arXiv:2112.13944v1 [hep-th] 28 Dec 2021

Plane Wave Backgrounds in the Worldline Formalism

James P. Edwards^1 and Christian Schubert^1

1Instituto de Física y Matemáticas, Universidad Michoacana de San Nicolás de Hidalgo.

E-mail: jpedwards@cantab.net, christianschubert137@gmail.com

Abstract. Plane-wave backgrounds play a special role in strong-field QED as examples of a non-trivial field configuration that remains simple enough to be treated analytically whilst still leading to rich physical consequences. Although great progress has been made applying standard field theory techniques to QED in plane wave backgrounds, the calculations tend to be quite long and complicated. Yet, both in vacuum and in constant backgrounds, the first quantised, string-inspired “Worldline Approach” to field theory has a long history of offering substantial simplifications and calculational efficiency.

We present a new, general approach to incorporating plane wave backgrounds into the Worldline Formalism that extends initial work using a semi-classical approach by Ilderton and Torgrimsson (who also participated in LPHYS’21). The method uses resummation techniques to take the background into account non-perturbatively and yields “Master Formulae” for the effective action and scattering amplitudes in the background. It is hoped that this may offer an alternative tool to studying QED in plane waves that may streamline otherwise complex calculations, as has been achieved in the better explored constant field case.

1. Introduction The behaviour of quantum fields in the presence of electromagnetic backgrounds – such as those produced at high intensity laser experiments – can be very different to that of fields in vacuum. In particular, additional interactions with photons from the background make possible various new phenomena, some of which form the basis for current and future experimental searches. It is important that theoretical calculations take into account these effects with realistic models of such external fields, especially considering the high precision of experiments planned to come online in the years ahead. Moreover, the mathematical structure of the theory in a background field is of theoretical interest, especially its strong field asymptotics in the context of the famous Ritus-Narozhny conjecture [1, 2] regarding the perturbative expansion parameter of dominant loop contributions that first arose for constant-crossed backgrounds.

In this contribution we shall consider one-loop N-photon amplitudes in three cases: quantum electrodynamics (QED) in vacuum, in constant backgrounds and in an arbitrary plane wave background, using the Worldline Formalism of quantum field theory (see [3–6]). This alternative approach to field theory, appreciated for its computational advantages and efficient representation of such scattering amplitudes encoded in “Master Formulae,” has only recently been adapted to a general treatment in plane wave fields in [7] building on previous work focussing on the on-shell case in [8] which treated a specific N = 2-photon process.

These backgrounds (described in more detail below) are of both phenomenological importance as models of the fields produced by the intense lasers mentioned above, and of intrinsic mathematical interest as fields for which the Dirac equation can be solved exactly [9, 10] (as explained later, this allows field theory processes to be studied non-perturbatively with respect to the background field, albeit in perturbation theory in the fine structure constant, α ≡^{e2}_{4π} with e the electric charge, according to the Furry picture [11,12]). As such they are very special examples that permit analytic treatment without losing most of the essential features of QED in more general backgrounds that cannot be solved exactly.

On the other hand, despite great efforts towards studying various processes in these backgrounds, calculations in the standard approach often turn out to be rather laborious except for the simplest cases (see, for example, [13–28]). This work extending the Worldline Formalism to plane wave backgrounds is motivated by its success in providing compact “Master Formulae” for scattering amplitudes in vacuum and constant backgrounds, that have led to useful insight and efficient analysis of field theory processes and their gauge structure in those cases; here we describe these results and the derivation of a Master Formula for one-loop N-photon amplitudes in a plane wave background recently presented for the first time in [7].

We begin in section 2 with an introductory description of the worldline approach to quantum field theory, illustrating its application in vacuum, before recapitulating the worldline description of QED in a constant background in section 3. In section 4 we show how a plane wave background can be treated in the Worldline Formalism before concluding. Contrary to the majority of the works cited, we present our results in Minkowski space throughout (recalling that functional integration is more conveniently defined after Wick rotation to Euclidean space).

2. Photon amplitudes in vacuum To set the scene, we consider photon amplitudes in QED, starting from the Dirac action coupling the electron field, Ψ(x), to the Maxwell field with gauge potential A(x) = A_μ(x)dx^μ, S[Ψ, A] = ∫ d^Dx [ − 1 4 tr(F^2) + Ψ̄(i /D − m)Ψ ] , (1)

with covariant derivative D_μ := ∂_μ + ieA_μ and field strength tensor F(x) = dA(x). Here we consider A to be a semi-classical field, consisting of a “background field” and a “photon field” so that A(x) = Ā(x) + A^γ (x). For general backgrounds, Ā(x), a full analytic solution to the system described by (1) is out of reach, but amongst the few background fields that allow for an exact classical solution are the constant and plane wave backgrounds we consider in later sections.

2.1. Worldline representation — effective action For now we consider photon scattering in vacuum, for which we set Ā(x) = 0, which we access via the one-loop effective action for the photon field, A^γ (x). As outlined in [3] and reviewed in [4, 6], this is obtained by integrating out the fermion degrees of freedom according to

e^{iΓ[A]} := ∫ DΨ̄(x)DΨ(x) exp [ i ∫ d^Dx Ψ̄(x)(iγ · D − m)Ψ(x) ] = iDet [ iγ · D − m ] = i 2 Det^{12} [ (γ · D)^2 + m^2 ] . (2)

A first quantised representation of the functional determinant is obtained by first extending a familiar trick to operators, O, namely that log Det[O] = Tr log[O]; then employing Schwinger’s representation of the logarithm and evaluating the trace in the position basis we arrive at

Γ[A] = − 1 2 ∫_∞ 0 dT T e^{−im2T} ∫ d^Dx ⟨ x | e^{−iT (γ·D)2} | x ⟩

= − 1 2 ∫_∞ 0 dT T e^{−im2T} ∮ P BC Dx(τ) ∮ ABC Dψ(τ) e^{iS[x,ψ]} , (3) where the last line uses the path integral representation of the (diagonal) matrix elements, summing over T -periodic trajectories, x^μ(τ), that represent the orbital degrees of freedom of the field and anti-periodic Grassmann fields, ψ(τ), on these worldlines that produce the spin interaction with the background field. The “worldline action” inherited from the Dirac operator (that has been transformed to second order form [29, 30] in the first line of (3)) is given by S[x, ψ] = ∫_T 0 dτ [ ẋ2 4 + i 2 ψ · ψ̇ − eA(x) · ẋ + ieψ · F (x) · ψ ] , (4)

describing dynamics of a relativistic spin-1/2 point particle minimally coupled to the background (τ is the particle’s proper time and T the proper time of propagation around the loop).

In scalar QED the effective action follows from integrating out the spin-zero Klein-Gordon field and leads to an analogous formula differing only by the absence of the Grassmann fields and overall normalisation (for degrees of freedom and the difference in statistics)

Γ_{scal}[A] = ∫_∞ 0 dT T e^{−im2T} ∮ P BC Dx(τ) e^i ∫_T 0 dτ [_{ẋ2} 4 −eA(x)·ẋ ] . (5)

These proper time integral representations of the effective action are the basic objects of the Worldline Formalism. It is worth pointing out that analogous representation for the field theory propagators in an electromagnetic background were first suggested by Feynman in the appendices of [31, 32] (recently extended to a complete worldline description in vacuum in [33, 34]).

Although less well-known than the standard formalism, the worldline approach has proven to offer various conceptual and computational advantages. These largely stem from the fact that, as in string theory, it combines multiple Feynman diagrams into single, compact integral representations, thereby manifesting symmetry under exchange of external legs. As such it offers superior organisation of gauge information and removal of spurious divergences that would normally cancel between diagrams already at the level of the integrand. Moreover, as in the calculations presented below virtual loop momenta are already integrated out.

2.2. Scattering amplitudes — Master Formulae To obtain photon amplitudes, we now specialise A(x) = A^γ (x) to represent asymptotic wavefunctions of N photons with fixed polarisations and momenta by

A^γ_μ(x) = N∑ i=1 ε_{iμ} e^{iki·x} (6) and expand the interactions in (3), (5) to multi-linear order in the ε_i. Doing this represents each photon emission or absorption off the loop by a “vertex operator” familiar from string theory,

V^γ [k, ε] := ∫_T 0 dτ [ ε · ẋ(τ) + ψ(τ) · f · ψ(τ) ] e^{ik·x(τ )} , V^γ_{scal}[k, ε] := ∫_T 0 dτ ε · ẋ(τ) e^{ik·x(τ )} , (7) where in the first line f_{μν} := k_με_ν − ε_μk_ν is the (linearised) photon field strength tensor. This procedure leads easily to the following representations of the N-photon amplitudes (first arising from Bern and Kosower’s analysis of the infinite tension limit of string theory amplitudes [35,36]):

Γ[k_1, ε_1; . . . ; k_N , ε_N ] = − 1 2 (−ie)^N ∫_∞ 0 dT T e^{−im2 T} ∮ P BC Dx(τ) e^i ∫_T 0 dτ^{ẋ2}_4 ∮ ABC Dψ(τ) e^i ∫_T 0 dτ^i_2 ψ·ψ̇ N∏ i=1 V^γ [k_i, ε_i]

Γ_{scal}[k_1, ε_1; . . . ; k_N , ε_N ] = (−ie)^N ∫_∞ 0 dT T e^{−im2 T} ∮ P BC Dx(τ) e^i ∫_T 0 dτ^{ẋ2}_4 N∏ i=1 V^γ_{scal}[k_i, ε_i] . (8)

Note that both integrals are now Gaussian in their corresponding variables.

To compute these path integrals, then, we only require the Green functions of the free kinetic operator and overall normalisation. In the orbital sector, for closed loops this operator has a zero mode, x_0 = const, so we separate this by expanding about the loop centre of mass,

x^μ(τ) = x^μ_0 +q^μ(τ) , x^μ_0 = 1 T ∫_T 0 dτ x^μ(τ) , q^μ(0) = 0 = q^μ(T ) , ∫_T 0 dτ q^μ(τ) = 0 , (9)

which has led to so-called “string-inspired” (SI) boundary conditions on the deviation q(τ) which remains to be integrated over: ∮ Dx(τ) −→ ∫ d^Dx_0 ∫ SI Dq(τ). With this, the appropriate Green functions in the Hilbert space orthogonal to the zero mode are defined by ⟨ q^μ(τ_i)q^ν (τ_j ) ⟩ ⊥ = −G_{Bij} η^{μν} , G_{Bij} ≡ G_B (τ_i, τ_j) = |τ_i − τ_j| − (τ_i − τ_j)^2 T , (10) ⟨ ψ^μ(τ_i)ψ^ν (τ_j ) ⟩ = 1 2 G_{F ij}η^{μν} , G_{F ij} ≡ G_F (τ_i, τ_j ) = σ(τ_i − τ_j) . (11)

In the scalar case, we can borrow another trick from string theory by exponentiating the prefactor in the vertex operator, writing V^γ_{scal}[k, ε] = ∫_T 0 dτ e^{ik·x(τ )+ε·ẋ(τ )} | |_{lin ε} which allows the path integral to be computed by completing the square. With the free particle path integral normalisation ∫ SI Dq(τ) e^{i ∫ T0 dτ q̇2}4 = (4πiT )^{− D}2 we arrive at the Bern-Kosower Master formula

Γ_{scal}[k_1, ε_1; . . . ; k_N , ε_N ] = (−ie)^N (2π)^Dδ^D (^N∑ i=1 k_i ) ∫^∞ 0 dT T (4πiT )^{− D2} e^{−im2 T} N∏ i=1 ∫_T 0 dτ_i e^{i2} ∑_N i,j=1 [_{ki·kj GBij −2iεi·kjĠBij +εi·εjG̈Bij} ]| | lin ε_1...ε_N , (12)

where we note that the momentum conserving (2π)^Dδ^D ( ∑_N i=1 k_i ) came from integrating over the loop centre of mass (interpreted as saying that the scattering photons can neither impart nor receive momentum from the loop).

In the spinor case a similar master can be derived by using a superspace formalism that linearises the spin part of the interaction vertex. An alternative, often more useful method decomposes contributions to the effective action according to the number of spin and orbital interactions selected from the product of vertex operators in the first line of (8): Γ = N∑ S=0 Γ_{NS} , Γ_{NS} = ∑ {i_1...i_S } Γ^{{i1...iS }} NS , (13) in which S indicates the number of times the spin part of the vertex is chosen and the sum in the second equality is over partitions of the N indices to assign S photons to this interaction. If we define polynomials P_N according to the expansion of the Bern-Kosower exponent in (12) by

e^{i2} ∑_N i,j=1 [_{ki·kj GBij −2iεi·kjĠBij +εi·εjG̈Bij} ]| | |_{lin ε1...εN} := (−i)^N PN (Ġij , G̈ij ) e^{i2} ∑_N i,j=1 ki·kj GBij , (14) then we can write (12) more explicitly as (we omit the momentum conserving δ-function)

Γ_{scal}[k_1, ε_1; . . . ; k_N , ε_N ] = (−e)^N ∫_∞ 0 dT T (4πiT )^{− D2} e^{−im2T} N∏ i=1 ∫_T 0 dτ_i P_N (Ġ_{ij} , G̈_{ij} ) e^{i2 ∑Ni,j=1 ki·kj GBij} . (15)

This in turn opens two avenues for the spinor case. Firstly the polynomials can be generalised for use in the spin-orbit decomposition by removing the S photons assigned to the spin interaction:

e^{i2} ∑_N i,j=1 [_{ki·kj GBij −2iεi·kjĠBij +εi·εjG̈Bij} ]| | |^{εi1 =0=···=0=εiS} ε_{iS+1} ···ε_{iN} := (−i)^N P^{{i1... iS }} NS (Ġ_{ij} , G̈_{ij} ) e^{i2 ∑Ni,j=1 ki·kj GBij} . (16) Then, along with the appropriate result for the evaluation of the spin-terms,

W (f_{i1} , . . . f_{iS} ) := ⟨ ψ_{i1} · f_{i1} · ψ_{i1} · · · ψ_{iS} · f_{iS} · ψ_{iS} ⟩ (17) = ∑ Partitions of S (−1)^{cy}G_F (i_1 . . . i_{n1} )G_F (i_{n1+1}i_{n1+n2} ) . . . G_F (i_{n1+...+ncy−1+1} . . . i_{n1+...+ncy} ) , where the sum is over inequivalent partitions of the indices between cy bi-cycles defined for either the bosonic or fermionic Green function by G(i_1 . . . i_n) := G_{i1i2} G_{i2i3} · · · G_{ini1} Z_n(i_1 . . . i_n) with Z_n(i_1 . . . i_n) = 2^{−δn2} tr ( ∏_n j=1 f_{ij} ) , we can write Γ^{{i1...iS }} NS = −2(−e)^N ∫_∞ 0 dT T (4πiT )^{− D2} e^{−im2T} N∏ i=1 ∫_T 0 dτ_i W (f_{i1} , . . . f_{iS} )P^{{i1 ... iS }}_{NS} (Ġ_{ij} , G̈_{ij} ) e^{i2 ∑Ni,j=1 ki·kj GBij} . (18) These functions completely describe the N-photon amplitudes in vacuum: this formalism shall be generalised to a constant electromagnetic field and plane wave background in what follows. The second option is to follow Bern and Kosower’s integration by parts procedure and apply a “cyclic replacement rule” to convert the scalar amplitudes into their spinor counterparts [4].

3. Constant electromagnetic background The worldline formalism has had success in constant backgrounds, which of course are relevant for processes where the field can be approximated as slowly varying (e.g. where we may apply the LCFA). Guided by standard techniques, which incorporate the field into the Feynman rules using the exact solution to the Dirac equation, it turns out that little modification is needed to treat the field non-perturbatively in the worldline approach [37–42].

To facilitate the worldline computation in this background it is convenient to use Fock- Schwinger gauge centred at the loop centre of mass whereby (for a constant field)

Ā_μ(x(τ)) = −1 2 F̄_{μν} (x(τ) − x_0)^ν = −1 2 F̄_{μν} q(τ)^ν , (19)

with which the background dependent part of the worldline action, (4), becomes S¯_A[x, ψ|F̄ ] = ∫_T 0 dτ [ 1 4 x · ( − d^2 dτ^2 − 2eF̄ ∂_τ ) · x + i 2 ψ · ( d dτ + 2eF̄ ) · ψ ] . (20)

Now the advantage of Fock-Schwinger gauge is clear: the worldline action remains quadratic in the path integration variables so the field can be accounted for exactly by modifying the kinetic terms as indicated in (20). Indeed, the presence of external photons (i.e. the inclusion of A^γ as in (6)) does not spoil this Gaussian nature so the only modification required for evaluation of the effective actions are the path integral normalisations in the presence of the background:

Det_{SI} [ − ∂^2_τ − 2eF̄ ∂_τ ] = (4πiT )^{− D2} det^{− 12}

[sinh Z Z ] , Det_{ABC} [ ∂_τ + 2eF̄ ] = 2^{D2} det^{− 12} [ cosh Z ] , (21)

where Z := eF̄ T , and the appropriate Green functions (inverses of the kinetic operators) G_{Bij} η^{μν} → G^{μν}_{Bij} = iT 2Z^2 ( Z sinh Z e^{−ZĠBij} + ZĠ_{Bij} − 1 ) , G_{F ij}η^{μν} → G^{μν}_{F ij} = G_{F ij} e^{−ZĠBij} cosh Z , (22) and their derivatives. This treats the external field non-perturbatively in the path integral.

3.1. Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangians We can illustrate this formalism with the N = 0, bare path integral which recovers the (unrenormalised) one-loop Euler-Heisenberg (EH) and Weisskopf (WK) Lagrangians written in a compact form:

L^{(1)}_{EH} = −2 ∫_∞ 0 dT T (4πiT )^{− D2} e^{−im2T} det^{− 12}

[tanh Z Z ] , (23)

L^{(1)}_{WK} = ∫_∞ 0 dT T (4πiT )^{− D2} e^{−im2T} det^{− 12}

[sinh Z Z ] . (24)

One may write the determinants in terms of the two standard secular invariants of the Maxwell field to show equivalence with the Schwinger proper-time representation these Lagrangians. For worldline calculations of these Lagrangians at higher loop order see, for example, [37,41,43–46].

3.2. N-photon amplitudes The function forms of the master formula (12) and the spin-orbit decomposition representation of the one-loop N-photon amplitudes (18) remain valid in a constant background up to the replacements of normalisation and Green functions. For instance, for scalar QED we find [37,40]

Γ_{scal}[k_1, ε_1; . . . ; k_N , ε_N ] = (−ie)^N (2π)^D δ^D (^N∑ i=1 k_i ) ∫^∞ 0 dT T (4πiT )^{− D2} det^{− 12}

[sinh Z Z ] e^{−im2T} N∏ i=1 ∫_T 0 dτ_i e^{i2} ∑_N i,j=1 [_{ki·GBij ·kj −2iεi·ĠBij ·kj +εi·G̈Bij ·εj} ]| | |_{lin ε1...εN} . (25)

Expanding the Bern-Kosower exponent to multi-linear order will define polynomials P_N ˙(G, G̈) in the background; the extension to the spin-orbit decomposition in spinor QED should be clear.

Amongst the various applications of these formulae we mention worldline calculations of vacuum polarisation tensors [47, 48], to effects in a constant magnetic field [49, 50], and more recently to rederiving and extending the lately discovered one-particle-reducible contributions to the EHL starting at two-loop order in [51–54] which gave a streamlined proof that such contributions can be generated by differentiating lower order, irreducible diagrams.

4. Worldline approach in plane wave backgrounds In this section we follow [7] by incorporating plane wave backgrounds into the worldline framework. As indicated in the introduction we are motivated by models of intense laser environments and the efficiencies often gained with first quantised techniques. This work also extends [8] and clarifies important aspects of their analysis of helicity flip on the worldline. Indeed, since their work used a semi-classical analysis, which is usually exact only for Gaussian path integrals, it had been unclear how to expose this structure in a more general framework.

4.1. Plane wave fields Our general setup is to define the plane wave background by a vector potential depending on a null vector, n^2 = 0, so that eĀ(x) = a(n · x) with a(−∞) = 0. The null vector defines light-cone coordinates x^+ := n · x and x^−, x^⊥ which imply the inner product

k · x = −k^+x^− − k^−x^+ + x^⊥ · x^⊥ . (26)

We will assume light-front gauge, n · a = 0, and later on it will be convenient to specify the gauge of external photons to satisfy n · ε_i = 0 (valid for arbitrary momenta).

The worldline representation of the one-loop N-photon amplitudes in this background is

Γ[k_1, ε_1; . . . ; k_N , ε_N ] = − 1 2 (−ie)^N ∫_∞ 0 dT T e^{−im2 T} ∮ P BC Dx(τ)e^i ∫_T 0 dτ [_{ẋ2} 4 −ẋ^μa_μ(x^+) ] ∮ ABC Dψ(τ) e^i ∫_T 0 dτ [_i 2 ψ·ψ̇+iψ^μf_{μν} (x^+)ψ^μ ] N∏ i=1 V^γ [k_i, ε_i] , (27)

where f_{μν} (x^+) = n_μa^′_ν (x^+) − a^′_μ(x^+)n_ν . Inspecting the x^+ dependence of the plane wave background potential it is clear that the integrals over x^− and x^⊥ go through as before – in particular integrating over x^+_0 and x^⊥_0 gives momentum conservation in these directions.

The integral over x^+ seems to be more challenging due to the awkward q(τ) dependence of a_μ(x^+) ≡ a_μ(x^+_0 + q^+(τ)), but it turns out we can achieve a resummation that reveals the true Gaussian nature of the path integral. To see this, for the orbital coupling we expand e^{−i} ∫_T 0 dτ q̇·a(x^+_0 +q^+(τ )) = 1 − i ∫_T 0 dτ q̇ · a(x^+_0 + q^+(τ)) + (−i)^2 2! ∫_T 0 dτ q̇ · a(x^+_0 + q^+) ∫_T 0 dτ^′ q̇^′ · a(x^+_0 + q^{′+}) + · · · , (28)

which will enter in the expectation value (q_i ≡ q(τ_i) and ψ_i ≡ ψ(τ_i) etc) ⟨ e^{−i} ∫_T 0 dτ q̇·a(x^+_0 +q^+(τ )) N∏ i=1 V^γ [k_i, ε_i] ⟩ = ⟨ e^{−i} ∫_T 0 dτ q̇·a(x^+_0 +q^+(τ )) N∏ i=1 [ ε_i · q̇_i + ψ_i · f_i · ψ_i ] e^{iki·(x0i+qi)} ⟩ . (29) Considering the possible Wick contractions of the field q, we see that for a non-vanishing result

• We cannot contract a q^+_m = n · q_m with another such factor because n^2 = 0 . • We cannot contract a q^+_m = n · q_m with a q̇_l · a because n · a = 0 .

This leaves the only remaining option, that each n · q_m must be contracted with the external photon vertex operators. As shown in [7] this implies a replacement in the argument of a_μ

q^+_m −→ n · N∑ i=1 [ −iG_{mi}k_i + Ġ_{mi}ε_i ] (30)

and the resummations that remove the path integration variable from the interaction exponential

a_μ(x^+_0 +q^+_m) −→ a_μ(τ) ≡ a_μ ( x^+_0 + N∑ i=1 [−iG_{mi}k^+_i +Ġ_{mi}ε^+_i ] ) , e^{−i} ∫_T 0 dτ q̇·a(x^+_0 +q^+(τ )) −→ e−i ∫_T 0 dτ q̇·a(τ ) , (31) and render the integral in Gaussian form. This explains why the semi-classical solution in [8] obtained by expanding about the trajectory satisfying the classical equation of motion was exact.

4.2. Master formula Having removed the path integration variable from the argument of a we can compute the N-photon amplitudes with the simple procedure of completing the square in the exponent of ∫ SI Dq(τ) e^i ∫_T 0 dτ [_{q̇2} 4 −q̇·a(τ )+ ∑_N i=1 (_{ki·qi−iεi·q̇i})] . (32)

The resulting effective action is most conveniently expressed via worldline averages defined by^1 ⟨⟨ f ⟩⟩ := 1 T ∫_T 0 dτf(τ) , (33) in terms of which the analysis of [7] yields the Master Formula for scalar QED

Γ_{scal}[k_1, ε_1; . . . ; k_N , ε_N ] = (−ie)^N (2π)^3δ (^N∑ i=1 k^1_i ) δ (^N∑ i=1 k^2_i ) δ (^N∑ i=1 k^+_i ) ∫^∞ −∞ dx^+_0 e^{−ix+0 ∑Ni=1 k−i}

× ∫_∞ 0 dT T (4πiT )^{− D2} N∏ i=1 ∫_T 0 dτ_ie^{i2} ∑_N i,j=1 [_{Gij ki·kj −2iĠij εi·kj +G̈ij εi·εj} ]

× e^{−i} (_{m2+⟨⟨a2 ⟩⟩−⟨⟨a⟩⟩2} )_{T +2i ∑N} i=1 k_i· (_{I(τi)−⟨⟨I⟩⟩})_{+2 ∑N} i=1 (_{a(τi )−⟨⟨a⟩⟩})_{·εi} | | |_{ε1···εN} (34) where we also introduced the periodic integral of the background potential, I_μ(τ) ≡ ∫_τ 0 dτ^′ ( a_μ(τ^′) − ⟨⟨a_μ⟩⟩ ) . (35)

We can be more explicit by imposing the further gauge condition n · ε_i = 0 which eliminates the polarisations from the argument of a(τ) in (31) and facilitates the projection onto the multilinear sector, realised with the help of new polynomials P_N defined now by

(−i)^N P_N ≡ e^{i2} ∑_N i,j=1 (_{−2iĠij εi·kj +G̈ij εi·εj} )_{+2 ∑N} i=1 (_{a(τi )−⟨⟨a⟩⟩})_{·εi} | |_{ε1···εN} . (36) With this we can write

Γ_{scal}[k_1, ε_1; . . . ; k_N , ε_N ] = (−e)^N (2π)^3δ (^N∑ i=1 k^1_i ) δ (^N∑ i=1 k^2_i ) δ (^N∑ i=1 k^+_i )∫^∞ −∞ dx^+_0 e^{−ix+0 ∑Ni=1 k−i} (37)

× ∫_∞ 0 dT T (4πiT )^{− D2} e^{−i} (_{m2+⟨⟨a2 ⟩⟩−⟨⟨a⟩⟩2} )_T N∏ i=1 ∫_T 0 dτ_i P_N e^{i2} ∑_N i,j=1 Gij ki·kj +2i ∑_N i=1 k_i· (_{I(τi)−⟨⟨I⟩⟩}) . Note that the proper time exponent has been completed to the effective mass in the background.

4.2.1. Spinor QED For the spinor case, the spin-orbit decomposition still goes through based on the polynomials P_N and a resummation of the spin interaction with the background:

f_{μν} (x^+_0 + q^+) −→ f_{μν} (τ) ≡ n_μa^′_ν (τ) − a^′_μ(τ)n_ν . (38)

To deal with the Wick contractions for the spin interaction, then, we only need the Green function for the operator O_{μν} :=^{ημν}_2 ∂_τ + ia^′_μ(τ)n_ν − in_μa^′_ν (τ), inverted in [7] by

⟨ψ^μ(τ)ψ^ν (τ^′)⟩ = 1 2 G^{μν}_F (τ, τ^′) = 1 2 { δ^{μν} +2in^μJ^ν (τ, τ^′)+2iJ^μ(τ^′, τ)n^ν +2 [ J^2(τ, τ^′) −

T^2 4 ⟨⟨a^′⟩⟩^2 ] n^μn^ν } G_F (τ, τ^′) , (39)

1 We direct the interested reader to [8] to see how to convert these to spacetime averages.

in terms of further periodic functions of the background field J_μ(τ) ≡ ∫_τ 0 dτ^′ ( a^′_μ(τ^′) − ⟨⟨a^′_μ⟩⟩ ) , J_μ(τ, τ^′) ≡ J_μ(τ) − J_μ(τ^′) − T 2 Ġ(τ, τ^′)⟨⟨a^′_μ⟩⟩ . (40) Then, generalising (17) to W(f_{i1} . . . , f_{iS} ) ≡ ⟨ ψ_{i1} · f_{i1} · ψ_{i1} · · · ψ_{iS} · f_{iS} · ψ_{iS} ⟩ G_F

(41) = ∑ partitions

(−1)^{cy}G_F (i_1i_2 . . . i_{n1} )G_F (i_{n1+1} . . . i_{n1+n2} ) · · · G_F (i_{n1+...+ncy−1+1} . . . i_{n1+...+ncy} ) ,

with G_F (i_1i_2 . . . i_n) := 2^{−δn2} tr(f_{i1} · G_{F i1i2} · f_{i2} · G_{F i2i3} · · · f_{in} · G_{F ini1} ), and likewise (16) to (−i)^{N−S} P^{{i1 i2...iS }} NS ≡ e^{i2} ∑_N i,j=1 (_{−2iĠij εi·kj +G̈ij εi·εj} )_{+2 ∑N} i=1 (_{a(τi )−⟨⟨a⟩⟩})_{·εi} | |^{εi}1^{=0=···=0=εi}S ε_{iS+1} ···ε_{iN} , (42)

we may write explicitly the elements of the spin-obit decomposition in the background Γ^{{i1i2...iS }} NS = −2(−e)^N (2π)^3δ (^N∑ i=1 k^1_i ) δ (^N∑ i=1 k^2_i ) δ (^N∑ i=1 k^+_i ) ∫^∞ −∞ dx^+_0 e^{−ix+0 ∑Ni=1 k−i} (43)

× ∫_∞ 0 dT T (4πiT )^{− D2} e^{−i} (_{m2+⟨⟨a2 ⟩⟩−⟨⟨a⟩⟩2} )_T N∏ i=1 ∫_T 0 dτ_i W(f_{i1} , . . . , f_{iS} )P^{{i1 i2...iS }} NS e^{i2} ∑_N i,j=1 Gij ki·kj +2i ∑_N i=1 k_i· (_{I(τi)−⟨⟨I⟩⟩}) . In [7] the Master Formulae for both scalar and spinor QED are expanded to order N = 2 photons, first working completely off-shell, before specialising to the on-shell case and finally confirming the amplitude for helicity flip studied using the semi-classical approach in [8].

5. Conclusion This contribution has reviewed one-loop photon scattering amplitudes in the Worldline Formalism of quantum field theory, starting in vacuum and then including a constant and later plane wave backgrounds. We have presented Master Formulae for the N-photon amplitudes, expected to streamline calculations, especially for higher N, since they combine various Feynman diagrams and the propagators in the loop into compact integral representations that avoids the need to fix a specific ordering or integrate explicitly over Volkov functions. It also has the advantage of being a unifying description for the scalar and spinor theories which appear more similar in this formalism than in the standard approach.

In ongoing work we are analysing the application of the Master Formulae for the N = 3 (photon-splitting) and N = 4 (light-by-light scattering) amplitudes in the plane wave background. The formalism is also being extended to the open-line case to describe the scalar and spinor propagators in the plane wave background, building upon [33, 34, 42].

Acknowledgments The authors thank Anton Ilderton and Antonino di Piazza for helpful correspondence. JPE acknowledges funding through a CIC–U.M.S.N.H project.

References

[1] Ritus V 1970 Sov. Phys. JETP [2] Narozhnyi N B 1980 Phys. Rev. D 21 1176–1183 [3] Strassler M J 1992 Nucl. Phys. B 385 145–184

[4] Schubert C 2001 Phys. Rept. 355 73–234 (Preprint hep-th/0101036) [5] Corradini O, Schubert C, Edwards J P and Ahmadiniaz N 2015 Spinning Particles in Quantum Mechanics and Quantum Field Theory (Preprint 1512.08694) [6] Edwards J P and Schubert C 2019 Quantum mechanical path integrals in the first quantised approach to quantum field theory (Preprint 1912.10004) [7] Edwards J P and Schubert C 2021 Phys. Lett. B 822 136696 (Preprint 2105.08173) [8] Ilderton A and Torgrimsson G 2016 Phys. Rev. D 93(8) 085006 [9] Dittrich W and Gies H 2000 Probing the Quantum Vacuum. Perturbative Effective Action Approach in Quantum Electrodynamics and Its Application vol 166 (Springer Tracts Mod. Phys.)

[10] Fradkin E, Gitman D and Shvartsman S 1991 Quantum Electrodynamics with Unstable Vacuum (Springer) [11] Furry W H 1951 Phys. Rev. 81 115–124 [12] Seipt D 2017 Volkov States and Non-linear Compton Scattering in Short and Intense Laser Pulses Quantum Field Theory at the Limits: from Strong Fields to Heavy Quarks pp 24–43 (Preprint 1701.03692) [13] Schwinger J S 1951 Phys. Rev. 82 664–679 [14] Nikishov A I and Ritus V I 1964 Sov. Phys. JETP 19 529–541 [15] Nikishov A I and Ritus V I 1964 Sov. Phys. JETP 19 1191–1199 [16] Baier R and Breitenlohner P 1967 Nuovo Cim. B 47 117–120 [17] Batalin I A and Fradkin E S 1970 Teor. Mat. Fiz. 5 190–218 [18] Adler S L 1971 Annals Phys. 67 599–647 [19] Neville R A and Rohrlich F 1971 Phys. Rev. D 3 1692–1707 [20] Tsai W y 1974 Phys. Rev. D 10 1342 [21] Baier V N, Katkov V M and Strakhovenko V M 1974 Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 67 453 [22] Becker W and Mitter H 1975 J. Phys. A 8 1638–1657 [23] De Raad L L, Dass N D H and Milton K A 1974 Phys. Rev. D 9 1041–1053 [24] Urrutia L F 1978 Phys. Rev. D 17 1977 [25] Morozov D A, Narozhnyi N B and Ritus V I 1981 Sov. Phys. JETP 53 1103 [26] Di Piazza A, Milstein A I and Keitel C H 2007 Phys. Rev. A 76 032103 (Preprint 0704.0695) [27] Bragin S and Di Piazza A 2020 Phys. Rev. D 102 116012 (Preprint 2003.02231) [28] Di Piazza A and Lopez-Lopez M A 2020 Phys. Rev. D 102 076018 (Preprint 2006.15370) [29] Feynman R P and Gell-Mann M 1958 Phys. Rev. 109(1) 193–198 [30] Hostler L C 1985 J. Math. Phys. 26 1348–1354 [31] Feynman R P 1950 Phys. Rev. 80 440–457 [32] Feynman R P 1951 Phys. Rev. 84 108–128 [33] Ahmadiniaz N, Banda Guzmán V M, Bastianelli F, Corradini O, Edwards J P and Schubert C 2020 JHEP 08 049 (Preprint 2004.01391) [34] Ahmadiniaz N, Guzman V M B, Bastianelli F, Corradini O, Edwards J P and Schubert C 2021 (Preprint

2107.00199)

[35] Bern Z and Kosower D A 1991 Nucl. Phys. B 362 389–448 [36] Bern Z and Kosower D A 1992 Nucl. Phys. B 379 451–561 [37] Reuter M, Schmidt M G and Schubert C 1997 Annals Phys. 259 313–365 (Preprint hep-th/9610191) [38] Schmidt M G and Schubert C 1993 Phys. Lett. B 318 438–446 (Preprint hep-th/9309055) [39] Gusynin V P and Shovkovy I A 1999 J. Math. Phys. 40 5406–5439 (Preprint hep-th/9804143) [40] Shaisultanov R 1996 Phys. Lett. B 378 354–356 (Preprint hep-th/9512142) [41] Kors B and Schmidt M G 1999 Eur. Phys. J. C 6 175–182 (Preprint hep-th/9803144) [42] Ahmad A, Ahmadiniaz N, Corradini O, Kim S P and Schubert C 2017 Nucl. Phys. B 919 9–24 [43] Fliegner D, Reuter M, Schmidt M G and Schubert C 1997 Theor. Math. Phys. 113 1442–1451 [44] Dunne G V and Schubert C 2002 JHEP 08 053 (Preprint hep-th/0205004) [45] Dunne G V and Schubert C 2002 JHEP 06 042 (Preprint hep-th/0205005) [46] Huet I, McKeon D G C and Schubert C 2010 JHEP 12 036 (Preprint 1010.5315) [47] Dittrich W and Shaisultanov R 2000 Phys. Rev. D 62 045024 (Preprint hep-th/0001171) [48] Schubert C 2000 Nucl. Phys. B 585 407–428 (Preprint hep-ph/0001288) [49] Adler S L and Schubert C 1996 Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 1695–1698 (Preprint hep-th/9605035) [50] McKeon D and Sherry T 1994 Modern Physics Letters A 09 2167–2178 [51] Edwards J P and Schubert C 2017 Nucl. Phys. B 923 339–349 (Preprint 1704.00482) [52] Ahmadiniaz N, Bastianelli F, Corradini O, Edwards J P and Schubert C 2017 Nucl. Phys. B 924 377–386 (Preprint 1704.05040) [53] Ahmadiniaz N, Edwards J P and Ilderton A 2019 JHEP 05 038 (Preprint 1901.09416) [54] Ahmadiniaz N, Bastianelli F, Corradini O, Edwards J P and Schubert C 2020 Reducible contributions to the propagator and EHL in background fields 19th Lomonosov Conference (Preprint 2003.02508)