arXiv:1611.09883v1 [hep-th] 23 Nov 2016

The quantum vacuum in electromagnetic fields: From the Heisenberg-Euler effective action to vacuum birefringence

Felix Karbstein^{1,2} 1Theoretisch-Physikalisches Institut, Abbe Center of Photonics, Friedrich-Schiller-Universität Jena, Max-Wien-Platz 1, D-07743 Jena, Germany 2Helmholtz Institut Jena, Fröbelstieg 3, D-07743 Jena, Germany

DOI: will be assigned

The focus of these lectures is on the quantum vacuum subjected to classical electromagnetic fields. To this end we explicitly derive the renowned Heisenberg-Euler effective action in constant electromagnetic fields in a rather pedagogical and easy to conceive way. As an application, we use it to study vacuum birefringence constituting one of the most promising optical signatures of quantum vacuum nonlinearity.

1 Introduction

These lecture notes are about the quantum vacuum in strong electromagnetic fields. They are intended to provide interested students having basic knowledge in quantum field theory with an introduction to this topic. To this end it is instructive to first recall the classical understanding of the vacuum: In a classical field theory context, the vacuum can be defined as “the absence of anything,” and can be considered as a kind of absolute ground state, not featuring any excitations, etc.

When adding classical electromagnetic fields to this vacuum, we arrive at the classical field theory of electrodynamics, which can be defined by the following Lagrangian density,

L_{ED} = − 1 4 F_{cl.μν} F^{μν}_{cl.} − j_μA^μ_{cl.} , (1)

where F^{μν}_{cl.} = ∂^μA^ν_{cl.} − ∂^ν A^μ_{cl.} is the field strength tensor, and j^μ a current sourcing the electromagnetic four-potential A^μ_{cl.}. In these lectures, we are only interested in the vacuum subjected to electromagnetic fields far away from any classical sources. Correspondingly, we set j_μ = 0.

The equations of motion for a Lagrangian L(A^μ, F^{μν} ) are given by the following Euler- Lagrange equations, ∂L ∂A_ν − 2∂_μ ∂L ∂F_{μν} = 0 , (2)

such that for L(A^μ, F^{μν} ) → L_{ED}(A^μ_{cl.}, F^{μν}_{cl.} )|_{j=0} we obtain the free Maxwell equations, ∂_μF^{μν}_{cl.} = 0. Obviously, these homogeneous linear differential equations have the feature that any combination F^{μν}_{cl.} = ∑ i F^{μν}_{cl.i} of solutions F^{μν}_{cl.i} = (∂^μg^ν_α − ∂^ν g^μ_α)A^α_{cl.i} is also a solution, which implies the superposition principle to hold for electromagnetic fields in the vacuum of classical electrodynamics.

In a next step we turn to the notion of the vacuum in a quantum field theory (QFT) context, also referred to as the quantum vacuum. The quantum vacuum is not empty, but rather permeated by fluctuations of the particle degrees of freedom of the theory under consideration (in quantum electrodynamics: electrons, positrons and photons) in so-called virtual processes. In contrast to real particles, virtual particles are typically not on the mass shell, i.e., do not fulfill the relativistic energy-momentum relation. These virtual processes can be excited by external influences, e.g., electromagnetic fields [1], or by imposing physical boundary conditions [2]. Aiming at unveiling the quantum nature of the vacuum in an experiment (Gedankenexperiment or actual experiment), the basic idea is to look for potential imprints of the fluctuating fields in the measured response.

In these lectures we limit ourselves to the vacuum of quantum electrodynamics (QED), defined by the following Lagrangian,

L_{QED} = − 1 4 F_{μν} F^{μν} + ψ̄(i /D − m)ψ , (3) with ψ̄ = ψ^†γ^0, /D = γ^μD_μ, D_μ = ∂_μ − ieA_μ and F^{μν} =^i_e [D^μ, D^ν ], where e is the electron charge. The latter term mediates the coupling of the four-component Dirac spinors ψ, describing spin-^1_2 fermions of mass m to the photon field A^μ. Note that ψ accounts for both electron and positrons degrees of freedom. The defining property of the Dirac gamma matrices γ^μ is {γ^μ, γ^ν } = −2g^{μν} 1, and our metric convention is g_{μν} = diag(−1, 1, 1, 1). We use the Heaviside- Lorentz System with c = ℏ = 1. A slightly different representation of Eq. (3) is

L_{QED} = − 1 4 F_{μν} F^{μν} + ψ̄(i/∂ − m)ψ + eA^μψ̄γ_μψ , (4)

where we split L_{QED} into three terms: The first one is the Maxwell term, describing the dynamics of free electromagnetic fields quantized in terms of photons. The second one represents freely propagating electrons and positrons. Finally, the third one accounts for the interaction between the fermions and the photons, whose coupling is parameterized by e.

In addition, we provide the graphical representation of these terms in the diagrammatic language of Feynman diagrams. From these building blocks all possible QED processes can be constructed, following the simple recipe that every diagram that can be constructed by assembling the above elementary building blocks can happen (if it is not vanishing due to symmetries, kinematic restrictions, etc.). Generically, this gives rise to loop diagrams. In fact, for any given physical process specified by fixing the external legs, characterizing the incident and outgoing real particles, there are infinitely many loop diagrams. As they do not involve any real particles (in QED: in- and outgoing photons, electrons and positrons) pure vacuum-type diagrams correspond to Feynman diagrams without external lines. Favorably for us, in the regime of validity of perturbative QED, loop diagrams are more and more suppressed with increasing loop order, as each additional loop results in a parametric suppression by a factor of α =^{e2}_{4π} .

2 Towards the Heisenberg-Euler effective Lagrangian

Let us now turn to QED in an external classical background field A^μ_{cl.} and for the moment completely ignore quantized dynamical photons. This ad hoc assumption can actually be justified by the fact that for the effect we are interested in here, the leading order contribution is insensitive to dynamical photons. Their presence only becomes important at higher loop order; cf. also below.

Hence, from now on we focus on the Lagrangian (3) with the replacement A_μ → A_{cl.μ}. The Lagrangian and Feynman rules for this theory are given by L = − 1 4 F_{cl.μν} F^{μν}_{cl.} + ψ̄(i/∂ − m)ψ + eA_{cl.μ}ψ̄γ^μψ , (5)

i.e., the only quantum degrees of freedom of this theory are electrons and positrons. In the Feynman rules, the external character of A_{cl.μ} is symbolized by the wiggly line ending at a cross.

Aiming at pure vacuum phenomena, we are only interested in effective interactions among electromagnetic fields, and do not consider situations with real electrons or positrons in the initial and final states. However, let us emphasize once more that within a quantum field theory we can never prevent the quantum fields constituting the theory under consideration to occur as internal, virtual states. In turn, it is immediately clear that all possible connected Feynman diagrams without external electron/positron lines which can be drawn for the theory defined by the Lagrangian (5) can be represented in terms of a single one-loop diagram,

with “dressed” fermion propagator . In order to evaluate this diagram explicitly, we turn to the partition function Z associated with Eq. (5),

Z[A^μ_{cl.}] = N ∫ Dψ̄ ∫ Dψ e^{iS} , (6)

where S = ∫ d^4x L is the corresponding action, and N denotes an overall normalization factor to be fixed below. As the action is bilinear in the Dirac field ψ, the functional integrations can be performed explicitly, providing us with an effective action S_{eff.}[A^μ_{cl.}], which only depends on A^μ_{cl.}. To this end, recall that ∫ Dψ̄ ∫ Dψ exp { i ∫ d^4x ψ̄Mψ } = det M. Introducing the classical Maxwell action S_{MW} = ∫ d^4x ( −^1_4 F_{cl.μν} F^{μν}_{cl.} ) and the definition D_{cl.μ} = ∂_μ − ieA_{cl.μ}, we obtain

Z[A^μ_{cl.}] = N e^{iSMW} det(i /D_{cl.} − m)

= N e^{i[SMW −i ln det(i /Dcl.−m)]}

=: e^{iSeff.[Aμcl.]} . (7)

It is convenient to demand that Z[A^μ_{cl.} = 0] = 1, or equivalently S_{eff.}[A^μ_{cl.} = 0] = 0, so that the effective action vanishes at zero field. In turn, we have N = det^{−1}(i/∂ − m), and the effective action can be expressed as

S_{eff.}[A^μ_{cl.}] = S_{MW}[A^μ_{cl.}] + S^1[A^μ_{cl.}] , (8)

where S^1[A^μ_{cl.}] = −i ln det(i /D_{cl.} − m) + i ln det(i/∂ − m) (9)

is the so-called one-loop effective action. Accounting for the fluctuations of dynamical photons, of course also additional diagrams mediating effective interactions among classical electromagnetic fields arise. As these diagrams have at least one internal photon line, they are of higherloop order and thus suppressed by additional powers of α as compared to the one-loop result.

In even space-time dimensions we can define a matrix γ_5 (γ_5 = iγ^0γ^1γ^2γ^3) which fulfills {γ^μ, γ_5} = 0 and (γ_5)^2 = 1. Therewith, det(i /D_{cl.} − m) = det[(i /D_{cl.} − m)γ^2_5 ] = det[γ_5(−i /D_{cl.} − m)γ_5] = det(−i /D_{cl.} − m), such that we can write

S^1[A^μ_{cl.}] = − i 2 ln det( /D^2_{cl.} + m^2) + i 2 ln det(/∂^2 + m^2) . (10)

Moreover, note that

/D^2_{cl.} = D_{cl.μ}D_{cl.ν} γ^μγ^ν = D_{cl.μ}D_{cl.ν}^1_2 ( {γ^μ, γ^ν } + [γ^μ, γ^ν ] ) = −D^2_{cl.} −^e_2 σ^{μν} F_{cl.μν} , (11)

where we employed {γ^μ, γ^ν } = −2g^{μν} 1, F^{μν}_{cl.} =^i_e [D^μ_{cl.}, D^ν_{cl.}] (cf. above) and the definition σ^{μν} ≡^i_2 [γ^μ, γ^ν ], fulfilling^1_2 {σ^{μν} , σ^{αβ} } = g^{μα}g^{νβ} − g^{μβ} g^{να} + iγ_5ϵ^{μναβ} [3, 4]. Hence, with ln det M = Tr ln M, we have

S^1[A^μ_{cl.}] = − i 2 Tr ln(−D^2_{cl.} + m^2 −^e_2 σ^{μν} F_{cl.μν} ) + i 2 Tr ln(−∂^2 + m^2) . (12)

The trace Tr{. . .} = tr_γ tr_x{. . .} is over both spinor indices and coordinate space; we denote the trace over spinor indices by tr_γ {. . .} and the trace over coordinate space by tr_x{. . .}. In the next step we employ the proper time representation of the logarithm [3],

− ln M + ln M_0 = lim_{Λ→∞} ∫_∞ −i/Λ^2 dT T ( e^{−iMT} − e^{−iM0 T} ) , (13)

valid for ℑ{M, M_0} < 0. Here, Λ (of dimension mass) is a regulator for potentially occurring ultraviolet (UV) divergences. The precise form of the integral’s lower bound is chosen such that if in addition ℜ{M, M_0} > 0 we can use a contour rotation iT → T to write − ln M + ln M_0 = lim_{Λ→∞} ∫_∞ 1/Λ^2 dT T ( e^{−MT} − e^{−M0T} ) . In turn, we obtain the following proper time representation of the one-loop effective action,

S^1[A^μ_{cl.}] = i 2 ∫_∞ −i/Λ^2 dT T e^{−im2T} { Tr e^{i(D2cl.+ e2 σμν Fcl.μν )T} − Tr e^{i∂2 T} } , (14) where lim_{Λ→∞} is implicitly understood, and to be taken at the very end of the calculation. Let us emphasize that this expression is still valid for arbitrary fields A^μ_{cl.}(x). It, or at least the integrand of the proper time integral, i.e., Tr{. . .}, can be evaluated analytically for several special cases:

• A parameter integral representation of S^1 is known for constant electromagnetic fields, F^{μν}_{cl.} = const., of arbitrary relative orientation of ⃗E and ⃗B [1, 3]; cf. also the explicit derivation presented below. For completeness, note that for this case also the two-loop effective action is known explicitly in terms of a parameter integral representation [5].

• For plane wave null fields A^μ_{cl.}(x) ∼ cos(κ^μx_μ), with κ^2 = 0, ⃗E ⊥ ⃗B and | ⃗E| = | ⃗B|, the effective action vanishes identically, i.e., S^1 = 0 [3].

• Parameter integral representations of S^1 are also known for specific one-dimensional field inhomogeneities, namely E(t) ∼ cosh^{−2}(t/τ) and B(x) ∼ cosh^{−2}(x/λ), with reference scales τ and λ, respectively [6].

To perform the traces in Eq. (14) for a given field configuration A^μ_{cl.}(x), we need the eigenvalues of the exponentiated differential operators D^2_{cl.} +^e_2 σ^{μν} F_{cl.μν} and ∂^2.

Subsequently, we stick to a constant electromagnetic fields and evaluate S^1 explicitly for this case. For F^{μν}_{cl.} = const., the expressions D^2_{cl.} and^e_2 σ^{μν} F_{cl.μν} in the argument of the first exponential in Eq. (14) of course commute, such that Tr e^{i(D2cl.+ e2 σμν Fcl.μν )T} = Tr e^{i e2 σμν Fcl.μν T} e^{iD2cl.T} . It can moreover be shown that in this case the entire background field dependence can be expressed in terms of the Lorentz and gauge invariant quantities F =^1_4 F_{cl.μν} F^{μν}_{cl.} =^1_2 ( ⃗B^2 − ⃗E^2) and G =^1_4 F_{cl.μν}^∗F^{μν}_{cl.} = − ⃗B · ⃗E, with dual field strength tensor^∗F^{μν} =^1_2 ϵ^{μναβ} F_{αβ} ; note that in our metric convention we have F_{cl.0i} = −E_i and F_{cl.ij} = ϵ_{ijk} B_k. The reason for this is as follows: Due to translational invariance in constant fields the effective action as well as the corresponding Lagrangian cannot explicitly depend on any space-time coordinate x^μ and derivative ∂_μ. Gauge invariance demands the field dependence to be entirely via F^{μν}_{cl.} . The fact that the effective Lagrangian is a scalar quantity and Lorentz invariance demand all Minkowski indices to be fully contracted. Finally, all Lorentz-contracted monomials of the field strength tensor are reducible to F and G by means of the following identities [4]

F^{μα}_{cl.} F^ν_{cl.α} −^∗F^{μα}_{cl.}^∗F^ν_{cl.α} = 2Fg^{μν} , F^{μα}_{cl.}^∗F^ν_{cl.α} =^∗F^{μα}_{cl.} F^ν_{cl.α} = Gg^{μν} . (15)

More precisely, as S_{eff.} is a scalar quantity and G transforms as a pseudoscalar under Lorentz transformations, we actually have S_{eff.}(F, G^2).

The trace over spinor indices is most conveniently performed by noting that (^1_2 σ^{μν} F_{cl.μν} )^2 = 1 8 {σ^{μν} , σ^{αβ} }F_{cl.μν} F_{cl.αβ} = 2(F + iγ_5G) and the fact that the eigenvalues of γ_5 are doubly degenerate and given by ±1 [3]. The latter property follows straightforwardly from (γ_5)^2 = 1 and tr_γ γ_5 = 0. In turn, the eigenvalues of (^1_2 σ^{μν} F_{cl.μν} )^2 are also doubly degenerate and read 2(F ± iG). Taking into account that σ^{μν} is traceless, it is then obvious that the four eigenvalues of^1_2 σ^{μν} F_{cl.μν} are given by ± √ 2(F ± iG), and correspondingly

tr_γ e^{i e2 σμν Fcl.μν T} = 2 Re ∑ s=±1 e^{−ise} √_{2(F+iG) T} . (16)

Therewith, S^1 can be expressed as

S^1(F, G^2) = i 2 ∫_∞ −i/Λ^2 dT T e^{−im2T} { tr_x e^{iD2cl.T} 2 Re ∑ s=±1 e^{−ise} √_{2(F+iG) T} − 4 tr_x e^{i∂2T} } . (17)

To determine S^1 for generic constant electromagnetic fields explicitly, we make use of the following “trick”: We perform the calculation for the special case of ⃗E ‖ ⃗B, for which both F and G are nonzero and later express the result in terms of F and G. For the sake of definiteness we moreover assume B > E, such that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the quantities E, B and F, G. More specifically, we have E ↔ a := (√ F^2 + G^2 − F )_{1/2} and B ↔ b := (√ F^2 + G^2 + F )_{1/2} . (18)

By means of Eq. (18), our result for S^1 written in terms of E and B can then be straightforwardly generalized to arbitrary oriented constant electric and magnetic fields of arbitrary strength.

Let us now turn to the explicit calculation. Without loss of generality we choose A^μ_{cl.}(x) = (0, 0, Bx, −Et), so that we have ⃗B = B⃗e_z, ⃗E = E⃗e_z and D^2_{cl.} = ∂^2_x + (∂_y − ieBx)^2 − ∂^2_t + (∂_z + ieEt)^2. The second trace in Eq. (17) can be evaluated straightforwardly in momentum space as ∂_μ = ip̂_μ, with momentum operator p̂_μ fulfilling p̂_μ|p_μ⟩ = p_μ|p_μ⟩ (no summation over repeated indices). Note that ⟨p^′|p⟩ = (2π)^4δ^{(4)}(p^′ − p) and ⟨x^′|x⟩ = δ^{(4)}(x^′ − x). With |p⟩ ≡ |p_0⟩|p_1⟩|p_2⟩|p_3⟩ we obtain tr_x e^{i∂2T} = ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 ⟨p|e^{i∂2T} |p⟩ = L^4 ∫ d^4p (2π)^4 e^{−ip2T} = −i

L^4 16π^2 1 T^2

, (19)

where we employed the identity ⟨p_μ|p_μ⟩ = L (no summation over repeated indices), with spacetime extension L. To perform the first trace in Eq. (17), we employ a mixed momentum and position space representation, i.e., tr_x{. . .} = ∫ dt ∫ dx ∫_{dpy} 2π ∫_{dpz} 2π ⟨t|⟨x|⟨p_y|⟨p_z| . . . |p_z⟩|p_y⟩|x⟩|t⟩. In turn, we have

tr_x e^{iD2cl.T} = L ∫ dp_z 2π ∫ dt ⟨t|e^{ieE[ 1eE (−i∂t )2−eE(t+ pzeE )2 ]T} |t⟩ × L ∫ dp_y 2π ∫ dx ⟨x| e^{−ieB[ 1eB (−i∂x)2+eB(x− pyeB )2 ]T} |x⟩ , (20) and after shifting and rescaling t → t̃ = √ eE(t +^{pz}_{eE} ) and x → x̃ = √ eB(x −^{py}_{eB} ),

tr_x e^{iD2cl.T} = LP_z 2π ∫ dt̃ ⟨t̃|e^{i2eE[ 12 (−i∂t̃ )2+ 12 i2t̃2 ]T} |t̃⟩ × LP_y 2π ∫ dx̃ ⟨x̃| e^{−i2eB[ 12 (−i∂x̃)2+ 12 x̃2 ]T} |x̃⟩ , (21)

where we employed ∫ dp_i = lim_{Pi→∞} P_i, and the limit lim_{Pi →∞} is implicitly understood.

It is now helpful to note that the expressions in the squared brackets in Eq. (21) amount to the (position space) Hamilton operator of a quantum harmonic oscillator in one dimensions, Ĥ =^1_{2m} p̂2_x +^1_2 mω2x̂2, whose eigenvalues are given by E_n = ω(n +^1_2 ), with n ∈ N_0. For the expression in the lower line of Eq. (21) we have ω = 1. The expression in the upper line of Eq. (21) is to be understood as harmonic oscillator with its frequency analytically continued to ω = i. This becomes obvious from the fact that as a direct consequence of S^1 = S^1(F, G^2), the results for the effective action in a purely magnetic field and a purely electric field are related by an analytical continuation from B ↔ −iE [7] (cf. also below). Note that seemingly the choice of ω = −i would be equally justified. However, only ω = i results in a convergent result, and thus is compatible with the limit of eE → 0 in the first line of Eq. (23) below. Correspondingly, we have tr_x e^{iD2cl.T} = LP_z 2π ∞∑ n^′=0 ρ^′(n^′) e^{−eE(2n′+1)T} LP_y 2π ∞∑ n=0 ρ(n) e^{−ieB(2n+1)T} , (22)

where ρ^′(n^′) and ρ(n) denote the densities of states of the discrete eigenvalues. They can be determined by considering the limits of eE → 0 and eB → 0, respectively, lim eE→0 LP_z 2π ∞∑ n^′=0

ρ^′(n^′) e^{−eE(2n′ +1)T} = L^2 ∫ dp_z 2π ∫ dp_t 2π e^{−(p2z +p2t )T} ,

lim eB→0 LP_y 2π ∞∑ n=0 ρ(n) e^{−ieB(2n+1)T} = L^2 ∫ dp_x 2π ∫ dp_y 2π e^{−i(p2x+p2y )T} . (23)

where we made use of the identity

∫_{dpz} 2π ∫_{dpt} 2π e^{−i(p2z −p2t )T} =

∫_{dpz} 2π ∫_{dpt} 2π e^{−(p2z +p2t )T} . The latter line can be expressed as lim eB→0 ∞∑ n=0 Δp^2_⊥ ρ(n) 2eB e^{−inΔp2⊥T} = L P_y 1 2 ∫_∞ 0 dp^2_⊥e^{−ip2⊥T} , (24)

where we defined p^2_⊥ ≡ p^2_x +p^2_y and Δp^2_⊥ = 2eB. Herefrom we infer ρ(n) = eB^L_{Py} . An analogous manipulation of the expression in the first line yields ρ^′(n^′) = eE^L_{Pz} . In turn, Eq. (22) becomes

tr_x e^{iD2cl.T} =

L^4 4π^2 ∞∑ n^′=0 eE e^{−eE(2n′ +1)T} ∞∑ n=0 eB e^{−ieB(2n+1)T} = −i

L^4 16π^2 1 T^2 (eET )(eBT ) sinh(eET ) sin(eBT )

. (25)

This expression is clearly invariant under the transformation B ↔ −iE. Noting that 2(F +iG) = (B − iE)^2, it is moreover obvious that Eq. (16) can be written as

tr_γ e^{i e2 σμν Fcl.μν T} = 2 Re ∑ s=±1 e^{−ise(B−iE)T} = 4 cosh(eET ) cos(eBT ) . (26)

Putting everything together, we finally obtain

S^1(F, G^2) =

L^4 8π^2 ∫_∞ −i/Λ^2 dT T^3 e^{−im2T} { (eaT )(ebT ) tanh(eaT ) tan(ebT ) − 1 }

= − L^4 8π^2 ∫_∞ 1/Λ^2 dT T^3 e^{−m2T} { (eaT )(ebT ) tan(eaT ) tanh(ebT ) − 1 } . (27)

where we employed a contour rotation iT → T in the last step. Equation (27) provides us with a compact expression of the unrenormalized on-loop effective action in constant electromagnetic fields. The corresponding Lagrangian density is L^1(F, G^2) = S^1(F, G^2)/L^4. Note that (eaT )(ebT ) tan(eaT ) tanh(ebT )

− 1 = 2 3 F(eT )^2 − ( 4 45 F^2 + 7 45 G^2 ) (eT )^4 + O(T^6) , (28)

which implies that Eq. (27) contains a log-type divergence for Λ → ∞ in the term ∼ F. All other contributions are finite in this limit. However, let us emphasize once again that so far we worked with unrenomalized fields and not at all bothered about renormalization.

In a next step we want go over to renormalized quantities. To this end we isolate this term. Upon its subtraction, the expression in Eq. (27) is finite for Λ → ∞ and we can explicitly take the limit and set the lower integration bound to zero. This results in

L^1(F, G^2) = − F α 3π ∫_∞ 1/Λ^2 dT T e^{−m2 T} − 1 8π^2 ∫_∞ 1/Λ^2 dT T^3 e^{−m2T} { (eaT )(ebT ) tan(eaT ) tanh(ebT ) − 2 3 (eT )^2F − 1 } , (29)

with α =^{e2}_{4π} and ∫_∞ 1/Λ^2 dT T e^{−m2T} = ln(^{Λ2}_{m2} ) − γ_E + O(^{m2}_{Λ2} ), where γ_E denotes the Euler- Mascheroni constant. Together with the Maxwell term L_{MW} = −F the effective Lagrangian can be expressed as

L_{eff.}(F, G^2) = − F { 1 + α 3π [ ln ( Λ2

m^2 ) − γ_E ]}

− 1 8π^2 ∫_∞ 0 dT T^3 e^{−m2T} { (eaT )(ebT ) tan(eaT ) tanh(ebT ) − 2 3 (eT )^2F − 1 } . (30)

Let us now impose the renormalization condition that the term ∼ F in Eq. (30) matches the physical (measured) Maxwell term. For this purpose we introduce a wave function renormalization factor Z^{−1} ≡ 1 + α 3π [ ln ( Λ2

m^2 ) − γ_E ] , (31)

and define the renormalized field strength tensor by F^{μν}_{cl.,R} = Z^{−1/2}F^{μν}_{cl.} , such that the renormalized four-potential is given by A^μ_{cl.,R} = Z^{−1/2}A^μ_{cl.}. For the interaction vertex in the Lagrangian (5) this rescaling implies eA^μ_{cl.}ψ̄γ_μψ → Z^{1/2}eA^μ_{cl.,R}ψ̄γ_μψ. Demanding it to be given by e_RA^μ_{cl.,R}ψ̄γ_μψ, i.e., to match the physical interaction, we infer e_R = Z^{1/2}e. Correspondingly, we have

F^{μν}_R = Z^{−1/2}F^{μν} = F^{μν}_R (m) , e_R = Z^{1/2}e = e_R(m) , (32)

but e_RF^{μν}_R = eF^{μν} independent of the renormalization scale μ = m. Note that the choice of μ = m is conventionally referred to as “on-shell” renormalization. For this choice we have

e^2_R (m)

4π = α_R(m) ≃^1_{137} . In turn, the (on-shell) renormalized effective Lagrangian reads

L^R_{eff.}(F_R, G^2_R) = − F_R − 1 8π^2 ∫_∞ 0 dT T^3 e^{−m2T} { (e_Ra_RT )(e_Rb_RT ) tan(e_Ra_RT ) tanh(e_Rb_RT ) − 2 3 (e_RT )^2F_R − 1 } . (33)

The expression in Eq. (33) amounts to the renowned Heisenberg-Euler effective Lagrangian [1, 3] first derived by Werner Heisenberg and Hans Euler and published eighty years ago in 1936 [1]. The analogous result for scalar QED can be obtained along the same lines and was first derived by Victor Weisskopf [8] and also published in 1936; see [9] for a review. All our subsequent considerations will be based upon Eq. (33), i.e., we will exclusively work with renormalized quantities. However, in order to keep notations compact we will suppress the label “R” in the following.

Let us emphasize once again that the one-loop effective Lagrangian (33) accounts for all orders in F and G^2, and thus is fully nonperturbative in the combined parameter eF^{μν}_{cl.} . Due to “Furry’s theorem” [10] (charge conjugation invariance of QED), the effective Lagrangian is moreover even in the elementary charge e, and in turn even in eF^{μν}_{cl.} . To lowest order in a perturbative expansion of Eq. (33) – counting O(F) = O(G) = O(F^2) – we obtain [cf. Eq. (28)]

L_{eff.}(F, G^2) = −F + 1 8π^2 ∫_∞ 0 dT T^3 e^{−m2T} [ 4 45 F(eT )^4 + 7 45 G^2(eT )^4 + O ( (eF T )^6 ) ]

= −F + 8 45 α^2 m^4

=:c_1

F^2 + 14 45 α^2 m^4

=:c_2

G^2 + m^4O ((_{αF 2} m^4

)_3)

. (34)

The expression c_1F^2 + c_2G^2 ∼ F^4 obviously corresponds to the first loop diagram exhibiting four couplings to the electromagnetic field. For completeness, note that by means of an expansion of the integrand of the proper time integral the explicit expression of any perturbative one-loop interaction among constant electromagnetic fields can be obtained; cf. also [9].

Even though the above results are strictly speaking only valid for constant electromagnetic fields, they can also be adopted for slowly varying fields: Vacuum fluctuations of virtual electrons and positrons typically probe distances of the order of the (reduced) Compton wavelength of the electron λ̄_c =^1_m ≈ 3.9 · 10^{−13}m; the associated time scale is the Compton time τ_c ≈ 1.3 · 10^{−21}s. In turn, λ̄_c provides us with a natural reference scale to classify spatial variations. Consider now a derivative expansion around the constant field result. As the derivatives are rendered dimensionless by λ̄_c, terms involving n ∈ N_0 derivatives scale as (λ̄_c∂_x)^n ∼ (^ω_m )^n, where ω is the typical momentum scale of variation of the field configuration under consideration. Hence, for slowly varying fields, characterized by^ω_m ≪ 1, all derivative terms can be neglected and we can employ the substitution F^{μν} → F^{μν} (x) in the constant field result for L_{eff.} in Eqs. (33) and (34). This substitution amounts to a locally constant field approximation (LCFA).

Let us emphasize that in fact most of the field configurations attainable in the laboratory vary on scales much larger than λ̄_c and thus fall into this category. Correspondingly, the LCFA allows for reliable analytical insights into a variety of experimental relevant field configurations, without having to determine the effective action in the dedicated inhomogeneous electromagnetic field profile.

3 Vacuum birefringence as an optical signature of quantum vacuum nonlinearity

In the following, we adopt the LCFA and study light propagation in the quantum vacuum subjected to classical electromagnetic fields. As L_{eff.} = L_{eff.}(F^{μν}_{cl.} ) = −F + L^1(F, G^2), the equations of motion (2) for the electromagnetic field in the quantum vacuum are given by ∂_μ L_{eff.} ∂F_{cl.μν} = 0 ↔ ∂_μ ( F^{μν}_{cl.} − ∂L^1 ∂F F^{μν}_{cl.} − ∂L^1 ∂G ∗F^{μν}_{cl.} ) = 0 . (35)

Equation (35) constitutes the “true” quantum Maxwell equations (at one-loop order) amounting to the true equations of motion governing the dynamics of classical electromagnetic field in the quantum vacuum far away from any classical sources. Note that these equations are no longer linear in F^{μν}_{cl.} and thus – at least in principle – violate the superposition principle of classical electrodynamics; cf. below Eq. (2) above. Due to the fact that these nonlinearities are suppressed parametrically by powers of^{eE}_{m2} =^{E[V/m]}_{1.3·1018} and^{eB}_{m2} =^{B[T]}_{4·109} , and all the macroscopic electromagnetic fields available in the laboratory clearly fulfill {^{eE}_{m2} ,^{eB}_{m2} } ≪ 1, these nonlinearities are typically extremely tiny, preserving the applicability of the Maxwell’s classical equations for essentially all practical purposes. As will be shown explicitly below they can give rise to striking consequences for photon propagation in electromagnetic fields. From Eq. (34) we infer ∂L^1 ∂F = 2c_1F [ 1 + O ( (^{eF}_{m2} )^2 )] and^{∂L1}_{∂G} = 2c_2G [ 1 + O ( (^{eF}_{m2} )^2 )] , such that to cubic order in the field strength we have ∂_μ [ (1 − 2c_1F)F^{μν}_{cl.} − 2c_2G^∗F^{μν}_{cl.} ] = 0 . (36)

A generic field strength tensor F^{μν} fulfills the Bianchi identity ∂^αF^{βγ} + ∂^βF^{γα} + ∂^γ F^{αβ} = 0 ↔ ∂_μ^∗F^{μν} = 0. With its help Eq. (36) can be written as ∂_μ [ (1 − 2c_1F)F^{μν}_{cl.} ] − 2c_2 ( ∂_μG )_∗ F^{μν}_{cl.} = 0 . (37)

In a next step we decompose the field strength tensor as F^{μν}_{cl.} → F^{μν}_{cl.} + f^{μν} (x) into a constant background field F^{μν}_{cl.} and a probe photon field f^{μν} (x), and linearize the equations of motion (36) in f^{μν} [4, 11], i.e., neglect self-interactions of the probe photon field. Note that under the above decomposition we have F → F + 1 2 F_{cl.μν} f^{μν} (x) + O(f^2) , G → G + 1 2 ∗F_{cl.μν} f^{μν} (x) + O(f^2) . (38)

Correspondingly, we obtain the following linearized equations of motion ( 1 − 2c_1F ) ∂_μf^{μν} (x) − c_1F_{cl.αβ} F^{μν}_{cl.} ∂_μf^{αβ} (x) − c_2^∗F_{cl.αβ}^∗F^{μν}_{cl.} ∂_μf^{αβ} (x) = 0 . (39)

In order to solve them, we first go to momentum space, i.e., a^μ(x) =

∫_d4_k

(2π)^4 e ikxa^μ(k) ↔ f^{μν} (x) = i

∫_d4_k

(2π)^4 e

ikx[k^μa^ν (k)−k^ν a^μ(k)], and work in Lorenz gauge, ∂_μa^μ(x) = 0 ↔ k_μa^μ(k) = 0. In momentum space the equations of motion can be cast into the following form, ( 1 − 2c_1F ) k^2a^ν (k) − 2c_1F_{cl.αβ} F^{μν}_{cl.} k_μk^αa^β (k) − 2c_2^∗F_{cl.αβ}^∗F^{μν}_{cl.} k_μk^αa^β(k) = 0 . (40)

Let us now search for nontrivial solutions of this equation. Our strategy is to use the following ansätze

a^μ_1 (k) ∼ F^{μν}_{cl.} k_ν ≡ (F_{cl.}k)^μ = (⃗k · ⃗E, ⃗k × ⃗B + ω ⃗E) ,

a^μ_2 (k) ∼^∗F^{μν}_{cl.} k_ν ≡ (^∗F_{cl.}k)^μ = (⃗k · ⃗B, −⃗k × ⃗E + ω ⃗B) , (41)

with k^μ = (ω, ⃗k) and the contraction identities (15). These ansätze obviously fulfill k_μa^μ_i (k) = 0, i.e., are compatible with the Lorenz gauge condition. Also note that (F_{cl.}k)^2 = ω^2 ⃗E^2 + ⃗k^2 ⃗B^2 − (⃗k · ⃗E)^2 − (⃗k · ⃗B)^2 + 2ω(⃗k × ⃗B) · ⃗E. From Eq. (40) it is obvious that the dispersion relations for the a^μ_i (k) are of the form k^2 = 0 + α O ( (^{eF}_{m2} )^2 ) . Let us have a closer look on the physical meaning of the above ansätze. Our main focus is on their polarizations, defined by the directions of the associated electric field vectors. With the classical free Maxwell equations in the vacuum, ∂_μF^{μν}_{cl.} = 0, we obtain

position space: { ⃗e_i(x) = −⃗∇a^0_i (x) − ∂_t⃗a_i(x) ⃗b_i(x) = ⃗∇ × ⃗a_i(x) , → momentum space: { ⃗e_i(k) ∼ −⃗ka^0_i (k) + ω⃗a_i(k) ⃗b_i(k) ∼ ⃗k × ⃗a_i(k) . (42) The use of the classical Maxwell equations neglecting quantum corrections is justified here, as the quantum corrections only give rise to subleading corrections. The electric ⃗e_i and magnetic ⃗b_i fields associated with the a^μ_i (k) in Eq. (41) read

a^μ_1 (k) : { ⃗e_1 ∼ −⃗k(⃗k · ⃗E) + ω(⃗k × ⃗B) + ω^2 ⃗E ⃗b_1 ∼ ω(⃗k × ⃗E) − ⃗k2 ⃗B + ⃗k(⃗k · ⃗B) , (43) a^μ_2 (k) : { ⃗e_2 ∼ −⃗k(⃗k · ⃗B) − ω(⃗k × ⃗E) + ω^2 ⃗B ⃗b_2 ∼ ω(⃗k × ⃗B) + ⃗k2 ⃗E − ⃗k(⃗k · ⃗E) . (44) Note that ⃗k ·⃗e_1 ∼ ⃗k ·⃗e_2 ∼ Gk^2 and ⃗e_1 ·⃗e_2 ∼ k^2 [ (⃗k · ⃗E)(⃗k · ⃗B) + ω^2G ] . This implies that for probe photons propagating on the light cone, i.e., fulfilling k^2 = 0, the a^μ_i (k) span the two transverse photon polarization modes. More specifically, they correspond to the two orthogonal linear polarization modes ∼ ⃗e_i in a particular basis set by the background field configuration and the photons’ wave vector. Of course, for the case of k^2 = 0 + α O ( (^{eF}_{m2} )^2 ) this is still well-justified.

With the shorthand notations introduced in Eq. (41), we can express Eq. (40) as ( 1 − 2c_1F ) k^2a^ν (k) + 2c_1(F_{cl.}k)^ν k^αF_{cl.αβ} a^β (k) + 2c_2(^∗F_{cl.}k)^ν k^{α∗}F_{cl.αβ} a^β (k) = 0 . (45)

In a next step we plug the above ansätze into this equation. After some rearrangements and using the contraction identities (15), the respective equations become

a^μ_1 (k) : [( 1 − 2c_1F ) k^2 − 2c_1(F_{cl.}k)^2 ] (F_{cl.}k)^ν + 2c_2Gk^2(^∗F_{cl.}k)^ν = 0 ,

a^μ_2 (k) : [( 1 − 2c_1F + 2c_2F ) k^2 − 2c_2(F_{cl.}k)^2 ] (^∗F_{cl.}k)^ν − 2c_1Gk^2(F_{cl.}k)^ν = 0 . (46)

These equations can be solved with the ansatz k^2 = 0 + Δ, where Δ = α O ( (^{eF}_{m2} )^2 ) (cf. also above). Note that this solution procedure can systematically (recursively) be extended to higher orders. We denote the solution of the equation for a^μ_i (k) by Δ_i. In fact, it is very easy to see that Δ_i = 2c_i(F_{cl.}k)^2 + α O ( (^{eF}_{m2} )^4 ) . (47)

Hence, the dispersion relations for the modes a^μ_i (k) are given by

k^2 = 2c_i(F_{cl.}k)^2 + α O ( (^{eF}_{m2} )^4 ) ↔ ω ( |⃗k| ) = |⃗k| [ 1 − c_i(F_{cl.}k)^2/⃗k^2 ] + α O ( (^{eF}_{m2} )^4 ) . (48)

Taking into account (F_{cl.}k)^2 = (F_{cl.}k)^2 | k^2 =0 + (eF ) 2 O ( (^{eF}_{m2} )^4 ) , with (F_{cl.}k)^2 | k^2 =0 = ( ⃗k × ⃗E)2 + (⃗k × ⃗B)^2 − 2|⃗k| ⃗k · ( ⃗E × ⃗B) (cf. above), the dispersion relations (48) can finally be written as ω ( |⃗k| ) = |⃗k| { 1 − c_i [ E^2 sin^2 ∢(⃗k, ⃗E) + B^2 sin^2 ∢(⃗k, ⃗B) − 2EB ^⃗k · ^⃗s ]} + α O ( (^{eF}_{m2} )^4 ) , (49)

with ^⃗k = ⃗k/|⃗k|, E = | ⃗E|, B = | ⃗B|, and unit Poynting vector ^⃗s =^{⃗E× ⃗B}_{EB} .

In turn, the probe photons’ group and phase velocities derived from Eq. (49) agree with each other, i.e., v_{gr,i} =^{dω}_{d|⃗k|} = v_{ph,i} =^ω_{|⃗k|} =: v_i, and are given by { v_1 v_2 } = 1 − α π 1 90 { 7 4 }[( eE m^2

)_2

sin^2 ∢(⃗k, ⃗E) + ( eB m^2

)_2

sin^2 ∢(⃗k, ⃗B) − 2 eE m^2 eB m^2 ^⃗k · ^⃗s ] , (50)

where the neglected higher order corrections are ∼ α O ( (^{eF}_{m2} )^4 ) . The first (second) line is the result for probe photons polarized in mode a^μ_1 (a^μ_2 ). The associated indices of refraction are given by n_i = 1/v_i. Up to corrections ∼ α O ( (^{eF}_{m2} )^4 ) , their explicit expressions are { n_1 n_2 } = 1 + α π 1 90 { 7 4 }[( eE m^2

)_2

sin^2 ∢(⃗k, ⃗E) + ( eB m^2

)_2

sin^2 ∢(⃗k, ⃗B) − 2 eE m^2 eB m^2 ^⃗k · ^⃗s ] . (51)

Correspondingly, in generic electromagnetic background fields (for which the expression in the square brackets does not vanish) the two orthogonal probe photon polarization modes a^μ_1 and a^μ_2 propagate with different velocities v_i ≤ 1, or equivalently, experience different indices of refraction, implying that the quantum vacuum subjected to electromagnetic fields acts like a birefringent medium [12, 13].

Shining linearly polarized light with overlap to both polarization modes through an electromagnetic field, due to the birefringence effect an ellipticity signal is induced. The ellipticity signal is typically specified by an angle ΔΦ = 2π^L_λ Δn characterizing the phase shift between the two polarization components, with Δn = n_1 −n_2. Here λ is wavelength of the probe photons and L denotes their optical path length in the electromagnetic field.

As essentially all electromagnetic fields available in the laboratory fulfill {^{eE}_{m2} ,^{eB}_{m2} } ≪ 1 (cf. above), the vacuum birefringence signal is extremely tiny, making its experimental detection very challenging. It is so far searched for in experiments using macroscopic magnetic fields of several Tesla and high-finesse cavities to increase the optical path length of the probe photons in the magnetic field [14–16].

An alternative proposal to verify vacuum birefringence with the aid of high-intensity lasers in an all-optical experimental setup has been put forward by [17, 18], envisioning the combination of an optical high-intensity laser as pump and a linearly polarized x-ray pulse as probe; cf. also [19, 20]. Resorting to the locally constant field approximation on the level of the effective Lagrangian (33), recently we have reanalyzed this vacuum birefringence scenario [21, 22], rephrasing the phenomenon in terms of a vacuum emission process [23].

4 Conclusions

In these lectures we focused on the quantum vacuum subjected to classical electromagnetic fields. To this end we explicitly derived the renowned Heisenberg-Euler effective action in constant electromagnetic fields. As an application, we demonstrated how the experimental signature of vacuum birefringence can be obtained from this effective action. Let us finally emphasize that the Heisenberg-Euler effective action of course also gives rise to many other signatures of quantum vacuum nonlinearity; for reviews, see [4, 24–31].

Acknowledgements: I would like to thank the organizers of the Helmholtz International Summer School (HISS) - Dubna International Advanced School of Theoretical Physics (DIAS- TH) “Quantum Field Theory at the Limits: from Strong Fields to Heavy Quarks” for organizing a very nice and pleasant summer school in Dubna. Moreover, I am indebted to Елена Мосман for various stimulating discussions and to Holger Gies for many stimulating discussions as well as helpful comments on this manuscript.

References

[1] W. Heisenberg and H. Euler, Z. Phys. 98, 714 (1936), an English translation is available at [physics/0605038].

[2] H.B.G. Casimir, Kon. Ned. Akad. Wetensch. Proc. 51, 793 (1948).

[3] J. S. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 82, 664 (1951).

[4] W. Dittrich and H. Gies, Springer Tracts Mod. Phys. 166, 1 (2000).

[5] V. I. Ritus, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 69, 1517 (1975) [Sov. Phys. JETP 42, 774 (1975)]; Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz.

73, 807 (1977) [Sov. Phys. JETP 46, 423 (1977)].

[6] D. Cangemi, E. D’Hoker and G. V. Dunne, Phys. Rev. D 52, 3163 (1995) [hep-th/9506085]; G. V. Dunne and T. M. Hall, Phys. Lett. B 419, 322 (1998) [hep-th/9710062]; G. V. Dunne and T. Hall, Phys. Rev. D 58, 105022 (1998) [hep-th/9807031].

[7] U. D. Jentschura, H. Gies, S. R. Valluri, D. R. Lamm and E. J. Weniger, Can. J. Phys. 80, 267 (2002) [hep-th/0107135].

[8] V. Weisskopf, Kong. Dans. Vid. Selsk., Mat.-fys. Medd. XIV, 6 (1936).

[9] G. V. Dunne, In *Shifman, M. (ed.) et al.: From fields to strings, vol. 1* 445-522 [hep-th/0406216].

[10] W. H. Furry, Phys. Rev. 52, 569 (1937).

[11] Z. Bialynicka-Birula and I. Bialynicki-Birula, Phys. Rev. D 2, 2341 (1970).

[12] J. S. Toll, Ph.D. thesis, Princeton Univ., 1952 (unpublished).

[13] R. Baier and P. Breitenlohner, Act. Phys. Austriaca 25, 212 (1967); Nuov. Cim. B 47 117 (1967).

[14] G. Cantatore [PVLAS Collaboration], Lect. Notes Phys. 741, 157 (2008); E. Zavattini et al. [PVLAS Collaboration], Phys. Rev. D 77, 032006 (2008); F. Della Valle et al., New J. Phys. 15 053026 (2013).

[15] P. Berceau, R. Battesti, M. Fouche and C. Rizzo, Can. J. Phys. 89, 153 (2011); P. Berceau, M. Fouche, R. Battesti and C. Rizzo, Phys. Rev. A, 85, 013837 (2012); A. Cadene, P. Berceau, M. Fouche, R. Battesti and C. Rizzo, Eur. Phys. J. D 68, 16 (2014).

[16] F. Karbstein, arXiv:1510.03178 [hep-ph].

[17] T. Heinzl, B. Liesfeld, K. U. Amthor, H. Schwoerer, R. Sauerbrey and A. Wipf, Opt. Commun. 267, 318 (2006).

[18] H. -P. Schlenvoigt, T. Heinzl, U. Schramm, T. Cowan and R. Sauerbrey, Physica Scripta 91, 023010 (2016).

[19] A. Di Piazza, K. Z. Hatsagortsyan and C. H. Keitel, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 083603 (2006) [hep-ph/0602039].

[20] V. Dinu, T. Heinzl, A. Ilderton, M. Marklund and G. Torgrimsson, Phys. Rev. D 89, 125003 (2014) [arXiv:1312.6419 [hep-ph]]; Phys. Rev. D 90, 045025 (2014) [arXiv:1405.7291 [hep-ph]].

[21] F. Karbstein, H. Gies, M. Reuter and M. Zepf, Phys. Rev. D 92, 071301 (2015) [arXiv:1507.01084 [hep-ph]]. [22] F. Karbstein and C. Sundqvist, Phys. Rev. D 94, 013004 (2016) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.94.013004 [arXiv:1605.09294 [hep-ph]].

[23] F. Karbstein and R. Shaisultanov, Phys. Rev. D 91, 113002 (2015) [arXiv:1412.6050 [hep-ph]]. [24] W. Dittrich and M. Reuter, Lect. Notes Phys. 220, 1 (1985).

[25] M. Marklund and J. Lundin, Eur. Phys. J. D 55, 319 (2009) [arXiv:0812.3087 [hep-th]]. [26] G. V. Dunne, Eur. Phys. J. D 55, 327 (2009) [arXiv:0812.3163 [hep-th]]. [27] T. Heinzl and A. Ilderton, Eur. Phys. J. D 55, 359 (2009) [arXiv:0811.1960 [hep-ph]]. [28] A. Di Piazza, C. Muller, K. Z. Hatsagortsyan and C. H. Keitel, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 1177 (2012) [arXiv:1111.3886 [hep-ph]].

[29] G. V. Dunne, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 27, 1260004 (2012) [Int. J. Mod. Phys. Conf. Ser. 14, 42 (2012)] [arXiv:1202.1557 [hep-th]].

[30] R. Battesti and C. Rizzo, Rept. Prog. Phys. 76, 016401 (2013) [arXiv:1211.1933 [physics.optics]]. [31] B. King and T. Heinzl, High Power Laser Science and Engineering, 4, e5 (2016) [arXiv:1510.08456 [hep-ph]].