arXiv:2103.05048v2 [hep-ph] 12 Nov 2021

Topological Susceptibility in a Uniform Magnetic Field

Prabal Adhikari Physics Department, Faculty of Natural Sciences and Mathematics, St. Olaf College, 1520 St. Olaf Avenue, Northfield, MN 55057, United States

We study the topological susceptibility and the fourth cumulant of the QCD vacuum in the presence of a uniform, background magnetic field in two-and-three flavor QCD finding novel, model-independent sum rules relating the shift in the topological susceptibility due to the background field to the shift in the quark condensates, and the shift in the fourth cumulant to the shifts in the quark condensates and susceptibilities.

INTRODUCTION

The vacuum of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) exhibits topological properties, which are characterized by CP-even topological cumulants. Their origin is intimately connected to the axial U(1) problem [1–5], namely that while the QCD Lagrangian possesses an axial U(1) symmetry for massless quarks, a symmetry that is approximate for light quarks, but is not accompanied by parity doublets in the QCD spectrum or if spontaneously broken by an isosinglet pseudoscalar, which is also absent [6]. The resolution to the axial U(1) puzzle was suggested by Witten and Veneziano [2, 3] based on the ’t Hooft large-N_c limit and the existence of instantons, which break the symmetry [7, 8] with the proposed Witten-Veneziano formula confirmed on the lattice [9] using Ginsparg-Wilson fermions and a proof of the ultraviolet (uv) finiteness of the topological susceptibilty, which is non-trivial [10–12]. For a recent review of lattice studies, see Ref. [13].

While the QCD action is invariant under an axial rotation (for massless quarks), the integration measure associated with the quarks fields in the QCD partition function,

Z_{QCD} = ∫ DADqDq̄exp [ i ∫ d^4x L_{QCD} ] , (1)

transforms [14, 15], giving rise to a non-conserved anomalous current. The QCD Lagrangian, L_{QCD}, with the θ -term required to investigate the topological cumulants is

L_{QCD} = − 1 4 G^a_{μν} G^{μν}_a − g^2θ 32π^2

G̃^a_{μν} G^{μν}_a + q̄ ( i /D − M ) q , (2)

where G^a_{μν} is the gluon field strength tensor, G̃^a_{μν} ≡ 1 2 ε_{μναβ} G^{ναβ} is the dual field strength tensor, and q is the quark field with flavor and color indices suppressed. The covariant derivative that appears in /D ≡ γ^μ D_μ is D_μ = ∂_μ − igt_aA^a_μ with A^a_μ being the gluon field and t^a the generator of the SU(3) color gauge group. We will assume that the quark mass matrix, M, is real, which ensures that θ is a physical observable. It is constrained experimentally by the small size of the neutron dipole moment [16] with a recent estimate of θ ≲ 10^{−11} [17].

The QCD phase diagram in the presence of an external magnetic has drawn interest due to the relevance in magnetized neutron stars (magnetars), the quark-gluon plasma in the early universe and more recently in the context of heavy-ion collisions, where qualitative features of the chiral magnetic effect (CME) have been observed [18]. The focus of CME studies has been the role of chiral imbalance, introduced by an axial chemical potential (or a background electric field), which in the simultaneous presence of a (parallel) magnetic field generates an axial current proportional to both the axial chemical potential (or electric field) and the magnetic field [19]. However, the effect on the topological properties of the QCD vacuum due to the background magnetic field in the absence of an axial chemical potential within the confined phase of QCD has been completely (or perhaps largely) ignored. The objective of this paper is to fill this intellectual gap by characterizing the shifts in the topological susceptibility and the fourth cumulant due to the background magnetic field. In order to do so we upgrade the SU(3)_{color} gauge symmetry in the QCD Lagrangian to SU(3)_{color} ×U(1)_{em}, which involves coupling the quark fields to an electromagnetic (em) gauge field, A_μ , which is achieved by modifying the covariant derivative in Eq. (2), i.e. /D → /D − ieQ /A, where Q is the quark charge matrix and including the standard quadratic contribution of the electromagnetic field.

Most recent analytical studies of the topological susceptibility and fourth cumulants have been conducted in the context of chiral perturbation theory (χPT) [20– 22], with the results valid for small quarks masses [23– 25] and large volumes [26]. Analytical studies prior to the development of χPT relied on current algebra techniques [5], with the results valid to linear order in the quark masses and θ . In this letter, we study the first two topological cumulants of QCD in the presence of a magnetic field using χPT, with the results model-independent and valid for weak magnetic fields, i.e. eH ≪ (4π f_π )^2. Due to the non-perturbative nature of QCD, studies with larger quark masses and/or magnetic fields must be conducted on the lattice.

The paper is organized as follows: in the next two sections of this letter, we study two-flavor and three-flavor χPT, respectively, and find sum rules that relate the shifts (due to the background magnetic field) in the topological susceptibility and the fourth cumulant to the shifts in the quark condensates and susceptibilities. In the following section, we discuss a Ward-Takahashi identity for topological susceptibility valid in a background magnetic field and in the last section, we conclude and speculate on possible heavy ion and cosmological applications.

TWO-FLAVOR χPT

The O(p^2) χPT Lagrangian relevant for n-flavor QCD at low energies is

L_2 = − 1 4 F_{μν} F^{μν} + f^2 4 Tr [ ∇_μ Σ(∇^μ Σ)^† ]

+ f^2 4 Tr [ χΣ^† + Σχ^† ] , (3)

where F_{μν} is the electromagnetic tensor, Σ is an SU(n) matrix, f is the tree-level pion decay constant, χ is the scalar-pseudoscalar source, and ∇_μ Σ = ∂_μ Σ−ieA_μ [Q,Σ] is the covariant derivative in the presence of an electromagnetic gauge field, A_μ , with Q being the quark charge matrix. The effects of the QCD θ -term is fully incorporated into the rotated quark mass term via an axial rotation after which the scalar source term is χ = 2Be^{−iθ/n}M. For instance, see Ref. [27] for an elementary discussion.

In two-flavor QCD, the mass matrix, M = diag(m_u,m_d) points purely in the 1-direction in the isospin limit but has a component in the τ_3-direction that is proportional to the difference in the quark masses. We, therefore, anticipate the possibility that the ground state, Σ_α , has a non-zero component in the τ_3-direction due to the θ -term. In order to characterize this explicitly, we proceed by parameterizing the most general form for the ground state in the presence of the θ term,

Σ_α = cosα 1 + isinα ϕ̂_aτ_a , (4)

where we use the Einstein summation convention, here and throughout, with an implied sum over the isospin index a and ϕ̂_aϕ̂_a = 1 that ensures Σ_α is unitary. The Lagrangian in the absence of a magnetic field is

L_{tree} =2 f^2Bm̂ [ cosα cos^θ_2 + ϕ̂_3δ sin α sin^θ_2 ] , (5) where m̂ =^{mu+md}_2 and δ =^{md −mu}_{mu+md} , which is maximized for ϕ̂_3 = 1, assuming m_d > m_u. Consequently, ϕ̂_1 = ϕ̂_2 = 0 and the tree-level Lagrangian is L_{tree} = f^2B[m_u cosϕ_u + m_d cosϕ_d], with ϕ_u =^θ_2 + α and ϕ_d = θ 2 − α. Maximing L_{tree} with respect to α we get

tanα = δ tan^θ_2 , (6)

which is non-zero when δ and θ are both non-zero.

In order to study the changes in the topological fluctuations of the QCD vacuum in a background magnetic field, a next-to-leading order (NLO) effect, we proceed by parameterizing the fluctuations of the pion fields in order to incorporate the interactions of the charged meson pairs with the external field, Σ = e^{i α}2^{τ3} e^{i ϕaτaf} e^{i α}2^{τ3} , where ϕ_a with a = 1,2,3 represent field fluctuations. Using the standard definition of charge eigenstates [22], the quadratic Lagrangian is

L_{quad} = 1 2 H^2 + D_μ π^+D^μ π^− − m̊^2_π (θ )π^+π^− + 1 2 ∂_μ π^0∂^μ π^0 − 1 2 m̊^2_π (θ )π^0π^0 , (7)

where m̊^2_π (θ ) is the degenerate tree-level pion mass in the θ -vacuum,

m̊^2_π (θ ) = B[m_u cosϕ_u(θ ) + m_d cosϕ_d (θ )] , (8)

and D_μ π^± = (∂_μ ± ieA_μ )π^± are the covariant derivatives associated with the U(1) gauge field. For an O(p^4) calculation that incorporates the effects of a background magnetic field, we require one loop contributions arising from L_{quad} and the tree-level counterterms from the O(p^4) χPT Lagrangian [22]. Using the the ground state orientation, Σ_α = e^{iατ3} , which follows from Eq. (8) with ϕ̂_3 = 1 and consistent with the parameterization of Σ above Eq. (7), we get the tree-level counterterm

L_{ct} =(l_3 + l_4)[B{m_u cosϕ_u(θ ) + m_d cosϕ_d(θ )}]^2

+l_7 [B{m_u sinϕ_u(θ ) + m_d sinϕ_d (θ )}]^2

+(h_1 + h_3 − l_4) [ B^2(m^2_u + m^2_d) ] − 4h_2(eH)^2

+2(h_1 − h_3 − l_4) [ B^2m_um_d cos(θ ) ] . (9)

The low (l_i) and high (h_i) energy constants required for renormalization are

l_i = l^r_i + γ_iλ , h_i = h^r_i + δ_iλ , (10)

where λ = −^{Λ−2ε}_{2(4π)2}

(_1 ε + 1 ) , l^r_i and h^r_i are depend on the MS renormalization scale Λ, and the constants γ_i and δ_i are γ_4 = δ_1 = 2, γ_5 = −^1_6 , γ_7 = δ_3 = 0 and δ_2 =^1_{12} . The one-loop contribution of the charged pions requires summing over all the Landau levels, which is most conveniently done using the dimensionally regularized Schwinger proper time integral,

I_H [m̊_π (θ )] = − μ^{2ε} (4π)^2 ∫ ∞ 0 ds s^{3−ε} e^{−m̊2π (θ)s} eHs sinheHs

(11)

with μ^2 = e^{γE} Λ^2. The integral is uv divergent: for small values of s, the integrand has an H-independent, s^{−3} divergence and an s^{−1} divergence that is quadratic in the background magnetic field. Isolating both the m̊_π (θ ) and H-dependent divergences we get,

I_H [m̊_π (θ )] =I^{div}_H [m̊_π (θ )] + I^{fin}_H [m̊_π (θ )] (12)

I^{div}_H [m̊_π (θ )] = − m̊^4_π (θ ) 2(4π)^2 [ 1 ε + 3 2 + log

Λ^2 m̊^2_π (θ ) ]

+ (eH)^2 6(4π)^2 [ 1 ε + log

Λ^2 m̊^2_π (θ ) ] (13)

I^{fin}_H [m̊_π (θ )] =

(eH)^2 (4π)^2

I_H (^{m̊2π (θ)}_{eH} ) , (14)

where I_H (y) = − ∫ ∞ 0 dz z^3 e −yz (_z

sinhz − 1 + z^2 6 ) and the finite contribution is in agreement with Ref. [28]. Adding this contribution to the one-loop free energy of the neutral pion, the tree-level counter-term and the background magnetic field, the divergences cancel resulting in the one-loop free energy, F (θ ,H) ≡ F_0(θ )+F_H (θ ), where F_0(θ ) is the H-independent contribution in the presence of a θ vacuum,

F_0(θ ) = − f^2m̊^4_π (θ ) − (l^r_3 + h^r_1)m̊^4_π (θ ) − 3m̊^4_π (θ ) 4(4π)^2 [ 1 2 + log

Λ^2 m̊^2_π (θ ) ]

− h_3B^2{m^2_u + m^2_d − 2m_um_d cosθ } − l_7 [B{m_u sin ϕ_u(θ ) + m_d sinϕ_d(θ )}]^2 , (15)

while F_H (θ ) is H-dependent,

F_H (θ ) = 1 2 H^2_R +

(eH)^2 (4π)^2

I_H (^{m̊2π (θ)}_{eH} ) , (16)

where H_R = Z^{−1}_e H is renormalized magnetic field and Z_e is the charge renormalization wave function,

Z_e = 1 − 4e^2h^r_2 − e^2 6(4π)^2 ( log Λ^2 m̊^2_π (θ ) − 1 ) , (17)

that keeps the product eH unaltered, i.e. e_RH_R = eH. While the vacuum orientation, Σ_α , is altered by NLO effects, the free energy is independent of the change in orientation at O(p^4) [24]. Consequently we can use the tree-level ground state of Eq. (6) in order to calculate the shifts in the topological susceptibility and fourth cumulant. They are defined as

χ_{t,H} =

∂^2F_H ∂ θ^2 | | |_{θ=0} , c^{4,H} =

∂^4F_H ∂ θ^4 | | |_{θ=0} , (18)

where F_H is the shift in the free energy due to the background magnetic field. Using analogous definitions for H = 0, we reproduce the results for the NLO topological susceptibility and fourth cumulant of Ref. [24]. On the other hand, the shift of the topological susceptibility due to the background magnetic field is

χ_{t,H} = −

Bm̄(eH) (4π)^2

I_{H,2}(^{m̊2π}_{eH} ) , (19)

where m̊^2_π ≡ m̊^2_π (0) is the degenerate pion mass in the θ = 0 vacuum, the integral I_{H,n}(y) is defined as I_{H,n}(y) = ∫ ∞ 0 dz z^n e

−yz (_z

sinhz − 1 ) and the contributions purely quadratic in the magnetic field cancel. Similarly, the shift in the fourth cumulant is

c_{4,H} =

Bm̄^4(eH)

(4π)^2 ( 1 m^3_u + 1 m^3_d ) I_{H,2}(^{m̊2π}_{eH} ) − 3B^2m̄^2 (4π)^2

I_{H,1}(^{m̊2π}_{eH} ) ,

(20)

where m̄ = (∑_{q f}^1_{mq f} )^{−1} is the two-flavor reduced quark mass and m̊_π ≡ m̊_π (0). Using the definitions of the quark condensates and susceptibilities, ⟨q̄_f q_f ⟩_H =^{∂ FH}_{∂ mq f} and

χ_{q f ,H} =^{∂ 2FH}_{∂ m2q f} , where q_f represents a particular quark flavor, we find that their shifts due to the background magnetic field are flavor degenerate,

⟨ūu⟩_H = ⟨d̄d⟩_H =

B(eH) (4π)^2

I_{H,2}(^{m̊2π}_{eH} ) (21)

χ_{u,H} = χ_{d,H} = −

B^2 (4π)^2

I_{H,1}(^{m̊2π}_{eH} ) . (22)

Then using Eqs. (19) and (21), we find the following twoflavor sum rule relating the shift in the topological susceptibility to the shift in the light quark condensates

χ_{t,H} = −m̄⟨q̄_f q_f ⟩_H , (23)

where q_f is either u or d. Using Eqs. (20), (21) and (22), we find the following two-flavor sum rule relating the shift in the fourth cumulant to the shifts in the quark condensates and quark susceptibilities, can be further simplified

c_{4,H} = m̄^4 ( ∑_{q f =u,d}^{⟨q̄ f q f ⟩H}_{m3q f} ) + 3m̄^2χ_{q f ,H} , (24)

where m̄ is the (two-flavor) reduced mass and m_{q f} are the quark masses. In the first term there is a sum over quark flavors, while in the second term q_f is either u or d. The shift in the topological susceptibility is proportional to both the reduced mass and the chiral condensate. Since the magnetic field increases the magnitude of the quark condensate – it becomes more negative — the topological susceptibility is enhanced. On the other hand, the fourth cumulant shift is proportional to both the quark condensates and the quark susceptibilities. Since the terms have opposite signs, the fourth cumulant suppressed at weak fields and enhanced at strong fields with a non-zero critical magnetic field for which the fourth cumulant remains unaltered.

THREE-FLAVOR χPT

We now turn our attention to three-flavor QCD [21], the analysis of which follows similarly to two-flavor QCD with the scalar source, χ = 2B_0diag(m_u,m_d,m_s)e^{iθ/3} and Σ = Σ^{1/2}_{αi} exp

(_{iϕaλa} f ) Σ^{1/2}_{αi} , where λ_a are the Gell-Mann matrices, ϕ_a are the field fluctuations and Σ_{αi} = diag(e^{iα1} ,e^{iα2} ,e^{iα3} ). Using the O(p^2) Lagrangian of Eq. (3) we get the tree-level Lagrangian with ∑_i α_i = 1,

L_{tree} = f^2B_0 ∑

q_f =u,d,s

m_{q f} cosϕ_{q f} (θ ) , (25)

where ϕ_u =^θ_3 − α_1, ϕ_d =^θ_3 − α_2, ϕ_s =^θ_3 − α_3 and we have ignored the tree-level contribution of the external magnetic field. In the three-flavor case, the tree-level potential can be minimized recursively [29] for arbitrary values of θ , which gives,

ϕ_{q f} = m̄ m_{q f} θ + m̄ m_{q f} ( m̄^2 m^2_{q f}

− ∑_{q̃ f}^{m̄3}_m3_{q̃ f} ) θ^3 6 + ... , (26) where m̄ is now the three-flavor reduced quark mass, q_f is either u, d or s, and the dots represent higher order corrections beginning at O(θ^5). Similar to the two-flavor case, quantum fluctuations alter this ground state but do not affect the O(p^4) free energy [24]. As before, we require the contributions of the quadratic Lagrangian, similar to Eq. (7) but with contributions from the meson octet.

Since we are only interested in the shifts induced by the background magnetic field, the masses that we require are those of the charged pions and the charged kaons,

m̊^2_π± (θ ) = B_0[m_u cosϕ_u(θ ) + m_d cosϕ_d(θ )] (27)

m̊^2_K± (θ ) = B_0[m_u cosϕ_u(θ ) + m_s cosϕ_s(θ )] . (28)

The one-loop contribution to the free energy required for an NLO calculation consists of divergences that are canceled by the divergence in the tree-level counterterm of the same order, i.e. O(p^4),

L_{ct} = 16L_6B^2_0 [ ∑_{q f =u,d,s}^mq f^{cosϕ}q f^{(θ )}

]_2

− 16L_7B^2_0 [ ∑_{q f =u,d,s}^mq f^{sinϕ}q f^{(θ )}

]_2

+ 8L_8B^2_0 ∑

q_f =u,d,s

m^2_{q f} cos[2ϕ_{q f} (θ )]

+ 4H_2B^2_0 ∑

q_f =u,d,s

m^2_{q f} + 4 3 (L_{10} + 2H_1)(eH)^2 , (29)

where L_i with i = 1,2... 8 and H_2 are the relevant low and high energy constants defined analogously to Eq. (10) with δ_i replaced by Δ_i and γ_i replaced by Γ_i, where Γ_6 = 11 144 , Γ_7 = 0, Γ_8 =^5_{48} , Γ_{10} = −^1_4 , Δ_1 = −^1_8 and Δ_2 =^5_{24} . Combining the tree-level and one-loop contributions, we get the following three-flavor free energy in the presence of the θ -vacuum,

F (θ ) = 1 2 H^2_R − f^2B_0 ∑_q f m_{q f} cosϕ_{q f} (θ )

− ∑_i^{m̊i(θ )4}_{4(4π)2} [ 1 2 + log

Λ^2 m̊_i(θ )^2 ]

− 16L^r_6B^2_0 [ ∑_{q f}^mq f^{cosϕ}q f^{(θ )]2}

+ 16L^r_7B^2_0 [ ∑_{q f}^mq f^{sin ϕ}q f^{(θ )]2}

− 8L^r_8B^2_0 ∑_q f m^2_{q f} cos[2ϕ_{q f} (θ )] − 4H^r_2B^2_0 ∑ m^2_{q f}

+ (eH)^2 (4π)^2 [ I_H (^{m̊π± (θ)2}_{eH} ) + I_H(^{m̊K± (θ)2}_{eH} ) ] , (30)

where the sum in i is over the meson octet and the sum in q_f is over the three quark flavors, and H_R = Z^{−1}_e H is the renormalized magnetic field with Z_e being the charge renormalization factor,

Z_e = 1 +

4e^2 3 [ ℓ^r − 1 4(4π)^2 ( ∑_{c=π,K}^{log Λ2}_{m̊}2_{c±}^{− 2} )] (31) where ℓ^r ≡ L^r_{10} + 2H^r_1. The topological susceptibility and the fourth cumulant shifts are then calculated using the H-dependent contributions to the free energy defined in Eq. (30) and the definitions of the cumulant shifts in Eqs. (18). We get the following topological susceptibility shift

χ_{t,H} = −

B_0m̄^2(eH) (4π)^2 [( 1 m_u + 1 m_d ) I_{H,2}(^{m̊2π±}_{eH} ) + ( 1 m_u + 1 m_s ) I_{H,2}(^{m̊2K±}_{eH} ) ] , (32)

and the following fourth cumulant shift

c_{4,H} =

B_0m̄^4(eH) (4π)^2 [( 1 m^3_u + 1 m^3_d ) I_{H,2}(^{m̊2π±}_{eH} ) + ( 1 m^3_u + 1 m^3_s ) I_{H,2}(^{m̊2K±}_{eH} ) ]

− 3B^2_0m̄^5 (4π)^2 [ 1 m̄_{ud} ( 1 m_u + 1 m_d

)_2

I_{H,1}(^{m̊2π±}_{eH} )

+ 1 m̄_{us} ( 1 m_u + 1 m_s

)_2

I_{H,1}(^{m̊2K±}_{eH} ) ] ,

(33)

where m̊_π± ≡ m̊_π± (0) and m̊_K± ≡ m̊_K± (0). The mass m̄_{uq f} is

m̄^{−1}_{uq f} = 1 m_u + 1 m_{q f} − 3 m_{q̃ f} + 4 m3q̃ f ( 1 m2u +^1_{m2q} f −^1_{mumq f}

) , (34)

where q_f = d and q̃_f = s or q_f = s and q̃_f = d. In the large m_s limit, the terms containing the kaon masses are exponential suppressed and m̄_{ud} reduces to the two-flavor reduced mass, thus reproducing results in the two-flavor case.

In order to relate these to shifts in the quark condensates and susceptibilities, we first note that unlike the two-flavor case, the shifts of the quark condensates are non-degenerate,

⟨ūu⟩_H =

B_0eH (4π)^2 [ I_{H,2}(^{m̊2π±}_{eH} ) + I_{H,2}(^{m̊2K±}_{eH} ) ] (35)

⟨d̄d⟩_H =

B_0eH (4π)^2

I_{H,2}(^{m̊2π±}_{eH} ) (36)

⟨s̄s⟩_H =

B_0eH (4π)^2

I_{H,2}(^{m̊2K±}_{eH} ) , (37)

which is also true for the shifts of the quark susceptibilities,

χ_{u,H} = −

B^2_0 (4π)^2 [ I_{H,1}(^{m̊2π±}_{eH} ) + I_{H,1}(^{m̊2K±}_{eH} ) ] (38)

χ_{d,H} = −

B^2_0 (4π)^2

I_{H,1}(^{m̊2π±}_{eH} ) (39)

χ_{s,H} = −

B^2_0 (4π)^2

I_{H,1}(^{m̊2K±}_{eH} ) . (40)

These shifts satisfy the following sum rules,

⟨ūu⟩_H = ⟨d̄d⟩_H + ⟨s̄s⟩_H (41) χ_{u,H} = χ_{d,H} + χ_{s,H} , (42)

the origin of which is explained by the valence quarks and anti-quarks in the charge eigenstates, π^± and K^±. Combining the first of these sum rules with the shift in the topological susceptibility of Eq. (32), we find that the topological susceptibility shift is related to the quark condensate shifts via the three-flavor sum rule,

χ_{t,H} = − m̄^2 ∑

q_f =u,d,s

⟨q̄_f q_f ⟩_H m_{q f}

, (43)

where m̄ is the three-flavor reduced mass. Similarly, using the fourth cumulant shift in Eq. (33) and the quark condensate sum rule of Eq. (41), we get the three-flavor sum rule for the fourth cumulant shift,

c_{4,H} =m̄^4 ∑

q_f =u,d,s

⟨q̄_f q_f ⟩_H

m^3_{q f}

+ 3m̄^5 [ 1 m̄_{ud} ( 1 m_u + 1 m_d

)_2 χ_{d,H}

+ 1 m̄_{us} ( 1 m_u + 1 m_s

)_2 χ_{s,H} ] , (44)

which can be recast in terms of χ_{u,H} using the quark condensate sum rule of Eq. (42) at the expense of either χ_{d,H} or χ_{s,H} . In the large m_s limit, the integrals involving kaons are exponentially suppressed and B_0 can be identified with B at leading order [21] with the two-flavor sum rules reducing to two-flavor ones. Similar to the twoflavor case, the topological susceptibility, according to Eq. (44), is enhanced. However, the shift is now proportional to the reduced mass squared instead of the reduced mass, which is a consequence of the fact that up-and-down quark condensate shifts are non-degenerate.

WARD-TAKAHASHI IDENTITY FOR TOPOLOGICAL SUSCEPTIBILITY

The sum rules that we have discussed in the context of χPT for the topological susceptibility and the fourth cumulant are strictly valid at weak magnetic fields. However, it is possible to construct Ward-Takahashi (WT) identities valid in QCD for arbitrary masses and magnetic fields using the QCD partition function, Z_{QCD}, of Eq. (1), without calculating the individual correlation functions, which cannot be done analytically due to the non-perturbative nature of QCD. The WT identity is particularly insightful in the context of the topological susceptibility – the finite H sum rule assuming degenerate quark masses according to χPT is

χ_{t,H} = −m_{q f}

⟨q̄_f q_f ⟩_H n , (45)

where n = 2 or 3, m_{q f} is the degenerate quark mass and ⟨q̄_f q_f ⟩_H is the degenerate quark condensate shift in a background magnetic field with q_f equal to either u or d or s with the latter excluded in the two-flavor case. It has a structure similar to that of the H = 0 tree-level relation between the topological susceptibility and the quark condensate. A closer examination suggests that this identity is a manifestation of a WT identity for the topological susceptibility, which relates it the quark condensates and a two-point correlation function of the singlet, pseudoscalar (CP-odd) operators, q̄_f γ_5q_f . In order to derive this, one can proceed by promoting the θ -angle to have spacetime dependence, i.e. θ → θ (x), and taking two functional derivatives with respect to θ (x) of the partition function using the QCD Lagrangian in Eq. (2) and with the QCD Lagrangian with all the θ -dependence rotated into the quark mass term. Since using the two Lagrangians is equivalent, we find after integrating over one of the space-time variables and separating out the Hdependent contribution, the following Ward-Takahashi identity,

χ_{t,H} = − 1 n^2

⟨q̄Mq⟩_H + i n^2 ∫ x ⟨T q̄(x)Mγ_5q(x)q̄(0)Mγ_5q(0)⟩_H , (46)

where M is the quark mass matrix, T denotes timeordering, ∫ x ≡ ∫ d^4x, and we have suppressed all color and flavor indices. For degenerate quark masses, we note that the result is consistent with Eq. (45) and χPT requires that the O(M^2) contribution of the integrated twopoint correlation function of q̄_f γ_5q_f vanish. For nondegenerate quark masses, we can use the χPT sum rules to determine the integrated two-point correlation function. We get, in the two-flavor case, i ∫ x ⟨T q̄(x)Mγ_5q(x)q̄(0)Mγ_5q(0)⟩_H = m_d − m_u m_u + m_d [ −m_u⟨ūu⟩_H + m_d⟨d̄d⟩_H ] . (47) and in the three-flavor case, i ∫ x ⟨T q̄(x)Mγ_5q(x)q̄(0)Mγ_5q(0)⟩_H

=m_u [ 1 − m^2_dm^2_s [^1_3 (m_um_d + m_dm_s + m_sm_u)]^2 ] ⟨ūu⟩_H

+ (cylic permutations) . (48)

In the two-flavor case, the integrated two-point correlation function is proportional to the quark mass difference, which is not the case in the three-flavor case. Nevertheless, they both vanish for degenerate quark masses.

CONCLUSION

In this letter, we have generalized model-independent studies of topological cumulants to include the effect of a background magnetic field. The intimate relationship between topological susceptibility and the chiral condensate has been known since seminal studies conducted in the seventies and eighties [1–4, 20, 21] and in this letter, we have characterized in a model-independent manner the connection between the shift in the topological susceptibility due to a background magnetic field to that of the chiral condensate and found that the shifts are proportional to each of the quark condensate shifts. We also find that this proportionality is a general feature of QCD valid for all quark masses and magnetic fields. While the topological susceptibility is enhanced for all magnetic fields within χPT, the fourth cumulant exhibits both suppression and enhancement at weak and strong fields respectively, with a zero shift at a critical, non-zero magnetic field. Determining the precise value of this critical magnetic field will require a careful study involving physical parameters as does the precise shift in the topological susceptibility. These will be pursued in forthcoming studies [30].

While the WT identity discussed here holds generally in QCD, the χPT sum rules derived here, while modelindependent, are strictly speaking valid at only at small quark masses and weak magnetic fields though there are no constraints on the value of θ itself since it appears as a phase in the scalar source term of χPT. Due to the absence of the fermion sign problem in the simultaneous presence of θ and an external magnetic field, it should be possible to test the validity of these sum rules not only in the regime of validity of χPT but also for intermediate and large quark masses and/or magnetic fields. Furthermore, granted magnetic fields and/or rotational dynamics are important in heavy ion collisions, the effect on topological cumulants may be studied experimentally. Finally, there may also be cosmological and astrophysical applications given the presence of magnetic fields in the early universe and magnetars.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

P.A. would like to acknowledge St. Olaf College startup funds that partially supported this work. P.A. is also indebted to the referees for their illuminating insights and suggestions.

[1] R. J. Crewther, Phys. Lett. B 70, 349 (1977). [2] E. Witten, Nucl. Phys. B 156, 269 (1979). [3] G. Veneziano, Nucl. Phys. B 159, 213 (1979). [4] P. Di Vecchia and G. Veneziano, Nucl. Phys. B 171, 253 (1980).

[5] M. Shifman, A. Vainshtein, and V. Zakharov, Nuclear Physics B 166, 493 (1980).

[6] S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. D 11, 3583 (1975). [7] G. ’t Hooft, Phys. Rev. Lett. 37, 8 (1976).

[8] G. ’t Hooft, Phys. Rev. D 14, 3432 (1976), [Erratum:

Phys.Rev.D 18, 2199 (1978)].

[9] L. Del Debbio, L. Giusti, and C. Pica, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 032003 (2005), arXiv:hep-th/0407052.

[10] L. Giusti, G. Rossi, M. Testa, and G. Veneziano, Nucl. Phys. B 628, 234 (2002).

[11] L. Giusti, G. Rossi, and M. Testa, Phys. Lett. B 587, 157 (2004).

[12] M. Lüscher, Phys. Lett. B 593, 296 (2004). [13] E. Vicari and H. Panagopoulos, Physics Reports 470, 93 (2009).

[14] K. Fujikawa, Phys. Rev. Lett. 42, 1195 (1979). [15] M. Lüscher, Phys. Lett. B 428, 342 (1998). [16] J. M. Pendlebury et al., Phys. Rev. D 92, 092003 (2015), arXiv:1509.04411 [hep-ex].

[17] J. E. Kim and G. Carosi, Rev. Mod. Phys. 82, 557 (2010). [18] Physical Review Letters 114 (2015), 10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.252302. [19] D. E. Kharzeev, Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 75, 133 (2014). [20] J. Gasser and H. Leutwyler, Annals Phys. 158, 142 (1984).

[21] J. Gasser and H. Leutwyler, Nucl. Phys. B250, 465 (1985).

[22] S. Scherer and M. R. Schindler, A primer for chiral perturbation theory, Vol. 830 (Springer, 2011).

[23] Y.-Y. Mao and T.-W. Chiu (TWQCD), Phys. Rev. D 80, 034502 (2009), arXiv:0903.2146 [hep-lat].

[24] F.-K. Guo and U.-G. Meißner, Phys. Lett. B 749, 278 (2015), arXiv:1506.05487 [hep-ph].

[25] V. Bernard, S. Descotes-Genon, and G. Toucas, JHEP 12, 080 (2012), arXiv:1209.4367 [hep-lat].

[26] H. Leutwyler and A. V. Smilga, Phys. Rev. D 46, 5607 (1992).

[27] M. Srednicki, Quantum field theory (Cambridge University Press, 2007).

[28] J. S. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 82, 664 (1951). [29] Z.-Y. Lu, M.-L. Du, F.-K. Guo, U.-G. Meißner, and T. Vonk, JHEP 2020 (2020), 10.1007/jhep05(2020)001.

[30] P. Adhikari, (2021), arXiv:2111.06196.