) + 2ωv , (2.96)

v̇ = −2ωu , (2.97)

ȧ(1) = 2(µ1 × a(1))− 2(µ2 × v)− 2µ2u , (2.98)

ȧ(2) = 2(µ1 × a(2))− 2(µ2 × v) + 2µ2u , (2.99)

u̇ = 2(µ1 × u) + µ2(a
(1) − a(2)) + 2ωv , (2.100)

v̇ = 2(µ1 × v)− µ2 × (a(1) + a(2))− 2ωu . (2.101)

Here all of the functions have arguments p and t. The initial conditions yield a(2)(p, tin) =

1, while the other functions vanish.

The quantities (2.63)–(2.66) in terms of the QKE components read

〈0, in|a†p,s(t)ap′,s′(t)|0, in〉 = δ(p − p′)
[

a(1)(p, t)δs′s + a(1)(p, t)σs′s

]

,

〈0, in|b†p,s(t)bp′,s′(t)|0, in〉 = δ(p − p′)
{

[1− a(2)(−p, t)]δss′ − a(2)(−p, t)σss′
}

,

〈0, in|a†p,s(t)b†p′,s′(t)|0, in〉 = δ(p + p′)
{

[u(p, t) − iv(p, t)]δs′s + [u(p, t) − iv(p, t)]σs′s

}

,

〈0, in|bp,s(t)ap′,s′(t)|0, in〉 = δ(p + p′)
{

[u(p′, t) + iv(p′, t)]δs′s + [u(p′, t) + iv(p′, t)]σs′s

}

.

(2.102)

The number densities (2.43), (2.44) of the particles produced can be then calculated ac-

cording to

(2π)3

V
n
(e−)
p,s = a(1)(p, tout)− (sign s) a

(1)
3 (p, tout) ,

(2π)3

V
n
(e+)
p,s = 1− a(2)(−p, tout) + (sign s) a

(2)
3 (−p, tout) .

(2.103)

It turns out that the second term in the right-hand side of (2.99) is opposite to the analogous

contribution presented in the literature. In [44] the sum of (2.98) and (2.99) yielded a

homogeneous equation leading to a(1) = −a(2). Together with an obvious relation a(2) =

1 − a(1) following from (2.94) and (2.95), the authors of [44] came to a system of twelve

equations involving the functions a(1), u, v, a(1), u, and v (in our notation). This system

of quantum kinetic equations (QKEs) has been extensively discussed in the literature (see,

e.g., [44, 50] and references therein). However, the correct version of the QKEs is different
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as the sum of (2.98) and (2.99) is, in fact, nonhomogeneous. Although upon first glance, it

may be unclear whether one can significantly reduce the number of the unknown functions

in (2.94)–(2.101), the system can be simplified even more greatly. One can easily verify

that u, v, and the difference a(1) − a(2) form a closed homogeneous subsystem, so they

vanish.

Substituting now f ≡ a(1), a(2) = 1− f , f ≡ a(1) = a(2), and u = v = 0, we obtain the

following QKEs involving ten unknown components:

ḟ = −2µ2u , (2.104)

ḟ = 2(µ1 × f)− 2(µ2 × v) , (2.105)

u̇ = 2(µ1 × u) + µ2(2f − 1) + 2ωv , (2.106)

v̇ = 2(µ1 × v)− 2(µ2 × f)− 2ωu . (2.107)

All of the functions vanish at t = tin. The QKEs possess the following integral of motion:

1

4
(1− 2f)2 + f2 + u2 + v2 =

1

4
. (2.108)

From this it follows that the function f never exceeds unity in accordance with the Pauli

exclusion principle. The relations (2.102) now read

〈0, in|a†p,s(t)ap′,s′(t)|0, in〉 = δ(p− p′)
[

f(p, t)δs′s + f(p, t)σs′s

]

,

〈0, in|b†p,s(t)bp′,s′(t)|0, in〉 = δ(p− p′)
[

f(−p, t)δss′ − f(−p, t)σss′
]

,

〈0, in|a†p,s(t)b†p′,s′(t)|0, in〉 = δ(p+ p′)
{

[u(p, t)− iv(p, t)]σs′s

}

,

〈0, in|bp,s(t)ap′,s′(t)|0, in〉 = δ(p+ p′)
{

[u(−p, t) + iv(−p, t)]σs′s

}

.

(2.109)

The spin-resolved number densities are given by

(2π)3

V
n
(e−)
p,s = f(p, tout)− (sign s) fz(p, tout) , (2.110)

(2π)3

V
n
(e+)
p,s = f(−p, tout) + (sign s) fz(−p, tout) . (2.111)

Note that the kinetic formalism yields the distribution functions which are completely

compatible with (2.45). We also point out that the spin anisotropy governed by the third

component of the vector function f is determined here with respect to the bispinor ba-

sis (2.81). A more detailed discussion of the spin effects is presented in section 3.4.

It was believed that the QKE system contains a closed subsystem involving f , u, and

v, which coincides with (2.104)–(2.107) once one sets f = 0 (see, e.g., [44, 50]). We see

now that the correct equations are, in fact, coupled to each other and the solutions f , u,

and v are different as soon as f 6= 0. Next, we will consider the reduction of the QKEs in

the case of a linearly polarized external field and show that f = 0 if and only if the vector

E(t) does not rotate. In this simpler case, we will recover a well-known three-component

system [42, 44–46].
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2.4 Linearly polarized electric field

Let us introduce a unit vector n(t) via E(t) = E(t)n(t). Here we will demonstrate that

once n = const, the system (2.104)–(2.107) can be formulated in terms of three real-valued

functions. To this end, we will follow the projection method proposed in [50] and applied

to the previously-used (incorrect) QKEs. The main idea is to introduce a unit vector e(t)

according to µ2(t) = µ2(t)e(t) and to decompose f , u, and v in terms of the longitudinal

and transverse components with respect to e(t): f = f‖e + f⊥, where f‖ = fe (similar

notations are used for u and v).

In appendix A, we prove the following statement:

ṅ = 0 ⇐⇒ f = 0 and u⊥ = v⊥ = 0 . (2.112)

In the case of a linearly polarized electric field, the QKEs are given by (see appendix A)

ḟ = −2µ2u‖ ,

u̇‖ = µ2(2f − 1) + 2ωv‖ ,

v̇‖ = −2ωu‖ ,

(2.113)

where

µ2 = µ2(p, t) =
eE(t)

√

q20 − (qn)2

2q20
=
eE(t)π⊥
2ω2(p, t)

. (2.114)

Here π⊥ ≡
√

m2 + p2
⊥, and p⊥ = q⊥ is the transverse momentum component, i.e. that

perpendicular to n. The system (2.113) has been discussed and implemented in numerous

studies (see, e.g., [23]). It is often formulated in terms of f̃ = f , ũ = −2u‖, and ṽ = 2v‖.

This system was also obtained from the previously-used (incorrect) general QKEs (see,

e.g., [50]).

The system (2.104)–(2.107) originates from a specific choice of the bispinor basis (2.81)–

(2.82) leading to a particularly simple form of the matrices (2.83)–(2.84). Next, we will

discuss the alternative forms of the QKEs which appear when one employs different sets

of the bispinors.

2.5 Bispinor basis and the ambiguity of the QKEs

Let us consider a linear transformation of the bispinors (2.81)–(2.82):

up,s =
∑

s′=±

αs′sũp,s′ , vp,s =
∑

s′=±

βs′sṽp,s′ . (2.115)

In order for the tilded bispinors to satisfy the conditions of orthonormality and completeness

[see (2.39)], the two-by-two matrices α and β should be unitary, α†α = αα† = I. We

can also choose the overall phase, so that the determinants of α and β equal unity, i.e.

α, β ∈ SU(2). The M matrices in (2.83)–(2.84) are then transformed according to

M̃ (uu) = αM (uu)α† , M̃ (uv) = αM (uv)β† ,

M̃ (vu) = βM (vu)α† , M̃ (vv) = βM (vv)β† .
(2.116)
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It is convenient to use the following representation:

α = aI + i(aσ) , β = bI + i(bσ) , (2.117)

where the coefficients are real and obey a2 + a
2 = b2 + b

2 = 1. One can straightforwardly

show that

ασβ† = [ab− (ab)]σ − i(ab− ba)I + a(bσ) + b(aσ)

+ (ab+ ba)× σ − i(a× b)I . (2.118)

From this expression, one can readily obtain also ασα†, βσβ†, and βσα†.

We note that for transformations corresponding to arbitrary a, b, a, and b, the QKE

system has a very complicated form, which can hardly simplify the computations. If

a = b = 0, the unitary transformation can only change the signs of the matrices, so it is

trivial. However, one may ask whether a = b = 0, a = b can be helpful. In this case, for

instance, equations (2.94) and (2.98) take the form

ȧ(1) = 2µ2u− 4(µ2a)(au) , (2.119)

ȧ(1) = −2(µ1 × a(1)) + 2µ2u+ 4(µ1a)(a× a(1))

− 4(µ2a)au− 4(µ2a)(a× v) + 2(µ2 × v) . (2.120)

Since the unitary transformation does not depend on time, the vector a is constant, so its

direction should be governed by a constant vector, which for arbitrary field polarization

can only by that of p. Nevertheless, from (2.119) and (2.120) one already sees that the

alternative QKE system turns out to be more complicated than (2.104)–(2.107). Although

the QKE indeed depend on the choice of the bispinor basis, it is more convenient to opt

for the system (2.104)–(2.107).

3 Dirac-Heisenberg-Wigner (DHW) formalism

In this section, we will scrutinize the DHW formalism [24–29] and evidently demonstrate

how this approach is related to the QKE and Furry-picture quantization. First, we will

introduce the concept of the Wigner function and briefly recall how one can describe

electron-positron pair production in an arbitrary space-time-dependent external field. The

rest part of this section will contain our main findings concerning kinetic theory in uniform

electric fields. In particular, we will show that the DHW formalism is equivalent to the

ten-dimensional QKE system (2.104)–(2.107) and discuss the spin effects.

3.1 General approach in four dimensions

Although the Wigner function can be used to develop kinetic theory in a fully covariant

form, according to the setup employed throughout this paper, we assume that the external

electric field is specified in a certain reference frame together with the time instants tin and

tout. This approach corresponds to the so-called equal-time DHW formalism leading to an

initial-value problem [25–29].
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Assuming, that the external electromagnetic field is described in the temporal gauge

A0 = 0, let us define the following operator:

Ĉ(x, s, t) = exp

[

− ie

∫ 1/2

−1/2
A(t,x+ λs)s dλ

]

[

ψ(t,x + s/2), ψ(t,x− s/2)
]

, (3.1)

where ψ(t,x) is the Heisenberg field operator defined in (2.6), and the commutator involves

only the creation and annihilation operators. The Fourier transform with respect to s is

called Wigner operator,

Ŵ (x,p, t) = −1

2

∫

Ĉ(x, s, t) e−ipsds . (3.2)

In usual one-particle quantum mechanics, the analogous notations are introduced in terms

of the wave function or density operator (see, e.g., [56] and references therein). We also

underline that we neglect the quantized part of the electromagnetic field, so the electron-

positron field ψ interacts only with the external background A. The Wilson line factor,

i.e., the exponential function in (3.1), is usually introduced in order to describe the particle

spectra in terms of the kinetic (gauge-invariant) momentum as will be seen below.

The matrix-valued Wigner function is then defined via the in-vacuum expectation

value,

W (x,p, t) = 〈0, in|Ŵ (x,p, t)|0, in〉 . (3.3)

Next, let us decompose the Wigner function in terms of the basis of the Clifford algebra:

W =
1

4

[

sI + ipγ5 + vµγ
µ + aµγ

µγ5 + t
(1)
i σ0i +

1

2
εijkt

(2)
k σij

]

. (3.4)

Here γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3, σµν = (i/2)[γµ, γν ], and the coefficients also depend on x, p, and t.

They can be found via

s = TrW , p = −iTr (γ5W ) ,

vµ = Tr (γµW ) , aµ = Tr (γ5γµW ) ,

t
(1)
i = −Tr (σ0iW ) , t

(2)
i =

1

2
εijkTr (σ

jkW ) .

(3.5)

Although the Wigner function W is not Hermitian, the coefficients (3.5) are real since

W † = γ0Wγ0 similarly to the property of γµ. In the zero-field limit, one can easily

evaluate (3.3) by means of the expansion (2.22), where the in solutions coincide with the

out ones and simply represent the solutions of the free Dirac equation. In this case, one

obtains

WA=0(p) = −1

2

∑

s

[

up,sup,s − vp,svp,s
]

=
γp−mI

2p0(p)
, (3.6)

where we have used (2.39). This means that in the absence of the external field,

sA=0(p) = − 2m

p0(p)
, vA=0(p) = − 2p

p0(p)
, (3.7)

where v is the spatial part of vµ = (v0, v), and the other components vanish. When the

external field is switched on, the temporal evolution ofW (x,p, t) is governed by the system
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of integro-differential equations which can be derived from the Dirac equation for ψ(x). It

has the following form [25]:

Dts = 2Πt
(1) , (3.8)

Dtp = −2Πt
(2) − 2ma0 , (3.9)

Dtv
0 = −Dv , (3.10)

Dta
0 = −Da+ 2mp , (3.11)

Dtv = −Dv0 − 2Π× a− 2mt
(1) , (3.12)

Dta = −Da0 − 2Π× v , (3.13)

Dtt
(1) = −D × t

(2) − 2Πs+ 2mv , (3.14)

Dtt
2) = D × t

(1) + 2Πp , (3.15)

where the pseudodifferential operators read

Dt = ∂t + e

∫ 1/2

−1/2
dλE(t,x+ iλ∇p)∇p , (3.16)

D = ∇+ e

∫ 1/2

−1/2
dλB(t,x + iλ∇p)×∇p , (3.17)

Π = p− ie

∫ 1/2

−1/2
dλλB(t,x + iλ∇p)×∇p. (3.18)

By solving this system with the initial condition W (x,p, tin) = WA=0(p), one can then

extract the number density of the electrons via [22, 31–34]

n
(e−)
p ≡

∑

s

n
(e−)
p,s =

1

(2π)3

∫

dx e(x,p − eAout, tout) , (3.19)

where

e(x,p, t) ≡ m
[

s(x,p, t) − sA=0(p)
]

+ p
[

v(x,p, t) − vA=0(p)
]

2p0(p)
. (3.20)

Note that this distribution function involves summation over spin. The numerator in (3.20)

represents the phase-space energy density of the particles produced. The total number of

pairs reads

N =

∫

dpn
(e−)
p =

∫

dpn
(e+)
p =

∫

dp

(2π)3

∫

dx e(x,p, tout) . (3.21)

Next, we will consider the DHW formalism in the case of spatially uniform backgrounds.

3.2 Uniform external field. Wigner function via the in solutions

Here we turn to the analysis of setups involving purely time-dependent external fields.

Having described the Furry-picture formalism (section 2), we are now able to demonstrate

how it is related to the DHW approach. To this end, we will calculate the Wigner func-

tion (3.3) by using the field-operator expansion (2.22) in terms of the in solutions since

– 18 –



the expectation value in (3.3) regards the in vacuum state. The Wigner function is ob-

viously x-independent, and taking into account the expressions (2.31)–(2.32), one derives

the following representation:

W (p, t) = −1

2

∑

s

[

+χp+eA(t),s(t)+χp+eA(t),s(t)−−χ−p−eA(t),s(t)−χ−p−eA(t),s(t)
]

. (3.22)

At t = tin we use (2.33) and (2.35) and obtain the zero-field expression (3.6).

The DHW system (3.8)–(3.15) involving 16 components is now significantly simplified.

First, we notice that the functions p, v0, a0, and t
2) vanish as they satisfy the homogeneous

subsystem and equal zero at the initial time instant t = tin. Then, the rest ten DHW

functions obey the system

[

∂t + eE(t)∇p

]

s = 2pt(1) , (3.23)
[

∂t + eE(t)∇p

]

v = −2p× a− 2mt
(1) , (3.24)

[

∂t + eE(t)∇p

]

a = −2p× v , (3.25)
[

∂t + eE(t)∇p

]

t
(1) = −2ps+ 2mv . (3.26)

The solution can be found in the form s(p, t) = s̃(p + eA(t), t). Then the system (3.23)–

(3.26) takes the form

˙̃s = 2qt̃ , (3.27)

˙̃v = −2q× ã− 2mt̃ , (3.28)

˙̃a = −2q× ṽ , (3.29)
˙̃
t = −2qs̃+ 2mṽ . (3.30)

where the functions are evaluated at p, t and q = p − eA(t) in accordance with the

definition of the kinetic momentum q introduced in section 2.3. We have also omitted

the superscript of the vector function t̃
(1)

. The expression (3.22) in terms of the tilded

components reads

W̃ (p, t) =W (p− eA(t), t) = −1

2

∑

s

[

+χp,s(t)+χp,s(t)− −χ−p,s(t)−χ−p,s(t)
]

. (3.31)

Let us now establish the connection between the Wigner function and the G matrices,

i.e., the key object within the framework of Furry-picture quantization [see (2.41) and

(2.42)]. First, we express the in solutions in terms of the out ones according to

+χp,s(t) =
∑

s′

[

g∗(+|+)p,s,s′+χp,s′(t) + g∗(+|−)p,s,s′−χ−p,s′(t)
]

, (3.32)

−χp,s(t) =
∑

s′

[

g∗(−|+)p,s,s′+χ−p,s′(t) + g∗(−|−)p,s,s′−χp,s′(t)
]

. (3.33)

Then, we substitute these expressions into (3.22) and utilize (2.34) and (2.36) at t = tout.

This allows one to extract the asymptotic values of the DHW functions in terms of the G
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matrices. To simplify the expressions, we make use of the properties (2.18) and (2.19). For

instance,

ẽ(p, tout) =
1

2

∑

s,s′

[

∣

∣g(−|+)−p,s,s′
∣

∣

2
+
∣

∣g(+|−)p,s,s′
∣

∣

2
]

=
1

2

(2π)3

V

[

n
(e−)
p + n

(e+)
−p

]

=
(2π)3

V
n
(e−)
p , (3.34)

so we recover (3.19). One can also explicitly confirm that the DHW function 1, 2, and 3

vanish.

The other DHW functions can also be expressed via the G matrices, but the corre-

sponding formulas are cumbersome, so we will focus next on relating the DHW formalism

to the QKE approach and show the equivalence of the systems (3.27)–(3.30) and (2.104)–

(2.107).

3.3 Wigner function via the adiabatic basis. Relation to the QKEs

To establish a direct connection between the DHW formalism and the QKEs, we will now

decompose the Heisenberg field operator in terms of the adiabatic basis [see (2.49)] and

compute the Wigner function. Since the explicit form of the adiabatic functions is known,

the only difficulty is to calculate the in-vacuum expectation values of the adiabatic creation

and annihilation operators. The latter were already found in (2.109), so the rest part of

computations is straightforward. The Wigner function in terms of the QKE functions reads

W (p, t) =
[

1− 2f(p+ eA(t), t)
]

WA=0(p)

+
∑

s′,s′′

[

f(p+ eA(t), t)σs′s′′
][

up,s′up,s′′ + vp,s′vp,s′′
]

+
∑

s′,s′′

[

u(p+ eA(t), t)σs′s′′
][

up,s′vp,s′′ + vp,s′up,s′′
]

+ i
∑

s′,s′′

[

v(p+ eA(t), t)σs′s′′
][

up,s′vp,s′′ − vp,s′up,s′′
]

. (3.35)

By calculating the traces according to (3.5) and taking into account the explicit form of

the bispinors (2.81)–(2.82), we find

s̃− s̃A=0 =
4

q0
[

mf − (qu)
]

, (3.36)

ṽ− ṽA=0 =
4

q0

[

q0u+ qf − q(qu)

q0 +m

]

, (3.37)

ã = − 4

q0

[

mf − (q× v) +
q(qf)

q0 +m

]

, (3.38)

t̃ = − 4

q0

[

mv − (q× f) +
q(qv)

q0 +m

]

. (3.39)

Here all of the functions are evaluated at p, t and q = p − eA(t). We remind the reader

that q0 = ω(p, t). Note that s̃ and ṽ are expressed only in terms of f and u, while ã and

– 20 –



t̃ are determined only by f and v. The inverse transformation is given by

f =
1

4q0
[

m(s̃− s̃A=0) + q(ṽ− ṽA=0)
]

, (3.40)

u = − 1

4q0

[

qs̃− q0ṽ+
q(qṽ)

q0 +m

]

, (3.41)

f = − 1

4q0

[

mã+ (q× t̃) +
q(qã)

q0 +m

]

, (3.42)

v = − 1

4q0

[

mt̃+ (q× ã) +
q(qt̃)

q0 +m

]

. (3.43)

In (3.41) the zero-field contributions exactly canceled each other out. The initial values

of the DHW and QKE functions are in agreement. It is now also obvious that ẽ(p, t) =

2f(p, t), which is in accordance with (2.110) and (3.34).

We also point out that the DHW system (3.27)–(3.30) is often employed in a different

form as discussed in appendix B. This alternative system is utilized, e.g., in [32, 33, 40, 41].

We have explicitly discovered the connection between the ten DHW components and

ten QKE functions, which is one of the main findings of the present paper. Next, let

us discuss the physical interpretation of the spin-resolved particle densities, which can be

extracted from the two systems.

3.4 Physical interpretation of the spin effects. Helicity states

While we already showed how one should combine the DHW functions to obtain the mo-

mentum spectra of the particles summed over spin [see (3.34)], it may be not yet clear

how to obtain the spin-resolved distributions, i.e. the DHW analog of (2.110) should be

derived. Moreover, the physical interpretation of the anisotropy in (2.110) should also be

clarified.

Although one can, in principle, experimentally measure the densities (2.110) if the

electrons are projected onto the corresponding states (2.81), from the physical viewpoint,

these states may not be relevant ones. While it is shown in section 2.5 that a constant

rotation of the bispinor basis can hardly simplify the computations, one can easily perform

a necessary transformation using the final values of the QKE functions. Since we always

fix the momentum of the particles produced, it is the particle’s helicity that represents

a relevant additional observable as the helicity operator commutes with the Hamiltonian.

To construct the corresponding eigenfunctions, one has to perform the following unitary

transformation:

up,s = α
(L)
p,s u

(L)
p + α

(R)
p,s u

(R)
p , (3.44)

where

α
(L)
p,− = α

(R)
p,+ =

1√
2

√

|p| − pz
|p| , α

(L)
p,+ = −

[

α
(R)
p,−

]∗
= − 1√

2

px − ipy
√

|p|(|p| − pz)
. (3.45)

One can directly verify that u
(L)
p and u

(R)
p are the eigenvectors of the helicity operator

(Σp)/|p|. The transformation of the bispinors vp,s is exactly the same. To obtain the
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helicity-resolved densities, one has to perform the corresponding Bogoliubov transformation

of the creation/annihilation operators:

a
(L)
p (t) =

∑

s=±

α
(L)
q,s ap,s(t) , a

(R)
p (t) =

∑

s=±

α
(R)
q,s ap,s(t) , (3.46)

where q = p − eA(t), so the coefficients depend on time. The electron density functions

corresponding to a negative helicity (L) and to a positive helicity (R) are then given by

f (e
−L)(p, t) ≡ (2π)3

V

〈

0, in
∣

∣

[

a
(L)
p (t)

]†
a
(L)
p (t)

∣

∣0, in
〉

= f(p, t)− qf(p, t)

|q| , (3.47)

f (e
−R)(p, t) ≡ (2π)3

V

〈

0, in
∣

∣

[

a
(R)
p (t)

]†
a
(R)
p (t)

∣

∣0, in
〉

= f(p, t) +
qf(p, t)

|q| . (3.48)

The final densities of the electrons produced read

(2π)3

V
n
(e−L)
p = f (e

−L)(p, tout) , (3.49)

(2π)3

V
n
(e−R)
p = f (e

−R)(p, tout) . (3.50)

The sum over s in (2.110) obviously coincides with a sum of these two quantities. For the

positrons produced, the analogous expressions have the form

(2π)3

V
n
(e+L)
p = f (e

−R)(−p, tout) , (3.51)

(2π)3

V
n
(e+R)
p = f (e

−L)(−p, tout) . (3.52)

By using the relation (3.42), one can immediately refer the helicity-resolved distribu-

tions to the DHW functions, so the Bogoliubov transformation within the QKE approach

allows one to explicitly construct the necessary observables also in the DHW framework.

One straightforwardly obtains

f (e
−L/R)(p, t) = f(p, t)± qã(p, t)

4|q| . (3.53)

We also note that the G matrices within the Furry-picture formalism can also be easily

transformed in order to describe the helicity states.

Although the helicity-resolved observables can be acquired by means of the Bogoliubov

transformation as was done above, it is also possible to obtain them directly within the

Wigner-function approach. To this end, we will first introduce the adiabatic densities

corresponding to given values of s analogous to those defined in (3.47)–(3.48):

f (e
−)

s (p, t) ≡ (2π)3

V

〈

0, in
∣

∣a†p,s(t)ap,s(t)
∣

∣0, in
〉

. (3.54)

Let us note then that one can straightforwardly prove the following identity:

ẽ(p, t) = Tr

{

mI + γq

2q0
[

W̃ (p, t) − W̃A=0(p, t)
]

}

, (3.55)
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where W̃A=0(p, t) = WA=0(p − eA(t)) and q = p − eA(t). According to (3.34), the

function ẽ(p, t) is a sum of the electron and positron contributions with both values of s

(multiplied by a factor of 1/2). In order to obtain the partial term corresponding to the

density (3.54) for a given s, one should apply the corresponding projection operator:

f (e
−)

s (p, t) = Tr

{

mI + γq

q0
P̂(e−)
s

[

W̃ (p, t)− W̃A=0(p, t)
]

}

. (3.56)

The explicit form of P̂(e−)
s is derived in appendix C, and the final prescription reads

f (e
−)

s (p, t) = Tr
{

γ0uq,su
†
q,s

[

W̃ (p, t)− W̃A=0(p, t)
]

}

. (3.57)

Note that this quantity is real since W † = γ0Wγ0 as was pointed out in section 3.1

(cf. [32], where similar expressions were employed without γ0). We underline here that

the definition of the Wigner function (3.3) involves the field operators themselves, i.e. W

and W̃ are independent of whether one uses any decomposition of ψ. In other words,

the Wigner-function formalism is inherently basis-independent, while it is the projection

matrix in (3.57) that yields the particle density of interest. By evaluating the trace and

using (3.35), we find

f (e
−)

s (p, t) = f(p, t)− (sign s) fz(p, t) . (3.58)

This result coincides with (2.110).

To extract other particle densities, one should simply replace uq,su
†
q,s in (3.57) with

the relevant projection matrix. For instance, to obtain a helicity-resolved density, one

evaluates

f (e
−L/R)(p, t) = Tr

{

γ0u
(L/R)
q

[

u
(L/R)
q

]†[
W̃ (p, t)− W̃A=0(p, t)

]

}

= f(p, t)∓ qf(p, t)

|q| , (3.59)

which confirms (3.47) and (3.48).

4 Conclusion

In this study, we revisited the kinetic approach to describing vacuum pair production in

strong electric backgrounds. We examined the techniques based on the QKEs and the

DHW formalism and demonstrated their equivalence. To this end, we first considered

the framework of Furry-picture quantization, where the observable number densities of

the particles produced are expressed in terms of the one-particle transition amplitudes.

Along the same lines, one can quantize the electron-positron field using the basis of the

adiabatic Hamiltonian eigenfunctions. Utilizing this approach, we derived first the QKEs

and showed that the correct form of the equations is different to what was known in

the literature. Second, we employed the adiabatic basis to directly compute the Wigner

function, which allowed us to explicitly connect the kinetic functions involved in the DHW

and QKE techniques.
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A practical significance of the one-to-one correspondences derived in this study was

already demonstrated: it is very convenient to switch from one formalism to another on the

level of the final expressions without performing all of the intermediate steps. Furthermore,

a unified picture involving the available theoretical frameworks also provides a coherent set

of tools from the viewpoint of numerical computations.

Finally, we addressed the effect of spin anisotropy, which appears in the particle dis-

tributions in the case of rotating external fields. We constructed the number densities

corresponding to the states with well-defined helicity by means of both direct Bogoliubov

transformation and projection method within the DHW formalism.

Our study is expected to illuminate the fundamental aspects of the kinetic description

of vacuum pair creation and to provide a solid theoretical basis for computing the observable

spectra of the particles produced.

A Reduction of the QKEs in the case of linear polarization

Here we present a proof of (2.112). First, let us define

E = 2(µ1 × e)− ė . (A.1)

The explicit form of this vector reads

E =
q0

√

q20 − (qn)2

{

ṅ+
(qṅ)

q20 − (qn)2

[

(qn)n− q0

q0 +m
q

]

}

. (A.2)

Since the particle momentum p governing q = p− eA is independent of the external field,

from (A.2) it follows that

ṅ = 0 ⇐⇒ E = 0 . (A.3)

Let us first assume that f , u⊥, and v⊥ vanish and show that E = 0. The nonzero

longitudinal projections of u and v together with f obey (2.113). Since u⊥ = 0, we have

u̇ = u̇‖e + u‖ė, and the similar relation holds also for v̇. From (2.106) and (2.107) we

obtain

Eu‖ = Ev‖ = 0 . (A.4)

Thus, E = 0, which was to be demonstrated.

Let us now assume E = 0 and prove that f , u⊥, and v⊥ vanish. For E = 0, the

system (2.104)–(2.107) can be rewritten in the form

ḟ = −2µ2u‖ ,

ḟ‖ = 0 ,

u̇‖ = µ2(2f − 1) + 2ωv‖ ,

v̇‖ = −2ωu‖ ,

ḟ⊥ = 2(µ1 × f⊥)− 2(µ2 × v⊥) ,

u̇⊥ = 2(µ1 × u⊥) + 2ωv⊥ ,

v̇⊥ = 2(µ1 × v⊥)− 2(µ2 × f⊥)− 2ωu⊥ .

(A.5)
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Given the initial conditions, the last three equations yield f⊥ = u⊥ = v⊥ = 0 and the

second equation leads to f‖ = 0, which completes the proof. The resulting system is

exactly that displayed in (2.113).

B Alternative form of the DHW system

Let us now derive an alternative form of the DHW system (3.27)–(3.30). Instead of the

functions s̃ and ṽ we will employ f defined above and a new vector function w,

f =
1

2
+
ms̃+ qṽ

4q0
, (B.1)

w = ṽ− q

q20
(qṽ)− mq

q20
s̃ . (B.2)

Both of these functions vanish at t = tin. The inverse transformation has the form

s̃ = −2m

q0
(1− 2f)− qw

m
, (B.3)

ṽ = w− 2q

q0
(1− 2f) . (B.4)

One can straightforwardly demonstrate that the DHW system takes the following form:

ḟ =
e

4q0
(Ew) , (B.5)

ẇ = −2q× ã− 2mt̃+
2e

q0

[

E− (qE)q

q20

]

(

1− 2f
)

− e(Ew)q

q20
, (B.6)

˙̃a = −2q×w , (B.7)

˙̃
t =

2

m

[

m2
w+ q(qw)

]

. (B.8)

For completeness, we also present the function w in terms of the QKE components (in

fact, it is expressed only via u) and the inverse relation:

w =
4

q0

[

q0u− q(qu)

q0 +m

]

, (B.9)

u =
1

4m

[

mw+
q(qw)

q0 +m

]

. (B.10)

C Spin projections of the Wigner function

Here we will derive the operator P̂(e−)
s , which allows one to extract the number density

of the electrons produced with a given value of s according to (3.56). The main idea

is to replace ψ and ψ in (3.1) with their projections onto the corresponding subspace of

u-bispinors with index s. The projection operator has the form

P̂ (e−)
s ψ(t,x) =

∫

dx′

∫

dp′

(2π)3
eip

′(x−x′)up′−eA(t),su
†
p′−eA(t),sψ(t,x

′) . (C.1)
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One can easily demonstrate that P̂
(e−)
s is Hermitian and idempotent. In (3.1) we now

substitute ψ for (C.1). Accordingly, the necessary projection of the Wigner function is

given by

P̂(e−)
s W (p, t) = −1

2

∫

ds e−i[p+eA(t)]s
〈

0, in
∣

∣

[

P̂ (e−)
s ψ(t,x+ s/2), P̂

(e−)
s ψ(t,x − s/2)

]∣

∣0, in
〉

.

To reexpress the result in terms of W (p, t), one should change the variable x′ in (C.1) via

x′ = x0 + s′/2 together with x′′ = x0 − s′/2 in the analogous integral involving the field-

operator conjugate. Given the spatial homogeneity of the Wigner function, the integrals

over x0, p
′, p′′, and s are easily computed, so we obtain

P̂(e−)
s W (p, t) = up,sup,sγ

0W (p, t)γ0up,sup,s . (C.2)

The final expression turns out to be x-independent as it should be. It is equivalent to

P̂(e−)
s W̃ (p, t) = uq,suq,sγ

0W̃ (p, t)γ0uq,suq,s . (C.3)

According to (3.56), the electron number density reads

f (e
−)

s (p, t) = Tr

{

mI + γq

q0
uq,suq,sγ

0
[

W̃ (p, t) − W̃A=0(p, t)
]

γ0uq,suq,s

}

=
1

q0
Tr
{

(

αq+ βm
)

uq,su
†
q,s

[

W̃ (p, t)− W̃A=0(p, t)
]

γ0uq,su
†
q,s

}

= Tr
{

γ0uq,su
†
q,s

[

W̃ (p, t) − W̃A=0(p, t)
]

}

, (C.4)

where we have used (2.37) and the orthonormality of the bispinors. This result coincides

with (3.57).

Acknowledgments

The study was funded by the Russian Science Foundation, project No. 23-72-01068.

References
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