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Abstract

We review the construction of the adiabatic expansion for Bose
and Fermi systems and show how it may be used to explore the chiral
and parity anomalies for Dirac fermions without the need to compute
Feynman diagrams.
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1 Introduction

Feynman diagrams are the standard tool for computing quantities in pertur-
bative quantum field theory. After one has learned the rules for converting
diagram to integral, and the often formidable techniques necessary for eval-
uating the resulting integral, their power is such they provide a magical
black box into which one inserts a problem and extracts an answer. What
is often lost in the process is a picture of what physics the mathematical
machinery is capturing. This is true even at the level of one-loop diagrams
whose mathematics can output non-obvious physical effects such as the ABJ
chiral anomaly [I, 2, [3], the parity-anomaly in odd space-time dimensions
[, 5], and the related current inflow from higher dimensions that provides
the anomalous chiral charge [6].



When using one-loop diagrams to evaluate the vacuum expectation of
operators such as currents, charges, and energy fluxes we are basically ex-
ploring the physics of systems whose hamiltonians are quadratic in annihi-
lation and creation operators and with coefficients that depend on whatever
perturbations are represented by the external legs on the diagram. These
perturbations can be electromagnetic fields coupling to the bilinear current
operator, or perhaps the gravitational effects of curved space that couple to
the energy-momentum tensor. In such a case the effects of slowly varying
external fields can be captured by a gradient or derivative expansion of the
one-loop effective action [7, 8, @]. In particular, if the external fields depend
on only one space-time dimension a powerful tool is provided by the adia-
batic expansion of ordinary quantum mechanics, which does not require the
full machinery of quantum field theory. Indeed much of the work on field
theory in curved space uses exactly this tool [10, [11].

In this paper we will use versions of the adiabatic expansion to exhibit
special cases of the anomaly-related effects mentioned above, and in doing
so hope to achieve some insights that are denied in the diagram derivations.
We set the stage in section [2] by reviewing how time-varying parameters
in a harmonic oscillator causes the ground-state to evolve. We relate this
evolution to vacuum squeezing in both Bose and Fermi systems and establish
the basic recurrence relations that allow us to mechanically compute the
slow-squeeze adiabatic series to arbitrary order. Then, in section [3, we apply
what we have learned to field theory. We use the fermion version of the
adiabatic series in 1 4+ 1 spacetime dimensions to show how the standard
spectral-flow picture of the chiral anomaly for massless fermions is affected
by the inclusion of a fermion mass. Similar methods are then used to obtain
the related parity anomaly in 1 4+ 2 spacetime dimensions, and in 1 + 3
dimensions to compute the gradient expansion for the current induced by
an external spatially constant electric field. En passant we obtain the one-
loop beta function for QED. Finally we extend the chiral anomaly results
to four-dimensional spacetime. In the appendices we verify, when possible,
the output of our asymptotic expansions by comparing them with one-loop
results obtained by other methods.

We use units in which h = ¢y = pg = 1.



2 Quantum Mechanics

2.1 Time-dependent harmonic oscillators

The quantum harmonic oscillator with Hamiltonian

1 1
Hy = =p® + =0*3? 1
0 2P 5 (1)
is considered in every introductory textbook — not only because it is easily
solved and therefore a pedagogically useful illustration, but also because
many real world systems are well approximated as harmonic oscillators. An

oscillator driven by a time-varying linear term

H(t) = %ﬁ + 392@2 + F(t)2 (2)
is also useful and straightforward to solve (see appendix [A]) but when it is
the oscillator frequency €2 that is allowed to depend on time the problem is
more challenging, and the physical effects more exotic. A period of rapid
frequency change will leave the oscillator in a squeezed state — a superpo-
sition of excited states that has many applications in quantum optics [12],
and even in gravitational wave detection [13]. We will see, however, that
much can also be learned by tracking what happens during a slow frequency
change that leaves little permanent excitation.

2.2 Schrodinger-picture wavefunctions

The wavefunction ¥ (x,t) of a variable-frequency harmonic oscillator obeys
the time-dependent Schrodinger equation

ig—@f _ (—%aa—; + %Q?(t):ﬁ) v, Q) €R. (3)

This equation has a Gaussian solution [14]
1
lart) = 0) exp G2 ()

provided that y(t), w(t) obey the evolution equations

X/x = iw,
w—id = Q1. (5)



Here the dot denotes a time derivative: w = dw. With w = wg + iwy, the
parameter-evolution equations imply that

OIn([x]) = —wr,
8tln(wR) = —I—QWI, (6)

and so ensure that the normalization | X\w}{ ? is preserved.
The equations (B) together with the Riccati identity

— (=0 — iw)(0; — iw) = O + (wW? — i) (7)
show that g
X 2
—_— Q pr—
(=0, (®)
where

(1) = exp {z /_ ; w(7) dT} | (9)

We can rewrite (§]) as
d? 2 02 2
(-5 +19% - 220 ) x = 9 (10

and if Q?(t) — Q2 as t — +oo, regard it as a scattering problem with
the frequency excursion away from 2 providing the scattering potential.
Consider boundary conditions for which the asymptotic solution is of the

form '
. ,
X elQot Re—lﬂot7 t ,

with |T'|*> =1 — |RJ%. For ¢t in the pre-excursion region the asymptotic form
for x gives

wlt) = —i (%) L0, (12)

so the “transmission coefficient” T does not affect w(t). For ¢ in the post-
excursion asymptotic region we have

. X 1— Re—2iﬂot



The oscillations in w(t) reveal that the gaussian wavefunction is breathing in
and out — i.e. getting narrower and wider — at frequency 2€).
Setting y = 0 and s = iv/Re~*%* in Mehler’s formula

= 1 days — (2* + y*)(1 + %)
> ehenls) = e { MU T ol <t
(14)
where 1
H,(z)e "/ (15)

is the normalized €2y = 1 harmonic oscillator wavefunction, we find that

71/4X‘1/2(t) exp {_§W(t)x2} tmdoo J1/4 Z 6—2(n+1/2)90t¢n(0>(Z\/E)nw'

(7€) o ()12
(16)
Now ¢,,(0) vanishes if n is odd, and
1 (2n)!
/400, (0) = —1)". 17
onl0) = o ) (17)

Comparing with the wavefunction for ¢ — —oo we see that the amplitude for
being excited from the ground state to the 2n-th eigenstate is

1 (2n)!

Ay, = VT (R e 2%t
4n(2n)! n!

(18)

As a check we may evaluate

[e.e]

2 _ - 1 on (2n)! 7| _
> Mult = 13RI = e =t (19)

The probabilities of excitation therefore sum to unity as they should.

n=0

2.3 Squeezed vacuum states

We can appreciate the formula for As, by relating it to the generalized co-
herent states associated with the non-compact group SU(1,1) ~ Sp(2,R) or,
more accurately, with its metaplectic double cover MSp(2,R). In quantum
optics these coherent states are known as squeezed vacuum states.
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Let @, a' be bosonic annihilation and creation operators with their usual
commutation relation [a,a'] = 1, and vacuum state |0) defined by a|0) = 0.

A unitary infinite-dimensional Fock-space representation of the Lie alge-
bra su(1,1) ~ sp(2,R) is then generated by the quadratic operators a?, at?
and a'a + % whose commutators are

[(@")? &% = —4@@'a+3),
[(a'a+3),a%) = —24°
[(a'a+ 1), (ah)?] = +2(ah)> (20)

By exponentiating these generators we construct a unitary squeezing operator
[15]
def A * A
5(2) & exp {3(=(a)? — 2a)} (21)

which implements the Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation

A~

ST(z){a]S(z) _ [e_qosh|z| ewsmmzq m (2

af ®ginh |z|  cosh|z| | |af

Here the angle 6 is defined by z = |z|e®.
There is also a faithful but non-unitary representation of sp(2, R) in terms
of the two-by-two Pauli matrices in which

2

a® — 2io_,
(dT)2 — 27:0'4_,
(@a+3) — o (23)

Because the representation is faithful, the resulting group-element map

0 z

1/ (AT\2 %42 . - _

exp {3(2(a')* — z*a*)} — exp {(izoy —iz*o_)} = exp { <—iz* 0) } :
(24)

is an isomorphism. Consequently the Gauss-Bruhat factorization

ox 0 iz _ cosh |z| ie? sinh 2|
Pi\=izr 0 — \—ie ¥sinh|z| coshl|z| )’

(1 e tanh|z|\ [1/cosh |z] 0 1 0
—\0 1 0 cosh |z| ) \ —ie=®tanh|z| 1)’

= exp{ie” tanh|z|oy} exp{—In(cosh |2|)o3} exp{—ie™* tanh |z|o_}

(25)



of the two-by-two matrix establishes [16] the normal-ordered factorization of
the infinite-dimensional Fock-space operator

S(z) = eXp{l AT 2—z*d2)}
= exp {e“Itanh|z| (a')?} exp {—Incosh |z|(a'a + §)} exp {—e ™1 tanh|z|a°} .
(26)

The normal-ordering shows that

S(2)[0) = ("5 tanh [2])"(a")*"|0)

WZ

\/cosh |z ZO
S Auf20) (27)

’eltanh|z| )"V (2n)![2n)

After identifying |n) with the n-th eigenstate of our oscillator and e tanh ||
with Re~%*%! we recognize the oscillator’s post-excursion excited state as a
squeezed vacuum state, and so understand the combinatoric origin of

= 1 = (2n)!
An2 — lt h 2n
2 Al = o 2 G e D" T
B 1 1
| cosh ||| 1 — tanh? 2|
= 1 (28)

2.4 Two-mode squeezed vacua

Given two frequency-2 harmonic oscillators with ladder operators @ and b
we can similarly construct an operator

S,(8) = exp{€tab— ca'bt}

exp{—e' tanh [¢]aTbT} exp{—In cosh |¢|((a'a + 4+ (b'D + )} exp{e* tanh |€|ab}
(29)



that creates a two-mode squeezed vacuum state

1
52(6)[0) = cosh|§| exp{—¢ ™" tanh |€]a'b}(0)

= Cosh cosh [¢] 2- Z (= tanh [€])"(a'b")"(0)

- cosh|5|Z (= tanh |¢])"[n, ). (30)

When we observe only the @ mode, the probability of being in the n-th excited
state is

Pn = (tanh® [z])" (31)

cosh? |z|
which is classical thermal Bose distribution with e=#? = tanh?|z|. If we
observe both the & and b modes together we will find, however, that they are
non-classically quantum entangled.

We introduced the two-mode operator (33]) because we will later have
cause to refer to its fermionic cousin. When a, af, b, bf obey the fermion
algebra

{a,a'} = {b,b'} =1, {a,a} = {b,b} = {a,b} = {a,b'} =0, (32)

we have a? = (a')? = 0, so there is no fermion analogue of a single-mode
squeezing operator. We can, however, still construct a two-mode operator

Ulz] = exp{zald’ — z*ba}

= exp{(e” tan |z|)aTd} exp{(Incos|z|)[(afa + 1)+ (b'D + D]} exp{(—e™" tan |z|)ba

which also implements a Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation

UllaU'[e] = (cos|z])a — (e sin|2])d',
UlzbU'[2] = (e”sin|z|)al + (cos|2|)b. (34)

The right-hand-side of (34) is now a compact SU(2) rotation rather than a
non-compact SU(1, 1) transformation.



The factored form shows that U|z] acts on the vacuum to create a squeezed
state of the form

U2]]0) = cos|z| exp{(e” tan|z|)aTb}|0)
= cos|z|{1 + (" tan|z|)a'b }0). (35)

If we ascribe an energy € to the @ mode and define a real number 5 so that

tan?|z| = e,
—Be
: e
sin” o] = =
1
cos’ 2| = T (36)

the probabilities of observing the a mode as being unoccupied or occupied
are respectively

B 1 B e Pe
=
This is again a thermal distribution [17], but now a Fermi one. As before the
a and b modes are quantum entangled.

Po (37)

2.5 Squeezing in the Heisenberg picture

The rhythmic in-and-out out breathing of the time-dependent Shrodinger
wavefunction gives a concrete physical picture of the effect of squeezing on
an oscillator ground state. For applications to field theories, however, it is
more convenient to work in the Heisenberg-picture language where the states
do not evolve but instead the Hermitian position and momentum operators
Z, p depend on time and obey both their classical equations of motion and
the quantum equal-time commutation relation

[2(2), p(t)] = 1. (38)
For the variable-frequency harmonic oscillator with Hamiltonian
Loy 1og o
H=—-p"+=Q%(t)z (39)
2 2
the classical equation of motion is
d* 9/



and p(t) = z(t) so the commutation relation is [2(t), z(t)] = 1.
The equation of motion is linear, so we can expand the Hermitian operator
Z(t) as a sum
2(t) = f(t)a+ fr (), (41)
where the constant coefficients ¢ and a' are operators and the complex-valued
c-number function f obeys

F+Q2)f =o0. (42)

The condition [#(t), (t)] = i requires the coefficients a, 4 to obey

(f, Dla,al] =1, where (f,9) < i(f*dhg — (8:f")g). (43)

Being proportional to the Wronskian, the non-positive-definite “inner prod-
uct” (f,g) is independent of ¢, so there is no contradiction with a and af
being constants.

For constant €2 the appropriate choice for making [a,a'] = 1 is to take f
as the positive-frequency solution

f(t) = \/%e_mt. (44)

H=Q(a'a+ 1), (45)
so the ground state |0) obeys a|0) = 0 and we have the Heisenberg-picture

expansions
B(t) = oo (@e + e
2€) ’

pt) = i\/g(&femt—ae—mt), (46)

R %(x/ﬁ@(twiﬁ(f/))a

it = (VA - ——p)).
ﬁ(m (0 mp(t’> (47)

Now consider a frequency excursion with €2;,, {0,y as the initial and final
asymptotic values of €2(¢). If we start in the initial Heisenberg-picture ground

With this choice
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state |0),, neither the state nor the a;, and al coefficients change but a c-
number solution that starts off as

1 .
F(t) =/ 55—e " (48)
in the distant past will evolve to

[ i L it
2 Zout 23 Zout 49
“ 2gzout ‘ + ﬁ 2gzout ‘ ( )

after the frequency has ceased to change. It is natural to define new expansion
coeflicients a.,, and a al by writing

out

1 , 1 .
z(t) = G <a1 / 50 te_m"‘“t + 05 20 e’Q"“”)
/1 1 ,
T * ZQoutt - —iQoutt
1n ( QQout - ﬁ 2gzout ‘ )
d:Cf —ZQoutt ZQoutt 50
aout 2Qout out \/ 2Qout ( )

Comparison of the last two lines shows that

CAlout (67 5*:| |:din:| (
R % 51)
|iaiut:| |i5 o a’;[n
The commutation relation for the “out” operators require that |a?|—|3|* = 1,

which holds true because the Wronskian is constant. Using this we can solve
for inverse transformation

EAR ] ®
The initial state |0), now appears as a squeezed version
0}y, = exp { 5(2(ad)® = 2°82,0) } 10) o (53)
of the (o, ground state defined by doy|0),,, = 0. Here
a = cosh|z],
B = e“sinh|z|. (54)

12



That the oscillator is not in the state |0)
computation of the energy expectation

ot Manifests itself through the

in<0|%£2 + %qutijm)in = %Qout(|o“2 + Wz)
= Qout (|ﬁ|2 + %)
> 20, (55)

and matrix elements such as

1 _iQoutt 1 iQoutt
“ V QQout ‘ _'_ ﬁ 2gzout ‘

2

in(0[2%0);, =

1 * *
= . {laf* + 18] + (a*Be’ + afe® )}, (56)
where

ex(t) = exp {£iQout} . (57)

Similarly

A9 Qout 2 2 * 0 2 * 2
in(0|27[0);, = 5 {|Oé| + 187 — (a*Bei + af 6_)} )
A X A A 7’ * *

i(0|3(22 4 22)|0), = 5(@ Ber — afe?). (58)

The expectation values therefore show the same 2}, pulsations as in the
wavefunction description and we can identify the transmission and reflection
coefficient from section 22/as T'=1/a and R = 3/ a.

At intermediate times one can seek a solution of the form

Lo (6) 4 B e (1) (50)

20(1) 20(1)

e ex(t) % exp {j:z' / tQ(t’)dt’} | (60)

is a generalization of (B7) to admit a variable frequency. Given such a solu-
tion we are invariably tempted to interpret the quantity |3(¢)|? as the average
occupation number of the excited states above the ground state of H(t). We
may, however, swap terms o e% between «(t) and 3(t) and as a result the de-
composition of f(¢) into positive and negative frequency terms is not unique.

13



This non-uniqueness makes any physical interpretation of |3[* unclear, and
complicates any interpretation of |0), as a squeezed ground state of H(t)
[18]. What is well defined at all times are the equal-time expectation values
in(0]...]0),, of functions of the Heisenberg-picture operators. These can be
extracted from the well-defined f(¢) alone, and hence from the a(t) and S3(t)
coefficients despite their individual ambiguity.

2.6 Hyperbolic Bloch equations

One of many ways of defining a and [ coefficients during the evolution of
the system as €)(t) varies is that of Zeldovich and Starobinskii (ZS) [19] who
use Lagrange’s method of variation of parameters to solve

¥+ Q*(t)x = 0. (61)

ZS start by assuming the ambiguous form (59)

(b) = alt)—me_(8) + B s (), enlt)™ exp{ﬂ / Q(t/)dtf},

1
V20 V20
(62)

but follow Lagrange by demanding that

1 1

(1) = —iQ | a(t)——e_ — B(t)—e, | . 63
) = =i ()i - B0 1e. (63
This expression is what we would obtain from differentiating x(¢) while taking
«, 3, and §2 to be constants — but as these quantities vary with ¢ the demand
imposes the condition

0= (—%%omLo'z) e+ (—%%B+B> e, (64)

This condition serves to uniquely specify «(t) and §(¢) and hence to dis-

ambiguate the decomposition of () into positive and negative frequency

modes. In particular, the time independence of the Wronskian of y and y*

constructed using (62)) and (63) shows that |«|*> — |B]? = 1 at all times.
Inserting the x(¢) defined by (63]) into (61)) gives

= (%%a%) e — (%%BM) es. (65)

14



Adding and subtracting the two conditions (64]) and (65]) we find

. 1Q 2
& = 3l
. 10

It is difficult to get a sense of what the equations (66]) imply for the evolution
of a and /3 because of the rapidly varying phase factors e2. To deal with this
ZS introduce the real quantities

olt) = 6P,
r(t) = (el —a8el),
o(t) = (af'e +a"Bel), (67)

which have already appeared in equations (56l 58)). These combinations obey
(14+20) -7 -0 =1,

which is the equation for a hyperboloid of two sheets. Indeed the manifold
of squeezed vacuum states possesses an inherent hyperbolic geometry arising
from it being a coset K = Sp(2, R)/U(1) which can be identified as the
upper sheet of a two-dimensional hyperboloid embedded in 2+1 dimensional
Minkowski space — a classic model for Bolyai-Lobachevskii space. The map
([67) taking «, 8 to points on the coset is a hyperbolic version of the SU(2) —
S3 Hopf map.

The advantage of the quantities o, 7, v is that when o &~ 1 and [ is small
the rapidly varying phases €2 (t) almost cancel their rapid phase variation in
B(t) and B*(t) and allow o, 7, and v be slowly varying.

Using the equations for &, # shows that

, Q
v o= <5> (1+20) —2Qr,

T = 2Qu. (68)

This set of three equations is a hyperbolic analogue of the Bloch equations
describing the interaction of a spin with a time dependent magnetic field.
The initial conditions o = 1, # = 0 corresponds to conditions on o, 7, v that
they are all zero in the distant past.

15



2.7 Adiabatic expansion

Much of the effort in investigating the squeezed oscillator has focused on the
permanent excitation of the system after the frequency excursion. Such an
excitation is most efficiently achieved by a period in which () oscillates at a
frequency near 2Q)y (parametric resonance) or by relatively violent changes in
the frequency such as occur in Landau-Zener tunneling [20]. For applications
and a review of techniques see [21, 22]. In the rest of this paper, however,
we will focus on the behavior of systems during a relatively slow adiabatic
frequency excursion in which little or no permanent excitation occurs.
There are a number of methods for obtaining a systematic adiabatic ex-
pansion of the time evolution of (), and hence for quantities such as o(t).
A textbook route [10} [11] starts from a single-exponential WKB-like solution

1 t
thiexp{—'/WTdT}, 69
(t) IH0 (7) (69)
and generates a series expansion for W (t). We will, however, continue with
the “two-exponential” method of [19] as it is computationally simpler.

We rearrange the evolution equations (G8]) as

[t
o= /0 (Q/Q)vdt,

(/)1 +20) -0
. 20 ’
v o= % (70)

and expand in inverse powers of Q(t) as

Oy 0y + ...
Ty + T+
= Ugoy T U@+ ..., (71)

Regarding (Q/Q) as being of O[], we obtain recursion relations

1 [t
U{n} = %{n_l}/QQ,

22/ N0y — Vimy
p— 2
T{n—i—l} 20) s (7 )

16



with starting condition 7y = Q/202.
By hand we find, for example,

/t Q d
o= | ——
&) 402 dr
Using Mathematica to automate the labour, we can compute higher order
terms

S
202

102

2 4 Q(3>Q+SQ2Q
T T 5106 T 25608 3206 | 32007

(QGH2 703 4725086 QB QWO TQWO?

76} = 5608 T 12800 T 204801 | 128Q° 12808 6429

217QBQ(x)? 945040 4410202 210G)Q0
256010 256Q11 1 512010 12809

(74)

(75)

and so on.

All terms in these expressions contain derivatives of Q(t). Consequently
they revert to being zero when () ceases to change. In particular, despite the
appearance of the factor 5(t) exp{+i [ "Q(t')dt'} in x(t), the recursion process
does not generate the “reflected” wave that indicates a permanent excitation
of the oscillator. Such a persistent excitation is a non-perturbative effect [23]
so the expansion is, at best, an asymptotic series. Furthermore because of
the rapid e_(¢)? phase variation in B(t) the factor B(t) exp{+i [T Q(#')dt'}
is close in time evolution to «(t)exp{—i [ "Q(t)dt’}. This means the “two-
exponential” expansion used by Zeldovich and Starobinskii [19] is consistent
with the “one-exponential” WKB expansion of [10] 11] and nicely illustrates
the ambiguity in the notion of positive or negative frequency.

The ambiguity means our asymptotic expressions for o = |3|* are not in
themselves physically meaningful — they depend on the choice we made when
we imposed Lagrange’s condition (64]). However, when used as ingredients
for computing quantities such as (B6),(58]) and the expectation values of the
currents that will appear in section B.I], the results are independent of this
choice.

We have been rather vague as to what exactly is the small parameter
in the adiabatic series. We can make it explicit by replacing €(t) by §(et)
where € is to be assumed small. Then oy, is replaced by 52"0'{2”} and ¢
becomes the small parameter defining the resulting asymptotic expansion.
We prefer, though, to simply count the number of derivatives of Q(t) in our
expressions as this amounts to the same thing.

17



3 Field Theory

3.1 Dirac fermions

Now we turn to the effect of changing oscillator frequencies in fermion sys-
tems. In particular we will apply the adiabatic expansion to Quantum elec-
trodynamics (QED), the theory of a spin-1/2 Dirac Fermi field coupled to
electromagnetism.

With the space-time signature (+,—, —, —) the four-vector gauge field
decomposes into time and space parts as A* = (¢, A) and A, = (¢, —A),
where A = (A,, Ay, A,) is the usual three-vector potential in terms of which
B=V xA and E=-V¢— J,A.

On its own, the Maxwell gauge field is described by the action functional

1

 4e?

1
SMasxwen [ A] = /FuuF’wddx = 502 (E* — B*)dz. (76)
e
After being integrated-out in a path-integral formalism, the Fermi field adds
t0 Shaxwen|A] the fermionic effective action

Sp[A] = —ilnDet(P[A] + m), (77)

where PD[A] = iv*(0, +iA,).

The effective action is a sophisticated object, being shorthand for an
infinite sum of one-loop Feynman diagrams with an arbitrary number of
YA, vertices. Even if we take the A, to be a non-fluctuating external field
Sr[A] captures much interesting physics. For a static magnetic field Sp[A] is
real number equal to minus the energy of the of the electrons in the field — a
relativistic analogue of the De Haas-Van Alphen effect. For a static electric
field 2Sg[A] gains an imaginary part that gives the rate of electron-positron
pairs created per unit volume. For non-constant fields Sr captures the 1-loop
renormalization effects and the non-linear effect of scattering of light by light.
With an extra v° vertex inserted, we also uncover the ABJ chiral anomaly
2, 3.

It is not easy to compute Sp[A] for general space-time dependent A,
but with some effort one can compute the first few terms in a systematic
expansion in powers of derivatives of A, [7,[8, 9]. When, however, we restrict
ourselves to A, fields that depend on only one space-time coordinate we can
— after some small changes to take into account that we are dealing with

18



fermions rather than bosons — exploit the adiabatic expansion methods from
section 2.7 and calculate many terms with relative ease. As an illustration
we will consider the specific case of a spatially uniform, but time dependent,
electric field E(t) in one, two and three space dimensions.

3.2 One space dimension: chiral anomaly

To describe our uniform electric field we will use a gauge in which Ay = 0

and E = —0;A. In the one-dimensional case the Hamiltonian form of the
Dirac equation in this field becomes
i) = H(t)) (78)
where
H(t) = —io3(0, —iAL(t)) + oym (79)

is a differential operator involving the two-by-two Pauli matrices.
The field equations for the Heisenberg-picture operators v and ' are

i) = —iog(0y — iAL)) + oyma,
—io)t = +i(0, + i)V o5 + miToy. (80)

The equations (80) are linear so, as for the harmonic oscillator, the operators
can be expanded linear combinations

A B o0 dp /. ot
D)= [ S (e ) + B (p..1) (51)
of two linearly-independent c-number solutions
_ u:l:(xvt)
valot) = [0y (52)
of the equation of motion
0, [u} _ {—z(@x —iA.(t)) m ] [u} . (83)

v m +i(0; —iAL(t))| |v

As we are considering only spatially uniform systems we have ¥, (p, z,t) =
Yi(p,t)e??. In the Heisenberg picture the operator-valued expansion coef-
ficients a, and bT_p are time-independent and obey the standard Fermi anti-
commutation relations {a,, al} = 2wd(p — q), etc.

19



By formal manipulation of the field equations (80)) we obtain the particle-
number current conservation equation

8t(772T'J}) + 5:(:(?&%3@5) =0, (84)

and, more interestingly, the chiral current (non)-conservation equation in the
form

0, (D o5)) + 0, (1)) £ 2m(Plosid). (85)

The “?” is there because, while last equation is valid for any c-number
solution p(z,t) of the field equations, the actual equation obeyed by the
operator-valued chiral charge 1To51) should be

O/(das) + 0,01) = 2m(lond) + B (), (56)

where extra term E(t)/r is the 141 dimensional version of the chiral anomaly
2, 3.

To understand the source of the E /7 term it helps to visualize the initial
many-body ground state as a filled Dirac sea in which all negative-energy
states are occupied and all positive-energy states vacantl]. The antiparticle
creation operator ET_p is then to be thought of as an operator annihilating a
negative-energy positively charged particle that was occupying a momentum
+p mode and as a result creating a negatively-charged particle excitation
with positive energy 1/p? +m? and momentum —p.

When m = 0 and the field E time independent this view of the ground
state allows a simple physical picture [24] 25 26] of the how the anomaly
arises. The Hamiltonian for the massless two component spinor is now diag-
onal and the equation of motion

P 2l

can be interpreted as stating that the energy of a right-going mode which
possessed momentum p at ¢ = 0 becomes p + Et. Similarly the energy of a

!The Dirac sea is rather out of fashion, but the principal objection to it — the associated
infinite vacuum charge — is rendered moot by the observation that each generation in the
standard model has a charge-neutral sea: there are three (for colour) up-type quarks each
with ¢ = +2/3, three down-type quarks with ¢ = —1/3 and one electron-like lepton with
q = —1. These charges sum to zero.
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left-going mode becomes p — Et. For positive F there is therefore a steady
flow of occupied right-going states into the positive energy continuum and
an equal flow of empty left-going states down into the negative continuum.
The latter leaves behind a growing number of holes and so, compared to the
ground state at t = 0, a negative left-going particle number. If the “volume”
of the system is L the density of momentum modes is dn/dp = L/27 so the
chiral particle number nz — ny, is changing according to

1d(ng —np) E FE
L dt _2X27r_7r' (88)
Taking the chiral charge density operator to be ﬂ#ﬂR — 1&21& = Wag;@ we
have a c-number version -
dt s
of Eq. (8a)).

This simple picture requires massless fermions. A mass term thwarts the
spectral flow: the negative energy right-going single-particle modes still rise
adiabatically in energy from deep in the sea but in the neighbourhood of the
mass gap they mix with, and mutate into, left-going modes which descend
again into the depths. When we ignore the possibility of Zener tunneling
across the gap, the negative energy states remain filled and the positive
energy ones empty, so d(ng — ny)/dt is zero. The corresponding c-number
version of the anomaly equation should therefore reduce to

om (o)) + % = 0. (90)

We explore how this comes about, and how the equation is modified when
the electric field £ depends on time.

3.3 Adiabatic expansion for Dirac fields

Despite much work on the adiabatic expansion for scalar Bose fields, the
construction of systematic adiabatic expansions for the time-dependent Dirac
equation appears to be relatively recent. Landete, Navarro-Salas and Torrenti
[28] developed techniques similar to those of [10, [11], but we will use the later
method due to Gosh [29] which is closer in spirit to [19] and appears to be
simpler and more efficient.
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The time independent “in” vacuum state |0) is defined by d,|0) = b,|0) =
0, and, for any fixed p and before the A,(t) field appears, the corresponding
solutions 14 (p,t), ¥_(p,t) are those that have time dependence

Yi(p.t) = (ple™, P_(p,t) =_(p)e™™, e=+p>+m?2  (91)

The initial ¥4 (p) therefore coincide with the positive and negative energy
eigenvectors x4 (p) of the hamiltonian matrix H with A, = 0.

In the course of the time evolution caused by the field, an occupied
initially-negative-energy mode 1p_(p,t) = x_(p)e’ will acquire a positive
energy component and become

Y- (p, 1) = a(t)x-()es + BE)x+ (e, (92)

where
ey (t) = extf o cdr (93)
The x+(t) are most conveniently chosen to be normalized positive and nega-
tive energy eigenvectors of the instantaneous Hamiltonian matrix H(¢). The
linear independence of x+(t) then uniquely defines «(t) and S(t).
The normalized instantaneous eigenvectors are

1 VeE+Dp 1 Ve—p
X+ = V2 {sgn(m)\/e — ]5} X7 V2e {—sgn(m)\/e +]5} (94)
where p(t) = p — A,(t). They obey

H(t)xx = +exs (95)

with € = \/p? + m?2, and |x+|? = 1, xix_ = x' x; = 0. The instantaneous

eigenvectors do not obey the time evolution equation, but they still depend

on t as a parameter. Because they are normalized and have real entries they

are orthogonal to their derivative with respect to t. We can therefore most

easily compute these derivatives by using the eigenstate perturbation formula
(m|oH |n)

(m|on) = B, — . (96)

to find the projection of x4 on the other eigenvector, and hence compute x+
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itself. For example

fuliy = ~edfhe)

1 . [E®) 0

2 +{ 0 —E(t)] X—
ImlB()

2€2

The result is
d E|m| d E|m)|
X+ = + ( ¢ ) Xer pX- = < ez ) X+ (98)

Y(t) = alt)x-e + Bt)xre- (99)
into the equation of motion (83)) to get

Insert

0 = dx_€+ + ax_€+ + BX+€_ + 5X+€_
Eim .
| ‘)X+€++6X+€—+ﬁ(

2¢2?

E|m|
2¢2?

= dx_es—a ( ) x—e—. (100)

From the coefficients of the of the linearly independent x . we read off that

: Eml\ .. Elm[\
a:—( 262) e, ﬁ:+< 5z ) @€t (101)

Except for the relative minus sign — due to preserving |a|*+|3]* = 1 instead
of |a|* —|B]?> = 1 — this is of the same form as the Bose case (GG)).

When o ~ 1 the g coefficient has a very rapid o ei phase evolution so
that the time dependence of the adiabatically small 5(¢)xre_ term is close
to that of the leading a(t)x_e, term — just as it is in the bosonic case.

The slowly varying quantities

o=B]>, T=i(afel —a'Bel), v=(af’el +a'fel), (102)
now label points on the Bloch sphere

(1-20)2+72+0v* =1 (103)
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and obey the spherical Bloch equations
Fu,

= —2ev,
= 2F(1 —20) + 2er, (104)

where F = E|m/|/2¢* = p|m|/2€%, and in the distant zero-field past o = 7 =
v =0.

Just as the bosonic squeezed states are parameterized by points on a hy-
perboloid, the 2-mode fermionic squeezed state of the form (B5]) correspond
to points on the Bloch sphere. The map ([02)) taking «, 5 to points on the
sphere is now the classic Hopf map SU(2) — S3. The equations (I04) can
therefore be interpreted as ¢p_(p, t) being a 2-mode (positive and negative en-
ergy) squeezed version of the ground state of one particle Hamiltonian H (¢),
and |0), being a squeezed version of the ground state of the corresponding
instantaneous many-body Hamiltonian.

As we are interested in the low energy response to the external field,
we will focus on the case in which the time evolution of the hamiltonian is
relatively slow compared to the mass gap. To obtain an adiabatic expansion
we again rearrange the Bloch equations (I04]) as

t
o = /F[t/]vdt'
0

2F(1—20) =0
T = —
‘ 2¢
-
= —— 105
v = -1, (105)

and expand in inverse powers of €(t)

0 = 0@ touy+...
T = T{l}—I—T{g}—I—...
U o= U} +Uy .. (106)

Regarding F as being O[¢°] the recursion relations are

t
U{n} = /0 F[t/]U{n}dt/,

Uy = —Te13/26,
. AP0y + 0w
1} = 2¢ ’
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with 741y = —F/e.
From the matrix elements

m
Xioxs = —xloix- = -
Xioox+ = Xloax- = 0
p
Xiosx+ = —x osx- = - (107)
and
p
XiUIX—: XT<71X+ = T
X£0'2X_ = —xloax. = isgn(m),
m|
XIU3X—: X€U3X+ = 7 (108)
we find, for each p-mode,
Ylogp = o'fe x_oaxs + af’el xso0x -
= —isgn(m)(a*Bet — afel)
= sgn(m)7(t)
E
= —% + higher order. (109)

To compute the expectation values of the field operators we need to sum
the contributions of the filled negative-energy sea by integrating over p. For
a time independent FE field we only need the lowest order contribution to 7
and find that

* dpm?FE
o 21 €3

om0l o]0y = — /

B /oo dp m2
oo 27 ((p+ B0 4+ )

E
= ——. 110
2 (10)
Thus we find the anticipated result that
A A 1
2m(0}pTo91)|0) + —E =0, E constant. (111)
T
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Now consider a time-dependent FE field. Using the equations above we
find that for any p mode the matrix elements are given in terms of o, 7, v as

Ylowp = (20— 1)T L
€ €
Ylop = sgn(m)r.
Piosp = (20— 1)% + u@ (112)
So, using
F = |m|p/2¢
de _ b
dt € "
ar _
dte €’
dp pm2
—_£ - £2° 11
dt € e’ (113)
and the Bloch equations ([I04]) we find that the combination
AL Oyl otp) — 2mpl o, (114)

which is expected to give the contribution of the p mode to the anomaly,
actually evaluates to

A = 9, ((20 —k +u@) — 2mlr
€ €
~ P 2 Py
Y N Lo L R
€ €3 € €3
= ol 4 (20 — 1)2FM + (2F(1 —20) + QET)M —orl - 2|m|T
€ € € €
= 0. (115)

That this expression is zero is inevitable. The Bloch equations encode the
original field equations and the c-number version of the chiral charge non-
conservation equation follows from these field equations. Consequently, when
considered mode-by-mode, the anomaly appears to be zero. The anomaly is
non-zero, however, because the operations of integration over p and taking
the time derivative do not necessarily commute.
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For the rest of this section we will assume that m > 0, so |m| = m and

sgn(m) = 1, and again expandﬁ

. def

J = VJ)TU3¢
in inverse powers of €
: p, m . . .
j= (20— 1)2 tu— =y Hig et
As J{0}y = V{o} = 0, we have
jy = 2
{1} P

For n > 2, we have

Jint13 (D, ) = 200} (D, 1) <§) + vy (P, 1) (%) .

(116)

(117)

(118)

(119)

The corresponding contributions to the chiral charge are are given by

summing over the occupied p-modes as

det [ dp . _
J{n-i—l}(t) :/ %]{n-ﬁ-l}(pa t)~

For example the recurrence relations give

m2E

m? + p2)5/2

o 5 m2pE? 1
Jy(st) = 3 (m? + p2)7/? + 1(

(120)

(121)

The integral over p is sufficiently convergent at large p that we can shift
the integration variable p — p = p — A(t) without altering the value of the

integral, and so find
E
6mm?’
We can similarly shift the integration variable and integrate

Jizy =

mE 5mpEE 3mE?

(122)

{3} (13) =

8 (m? —|—132)5/2 _4 (m? —|—132)7/2 _8 (m? —|—132)7/2 4(m2+p

2We use the symbol j for for the per-mode chiral-charge density and J for the total
because in 1+1 dimensions the chiral-charge density coincides with the particle-number

current.
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to find .
det [ dp . E
Ty = / %T{s}(p) = Tormi’ (124)

Consequently 0, J(zy = 2mTysy.
The same is true of

> dp AE?E + 8EE? — m*E®Y
Ty = / 5-T5(p) = T~ (125)
and 27 21(3)
AE?E — m?E
Jren = 126
{5} T (126)

SO 8tJ{5} = QmT{5}
The interchange of derivative and integral is indeed legitimate for any
n > 1, but an issue occurs for jg;y and 743. As we have already seen

* dp Em E
Ty=—[ &2 . 127
{1} /_OO 27 2(p? + m?2)3/2 2m (127)

The problem is that the integral for the expectation of the chiral charge

2 [Tdp. o [Tdp P
J{l} —/oo 271"]1(]9) - /_OO 2ﬂ_\/}m (128>

is convergent, but only conditionally convergen. The value of the integral
depends on how we treat the large-p limits, and is therefore ambiguous. If we
elect to remove the ambiguity by choosing limits that are symmetric about
p=0

I ) T S e
— 0 2 A—oo _A o2 A—oo _A 2 ﬁ2 + m2

(129)
then, for A(t) =0,
A
: dp D
1 - —_—— 1
Al—{%o{ /_A27T p2+m2} (130)

3The same is true in the diagram calculation. The associated Feynman integral is lin-
early divergent by power counting, but becomes conditionally convergent after evaluating
the gamma-matrix traces.
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is zero by the p <> —p symmetry. The A(t) # 0 integral, however, requires
shifting the integration variable p — p = p — A and leads to

- {/d_ (-4 }: - {/d_i} A
Aroo —A 27 \/(p — A)? +m? A—voo _A-A 2T /P2 4+ m? (0
(131)
If we accept this symmetric-cutoff definition of Jy;; we end up with the
anomaly-free 0,J;13 = 2mTy;y — but the arbitrariness is unsatisfying. More
concerning is that a time-independent shift in A,(¢) is a gauge transforma-
tion. If we insist on preserving gauge invariance we must ensure that the
physical value of Jg) is unaffected when A, is augmented by a constant. We
can arrange this gauge invariance by re-defining the physical chiral charge
operator to be

def
J, phys —

P (132)
T

This new definition must be used even when A, becomes time dependent, so
making Jgy = 0 and giving the anomalous 0 = 0,J1y = 2mTy + E/7.

The necessary —A, /7 c-number subtraction in the definition of the phys-
ical current is the source of the difference between the mode-by-mode chiral-
charge evolution equation and the anomalous equation for the mode-summed
current. It is also this subtraction that allows the simple physical interpre-
tation of the energy levels that cross zero in the m = 0 case as being newly
created particles and holes — even though the occupation numbers of the
Heisenberg states, labeled by their initial “p” and counted by ¢)To31), remain
unchanged.

Understanding that the E/m comes only from the lowest order of the
adiabatic expansion reveals why the total charge created by the anomaly is
insensitive to how rapidly the time evolution occurs.

3.4 Two space dimensions: the parity anomaly

The interesting physics in 2+1 dimensions is the “parity anomaly” [4] which
arises from the fact that in odd spacetime dimensions a Dirac mass term
violates space-inversion symmetry. The result is a current at right angles
to the applied electric field with the direction of the current depending on
the sign of the mass term. This effect is usually derived by computing a
one-loop triangle diagram and extracting from it a Chern-Simons effective
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action [5l, [30]. We can, however, also obtain it by a small modification of the
results from the previous section.

Keeping the electric field parallel to the x axis the 2+1 dimensional Dirac
hamiltonian is

H(t) = o3(p, — Ay) + pyos + moy
Do — Az (t) m — ipy
; . 133
m+ip,  —(pa— Au(t)) (133)
We have

= 03 (px - Ax) + Mo'leiaaqb
= 03(p. — As) + M(01 cos ¢ + ogsin @)
= e (o3(p, — Ay) + Moy )e 9/ (134)

so if we define M = ,/p2 +m? and an angle ¢ by setting M cos¢ = m,
M sin ¢ = p,, we find that the solutions to

are simply
P = e 0 Py, (136)

where 11, are the solutions for the one-dimensional case, but with the m

appearing there replaced by M = /p7 + m?.
For fixed p,, p, we have

= plogep = ¢Id0'3"7/)1d (137)

but the more interesting transverse component j, is given by

jy — 1/)T0-2¢ _ wid (ei039/20_2€—i039/2) wld
= cos¢ ¢Id0'277/)1d + sin ¢ @[’IdUl@bm

m

= — (02 —'— o

B m Dy \/Pi+m?
———=sgn(M)7(t) + ———= | (20(t) — >
/Dby +m /Dby +m \/px+py+m
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To compute the parity anomaly current we simply substitute our results
from one dimension and perform the p,, p, integrals. The p, integral of the
last term v,bidalw,bld is zero, so we only need the 7 term

m

In particular, at lowest order, we have

(139)

E.M

1) B _m .

3 (paypy) = ———=11 = — (——) (140)
4 /P2 +m? M 2(p? + m?2)3/2

SO

m
d*p
J = /ij}(pmpy),

B mEx/“’ pdp
N A Jo  (p? +m?2)3/2’

B mkE,
 dxm|
E,
= —sga(m) (141)

which is the correct coefficient.
Higher terms in the adiabatic expansion are all total derivatives

o/ 1 .
{3} _ ~—(—F
Ty sen(m) (487Tm2 w)

0 1 1 .
{5} — _ _7E(3) E2E
Ty Sgn(m)at( 320mmA T 96mmd m)

0 1
o O( 1 pe_
y (M) 50 \ Troomme 2 768

) - 3 )
5E° +20E,E,E, + 5E*E®) + —— _F*F,

(142)

and so on.

The parity anomaly provides the simplest illustration of the general Callan-
Harvey anomaly-inflow mechanism [6]. In 2+1 dimensions a domain wall
across which the fermion mass changes sign traps a 1+1 dimensional chiral
fermion which possesses a charge-conservation anomaly

Ej

— 143
= (143)

atpwall -
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that is one-half of the £//7 Dirac-particle chiral anomaly. Here Ej is the
component of the two dimensional electric field parallel to the domain wall.
The charge pya.n is not appearing from nowhere, but is supplied by twice
(because the wall has two sides) the Hall-effect-like parity-anomaly current
(I41) which is perpendicular to the wall. The change in sign of the fermion
mass across the wall means that the currents from the two sides are in op-
posite directions and therefore add. If the wall is parallel to the x axis, and
if F, is zero at t = 400 then total charge per unit length that appears on
the domain wall is given by

1 o0
Mot = 5= [ Euttyit. (144)

This expression for the accumulated charge is exact because the total deriva-
tives in the higher order contributions to .J, make no net contribution —
everything comes from the leading order term only.

3.5 Three dimensional vector currents and vacuum po-
larization
In 3+1 dimensions, and with the external electric field parallel to the z axis,

it turns out to convenient to change the spinor basis so that the 4-by-4 Dirac
Hamiltonian

H(t) = a'py+ a’py + o’ (ps — AL(t)) + Bm (145)
becomes
b3 — Az(t) M } T
H(t) = , M= M"= pio1 + pyoy + mos.
(t) Mt —(ps — A.(1)) P101 T P202 3
(146)
The 3 = 4° matrix must be the coefficient of m and so
70 = { 03] =01 ® 03. (147)
03
Similarly
ol = Y =000 29 =1® 030,
a2 = V=000 =7 =1R 030,
= V¥ =001 =73 =0103®0s. (148)
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We see that distinct +’s mutually anticommute, and

(W) =1 () =06)=0")=-1 (149)

so we have a valid, if non-standard, representation of the Dirac algebra.
The chiral symmetry operation should rotate m and so must be

eiost ' ps — A (t) 101 + Paos + mos| [ei73? '
6”30 P101 + P20 + MOos —(p3 — Az(t)) 6_2036
— p3 - Az(t) . plal +p20-2 _'_ (m€_2i6)03 (150)
P1O1 + Paos + (Mme??) o —(p3 — A.(1)) '
Thus -
103 .
[e 6_,.(,39] — 07 (151)
and
7’ = {03 } =03 ® 03. (152)

We see that the v* and 7° anticommute as they should.
The p-mode contribution to the expectation of the vector current is then

jz = l/)T(Us ® H)wa (153)

and the chiral charge density and chiral current density are respectively

Jo = PP =403 @039,
i = PP =l (os @ 1)(0s @ 03)3p = P (I@ 03)ep.  (154)

Similarly, the bilinear that appears on the right-hand-side of the chiral charge
(non)-conservation law is

itpy*p = i9p'°7 " = (01 @ 03) (03 ® 03)9p = T2 @ D). (155)

The advantage of the unconventional basis choice is that the t-parameterized
snapshot eigenfunctions of H(t) factorize. They are a tensor product of our
previous 2-spinor eigenstates with a second orthonormal set of 2-spinor eigen-
states A, @ = =+, of the two-by-two matrix M. These have eigenvalues
i = £q where

q=\/m2+p%+p%=\/m2+pi~ (156)
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We find that

(b = L{ Ve+D A :L{ e+ﬁ]
" V2e [sgn(p)ve—pAa 2¢ |sen(u)ve—p
t) = L{ Ve_ﬁ)‘a]zi{ 6
X V2e |—sgn(p)vVe+pAa 2¢ | —sen(u)ve+p
(157)
Here again p = p3 — A(t), but now € = /p3(t)? + p?.
Again we expand
P(t) = a(t)x—(t)es + Bt)x+e—. (158)

The evolution equations for «, 5, o, 7, v are the same as in 141 dimensions
except that € is the 341 energy, and |m| must be replaced by |u|. Also the the
vector-current expectations need to be multiplied by 2 to take into account

both Ay and A_.
The vector current density is

jz = ¢T(U3®H>¢v

— 9 <(20 S UM> . (159)
€ €
We find that
5 u’p3E? 1 p2FE
B =9 -2 - : 160
" ( S AR A 1o

Because of the ps in its numerator, the first term cancels in the momentum
integration. The second contributes

d3
B _ (3)
. / P

_ Eg/ dp _ pit+pi+m’
2/) (2n)? (p%+p§+p§+m2)5/2

_ 2/ P} +p5+p3 +/ d*p m?
(2m)3 (p? + p3 + p3 + m?)>/2 (2m)3 (p? + p3 + p3 + m?)>/2

_ _2/°° p*dp +/°°ﬂ
o 3 /o p +m2 5/2 0 (p2+m2)5/2
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The second integral in the parentheses in the last line of (I61]) is independent
of m and equal to 1/3. Scaling p — mp suggests that the first term is also
independent of m — but as the integral is logarithmically divergent this is
an unsafe conclusion. To get a meaningful result we should regulate g
by introducing a suitable high energy cutoff. The simplest Lorentz- and
gauge-invariant way to do this is to follow Pauli-Villars and subtract from
the integrand in (I61]) the same expression but with m? everywhere replaced
by A% Then

p~dp def % »
/0 W+ mae 1= /o ((p2 +m2)32 (p? +A2)5/2) dp.  (162)

The new integrand falls off as 1/p* at large p so the integral is convergent
and easily evaluated by Frullani’s method

M 4 4
I = lim P — P dp
M=o | Jo (p? +m2)52  (p? + A2)5/2
I /M/m p'dp /M/A p*dp
M—=oo | Jo (p? + 1)5/2 0 (p? + 1)3/2
. M/m p4 dp
= i\ G
1/m p4 dp
= i —_—
Moo /1/A (p? + M—2)5/2

/l/mdp
B /A P

= In(A/m). (163)

The resulting cut-off-dependent current

s & (20 (1) 104

can be interpreted as J(A) = P(A) where

P(A) = % (% In (7{,\1—22)) (165)
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is the polarization of the vacuum. The associated cut-off-dependent dielectric
constant is the source of charge renormalization (see appendix [B] for details).

Higher order terms in the adiabatic series are all finite — but more com-
plicated. For example

i p) = <_ prE® : 21%ps 2 TPps EE
16 (2 +p3)" 322+ )" 8(u2+p3)”?
194°E*FE 117u?p3E*E SUtE*E
16 (12 +p2)"% 16 (12 +p)"7 322+ p3)"
_ STPp Bt 303u*ps B4 5Tutps B )
16 (12 +p3)™? 32 (u2 +p)™? 128 (2 + p3)"?

(166)

The expression for ji~ (p) contains 69 terms and jz{g}(p) nearly 5,000, but

the resulting expressions for the current

T = / %j{"} (p) (167)

are relative compact:

e o L (1 E*E 1 E®

= o2\ 15 mt 30 m2 )’

o L (2 E‘E 2 (E)* 8 EEE 2 E*E® L] E®)

= o2\ 21 m8 63 mS 63 mS 63 mS 280 m4 |’

S L E® +E(5)E2 8E(3)E4+16E6E 16E2(E)3+E(4)EE
2 9r2? 1890mS ~ 84m? 75m10 45m12 25m10 14ms8

5E(3)EE+2E(3)(E)2 64EPEE  11E(E)?
42m8 21ms8 75m10 84m?

The expressions in Eq. (I68) contain contributions to the current that can
be verified by comparison with other methods. For example, if we retain only
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the terms linear in £ and its derivatives E™ = d"E/dt" we find

‘ 1 u?EG

{5} - O(E?
1 u?E®

Mp) = _—_ A O(E?

, 1 p2EM
{9} = 29— 4+ O(E?

where the pattern of rational-number coefficients is clear. In the resulting
currents

d*p 1 1
By _ oo L Lo g
']z /(271_)3],2 30 272 _'_O( )7
d3p 1 1
o b oee g
J: /(27r)3‘72 tomoal HOED,
dp 1 1
1 = [ G = g H O, (69

the sequence of numerical fractions is more obscure, but, as we will show in
in appendix [Bl they are the coefficients occurring in the the series expansion
of the two-point vacuum polarization diagram in powers of the frequency.
Another set of terms that can be confirmed by other methods are those
containing an arbitrary power of E, one power of E , and no higher derivatives
of E.
For example the coefficient of E2E in j15(p) is

2 2.2 4
coef(EQE){5} = 2 < o 9/2 i p311/2 - & 11/2)
16 (12 + p3) 16 (142 + p3) 32 (42 + p3)

B 19(p?sin? § + m?) B 117(p? sin? @ + m?)p? cos? f B 3(p?sin? O + m?)?
16 (p® + m2)9/2 16 (p® + m2)11/2 32 (p? + m2)11/2 ’
(170)

where 6 is the angle between p and the z-axis. The integration measure

becomes e )
b .
W = W S1n 9d9p2dp (].7].)
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and gives

.1 1 E?
I = "+ . . 172
* 212 15 m4 (172)
The analogous calculation with j{7 gives a term
.1 2 B4
M_p - = 4 1
J: 27221 m?8 + (173)

Both these terms agree with those in the current calculated from the Euler-
Heisenberg-Schwinger one-loop effective action (see appendix [Bl).

3.6 Three-dimensional chiral currents and their anomaly

In three space dimensions the uniform electric field version of the anomalous
chiral current (non)-conservation is expected be

Oyt (03 ® 03)) = 2m YT (05 @ 1)) + #E .B. (174)

In the absence of a magnetic field, the vacuum expectation of this equation
is satisfied by all three terms being zero. The expectation of the current on
the LHS is zero because, from (I54), each p3 mode has a factor of

A oshy + Al agA_ (175)
where Ay are the normalized eigenvectors of
M = o1p1 + O2p2 + O03Mm (176)

with eigenvalue p1 = 4+/|p, |? + m2. This sum of expectations is zero because
sandwiching the identity

osM + Mos = 2ml (177)
between the 4 eigenvectors and subtracting gives
| ALoshy + AlosA ) = 0. (178)
The expectation of the RHS is zero because, from (I55) ,
P! (02 @ D)1p o< sgn () (179)
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and we must sum over both signs of the eigenvalue © when we include the
A1 factors.

To get a non-trivial result we must include a magnetic field. If we take
the vector potential to be

A(z,y) = (By/2,—Bz/2,0) (180)

then B = (0,0,—B) and a classical positively charged particle will orbit
anticlockwise about the z direction. It is well known [31 [32] that in such a
field the spectrum of the operator M is highly degenerate, being an ensemble
of Landau levels in which each level eigenvalue p has degeneracy |B|/27m per
unit area perpendicular to the magnetic field. One set of eigenfunctions of

Mis —1,-i0 Br2
ALt X [(,u + |nz\t)3r ¢ } e exp {_T} , >0 (181)

with eigenvalues p = +v/21B + m?2. These eigenfunctions correspond to the
positively charged particles circling the z axis at a distance (r) = /2[/B.
The other eigenstates in the same Landau level can be thought of as as
describing orbits of the same radius but with different centers. There are no
[ < 0 modes because they would be singular at the origin.

The features that lead all terms in the chiral current to cancel still hold,
so the [ > 0 eigenmodes make no contribution to the anomaly equation. The
[ = 0 case is special, however. The p = —|m/| eigenvector

Ao = J% m exp {—377"2} (182)

is finite at r = 0 but the p = +|m| is not because of the r~! in the up-

per component. As only one of the u = 4|m| pair is allowed, there is no
cancellation in the currents and we recover exactly the situation explored in
sections and — except that the RHS of the one-dimensional anomaly
equation (86) we must replace

E., E-B

—= =

183
T 272 (183)

to take into account the B/2m per-unit-area Landau-level degeneracy. Note
that the fermions still have a mass-gap given by m and so the same interplay

between time derivative and 2m{yTa41)) occurs as in B3
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4 Conclusion

We have shown that a simple quantum mechanics adiabatic expansion can
be used to capture the non-trivial physics of the chiral and parity anomalies
for massive fermions. Although similar in spirit to the well known spectral
flow interpretation of the chiral anomaly, the presence of a fermion mass
both thwarts the flow and at the same time controls the accuracy of the
expansion, so allowing us to see that in both cases the anomaly arises only
from the lowest term in the expansion.
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Appendices

A The driven oscillator

For completeness we include a brief discussion of the well-known coherent
state solution of the constant-frequency harmonic oscillator driven by a time-
dependent external force. The hamiltonian can be written in terms of a, a'
as

H(t) = Qa'a + F(t)a" + F*(t)a. (184)
The associated unitary evolution operator U(t) = Texp{—i fot H(t)dt} obeys
the equation

i0,U = {Qa'a + F(t)a' + F*(t)a}U (185)
and we may seek a solution in the form
U = 6296—5\2\2eztﬂ6—z ae—zwaTa’
U—l — 6—296-1-2 |Z|2ezwa7aez ae—zaT ) (186)
Then, using
A Aoty
—ipata a ipata _ ae '
o i[5,
e Gt = G4
e agtema = af 4 N7 (187)

we find

o1 ) oL
iU = it [5(—2'2* —22) + 4@ + 2*) — 26 — iwata + 2'6’} emle,

(188)
and
U~HQala+ F(t)al+F*(1)a}U = =" 0(al+27) (a+2)+ F(£) (@l +27)+ F*(t) (a+2)]e 2,
189
Comparing coefficients of a'a, a', @ and 1, we read off that [33] e
o o= 0
iz = Qz+F,
_ist = Q4+ 7
0 = %(,éz* —2"2) = ("2 + Fz" + F*2). (190)
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The accumulating phase
t .
0(t) :/ {%(zz* —2"2) = (Qz"z+ Fz* +F*z)}dt (191)
0

considered as a functional § = S[z(t)] of the path z(¢) is the classical action
whose variation gives the equations of motion for z and z* in (I88). Thus
S[z(t)] for the actual trajectory is Hamilton’s principal function solution of
the Hamilton-Jacobi equation [34] [35].

The unitary displacement operator

. . 1 . n
D(z) dof pral—za _ o—3lef’ pzal o—2"a (192)
acts on the ground state to create a conventional (unsqueezed) coherent state

zat—z*a

~3lel jzat
0) = e 2""e*|0) (193)

|2) =
that obeys a|z) = z|z). Under our time evolution
0) = UL|0) = e”®]2(1)), (194)

so if we start in the ground state |0) the external driving force will always
leave the system in a coherent state. As

. 1 . (N
i=7 <\/§CL’+ mp) , (195)
and the coherent state maps a +— z, the real and imaginary parts of the
complex parameter z(t) track the classical motion in z, p phase space.

Note that allowing the parameter (2 appearing in (I84) to become time
dependent does not have the same effect as the time dependence of the
frequency €(t) appearing in the original oscillator Hamiltonian ([II). We need
to include additional a? and (a')? terms in (I84) to change the oscillator
frequency because changing the frequency while keeping the operators p and
# fixed redefines @ and a'.

B Dirac effective action and renormalization
in 14+3 dimensions

Throughout the main text we have focussed on non-interacting fermions and
scaled the A, field so as to set the particle charge to unity. We do this
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because in a general non-abelian gauge theory the coefficient of A, becomes
the Lie-algebra matrix generator corresponding to the group representation
in which the fermion lives — and for the U(1) group of electromagnetism the
representations are labelled by integers. This rescaling has the effect that in
the QED path integral

2= [ ] expisia) (196)
the pure-gauge contribution to the action becomes

1
Shaxwen[A] = d*zF,, F*" = — /d4x (E*-B?). (197)

W T

The (bare) coupling constant e now appears in its natural location where it
governs the magnitude of gauge-field fluctuations. The integration over v, ¢
adds to the pure-gauge action the fermionic effective action

Sp = —ilnDet(P[A] + m). (198)

where ) = iy"(0, +iA,), A, = (¢, —A).

One special case in which Sz can be evaluated in closed form is when the
field strength F),, = 0, A, — 0, A, is constant [36} 37]. For a constant electric
field we have

Sp[E) =VT Lp|E] (199)
where V and T are the volume and total time, respectively, and the effective
Lagrangian density is

1 & dS —m?2s
Lr[E] = = ?{SE cot(sE)}e

2 4 6 8
= # (%E%n (%) + 41—5% + 3%‘5% + %% . ) (200)
In obtaining the second line we have expanded
(sE)?  (sE)* 2(sk)® (sE)®
3 45 945 4725 77

and dropped the infinite negative Dirac sea contribution from the first term.
The second term has then been regulatedH using the Frullani integral

(sE)cot(sE)=1—

(201)

0o ,—m2s __ ,—A%s A2
/0 %ds —In (ﬁ) . (202)

4Strictly we need three Pauli-Villars massive particles to gauge-invariantly regulate
both divergent terms.
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The remaining terms are all finite.

The cutoff dependent term is proportional to E?, and this would become
E?—B? had we included a constant magnetic field. We can therefore combine
the cut-off dependent term with the free-field Maxwell action by replacing

1

1
57 (E? - BY)dz - — / (E? — B?)d% (203)
0

26%z
where the renormalized coupling constant €% is defined by
1 1 1 2 A2
=+ —CIn( = . 204
et e T 323 n(mZ) (204)
This relation can be written as
2

2 €0 2 €R
€r = 2 v 6= 2 . (205)
L+ g3 (52) - g3 (52)

In terms of the fine-structure constant a@ = €% /4w and its bare value ag =
e2/4Am Eq. ([204) becomes

(&%)

o=—— 206
1+ 22In (%) (206)
which gives us the one-loop beta function for QED
def [ O 2a?
one—loo = = 5 - 2
Bone—toop () <8lnm)A7a 3 (207)

Although (200) was derived under the assumption that E is constant, we
can use J, = 0Sp/d0A, and

b / Erdiz = / nE" N =00 A.)d s = n(n — 1) / (E"2E)6A.d*z  (208)

to compute the current o< E induced by a slowly varying electric field. The
reason is that higher-order E corrections to (200) give rise in J, to terms
proportional to E or (E)2 or higher. Exploiting this observation we find
from (200) the following contribution to the induced current

E (2 A? 1 E2 2FE' 16 ES
J=— (== )+=—" 22— 209
o2 (12 n<m2)+15m4+21m8+45m12 ) (209)
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which agrees with the corresponding terms in the adiabatic expansion in Eqs.

(I72) and (I73)

A second special case is the two-point diagram with arbitrary space-time
dependent A, (x,t) fields

Spy = %/d4l’d4l’,Au(l’)ij(l’,ZL’I)AV(I’,). (210)

In momentum space the kernel 11, is given by [3§]
HuV(k2) = (g“,,k;z - /{:“k,,)Q(k;z,m, A), (211)

where A is a momentum-space cut-off and
1 1 A2 k2
2 _
Q(k*,m, A) = ) dz (1 — ) {_IHW +In (1 — (1 —x)ﬁ)}.
(212)

For a time-dependent electric field o ¢™* we have k,, = (w, 0,0, 0) and g,.k* =
—w?, and so in frequency space

1 L A? w?
Ly = mAz(w)Az(—w)/o drx(1 —x) {_IHW +1In (1 —z(l— x)m)}
(213)
Recalling that E, = —0; A, we see that this gives rise to a current

Jz(w):Ez(w)L/Oldxx(l—x){lni—i—ln (1—:5(1—95);‘;—22)}. (214)

272

/0 dr (1 — z) = é (215)

we have the cut-off dependent contribution to the vacuum polarization cur-

rent ) )
. E (2 A
Jz,divergent =P = W <§ In <W) + .. ) (216)

that we obtained in Eq. (I64) and (209)).
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The non-divergent parts of Lps[FE] come from

,(:_Z) _ _/Oldma—x)ln(l—x(l—w)%)

()t

1 [ w? 1 [w?)? 1 (W)’
= —|=s|t=|=) t==|—] +... (217
30 <m2) 280 <m2) 1890 <m2) (217)
After one takes into account that each factor of w? corresponds to a —d?/dt?,
the sequence of rational coefficients agree with those found in Eq. (I69). The
resulting series has radius of convergence w? = 4m?, which is determined
by a branch-point in the function II,, (w? m?). The discontinuity across the

branch cut for w? > 4m? gives the cross-section for particle-hole pair creation
via parametric resonance.

C Vacuum polarization and energy density

In Euclidean signature a time-independent effective-action density has a
physical interpretation as the vacuum-energy density. In Minkowski signa-
ture the action density becomes a Lagrangian density whose interpretation
in terms of energy is not so clear. It is interesting, therefore, to relate the
constant-field effective Lagrangian density Lr[E] in (200) to the vacuum
energy expressed as a function of the polarization.

Recall that in a Minkowski-signature action functional the coupling of the
gauge field to the current is given by [ A-J d%x. Therefore, if Sp = [ Lpdix
then the space component of the current is given by the functional derivative

J.(x,1) = % (218)

For spatially constant E
§Sp[E] = / e L0 [E)(—0,0A.(t)) = / Az LY [E|ESA,, (219)
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where the prime denotes a derivative with respect to E. The corresponding
current density is therefore

J=L(E)E. (220)

As the current is related to the vacuum polarization by J = P, Equation
(220) implies that the vacuum polarization is related to the action-density
LrlE] by PIE] = Lp[E].

The associated vacuum energy-density £ as function of P is found from
the work required for an external E field to adiabatically create the given
polarization density over a period of time 7. This work is

& = /JEdt
0

= / L) (E)EEdt

0

E
= / L7.(e)ede
0

E
= [l + el
= FELL[E] - Lg[E]. (221)
In the last line we assumed that that Lp is zero when F = 0. The result
([221) is a Legendre transformation, so &€ = EL} — L is naturally expressed

in terms of P = L%[E] as £[P]. We may then recover the electric field from
the derivative

d€ dE dLp
ap ~ oapl TETp
dFE dE dLr
=l T E T pam
dFE dFE
= SP+E- P
- E. (222)

These transformations are just a slightly disguised version of the standard
relation between the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian.

The stability of the vacuum requires that £[P] be a convex function of P
and this is property assured by the signs of the terms in (200]) and that the
Legendre transform of a convex function is convex.
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