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Using a hadronic framework, we derive an explicit expression for photon production from neutral
pions in a weak background magnetic field. Our calculation is built on the proton triangle diagram
with an effective Yukawa 7%-proton coupling, offering an alternative to quark-level descriptions that
is advantageous when the magnetic length greatly exceeds the proton size. Corrections to the pion
decay constant are computed up to second order in the magnetic field strength, revealing that the
field generally suppresses the decay rate. Quantitatively, however, the effect remains modest even
for fields as strong as |eB| ~ m2. The differential photon emission rate exhibits anisotropy, with the
strongest suppression occurring when the pion momentum is perpendicular to the magnetic field.
Overall, the modification of the 7° — v rate is parametrically small, scaling as |eB|*>/m?p, where
mp is the proton mass. Nevertheless, under favorable conditions, the resulting angular anisotropy
could lead to observable signatures in heavy-ion collisions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The decay of neutral pions into two photons (7° — 77) is one of the most fundamental processes in quantum

chromodynamics (QCD). It serves as a crucial test of chiral symmetry breaking and the axial anomaly within the
Standard Model. From an experimental standpoint, this decay is commonly observed in high-energy physics and
provides a primary signature for identifying neutral pions in both collider experiments and astrophysical observations,
such as those involving cosmic rays. The latter, originating from supernova remnants, can produce pions through
interactions with the interstellar medium. Among these, neutral pions, being unstable, decay within approximately
10716 seconds into pairs of gamma-ray photons, each carrying roughly half of the pion’s rest mass. The detection of
such photons serves as a key observational signature, offering insights into the high-energy processes associated with
supernova remnants [1]. It is argued that the decay of neutral pions provides the dominant component of the truly
diffuse y-ray emission observed in the High Energy Stereoscopic System [2].

In the context of heavy-ion collisions, photons act as unique electromagnetic probes [3, 4]. Due to the long mean free
path associated with electromagnetic interactions, photons traverse the medium with minimal rescattering, arriving
at the detector largely undistorted. This property allows them to carry direct information about the space-time
evolution and dynamics of the medium at the moment of their production. Photons are emitted throughout all stages
of a heavy-ion collision, including contributions from prompt photons, thermal radiation, jet-medium bremsstrahlung,
and others [5, 6]. In experiments, direct photons are defined as all photons not originating from hadron decays.
Among hadronic decay sources, neutral pion decays account for approximately 80% of the total decay photon yield
[7]. Therefore, in data analysis, the total decay photon contribution is often estimated by scaling the measured pion
decay photons by a factor of 10/8.

In non-central heavy-ion collisions, extremely strong magnetic fields are generated during the initial stages of the
collision. These transient fields, primarily created by the motion of charged ions, can reach or exceed typical QCD
energy scales |eB| = m2 [8-12]. Theoretically, such fields are predicted to induce novel quantum phenomena, including
the chiral magnetic and chiral separation effects [13—15]. More recently, studies have also shown that strong magnetic
fields can influence the amplitudes of particle emission processes and contribute to anisotropies in electromagnetic
observables [16-19]. For instance, the magnetic field can enhance the thermal production rates of electromagnetic
probes, thereby affecting both the yield and angular distribution of direct photons [7, 20-23].

Although neutral pions themselves do not couple directly to magnetic fields, their decay processes can be influenced
indirectly. In the presence of sufficiently strong magnetic fields, quantum electrodynamic effects, such as anomalous
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FIG. 1: Triangular one-loop Feynman diagrams contributing to the anomalous decay of the neutral pion into two photons.

decay rate modifications, may become significant. These effects arise from field-induced changes in the properties of
the vacuum, including modifications to the dispersion relations of photons and vacuum birefringence. As a result, the
angular distribution and attenuation of the emitted photons can also be altered. In this work, we focus specifically
on the anomalous modifications to the neutral pion decay rate induced by strong magnetic fields.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we present the theoretical formalism for calculating the decay of
neutral pions into a pair of photons in the presence of a background magnetic field. In Sec. III, we present out main
numerical results. Finally, we summarize our main findings and discuss the implication of our results in Sec. IV.
Various technical details and derivations are presented in several Appendixes at the end of the paper.

II. FORMALISM

The influence of a background magnetic field on pion decay, 7% — 4, may be analyzed within two complementary
frameworks: a quark or a hadronic description. In both cases, the calculation necessarily involves the triangle diagrams
shown in Fig. 1, which embody the chiral anomaly. In the present work, we employ the hadronic description, following
the standard textbook treatment in the absence of a magnetic field [24]. Although the quark-level formulation may
offer certain advantages [25], both approaches are expected to yield quantitatively similar results. Minor differences
could arise from the distinct electric charges of the quarks and their direct coupling to the magnetic field. Our choice
of the hadronic description is primarily motivated by our focus on the weak-field regime. In this case, over distance
scales of the order of the magnetic length, ¢ = 1//|eB|, the proton can be accurately treated as a point-like particle,
and the details of its quark substructure are unlikely to play a significant role.

In the hadronic formulation, the fermion lines in the triangle diagrams of Fig. 1 correspond to protons, which carry
electric charge. The interaction between the neutral pion and the proton is described by the Yukawa-type Lagrangian,

Ling = i)\ﬂ-o ('ij'yg)wp) ) (1)
where the coupling constant is given by A = mp/ f, with mp denoting the proton mass and f, ~ 92 MeV the vacuum
pion decay constant.

The definition of the decay rate is given by [24]
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where the amplitude for 7° — v+ decay is represented by the triangle diagrams in Fig. 1. Note that k and q are the
3-momenta of photons, and p = k 4+ q. The formal expression for the amplitude is given by

iM(k,q) = —1(=N)(—ie)’e el > M!" (k,q), (3)
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where €/, are the photons polarization vectors and M/ (k,q) are the contributions from the two diagrams in Fig. 1.
By definition,
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and ML (k,q) = M{"(q, k). The explicit form of the proton propagator in a constant background magnetic field is

given in Appendix A. The factors ®(z, z), ®(z,y), and (y,z) in Eq. (4) are the Schwinger phases defined in Eq. (A2),
which formally break the translation invariance of the charged fermion propagator.



Without loss of generality, we choose the magnetic field B to point along the 4z direction and adopt the Landau
gauge for the vector potential, A = (—By, 0,0), where B denotes the field strength. In this configuration, the product
of the three Schwinger phases in Eq. (4) takes the form

ileB|
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where e is the magnitude of the electron charge. Unlike the individual Schwinger phases, this product depends only
on the relative spatial coordinates y — x and x — z, and is therefore consistent with translation invariance in the plane
perpendicular to the field.

In the weak-field regime, the translation-invariant part of the Green’s function can be expanded in powers of the
magnetic field strength, eB, as

Gky, k) = GO(ky, k) + G (kL k) + G (ko ky) + ..., (6)

where the explicit forms of G (ki, k) (with i = 0,1,2) are provided in Appendix A. Here, k; and kj denote the
momentum components transverse and parallel to the magnetic field direction, respectively. Generally, throughout this
work, we employ the following notation for the metric tensors: g"” = diag(1, -1, -1, —1), ¢/ = diag(0, -1, —1,0), and
gﬂL ¥ = diag(1,0,0, —1). Accordingly, we define the transverse and longitudinal components of the four-momentum as
ki = (0,—k',—k*,0) and ky = (k°,0,0, —k?), respectively. The corresponding invariants are k7 = —k7, k% = k2+k7,
kzﬁ = k% — k3, and k? = kﬁ + k2.

The product of the Schwinger phases in Eq. (5) can likewise be expanded in powers of e B. Then, the contributions
of the triangular diagrams to for pion decay amplitude can be expressed via
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where the subscript denotes the order in |eB|, and the index j distinguishes different contributions at the same order.

The definitions and explicit forms of all terms are given in Appendix B. The resulting expressions for }“,gj ), with
k=0,2, are
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whereas all first-order terms vanish, ]_—1(3‘ ) =o0.
By making use of the expansion in powers of eB, we write the amplitude squared as follows:
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where all g functions are defined in Appendix B. Given the cumbersome analytic structure of these functions, it is
convenient to simplify the analysis by considering several physically relevant approximations: (i) the center-of-mass
(CM) frame, defined by k = —q; (ii) the small-pion-mass (SP) approximation, corresponding to m, < mp; and (iii)
the combined case (CS), which incorporates both the center-of-mass frame and the small-pion-mass approximation.



A. Center-of-mass frame with the small-pion-mass approximation (CS)

Let us start from the simplest case of the center-of-mass frame, which is obtained by setting k = —q, and combine
it with the small-pion-mass approximation, m, < mp. In this case, from Eq. (7), we obtain
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where we used the results in Egs. (B7), (B22) and (B38) from Appendix B. Furthermore, by using the definition in
Eq. (3), the corresponding amplitude becomes
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and its complex conjugate expression reads
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Using the on-shell conditions k2 = ¢> = 0 and ¢ - k = m2 /2, and noting that
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we obtain the following expression for the squared amplitude:
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where a, is the fine structure constant. In deriving this result, we used k = —q and k° = ¢° = m, /2. Also, the
following relations were employed:
kigi — (g - k)? = —(kq0 — kog®)* = —m2 3, (17)
Klal = (ke 1) = (hyge — kugy)” =0, (18)
B3 (k{q?) + B3 (K1 qif) — 2BaBs[(k1 - q1)(q) - k)] = —¢1[(—qT (B2 + B3)® + 4B2B3g3]. (19)

Finally, by substituting Eq. (16) into Eq. (2), we obtain

(20)
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where I'(0) is the decay rate for the zero-field case

aZXNm3  aimd (21)

T0) = -
© 64m3m2, 64w f2’

which agrees with the textbook result in Ref. [24].

As seen from Eq. (20), the qualitative effect of the magnetic field is to suppress the pion decay rate. Quantitatively,
however, the effect remains small for realistic field strengths. For magnetic fields of order |eB| ~ m2 ~ 0.02 GeV?,
typical of those expected in heavy-ion collisions, the correction to the decay rate is only about 0.02%. Even for sub-
stantially stronger fields, |eB| ~ 10m2 ~ 0.2 GeV?, the suppression increases only modestly, reaching approximately
2%.

The reduction of the decay rate in the presence of a magnetic background is qualitatively consistent with results
obtained using alternative approaches, such as those based on the Gell-Mann-Oakes-Renner relation [26-29] and chiral
perturbation theory [30-32]. These studies typically focus on the magnetic-field dependence of the pion decay constant,
f=(B), which increases with the field strength. Since the decay rate scales as I'(B) o 1/f2(B), an enhancement of
fx(B) naturally leads to a suppression of I'(B).

Nevertheless, our quantitative results exhibit slight deviations from those reported in Refs. [26-28, 30-32]. Most
likely, this difference originates from using a very different hadronic framework, where the magnetic field expansion
is organized in powers of |eB|/m%. This differs from the expansion schemes employed in the other studies relying on
the expansion in powers of |eB|/(47 fr).

B. Small m, limit and arbitrary pion momentum (SP)

Let us now consider the small m, approximation but lift the restriction of the center-of-mass frame, allowing the
neutral pion to have an arbitrary momentum. In this case, by using Egs. (B7), (B21) and (B35), we have
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By noting that
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we obtain the following result for the squared amplitude:

IMSP1Z Nt [ 1 ( B leB|? B 2leB*(q% +qu - ki +ki))]2 Nm%et|eB|*
4m2mp

92 - 4 4(2m)4 {(’Cgp)Q [kﬁqﬁ —(q- kl\)ﬂ

+ [P+ USSP)] i+ [UCED)2 + (D2 + (S5, — KCSTL )2 — 20T ISP + ISP I (k- ap) - (24)

5m3, 63mS,

The corresponding expression for the decay rate is then given by
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FIG. 2: Field-strength dependence of the absolute value of the field-induced correction to the pion decay rate in a general
frame. The different curves correspond to various pion momenta, ranging from pr = 0 to pr = 5 GeV. Results are shown for
two fixed angles: 8 = /4 (left) and 8 = 7/2 (right).

and the additional function appearing in the quadratic terms is defined through the integral

1 BQ 1 [dBK 1 ,, ) 4500
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Since the integrand depends differently on the transverse and longitudinal components of the momenta, the function
Ap, and consequently the decay rate FlS)P, is anisotropic. To quantify this directional dependence, we introduce the
angle [ between the pion momentum and the magnetic field. The dependence of the decay rate on (3, reflecting this
magnetic-field-induced anisotropy, is studied numerically in the next section.

Similar to the center-of-mass result in Eq. (20), the general-frame expression in Eq. (25) shows that the decay rate
remains suppressed by the magnetic field. The main new feature is the emergence of an angular dependence through
the function Ap. As will be shown in the next section, this angular dependence leads to an enhanced suppression

when the pion momentum is oriented perpendicular to the magnetic field.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present numerical results for the pion decay rate in a general reference frame, as given by Eq. (25).
In this case, the pion carries a nonzero momentum p, whose orientation relative to the magnetic field is specified by
the angle 3. We analyze how the decay rate depends on both the magnitude of p and its direction with respect to
the field.

Because the overall decay rate exhibits only a weak suppression by the magnetic field, it is useful to isolate the
field-induced contribution by subtracting the zero-field result. To this end, we introduce the following dimensionless
quantity:

AT (B) _[I5(B) - T3 O) o

37 (0) I3F(0)

Its dependence on the magnetic field strength is shown in Fig. 2 for several values of the pion momentum, ranging
from p, =0 to pr =5 GeV. The two panels correspond to fixed angles 8. As seen in both panels, the magnitude of
the field-dependent suppression increases quadratically with the magnetic field strength, becoming more pronounced
for larger pion momenta and for the orientations of pion momenta closer to 5 = w/2. Note that for a realistic magnetic
field of [eB| ~ m?2 ~ 0.018 GeV?, the correction remains extremely small, on the order of 0.02%.

The dependence of the field-induced correction to the decay rate given by Eq. (28) on the angle § is shown in
Fig. 3. As seen from the figure, the absolute value of the field-induced correction reaches its maximum at g = /2.
This indicates that the suppression of the decay rate by the magnetic field is strongest when the pion momentum is
perpendicular to the field direction. Although the quantitative effect remains small, it becomes more pronounced as
the pion momentum increases.
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FIG. 3: Absolute value of the field-induced correction to the pion decay rate in a general frame as a function of the angle
between the pion momentum and the magnetic field. The different curves correspond to various pion momenta, ranging from
pr =0 to pr =5 GeV. Results are shown for two fixed magnetic-field strengths: |eB| = m2/2 (left) and |eB| = 2m2 (right).

IV. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

In this work, we investigated the decay of neutral pions into two photons in the presence of a weak background
magnetic field within a hadronic framework. The analysis was based on the proton triangle diagram with an effective
Yukawa-type m¥-proton coupling, which provides a physically transparent alternative to quark-level treatments in the
regime where the magnetic length is much larger than the proton size. By expanding the proton propagator and the
Schwinger phases in powers of eB, we derived analytical expressions for the decay amplitude and rate up to second
order in the magnetic field strength.

Our results show that the magnetic field leads to a generic suppression of the 7@ — vy decay rate. The effect
originates from field-induced modifications of the intermediate proton loop and manifests as a quadratic dependence
on the magnetic field, scaling as |eB|?/m%}, where mp is the proton mass. Quantitatively, the correction is extremely
small: for magnetic fields of order |eB| ~ m2 ~ 0.018 GeV?, the suppression amounts to roughly 0.02%, increasing
to only a few percent for fields an order of magnitude stronger.

Although the field-induced suppression of the decay rate is qualitatively consistent with previous studies based
on different theoretical frameworks [26-32], our quantitative results differ. The precise origin of these differences is
not yet fully understood, but they likely arise from distinct model assumptions (e.g., the treatment of the pion as a
point-like particle) and from differences in the organization of the expansion in powers of the magnetic field.

In a general reference frame, the decay rate becomes anisotropic due to the different dependence of the amplitude
on the transverse and longitudinal components of the pion momentum. This anisotropy is characterized by the angle
B between the pion momentum and the magnetic field direction. The suppression reaches its maximum at 8 = 7 /2,
when the pion momentum is perpendicular to the field, while it diminishes as the momentum becomes more aligned
with the field.

Overall, our study demonstrates that, although the magnetic-field-induced corrections to the total 70 — v decay
rate are parametrically small, the resulting angular anisotropy may be of phenomenological relevance. In particular,
such anisotropic emission could, in principle, contribute to directional photon correlations in heavy-ion collisions
or influence photon spectra in magnetized astrophysical environments, such as neutron stars or magnetars. Future
extensions of this work could explore the strong-field regime beyond the perturbative expansion, incorporate medium
effects, or generalize the framework to other anomalous meson decay channels.
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Appendix A: Fermion propagator in a magnetic field

In a constant background field pointing in z direction, the Green’s function of a fermion with four momentum k&
and mass m is given by [33]:

d*k "N oA
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where
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1. Weak-field limit of the translation invariant part of the propagator

To obtain the weak-field approximation for the translation invariant part of the propagator, it is convenient to use
the following relation:
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where we used the shorthand notations a = (m? + k3 — k3) and b = eB. Then, we derive [34]
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Similarly,
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In the derivation, we utilized the definition of the generating function for the Laguerre polynomials [35],

ganz(x):ﬁeXp(zml)’ (A8)

took into account our convention L%, (z) = 0.



By combining the results in Eqgs. (A6) and (A7), we obtain the following power series expression for the translation
invariant part of the propagator in weak field limit:

é(kl, kH) = G(O)(k/l, k/’”) + é(l)(k/l, k/’”) + G(Q)(kL, k/’”) + ..., (AQ)
where the explicit expressions for the first three terms in the expansion are

- koY —k-v+m
0 R i
G( )(kL, kH) = 1 kg K2 2 s (Al()a)

koy? — k33 +m

GO (ky, k) = —4'4%B G (A10D)
2 (2) : 2 ko’ —k-y+m A
G (kl, kH) = 21(63) k (k2 K2 _ )4 . ( 10(3)

2. Weak-field limit of the product of the Schwinger phase factors

In the calculation of the triangle diagram, we encounter the following product of three Schwinger phases:
Bz, 2)B(z,y)B(y,x) = ¢ T WD), (A1)
By using the weak field limit, the corresponding expression can be written as power series,
ileBle" (y — x);(x — 2); B leB|? [eij (y —x)i(z — z)j]2
2 4

with the indices 7,7 = 1,2 and €% is the Levi-Civita symbol. Therefore, in the momentum space, we have

D(x,2)P(z,y)P(y,z) ~ 1+ + O(leBJ?), (A12)

I3 = /d4:Cdzlyd4ze—ir»(z—z)e—is‘(y—z)e—it»(z—y)e—ip‘aceik‘yeiq»z(I)(:C7 z)@(z, ,y)q)(y7 :C)

. . i iy B2 (éldy;z;)?
~ (271‘)45(4)(17 k- q)/d4yd4z€zz(s+q—r)—zy(s—t—k) (1 _ Z|eB|€2 Yizj |eB] (64 Y ZJ) ) - (A13)
Integrating over the spatial coordinate, we finally obtain
Ii=02m)" Y p—k—q) (To+Ti+To), (A14)
where
To = 2m)80W (s + ¢ — ) 6B (s — t — k), (A15a)
ileB
I, = | |(27T) (5(2)(8” +q) - TH)(S( )(S” =t = kH) [—5(Sy —ty — k:y)é’(sz —t, — k’m)
X 5(51 + 4o —72)0 (sy + ay —1y) + (52 — ta — ka)' (sy — ty —ky)d(sy +ay — )0 (0 + @x — 72)] (A15b)
eB
I, = | 4' (27‘(‘)8(5(2)(SH +q — r”)é( )(SH — by — k) [=0(sy —ty —ky)0" (5S¢ — to — ke )0(Se 4+ o — 72)0" (sy + qy — 1)
= 0"(sy =ty —ky)0(sz — tu — ku)O(sy + gy —14)0" (52 + gz — 1)
+ 20(sy —ty — ky)d (55 —te — ku)0' (5y + @y — 74)0 (2 + qw — 72)] - (A15c)

Appendix B: Evaluation of FY) functions

By using the expansions for the translation invariant part of the propagator and the product of the Schwinger
phases in Eq. (5), we derive the following expression for the amplitude for the pion decay:

M"Y~ / (;;:4 (;:;4 (3:)54 (Zo+T1 + Io) Tr {7“ (é(o)(s) + G(l)(s)) v (G(O) (r) + G(l)(r)) 5° (G(O) (t) + é(l)(t))}

12

3 9
FO+YFO+ 3 A, (B1)

J=0 J=0



10

with the functions G (s) and Z; (i = 0,1,2) defined in Egs. (A10) and (A15), respectively. The explicit expressions
for partial contributions FY read

70 = [ G T e
A= / (3;24 (;l:; (5:5411% GO e
7= [ oy g g T o760
A= [ Gt [reenr et
e

d*s

d*t

0) _ d47’ oA v
= [ G e o 6

A = [ G T e e
75 = | s oy e [ 6
7= [ oyt g T O
Y = [ e n e [0 (6 G0
7= | o oy e [ 6
7 = [ e e e [0 760
7 = [ G T [ e
7= / (3;7;4 (;l:; (;41;411% WG(O)( W ER

d*s

d4

(9)7 d47’
7= | @n)t (2m)1 20

1.

IlTr[ 1GO ()7 GO (7

Zeroth order contributions

The zeroth order contribution is only from ]_-0(0) term,

F

Up to here, it is clearly shown that ]-'éo)

= 4mpe‘“’o‘ﬁkaq5/(

= 4mpe“”0"6kaq5 (

All
Fo

d*s

- | Gt D [P E O GO O

1

5G(0)
GO (¢
GO (¢
5G(0)

5G(1)

5G(0)
GO (¢
WG (¢
5G(0)
PG (¢
WG (¢
5G(0)

5G(0)

®].
]
@),
®].
]
")
®].
]
@),
®].
]
@),
®].
]
ho),

_F0 4

2m)4 (s?

1

mp)[(s +q)* = mpl((s — k)> — m]

= ]:0(0)(‘1 < k,u > v), therefore,

.7:(0)((] —kpev)= 2.7-'(0).

! /1 d:c/l_m d
1672 ) Jo o mi el -0k —y(l - y)¢ — 2kezy

(B2a)
(B2b)
(B2c)
(B2d)
(B2e)

(B2f)
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After use the on-shell conditions, Eq. (B3) becomes

. 1 1—x
0) _ 4 prafp —t / d / d ;
7o e ol (16”2 0 ! 0 ym% —mixy

uvaf —1 . 2my . 2ma
dmpe k/’aqﬂ (1671’27’713‘.) [LIQ <mﬂ. — m) + Liy (mﬂ- Y- 4m% : (BS)

By using small m, limit, we derive

1 2ma 2m, 1
lim — [Lig ( m2 = ) + Lip ( m2 5 )] =52 (B6)
me—0 m2 My — /M2 —4m?5 Mg +/mz — 4mp 2mp
leading to
kaqs
]_—All,sp MVOlﬂ (e% B7
0 mp (B7)

which agrees with the textbook result in Ref. [24].

2. First-order contributions

At the leading order in eB, we have four different contributions,

B d*sd dt2
FU = z|e | / i TJ‘ [—0(sy —ty — ky)d' (55 — to — ku)0(Sz + gz — 72)0" (Sy + gy — 1)
+5 (80 —tu *k )5/( y*ky)5(5y+%*7’y)5/(5z+q$*Tm)]
xTr |: “G(O (S) UG 0)(8” + qH,I‘J_)’yE)G(O)(S” — kH,tJ_)
|€B| d4 ¢+mP) v
= m2 )’7
P
« {'Y [_(5 + Q) + mP] + 2(595 + QJE)[?S{ +q+ mP] 5'72[_(5 - k)2 + m%] + 2(5y — ky)[?é - k + mP]

(s +a = mi ] ! (s —F)F = mJ?

_ Pl @) £ mp] 4 2(sy + a,)[ + g + me] 571[—(s—k:>2+m%]+2(s$—km)[¢—k+mp]} (B8)

(s + ) —mi ]2 ! (s —F)2 —m3]?
d's Whio M y7(s+ ), +mp_577(s — @)y +mp
]:(1):63/ {u12llv v P 5 T }7 B9
! ot UM T ) Tt a2 —mi] ) (s - k)2 - m3) (B9)
d*s ks +m 7p(5+Q)ll,p+mP Y (s —k)r + mp
f(2) — eB\/ ,U. a ,.yl/ 1.2 ” 5 T , BlO
: e " e e R G- RE -l o)
4 o p r(s—=k)jr+mp
(3) _ B d S lu,’y k0'+m 1/7 (S+q)P+mP 5.1 Q,YH H’T Bl11
= s [ o {” (2 2)" s+ =R —m3P i

In the first function, we have used

/ 6" (2)p(x)dx = / (=1)"6(z)p"™ () da. (B12)
After tedious but straightforward calculations, we obtain

.7:1( ]: (q<—>ku<—>u) 0,
(q<—>k,u<—>u):0,
(3)(q<—>k,u<—>u):0,

2)(q<—>k,u<—>u):0.

Consequently, all terms of first order in the magnetic field vanish and do not affect the decay rate.
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3. Second-order contributions

For the next leading order contributions which promotional to (eB)?, the first 3 terms are given by

(1 _ d*r  dts d*t 7.T wA(2) v A(0) 5 A(0)
7o / 2m)* 2r)t @)t ° P [14G) ()77 GO (1) GO (1)

d*s s?
= 8leB|?>mpe"**PLqq / L , B17
BFmee™ ket | Gyt =BG + 0 — e — R — ) i
d*r d*s d - A -
D = | i e [ a0 e e e
d*s (SJ_ + qJ_)2
= 8|eB|2mpe“W‘ﬁkaq5/ , (B18)
(2m)* (s> =mp) (s + @)* = mp]*[(s — k)* — m}]
dr d*s d A A A
5 = | T O 60 6 0)
d48 (SJ_ — kj_)2
= 8|eB|2mpe“W‘ﬁkaq5/ : (B19)
(2m)* (s> =m)(s + @)* = mp][(s — k) — mp]*
We define Fo o = ]:2(1) + .7:2(2) + .72(3). Then, it is easy to show that
.7:2%1 = Foo+ Fo0(q <> k, o > v) = 2F0 . (B20)
By using the results in Appendix C, we obtain
3
Fao = 16leBl*mpe" *Pkoqp Z (T + T7), (B21)
i=1

where Y27 | 7' and 27| J? are given in Eq. (C8) and Eq.(C9). Using the results in Eqgs. (C10), (C11), and (C12),
valid for the special cases of small pion mass (SP), the center-of-mass frame (CM), and the combined approximation
of the small pion mass in the center-of-mass frame (CS), respectively, we derive

1 2
All,CS . va q
Foo™ = 16ileBlmpe™ kagy (3207T2m§3 + 20167:2771%) ' (B22)

The other six terms at the next-leading order are given by

d*s S — 87" +m So + — (s, + 'yEer #7%‘4»7”
4 . oY z P u 0 qo)Y z qz P P
]:2( ) = Z(GB)2/ (2 )1‘ Ir {7#71 2 Y 7172( ) ( ) 5 }a

v
(52 = mp)? GraP—mpl (5= kP 3]
(B23)
4 0 3 0 3
(5) - o [ d's 1,250 = s +mp , pHgEmE 5y 5 (s0 —Ko)y? — (5. — k)Y +mp}
Fy’ = i(eB /—Tr{ " ,
e U e R (R et S L (R SR

: d's £+ mp (50 +0)7" = (8- + ¢:)v* + mp (s0 = ko)v® — (52 — ko )y* +mp
FO _ i(eB 2/ Tr{y“ Yy ln? z T 9z Ayl z z ’
? (€5) ( (s2 —mp) [(s +q)* —mp]? [(s = k)2 —mp]?

(B25)



B z|eB|/d4ser_dt2

B z|eB|/d4serdt2

B z|eB|/d4sd7’J_dt2
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(Sy —ty — ky)él(sw —ty — ki )0(sz + Gz — Tm)él(sy +qy — Ty)
+ (50 —ta — k)0’ (sy — ty — ky)o(sy + ay —1)0" (52 + o — 72)]
Tr [V“G(l)(s)vyé(o)(Sn +q,r0)7° GO (s) — Ky tr)

|eB|? d*s w1 289 =59 +mp)
= oL o e
vl[—<s+q>2+m%]+2(sm+qm>[¢+¢+mplw572[—<s—k)2+m%3]+2<sy—ky>[¢—k+mp]
[(s +q)? —mp]? (s — k)2 = m3]?
V=5 + @) +mp] +2(sy + q) [ +d +mp] 9 (s — k)? + m3] + 2(sa — ko)[# — ¥+ mp)]
G5+ 0 — m3P? ! (s — F)? — i ? }’(B%)

(Sy —ly — ky)5/(51 —te — ku)0(sz + @ — Tr)5/(sy +qy — Ty)
+ (s =tz — k/’w)él(sy —ty — k/’y)é(sy +qy — ry)‘sl(sz + e —72)]

Tr [V“G(O)(s)v”é(l)(Sn +q,r0)7° GO (s) — Ky, tr)
Z_|eB|2 / (d45 Tyob (§+mp)

Ty
2 27)4 (2 —m3%)

V=(s+0)° + mp] +2(s2 + ¢a)[f + 4 +mp] 92[—(s — k)* + mp] + 2(sy — ky)[f — ¥+ mp]
(s + )2 — m3P? K [(s — k)% — m3]2

VL4 0 4 mp]+ 2sy +ay)lf + g+ ] 5y (s R+ mp] + 2se — ka)[f = K+ m } (B27)

(s +q)* = m3]? (s = k) = m]?

6(sy —ty — ky)‘sl(sz —te — ku)0(sz + @ — Tr)(s/(sy +qy —1y)
+0(8z — ta — kz)5 (s Sy =ty — ky)5(5y +qy — Ty)(;/(sz + G —72)]
xTr [7“0(0)(8)’)/”@(0)(5” + qH,I‘J_)’yE)G(l)(S” — k”,tJ_)

2

_BE [ )

ent (2 —m3)]

y {ﬂ—(s +q)* +mp] +2(su + qu)[f +d +mp]  2[—(s — k)% +mb] +2(s, — k,)[§ — F+mp]

(s + )2 —m3J2 K (s — k)% — mp]2

V[ (s +q)* +mp] +2(sy + q)[f +d +mp] A [—(s— k)2 +mb] +2(s, — k) [¢ — K + mp]
(s +¢q)% — m3%]? 7 [(s — k)2 — m2]? } (B28)

It is straightforward to check that all of them vanish, i.e.,

f2(4)+.7(5)(q<—>k JIRS %
f2(5)+.7(4)(q<—>k JIRS %
FO 4+ 0
f2(7)+.7(8)(q<—>k JIRS %
(
(

f2(8)+.7(7) q<r kv
O 4 A

\
o o o o o o

)

)
g kpev) =

)

)

)

(B29)
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The only remaining term is given by

s

eB|? [ d*sdr? dt?
0= | 4| / (27#)4 - [—0(sy —ty — k:y)(S”(sm —ty — ki )0(sz + Gz — Tﬂc)(sﬂ(sy +qy —1y)

- 5//(31/ —ty — ky)d(se — e — k)0(sy + gy — Ty)(s//(sm +qr —72)
+ 20 (sy — ty — k)8 (S0 — to — k)& (5y + qy — 74)0" (52 + @z — 72)] Tr [V GO ()7 GO (s + q, 1)y GO (s — k||atl)i|

o B 20* i o / ds e BLqs
ot2ors Ot 0r 0t Ory,  Ot20r? (2m)* (s2 —m3)[(s + q)2 — m3][(s — k)2 —m%]

(B30)

—impleB|? [

After simplification, it can be written as follows:

]_-(O) B 7mp|eB|2 o 294 / /1 z o wdp (B31)
2 4(2n)2 akfc@qy Ok, 0q, 0k, 0q, 8k526qz (yq — 2k)? —yq® — zk> + m?%~

Therefore, we obtained
Fo = FO 4+ FOq o ko v) = 2F. (B32)

Furthermore, after carrying out straightforward, albeit tedious, evaluations of the integrals, we derive

2
7Y = %Emﬁ [F.09).8K0 + Kj.ad1,5Kq, + Ky.a02,6Kq, + ).501,0Kk,
+ q),502,0Kk, + 02,001,8Kq, 1, + 01,002,8Kq,k, | » (B33)
with
Ko = St (47;% AT {—Smw 4m% —m2 [qi (Gk/’i (SOmfp — 7m,2r) +30mp — 13mEbm?2 + mfr)
+ k2 (SOmP — 13m%m?2 +m ) + ¢ ( 12k, kyqy (30m%3 — 7m2) — 6k,m% (30m%3 — 7m2))

+ ¢ (6k; (30m% — Tm2) + 30mp — 13mpmy + my) + ki, (30mp — 13mbm2 4+ my) + 6kympq, (Tms — 30m3p)
— 36mpm?2 + Qm%mﬂ
My
— 12mpm?2 + 2mIim? ) + qa ( 8kzkyqy (30m‘}3 — 12mpm2 + m4) — 4k,m3 (30m‘}3 — 12mpm2 + m4))
+ 2k2mp (10mp —6mbm2 +m ) +q2 (4k2 (BOmP —12m%m2 +m ) +20m% — 12mEm2 + 2mpm4)
dkympqy (30mp — 12mpm2 + my) + 24m&m2 + 10mpmy — mpmS]}, (B34a)

+ 48tan™! ( ) [2k2m% (10mp — 6mbma +my) + q; (4k2 (30mp — 12mpm2 + my) + 20m%

1
3mpm?(4m2% — m2)3/2 {
+ k2 (30mp — 13m%m2 +m ) + k2 (90mp 39mbm2 + Smi) + 12k:ym?3qy (7mfr — 30m?3) — 72m4}3m727 + 18mfgmi)
+ @2 (kokygy (84m2 — 360m%) + ky (42mpbm2 — 180mp)) + kokyqy (—60mp + 26mpm2 — 2my)

+ koqp (180mp — 42mBm2) + & (k;, (180mp — 42m2) + 30mp — 13mpm? + my )]

—8ma\/4m% — m2 [ (¢, (6k2 (30m% — Tm2) + 30mp — 13mpm2 + my)

x

My

4m2 — m?2

+ 96tan~! < ) [qm (kim% (10mp 6meHm?z +m ) + qy ( k2 (30m‘113 —12mim2 + mi)

+ 10m% — 6mpm2Z + mbm2 ) + 3k2mp (10mp —6mAm2 +m ) dkymbqy (30m§13 — 12mpm2 + mi)

— 24m%m?2 + 10mEmt — mEimS ) +q2 (k kyqy ( 120m% + 48mim? — 4m4) + kg (—GOm?g + 24mpm?2 — Qm%mi))
+ kzkyqy ( 20m$ 4 12mpm2 — 2mim? ) + kzqy (GOmP — 24mpm? + 2mpm4)

@ (2k2 (30mp — 12mpbm2 + my) + 10m$ — 6mpm2 + mpmy)] }, (B34b)

+
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4 Tr
Kohy = 57— {4m6 Tm4 — [z (ky (g (12K (30m$ — Tm2) — 2 (30mp — 13mpm’ + my))
P P
+ k2 (—60mp + 26mpm2 — 2m3) + 354mpm>2 — 90mpmy) + g, (—12k2m7 (30m3p — Tm2)

—  18mpmi + 3mpmy) + kj (—180mp + T8mpma — 6my) + 24k;mpq, (30mp — Tm2))

+ @ (24koklqy (30mp — Tm2) + koky (720mp — 168mpbm2) + 4keqy (30mp — 13mpmZ + ms))
+ kg kyqy (120mp — 52m%m?2 + 4m4) + ky (kzwqy (84mpm7r — 360mp) + kg (3mpmfr — 18m‘113m72r))
+ koqy (18mpmy — T8mpm2) + ¢3 (—12k] (30mp — Tm2) — 6k, (30mp — 13mpm2 +my))]
12 -1 Ma 2,2 4 2,2 4
+ m‘llg(élmp m2)% tan (m) [qx (ky (2]{3sz (10mp - Gumﬂ. + mﬂ)
+ q, (4k32 (30mp —12m%m2 +m ) +20m% — 12mpm2 4 2mimi ) — 110m%m?2 + 47mbm? — 5mpm6)

+ qy (4k me (30mp —12mEimZ 4+ m ) + 6mbm2Z — 2mpmi ) + 6k3mp (IOmP 6moHm?2 + mfr)
— 8k2mpqy (BOmP —12m%m2 +m )) — 4k, kaqu (IOmP — 6mebm?2 + mﬂ)

+ ( 8k k:yqy (30mp — 12m%m?2 +m ) + ki ky ( 240mS, + 96mpm?2 — Sm%mi)

— 4kzmpqy (10m} — 6mpm?2 + my)) + ky (ks (6mGm?2 — Qm%m‘l)

+ kij (120m?3 48mpm?2 + 4mim? )) + kzqy (34mpm — 13mbm?t + umG)

+ ¢ (4k3 (30mp —12m%m2 +m ) + ky (GOmP — 36mpm2 + 6mpmi))}

2m?2 2m?2
— 12m, |Li r 4L i by + Kot) > B34c
[ ° (m%s/mfrélm%m%) ? (m?rJr m$r4m%3m72r>‘| (kzdy vd )} ( )

and the remaining functions are

Ki, = Kq,(kz < a2, ky < qy), (B34d)
Kr, = Kq. (ke < qy,ky <> gz), (B34e)
Kq, = Kq.(ka < ky, ¢ < qy), (B34f)
Ko,k Kaok, (ks < ky, gz <> qy) (B34g)

a. Small pion mass approximation

By employing the small pion mass approximation, m, < mp, the expressions for K, derived in the preceding
subsection reduce to

—14mp — 8(kyqe — kxqy)® +8(a] + kI +q1 -ki)mp

ISP~ B35
0 105m Y ’ (B35a)
(oSP  Z28mpts — 84u(kyte — kuqy)” + 8a.(al + 1K1 +aqu ki )mp + (2ky + q,)(kyGe — kogy)mp B
o~ o , (B35b)
q 105myp
1
Kgsz ~ m {*24]%23‘11 [ky (qi — m%) + mquy] — 2k, [24k§qy(m2p — qi) + 3kym2p (7m2p — 8q§ + 4q§) — 7m‘};qy

+ 24mbqiqy] + 2¢0 [12K (3mp — ¢2) + 24k2mBbq, — 119kymp + 12k,m (3¢2 + ¢2) — 21mpq,] } . (B35c)

b. Center-of-mass frame

Upon imposing the center-of-mass condition, k = —q, the functions KC; simplify to
8 6m?2 m
KM = ——2m3q? + mi(9m3 — 60m,q? ) — —L—tan™ ! | ————
0 3mpm? { i p(Om =) 4m% —m2 4m% —m2

x [mp(6m2 —40q7 ) + 8mZql —m;] } (B36a)
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16q 6m?2 _ m
’CCM — & 2 9 3 30 . 2 3.2 P t 1 7"
73m;gm;{mf°[ Mz = 30mady |+ moal Jag—mz o\ Amb —mZ

x [mp (6m2 —20q7 ) — my + 4m>q? | }, (B36b)

8
Ko, = il 60mBmac? \/4m3 — m2 + 48mm e tan " | ——T
o 3mpmIy/4m% — m2 VAm3, —m2
— 24mpm tan™t % — me’rqi\/élmQP —m2 — 240m’bq% tan~? 773” —
\/4mP_m7r \/4mP—mﬂ
2.3 2 2 4, 2 -1 M
— 39mpmyy/4mp — mz 4+ 132mpm; tan —_——
A% — 2
4 2 2
+ 12mpmgy/4mp — mz

and the remaining functions are

2m?2 2m?2
Lis iz + Li iz . (B36c)
m2 — \/mi — dm%m?2 m2 + /mi — 4dmEm2

KM = —kgM, (B36d)
KM = —KgM, (B36e)
Ko = KM (@ < ay), (B36f)
Kak, = Kk, (B36g)

c.  Small pion mass approximation in center-of-mass frame

By applying the small pion mass approximation to the results obtained in the center-of-mass frame in Sec. B3 b,
we derive

8q?% — 14m%

K§® = =55t (B37a)
P
4(]95(2(312 *7m2)
Cs Cs 1 P
= Ky = B37b
qu Kkm 105m§3 ’ ( 37 )
chys = _’ngs :Ict(zjms(qw < qy), (B37¢)
4q,q,(35m% — 6q2)
cS  _ CS y P 1
K5, = KS5, ~ STomE . (B37d)
Then we get
AlLCS mpleB)® ., 8q% — 14m% 4(2q% — Tm3) 4(2¢2 — Tm3)
7o L s U A
4(35m2% — 6q2)
B T (B3)

Appendix C: Definition and calculations of 7; functions

To evaluate the functions J; (with ¢ = 1,2, 3) appearing in Eq. (B21), we employ the standard Feynman parametriza-
tion,

1 1 [T« T(mi+ .. +my)
T = ) e (- U e e u
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In particular, this yields the following relations:

1

1 2

P B~y ey s )
1 ! 202

Tk ke e Rl AR Al N

where we have introduced the shorthand notation
D = [z(s* =mp) +y((s + ¢)* —mp) + 2((s — k)* —mp)] +ie = s* + 25 - (yg — zk) + yg* + zk* —mp +ic. (C4)

By defining a shifted integration variable [ = s + yq — zk, the denominator can be written as D = [2 — A + ie, with
A = (yq — zk)? — yg* — zk* + m%. Applying the on-shell conditions, ¢> = k? = 0 and 2¢ - k = m?2, the expression for

A simplifies to A = —yzm?2 +m%. Next, performing a Wick rotation, ¥ = il%,, we derive the following generic result:
d*l 1 d*l —1)m

/ 1772 mo Z/ E4 2( ) m o (05)
(2m)* (12 — A) (2m)* (1% + A)

where Dp = 1%, + A.
By definition, the functions J; in Eq. (B21) are given by the following integral expressions:

d*s s?
S / (2m)* (s —mp)*((s + @)* — mp][(s — k)* — m3]

= / (;%4 /0 1 dadydzd(z +y + 2 — 1)20:03 17 + %IG;L — qu)2]7 (C6a)
o / (;l:“ (s2 - m3)[(s + Ezs);+ ngi[(s “R? —m3)]

= ’/ (324]‘;4 /0 dwdydzb(z 4y + » — 1) 2L+ [Zk];g (- ya]’} (C8b)
s / (;l”; (s N mp)|[(s + Sj_—;;[(s k)2 —m3)

-if (3%4 [, dwdvzote vt PERL KlD?j ratual (C6o)

where we have taken into account that s; =1, —yq, +zky, s; +q. =1, + (1 —y)gL +zk,, s —k, =
L, —yqr — (1—2)k,.
Each J; can be conveniently separated to two parts:

iy, ! 202312 dlgm? ! 202313
T = Z/—E/ dedyd=8(z +y + 2 — 1) L:Z‘/E—W/ dadydz5(z +y + 2 — 1) =2, (CTa)
0 0

(2! Df; (2 Df
diy, [ 20232k, — yq1)?
2 = [ —Z | dadydzé 1
e e R e
2r?_ [ o3 (zky — yq.)?
=1 dxdydzd —1 CTh
13(27r)4/0 rdydzd(x +y + 2 )(—yszr—i—m%)‘“ ( )
. di* 1 201312 [ dlpm® [t 9200315
E E
dl4 1 20 3.2 k 1— 2
T3 = l/ (27TE)4/ drdydz6(z +y+ 2 —1) v [z J-Dt( y)q.]
0 E
=1 2m? /1 daxdydzé(x +y+ z — 1)y3[sz +(1 - y)QLP (C7d)
— ent ), Y (CyzmZ + mp)T
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it [t 202312 dlgm? ! 202315
J5 = / 5 / dedyd=8(z +y + 2 — 1) *Zi/i/ dadydz5(z +y + 2 — 1) =52, (CTe)
0 0

2n) DY ) Dy
dl} ! 2023[(1 — 2)k +yq.]?
2 - E -1
I3 z/ on) /0 dedydzo(z +y+2z—1) Do
2r® [ 2[(1 - 2)ki +yaqu]’
= i dxdydzé -1 . f
“32m)4 /0 wdydzd(z +y+2—1) (—yzmZ +mp)* m

Next, performing the integrations and adding all separate contributions together, we obtain

3 i(6m% —m2) [mﬂ/élmfD —m2(m2 — 3m2) + (12m% — 6m%m2 + m1) arctan (\/ﬁ)]

T = ‘ C8
; A8m2mAm3 (4m2 — m2)% (C8)
and
> 1

2 _ 8 2 2 6,3 (1.2 2
5% i, { g 2 O ) 0 (0 s )

+ 4mpm? (23k3 — 156k, - qu +23q7) + 2mpml (k3 + 24k -q1 +q1) —m) (k1 +4q7)]

247’1213 -1 M 8 (1,2 2 6., 2 (1,2 2
+ ————+4—tan _— [—120mp(kL76kL~qL+qL)+100mpmw(kL76kJ_~qJ_+qL)

2 _ 2
\VAaAmp —mi

(4%, — m2)%

Mgy

mp —mxz

a. Ji functions in the small pion mass approximation

In the small pion mass approximation, the general results for 7; functions given Egs. (C8) and (C9) drastically
simplify. The corresponding results read

3 .

1,SP ¢

- ~ — C10
Z‘Z 32072, (C10a)
=1
3

k3 +k, -qi +d?

2,SP KT 191 T g7

SPT ~ . C10b
;‘71 201672, (C10D)

b. Ji functions in the center-of-mass frame

In center-of-mass frame, Egs. (C8) and (C9) reduce to the following expressions:

3 o i(6m% —m2) [mm/élm% —m2(m2 —3m%) + (12m% — 6m%m2 + m2) arctan <\/ﬁ>{
ij ' = 3 f€11a)
i=1

48m2mEm3 (4m% — m2)

3 2 4 2,2 4 4 2,2 4

1 — — 2 -2 -
ZJZ_Q,CM _ 4 [ 80mp — 30mpmz —mz  2(60mp — 20mpms + my) arctan< m )1 (C11D)
i=1

6(2m)? 18m$mS 3mpmi/4m} — m2 VAm24 —m?2

)

(C9)
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c. Ji functions in the small pion mass approximation and center-of-mass frame

From above derivations, in the center of mass frame with small pion mass limit, we have

3 3

1,CS 1,8P
ij = ij 5 (Cl12a)
i=1 i=1
3 ,
ST~ L. (C12b)
" 201672m?%,
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