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Modified vacuum polarization in the presence of a plasma
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We study vacuum polarization due to strong fields, in the presence of an electron-positron plasma.
For this purpose, we expand quantum kinetic equations using weak fields and slow temporal scales
as expansion parameters. It is demonstrated that the evolution of the Dirac field can be described
by classical-like distribution functions for electrons and positrons, which are weakly coupled through
quantum interactions. Furthermore, we deduce that these coupling terms give rise to well-known
expressions for vacuum polarization, in addition to quantum modifications proportional to the con-
tent of real particles. Depending on the initial plasma density, the dominant quantum corrections to
classical evolution may arise from real particle couplings or from the vacuum polarization associated
with virtual particles. The implications of our results are discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently, there have been many theoretical treatments
that generalize classical descriptions of plasmas to cover
quantum mechanical effects, see e.g. [1-4]. The need for
quantum treatments could be due to high plasma densi-
ties and/or low temperatures [1-4], or it could be due to
strong electromagnetic fields [2, 5-8]. Strong field physics
could be of interest in astrophysical situations (where, in
magnetars, magnetic field strengths may be comparable
to the critical field [9]), or in laboratory laser-plasma in-
teraction. In the latter context, we note that the recent
evolution of high-power lasers has led to a host of different
quantum phenomena becoming accessible to experiments
[6-8].

Theoretical treatments of quantum plasmas have nor-
mally been chosen, depending on whether you are focus-
ing on the high-density low-temperature regime, or the
strong field regime. In the former case, you can focus
on quantum effects that enter when the characteristic
de Broglie length approaches the Debye length. In the
latter case, the quantum y-parameter (electromagnetic
field over the Schwinger critical field in the rest frame
of the particle) is typically the relevant measure of the
magnitude of quantum phenomena. However, while there
naturally are theoretical justifications to apply different
expansion parameters depending on the system of study,
there are phenomena tying strong field and low temper-
ature (and high density) physics together. For example,
spin polarization of a plasma may occur due to a strong
laser field [10-12], or it may be related to a low tempera-
ture, since the degree of spin polarization in a background
magnetic field is inversely proportional to the tempera-
ture [13-15].

In some cases, there is the possibility of adding strong
field phenomena to an otherwise classical plasma descrip-
tion in a relatively simple way. Specifically, even in the
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presence of a plasma, a strong electromagnetic field will
induce vacuum polarization. An expression for a current
density associated with strong field vacuum polarization
can then be superimposed on particle plasma currents,
calculated from classical theory. Accordingly, Ref. [16]
has used a setup with plasma currents described by the
relativistic Vlasov equation, combined with vacuum po-
larization currents described by the Euler-Heisenberg La-
grangian [5, 17], which was used to calculate a conductiv-
ity tensor in the presence of a strong magnetic field. In
a similar spirit, Ref. [18] combined classical plasma cur-
rents with vacuum polarization to describe birefringence
in a pair plasma, Ref. [19] combined classical vacuum
susceptibilities with vacuum polarization contributions
to describe astrophysical phenomena, and Ref. [20] stud-
ied nonlinear plasma dynamics using the same type of
approach. Moreover, to describe strong field plasma phe-
nomena, many other works (see e.g. Refs. [5, 21-24])
have also added vacuum polarization currents to particle
plasma currents, where the latter have been described
with or without quantum corrections.

While there are situations where you expect a simple
addition of plasma current and vacuum polarization cur-
rents to work on physical grounds, a theoretically more
satisfactory approach is to derive the vacuum and par-
ticle currents from a unified approach. In this way, the
validity of the approach would be apparent, and possible
quantum corrections to the particle currents would en-
ter in a consistent way. The so-called Dirac-Heisenberg-
Wigner (DHW) formalism [25-27], which gives a phase-
space description of the Dirac theory, offers the possibil-
ity of treating particle currents quantum relativistically,
while at the same time including the effects of vacuum
polarization in a unified framework.

In the present work, we will apply the DHW formal-
ism in the specific case of a restricted field geometry to
derive evolution equations that simultaneously include
quantum-corrected particle currents as well as vacuum
polarization currents described by the Euler-Heisenberg
Lagrangian. Here, the vacuum polarization appears as
a built-in feature of the DHW formalism, and is not
added by hand. The results are analyzed, and for the spe-
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cific field geometry considered, it is found that vacuum
polarization dominates over quantum corrections involv-
ing real particles in the extreme ultra-relativistic regime.
Specifically, vacuum polarization currents give a larger
contribution for gamma factors fulfilling v = 300.

The organization of the paper is as follows: In Sec-
tion II, we give a brief review of vacuum polarization.
Section I1II presents the DHW formalism in the field geom-
etry of consideration, introduces the expansions in weak
field strengths and long scale lengths, and describes the
charge renormalization. In Section IV, we demonstrate
that the evolution equation can be described in terms
of classical-like distribution functions for electrons and
positrons, obeying relativistic Vlasov equations, with cou-
pling terms due to spin polarization and the quantum
vacuum. Next, in Section V, the homogeneous limit is
analyzed. Finally, in Section VI, the consequences of our
findings are discussed.

II. BACKGROUND

The physical system to be studied in the sections below,
specifically the Dirac field under the influence of dynam-
ically varying electric fields, will include effects due to
the quantum vacuum, while at the same time keeping ef-
fects of the same order associated with real electrons and
positrons. For later comparisons, we here give a brief
review of current sources in vacuum that are induced by
electromagnetic fields interacting with the quantum vac-
uum, in the absence of real particles.

In this section, we will not make derivations from first
principles, but rather present some important standard
results. The main assumption is that the field strength
is much lower than the Schwinger critical field. Keep-
ing terms up to fourth order in the electromagnetic field
strength, vacuum polarization can be derived from the
following form of the Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian den-
sity [5, 17, 28]

_ o 2 2
Lpg =F+ 90mEZ (4F*+7G%) (1)

where the electromagnetic invariants are

F= EFWF”” = 1(E2 - B?) (2)
4 2
and
G=(1/4)F,, F* = E-B (3)

where F* is the dual of FH. Moreover, « is the fine-
structure constant, F., = m?c? /el is the Schwinger crit-
ical field, where m is the electron mass, e is the elemen-
tary charge, ¢ is the speed of light in vacuum, and £ is
the reduced Planck’s constant.

Varying the four-potential, minimizing the action, only
including the first term of the Lagrangian density (o F),

leads to the standard (classical) form of Maxwell’s equa-
tions in vacuum. Including the terms oc F2 and G? re-
sulting from the interaction with the quantum vacuum,
adds the effect of vacuum polarization. That is, we get
vacuum source terms in Maxwell’s equations with current
densities j and charge densities p given by the standard
forms

. 0P
J—E-i-VXM, (4)
p =—-V-P, (5)

and where the vacuum polarization P and vacuum mag-
netization M are given by

« 2 2 .

P = [2(E* - B)E+T7EBB],  (6)
« 2 2 .

M = [F2E' - BB+ TEBE. (1)

Egs. (6) and (7) can be used to derive, for example,
cross-sections for photon-photon interaction in vacuum,
expressions for photon splitting in the presence of a mag-
netic field, self-focusing of electromagnetic radiation, and
many other phenomena, see e.g. Refs. [5, 17].

Although L in the form given here has been derived
under the condition of fields weaker than the critical field,
the extra terms in the Lagrangian density are of higher
order in the field strength, and thus the above expres-
sions for P and M are nevertheless strong-field effects.
In addition to these strong field contributions, there is
a correction term to the Lagrangian density associated
with rapidly varying fields (see e.g. Refs. [5, 29]). Note
that although we speak of "rapidly varying fields”, we
still refer to scale lengths that are much longer than the
Compton scale. If we include correction terms in the La-
grangian density, associated with rapidly varying fields,
we get the following expression

where the contribution due to rapid variations is

2
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Lp = —— [0.F"0.Fy — FyOF™],  (9)

where 0 = 9,0% is the d’Alembertian [5, 29] and w, =
mc?/h is the Compton frequency. Only considering the
short scale corrections (dropping terms o< F2, G2), the
four-current density j® added to the previously given vac-
uum polarization source is given by

b 2 ab
J’ = 15w28¢1F (10)
Effects due to Eq. (10) has been studied in, for exam-
ple, Refs [5, 30, 31]. A key property of the short-scale
correction given by Eq. (10) is that the contribution
adds dispersion to wave modes that otherwise would be
dispersion-free. While the current sources in Egs. (6)



and (7) and Eq. (10) originally have been derived for the
case of vacuum, naturally these effects are still present in
a plasma of sufficiently low density. Thus, many works
(e.g. [5, 16, 18-24]) have studied systems where vacuum
contributions are added to plasma currents. While this
is feasible in many cases, as we will see below, depending
on the plasma density, a simple superposition of vacuum
currents and classical currents associated with real parti-
cles may not always work.

III. BASIC EQUATIONS AND EXPANSION
PARAMETERS

In this section, we will introduce the DHW formalism,
see e.g. [25-27], for a special case. Then, we will expand
the DHW equations in weak fields (compared to the criti-
cal field) and slow time-scales (compared to the Compton
scale). This expansion will be used to derive an evolution
equation for the electric field in the homogeneous limit,
and to obtain coupled equations for classical-like distri-
bution functions of electrons and positrons in the weakly
inhomogeneous limit. Due to the restrictions imposed in
the field geometry, the field magnitude, and in the tem-
poral and spatial scales, the dynamics will be classical
to leading order. However, we note that the expansion
in the field magnitude and temporal and spatial scales
alone does not necessarily imply classical dynamics. The
purpose of nevertheless restricting the field geometry is
to allow for a straightforward and mostly analytical com-
parison of quantum corrections from vacuum polarization
and quantum corrections due to the presence of matter.

A. The DHW formalism in the electrostatic limit

In this subsection, we will introduce the DHW formal-
ism applied to a case of reduced field geometry. Our
starting point is the DHW formalism, firstly developed
in Ref. [25]. The general governing equations are derived
by applying the Wigner operator based on the Dirac 4-
spinors, using the Wilson line factor to ensure gauge in-
variance (as first introduced in Ref. [32]), and making
a Hartree (mean field) approximation. The resulting 16
scalar equations are then split into quantities represent-
ing phase-space functions for spin-density, current den-
sity, mass density, etc. Good accounts of the general
formalism are given in the original source [25] as well as
some other works, e.g. Refs. [26, 33].

Here, we will restrict ourselves to a case with restricted
field geometry, such that the magnetic field B = 0, and
that the electric field E depends on a single spatial coordi-
nate, and is polarized in the same direction E = E(z,t)Z.
We will refer to this as a 1D electrostatic field geome-
try, in spite of the time-dependence. Due to the reduced
field geometry, it turns out that 8 out of the 16 scalar
DHW-variables are zero. Furthermore, due to the lin-
ear dependence of some equations, these eight variables

can be fully described by four independent quantities and
evolution equations [34]. How the reduction of the full
DHW-theory can be made, without any approximations
or assumptions, apart from the direct consequences of the
field geometry, is described in Ref. [34]. Here, we will
start from the evolution equations describing the electro-
static 1D limit derived in that work. Those equations
are:

0
Dixi1(z,p,t) = 221 (p1)x3(2, P, )—%(z p.t),
Dix2(z,p,t) = —2p.x3(z, P, t), (11)
DtX3( z, P, ): _2EL(pL)X1(Z P, )"’2sz2(va70,
Ox1
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where D; = 8/~ ot + eEa/ Op. and the non-local electric
field operator E is given by

1/2
Bz) = /7 |7 Bl im0 op.). (12)

Moreover, e, = y/m? +p?, e = /m? + p + p2, where
p. is the perpendicular (to z) momentum, and we are
using units where i = ¢ = 1 (we temporarily included %
in Eq. (12) to illustrate how quantum effects associated
with non-localized particle states enter, but we will leave
it out below). The phase-space variables y; — x4 have
the following physical interpretations: Firstly, x1 gives
the (phase space) current density j., i.e.

i = / a dp. (13)

Moreover, xo gives the mass density p,,, i.e.

m X2

_ 3
m=amp | 2, d°p. (14)

X3 gives the spin density, i.e. the angular momentum

density M due to the spin is

_ #/(z )2’23 &p., (15)

and finally x4 gives the charge density p., i.e.

pe = # /X4 d’p. (16)

We note that, in addition to the contributions from exci-
tations of the Dirac field, the phase-space variables have
the following vacuum contributions, due to the expecta-
tion values of the free Dirac field operators (e.g. Ref.
[25]):

2p-
X1lvac = — 5
g
2e
X2vac = ——EL- (17)



To separate real particle contributions as well as field-
induced perturbations from the unperturbed vacuum
state, we next introduce X;(z,p,t) representing the de-
viation from the vacuum state, i.e. we let

— Xlvac (p)a (18)

Xl(zvpvt) = Xl(zapat)

and

— X2vac(P); (19)

noting that there is no vacuum contribution to subtract
for x34. Next, we assume that the spatial variations
occur on a scale much longer than the Compton wave-
length, and also much longer than the characteristic de
Broglie length of particles. The latter condition allows
us to let F — FE in the evolution equations, such that
Dy = 0/0t + eE0/0p,. Finally, we make a normaliza-
tion of variables according to t, = wet, z, = z2w/c,
Pzn = pz/mca PniL = pJ_/mC, E, = E/Ecru En = E/m'
We note that the DHW-functions are already normal-
ized. With the definitions introduced above, the evolu-
tion equations can be written:

XQ(vavt) = XQ(Zapat)

2 0
Dix1 =2e1x3+ 2E€—l - %7 (20)
VA
DX = —2p.x3 — 2p.E l, (21)
Dix3 = —2e1X1 + 2sz2, (22)
aX1
D = 23
tX4 82 ( )

For notational convenience, we have omitted the index n
indicating normalized variables from now on. The system
is closed with Ampere’s law which takes the form

OF 5
T —n/xl d*p. (24)

We note that the change x1 — X1 does not affect the
momentum-integral, as the unperturbed vacuum back-
ground does not contribute, since it is an odd function of
momentum. Due to the angular symmetry, we have car-
ried out the integration over the azimuthal momentum
direction, simply contributing a factor of 27, and thus
the integration measure is d?p = p dp, dp. Finally, from
the normalizations made, the constant n gets the value
n = a/m (see e.g. [35]). Egs. (20) to (23) together with
(24), describing the plasma dynamics of the Dirac field
in the given field geometry, are the subject of study for
the rest of this work.

B. The weak quantum expansion

In this subsection, we expand the DHW equations
in the regime of weak fields (compared to the critical
field) and slow time scales (compared to the Compton
timescale). In the normalized units, this means F < 1

and D, < 1. Building on this, we use the expansion to
derive an evolution equation for the electric field by dif-
ferentiating Ampere’s law with respect to time. During
this process, a UV-divergent integral appears, which we
handle by renormalizing the charge.

Firstly, we note that since x3 is the only inherent quan-
tum DHW-variable (as it is proportional to the spin den-
sity), it is useful to express it in terms of the other DHW-
variables. By taking the time derivative of Eq. (22) and
using Eqgs. (20) and (21), we arrive at

45 E Ox4
(D? +4¢%) x3 = ——=— + 2E%y + 26| —— 5 (25)
Now, this can be rewritten as,
Exs €1 0xa e FE
—pt|ZA2 LM 26
X [ 22 2e? 9z e |’ (26)

where D = (1/4¢?) (D7 + 4¢?) and the inverse operator
D~ is given by the Taylor expansion

D~ [1—ﬁDt (42Dt)2—---]. (27)

Since D; < 1, the expansion can be truncated to any
order, depending on the accuracy needed. Next, we make
the definitions:

X3 = Xéo) + Axa, (28)
© _ Exo €L 0xa eLE 29
X3 2e2? + 2e? Oz g3’ (29)

Ax3 =

L 1 2 ’ (0)

Moreover, we will use Ax{" = (—1)" (4= D3?)" Y, for
n > 1, to denote the n:th order term in the expansion of
x3. Keeping terms up to D, i.e. until n = 2 we end up
with

xs = x5+ AxE + Ay, (31)
1
Axy) =~ Dixs, (32)
5 1
A = =D (4 SD2Y >> (33)

Substituting Eq. (31) into Egs. (20
end up with the following:

), (21) and (23

), we

y EX2 P2 Oxa W (2)
Dixy = 26, [ 22 2e,e% Dz A+ A
(34)
- Ex €1 0
Dix2 = —2p. [?X; ;2 aX4 —‘,—A (1) +AX(2):| 7 (35>
19"
Diys = — . (36)

0z



We will refer to the approximation leading up to
Egs. (34) to (36) as the Weakly Coupled Electron-
Positron (WCEP) limit. The name may seem somewhat
arbitrary, but it will be justified in the section to follow,
when we show that the equations can be rewritten in
terms of weakly coupled classical-like distribution func-
tions for electrons and positrons.

C. Charge renormalization

In this subsection, we derive an evolution equation for
E in the form of a plasma oscillation. In the process, we
note the presence of a UV-divergent integral, which we
handle via charge renormalization.

A plasma oscillation equation for E takes the form of
a second-order time derivative, involving 9?E. To de-
rive this, we apply the operator D; to Ampere’s law,
Eq. (24). Combining this with Eq. (34) for the right-
hand side yields:

>’E / Ex P2 9xa

— =-2n el | = — -

ot? 2e2 2e €2 Oz

+ A A | d?p. (37)

Now, since D; = 09/0t + EQ/0p, we have that
J Dix1d*p = [ ix1 d*p as the momentum derivative be-
comes zero upon integration. Thus, the left-hand side of
Eq. (37) is equal to [ ;X1 d*p.

We also note that Axél) contains a term o
(0?E/0t?)(c1 /%). When integrating over momentum,
this term causes a logarithmic divergence from large mo-
menta, which corresponds to the UV divergences, see e.g.
[25]. As is well known, this term must be handled by a
renormalization. We denote the UV-divergent integral as
Iyv = [ % d?p. Moving the UV-divergent term to the
left-hand side, Eq. (37) becomes

2
%Tf(l +nsluv) = —773% /f(lr d*p. (38)
Here we have changed the notation, letting n — np as
the constant represents the bare value of 71 before the
renormalization has been implemented. Moreover, we
have introduced x1,, which corresponds to the current
density with the UV-divergent contribution subtracted.
To identify the renormalized coefficient, we simply write

0’E 0
—— = —nr= [ X1rd’p, 39
o012 R ot / X1r@™p (39)
where the renormalized coefficient is
B
= — 4.0
eI neluv (40)

If we temporarily reinstate the elementary charge, noting
that we then have = a/m = €2/4m2, we can see that the

renormalization of 77 corresponds to a renormalization of
the elementary charge, where the bare and normalized
charge are related by

62
5 (41)

62 = 55
R 14—IUve%/4W2

Given Egs. (31) to (36), the explicit form of the renor-
malized Eq. (39) is given by

O*E el p2 Oxa 2 n . (2)
g Ll gy, - B2OX4 920
ot? 77R/ g2 { X2 g1 0z A

_ED2 EXo E_J-%
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(42)

The evolution of the electric field remains complicated,
as it requires the solving of Egs. (34) to (36) to pro-
ceed. As we will demonstrate in the next section, an
improved physical understanding, facilitating the analy-
sis, is helped by a change of variables.

IV. QUASI-CLASSICAL DISTRIBUTION
FUNCTIONS

In this subsection, we introduce a new set of variables.
The starting point will be our DHW equations, from be-
fore we subtracted the vacuum background contributions
from x; and x2. In combination with the expansion of y3
with a vacuum background, we can then derive Vlasov-
like equations for these new variables. To the lowest or-
der, we will see that the new variables are governed by
Vlasov equations with no source terms, i.e. evolving as
classical distribution functions for electrons and positrons
[36]. Considering higher-order terms, we introduce quan-
tum source terms that couple the two Vlasov-like equa-
tions.

We start with the DHW equations of (11), and use the
third of these equations to directly solve for xi:

. 1
X1 = Pxa —Dixs. (43)
g1 QEL

Now, we can use the expansion of xs that we found in
the previous subsection, i.e. x3 = Xéo) + Axél) + sz(f),
combined with Eq. (32) and Eq. (33) such that Eq. (43)
becomes a solution for x; in terms of 2 and y4. If we
then substitute this solution for y; into Eq. (35) and into



Eq. (36), we end up with

Eyy + e, 24
Dix2 = —2p. (u + Ay + Ax§2)> , (44)

2e2
1 0
Dixa = —a& PzX2
1 [ Exe+el 58 (1) @)
—§Dt <T+AX3 +AX3 .

(45)

Now, these will be our starting points for deriving the
Vlasov-like equations that we mentioned earlier. To see
this, we temporarily drop some terms of the expansion in
X3, with the purpose of retrieving the classical structure
of two Vlasov equations, for electrons and positrons, re-
spectively. In particular, we only keep the Xéo)-terms that
enter the equations without any D; acting upon them.
To see the classical Vlasov structure, we further intro-
duce the variable & = i x2. Then the equations take
the form

€L _ D= €L x4
D (&) = -5 (E—E §2+5L—8Z), (46)
_ _2 pz§2
Dixa = —5- (—E ) (47)

Noting that D, acting on 1/e in the left-hand side cancels
against a term of the right-hand side, we obtain:

__P:0xa

Dt§2 - c 827 (48)
_ _g pz§2 __&%

Doxa = 82'( € >_ e 0z (49)

This gives us two Vlasov equations if we introduce the
new variables

J+ = &+ Xxa, (50)
f- = & — x4, (51)

such that
a p. 0 0
+ j— _Z —_— —_— p—
Dl fy = <_8t+ a 32+E8pz)f+ 0, (52)

o p. 0 B B
(a—?a—FEapz)f_—O, (53)

Dy f. =

v

which implies a classical evolution of the distribution
functions fi, with the Vlasov-operators denoted by D:F.
Due to the opposite sign in front of the momenta, we
interpret the functions as the distribution functions of
electrons and positrons [36]. We can note that a similar
classical structure when letting 2 — 0 has been derived
in the spinless case, when the Dirac field is replaced by a
Klein-Gordon field [37]. For further comparisons of the
DHW-theory and the Klein-Gordon case, see e.g. [38]

In the present case, since we defined e as the elemen-
tary charge (rather than the electron charge), D, is the
Vlasov operator for positrons, and D is the Vlasov op-
erator for electrons. Next, reinstating the quantum cor-
rections we temporarily omitted, we obtain:

1 1 2
D?;[fi = —E{leza (Axé ) + AXé ))

Ex2 + EJ_a_X;
Dy (Ta + Axél) + Axgm .

(54)

0
+ 3,

Here, in addition to the Vlasov operators on the left-hand
side, the right-hand side now consists of source terms
arising from quantum corrections. As a result, f1 behave
as quasi-classical distribution functions for electrons and
positrons, whose evolution includes quantum-corrected
coupling terms.

The right-hand side source terms are here still ex-
pressed in terms of xo and x4, but we note that they
can easily be expressed in terms of the distribution func-
tions using the relations

Y4 = f—l—;f—’ (55)

el [yt [

such that the quasi-classical distribution functions for
electrons and positrons couple to each other through the
right-hand side source terms.

Finally, we note that the system is closed using
Ampere’s law. The current density in terms of the new
variables is:

€1l
() - o)
€ €1

Since the spin density xs can be expressed in terms of
fx, Eq. (54) together with the current density Eq. (57)
and Ampere’s law constitutes a closed system for E and
f+. We will refer to these equations as the weakly cou-
pled electron-positron (WCEP) equations. A number of
features of this system are worth noting:

1. When deriving the equations for fi, we did not
subtract the vacuum terms, which are therefore in-
cluded, due to the contribution from ys. Thus,
it may seem as if fi have major deviations from
classical distribution functions, as the vacuum con-
tribution is anything but small. However, if we
consider distribution functions with the vacuum
value subtracted, denoted f4, we note that D, f+ =
D, f+, which immediately follow from the defini-
tions. Thus, in order to have distribution func-
tions truly resembling classical distributions, we



may write the equations in terms of fi rather than
f+. For this purpose, we note that a simple sub-
stitution fy — fi works for the left-hand side of
Eq. (54), whereas in the right-hand side we must
use x2 = €1 (f+ + f-)/(2€) + X2vac to express the
sources in terms of the classical-like distributions

J+-

. Besides the polarization current density related to
the spin, that is the term proportional to D;xs in
Eq. (57), clearly, the non-classical features come
from the coupling terms in the right-hand side of
Eq. (54). Since all coupling terms come from the
spin density xs, we can group the terms into three
categories, corresponding to the different contribu-
tions displayed in the right hand side of Eq. (26),
as we will discuss below.

. Firstly, we have terms that do not contain the par-
ticle states at all. This means terms which are not
proportional to fi, but only to X2yee. We will re-
fer to these terms as ”vacuum polarization terms”.
Note, however, that the relation to the vacuum po-
larization as described in Section II is not without
some ambiguity. To what degree the terminology
”vacuum polarization terms” is appropriate will be
quantified in the next section.

. Next we note that for each term proportional to
the vacuum mass density, x2vqc, there is also a cor-
responding term that is instead proportional to the
particle mass density, since x2 = e (f++/-)/(2¢)+
X2vac- We will label the terms proportional to the
particle part of xz as ”particle modified vacuum
polarization”, in case the contribution to fy + f-
comes from real particles present initially (rather
than from virtual particles contained in fi, excited
from the vacuum, due to the coupling terms de-
scribed in point 3).

. The third type of terms are those proportional to
0x4/0z, in which case the dependence on the parti-
cle distributions fi enters with opposing signs. We
will refer to these terms as spin-orbit corrections, in
case the contributions come from particles present
initially. However, we stress that the relations of
such terms to the standard form of spin-orbit cor-
rections (see e.g. [15, 39]) are complicated. Nev-
ertheless, terms of this kind are still proportional
to the spin density (since all deviations from clas-
sicality come from terms proportional to ys, see
Eq. (54), combined with Eqs. (28)-(33)), are asso-
ciated with particle states through fi, and depend
on particle orbits (position in phase-space), imply-
ing that they represent spin-orbit corrections in a
very general sense of the expression.

. A somewhat surprising feature of the quantum
terms in Eq. (54) is the relation between electron

and positron distributions. Typically, when deriv-
ing quantum evolution equations without coupling
to the quantum vacuum, one starts with a Foldy-
Wouthuysen transformation that separates the elec-
tron and positron degrees of freedom (see e.g. [39]).
Due to this starting point, the quantum terms in
the kinetic evolution equations that are derived (e.g.
[15, 39]) do not couple electrons to positrons. By
contrast, for the specific case considered here, we
note that the coupling of electrons to positrons
is as strong as the quantum self-interaction terms
within the same species. This is not a general phys-
ical property by any means, but it comes from the
fact that certain quantum effects that couple more
strongly within the particle species (like e.g. the
magnetic dipole force [15, 39]) vanish in the field
geometry of consideration.

7. When writing the expression for the current density,
Eq. (57), we did not address the question of renor-
malization. However, whether the variables of fi
or X1,2,3,4 are used, naturally, the renormalization
works the same as described in Section III C.

V. THE HOMOGENEOUS LIMIT
A. The evolution of the electric field

In this section, we consider the homogeneous case, i.e.
when derivatives with respect to z are zero. We begin
by imposing this condition on the evolution equation for
FE and rewrite it using the new variables introduced in
the previous section. Next, we derive analytical expres-
sions for f1 from the Vlasov-like equations and substitute
them back into the evolution equation.

Firstly, we note that in the homogeneous limit x4 = 0,
such that f = f. = f = & = ixg. Next, we let

f = f + feac in such a way that

~ e _
f=——xz (58)
€L
g
fvac = — X2vac — _25 (59)
g1
o _ FEeuf

Moreover, for the homogeneous case, it is convenient
to work with canonical momentum variables, as this
removes derivatives with respect to momentum in the
governing equations, without introducing further com-
plexities. Thus, from now on, we introduce the canon-
ical momentum ¢, = p, + A(t), where A is the vec-
tor potential. Applying the Weyl gauge (the electro-
static potential is zero, i.e. E = —dA/dt), this gives
us the simplification D; — 0/0t. We note, however,
that there is also a cost due to this, since € gets a time-
dependence due to the dependence on the vector poten-
tial, i.e. e =e(t) = /1 +p% + (¢. — A(t))%




Now, if we introduce canonical momentum, apply
Egs. (58) to (60) into the evolution equation for FE,
Eq. (42), and assume that all derivatives with respect
to z are zero, we end up with the following:

&°E e [Ee f e. 0% (Ef 2 A (2)
ROV

dt € 2 Ot2\2e3
3E 5(q. — A)? dE
B2 1) —3(q — A)— | d2q.
+ 2¢eb { ( e? 34 ) dt 1
(61)
Moreover, since fyae = —2, we have that D, fu,c = 0

(D} = D, = D, in the homogeneous limit also). Taking
this into account and imposing the homogeneous limit,
we end up with the following equation for f,

3f 2(q, — A)e (Axgl) + Axf))
of _ _ . (62)
ot g1

Now, we assume a slow build-up of the fields over time,
starting from an initial state with E(t = —-Tp) =
(dE/dt)(t = —Tp) = 0, where the time for build-up Tz is
much longer than the inverse Compton frequency. Since
the electric field will not grow by itself from such a ther-
modynamic equilibrium state, we note this will require an
external current source in Ampere’s law, in addition to
the current source from the Dirac field given in Eq. (57).
We assume the external current to be turned off after
the build-up process, which is assumed to be completed
at t = 0, after which the plasma dynamics involve only
the current density from the Dirac field. However, as the

right-hand side sources in Eq. (62) do not depend explic-
itly on the current density, only implicitly through the
electric field, we can solve for f without specifying the
external current density.

Next, using the expansion in weak fields and a slow
temporal dependence, we let f = f(© + f() where
fO( = —Tg) is the initial distribution of real mat-
ter, before the vacuum has been perturbed by electric
fields. It is worth noting that a slow temporal depen-
dence requires a limited value of the plasma frequency.
Moreover, f(©)(t = —Tg) is proportional to the square of
the plasma frequency (after integration over momentum).
Thus, as a consequence of the slow temporal dependence,
f (0)(t = —Tp) is also considered an expansion parameter.
To be concrete, a slow evolution requires the plasma fre-
quency to be much smaller than the Compton frequency.
Assuming the above expansion parameters (slow tempo-
ral variations, weak electric fields, low plasma frequency)
to apply, we can then perturbatively let,

8f~(0) _ (qz - A) 82 Efvac
a2 @< 2¢3 )’ (63)
8f~(1) o (Qz _A)8_2 E.]F(O) _ L8_2 Efvac
ot 2 Ot2| 23 4e2 912\ 2¢3 '
(64)

It would be straightforward to go to higher orders in the
perturbative expansion, but we choose to truncate at this
level of precision, as this will suffice to include vacuum
polarization to the leading order. Performing the integra-
tion results in the following solutions:
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Now, before we substitute this back into the evolution equation for E, we would like to specify the ordering of the
expansion parameters explicitly. For this purpose, let us denote a small parameter by 6. To deduce Eqs. (65) and (66)
we have assumed that the electric field magnitude and the slowness of temporal variation are of the same order, such
that d/dt ~ 6 and E ~ 6. Furthermore, f(t = —Tg) ~ 6% such that f(®©) ~ §2 and f() ~ §*. Now, for our evolution
equation, we choose to only consider terms up until §°. This leaves us with,
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Now, using the expressions for f ) and f (), and performing the integrations that does not involve f (t =-Tg), we



arrive at,

as the evolution equation for the electric field. Here, we
point out that the effect of the renormalization, as de-
scribed in Section III C, has been implemented. We note
that Eq. (68) has two types of terms. Firstly, the terms
that are integrals over the initial distribution of real par-
ticles, f(t = —Tp), and secondly, the terms that con-
tribute even in a pure vacuum, which constitute the vac-
uum polarization. We note that the cubically nonlinear
vacuum polarization terms coincide with what we would
have obtained from Eq. (6). Furthermore, the second
vacuum contribution, i.e. the linear term proportional
to the fourth-order time derivative, coincides with what
we would have obtained from the derivative correction
Eq. (10), see e.g. Ref. [24] for details. Thus, as intended,
we have shown that the DHW formalism recovers known
results for the vacuum polarization [5, 17], while simul-
taneously including quantum corrections that depend on
the matter distribution.

B. The ultra-relativistic regime

Next, we analyze Eq. (68) to compare the relative
influence of vacuum polarization and matter-dependent
quantum corrections. For this purpose, we introduce fur-
ther simplifications. If the thermal momentum is non-
relativistic and the density is low enough to also keep
the Fermi-momentum non-relativistic, f(t = —Tg) be-
comes negligible unless ¢, < 1 and p; < 1. As a result,
we may let € = /14 A? and €, ~ 1 in the integrals
over f(t = —Tp). Accordingly, for Eq. (68), the only
momentum dependence left in the integrals is that of
f(t = =Tp). Here, we note that as we initially have only
real particles (unperturbed vacuum), the integrals over

f(t = =Tp) contribute with a factor proportional to the
initial particle density ng, since [ f (t = —Tg) d*q = no.
Moreover, for these densities, corresponding to plasma
frequencies much smaller than the Compton frequency,
we can deduce that the d*E/dt*-term of Eq. (68) is neg-
ligible [40].

ng d*E
15 dtt
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At this point, Eq. (68) becomes
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Matter-dependent correction

where we have identified w? = nong/ (1 + A2)3/2 as the
classical contribution [41]. This is an ODE that, coupled
with the Weyl gauge relation £ = —dA/dt, can be solved
for E(t) given initial conditions at ¢ = 0 for E, A and
dE/dt and ng (related to real particles present before
the adiabatic build-up through f(t = —T3)).

Now, we would like to compare the impact of the re-
spective types of quantum corrections (vacuum polar-
ization vs matter-dependent). We denote the classical
plasma oscillation period by T¢;, which we obtain by con-
sidering only the classical contributions. Then, for the
comparison of the quantum corrections, we examine the
deviation from the classical plasma period attained when
including either type of correction. Here, we let T}, de-
note the resulting period when considering the classical
contribution and corrections from vacuum polarization.
Similarly, when considering the classical contribution and
the matter-dependent corrections, we denote the result-
ing period by Thqt-

Moreover, we let ATy, = T,y — T and ATe =
Tinat — T denote the respective deviations from the clas-
sical plasma period. Then, the relative impacts on the
plasma periods from the quantum corrections, in compar-
ison with the classical period, are given by,

AT,
Rvp _ vp
T Tcl '
ma ATmat
RT t = T—l (70)

Also, we compare the impacts of the respective quantum
corrections via the ratio Qr given by,

vp
RT
mat
RT

Qr =

; (71)




such that Q7 > 1 happens when the corrections from vac-
uum polarization dominate over the matter-dependent
corrections, and vice versa for Qp < 1.

For our numerical simulations, we solve the ODE of
Eq. (69), in the case of only the classical contribution,
classical + vacuum polarization corrections, and classical
+ matter-dependent corrections. Our initial conditions
are given by E(t = 0) = —E, (E, denotes the peak
value of E), A(t = 0) = 0, and (dE/dt)(t = 0) = 0 [42].
After the electric field has returned to a negative peak, i.e.
one full plasma oscillation period, we then document the
resulting period. We want to do this for different values
of E, and 7, (peak value of 7). Now, since ¢, < 1, we
have that |p,| = A, which means that v, =~ A, (peak
value of A).

Now, we choose the values of E, in the initial condi-
tions. However, for v, (and thereby also A,), we need a
way to control the values we obtain. For this purpose, we
note that the electric field profile has an almost constant
slope between its negative and positive peaks, which al-
lows us to derive a simple analytical relation between E,,
Ap, and ng. This property of the ultra-relativistic limit
holds regardless of whether we include quantum correc-
tions or not. It stems from the relativistic nonlinear-
ity in the evolution equation of E (due to the ¢ in the
denominator). Although the assumption of a constant
slope becomes increasingly accurate as we approach the
ultra-relativistic limit, we already see this behavior for
relatively modest values of 7,. In Fig. (1), we see the
electric field E and the vector potential A as functions of
time ¢ obtained when solving the ODE with only classi-
cal contribution. As can be seen, the triangle-wave-like
behavior in E(t) required for our assumptions is clearly
visible. By looking at the amplitude of A, we see that
v¥p ~ 10. Hence, the constant-slope approximation for
remains accurate even for fairly modest values of v, ~ 10.

Using this approximation of a constant slope on E, we
can, by considering the evolution from a negative to a
positive peak in E, deduce the following relations, ng =
4E,/(nrT) and T = 84,/ E,, which can be combined to
give A, = E2/(2nrno), where A, fulfills that A, ~ ~,.

C. Numerical Results

Now, as discussed in the previous subsection, we will
solve the ODE of Eq. (69) coupled with E = —dA/dt
for given initial conditions at ¢t = 0 for E, A and dE/dt
and ng, studying the three different cases (classical, classi-
cal + vacuum polarization corrections, classical + matter-
dependent corrections) over an entire plasma period. We
do this for a range of different values of E, and v, (by
changing E, and ng accordingly). For each case, we docu-
ment the resulting plasma period. In this subsection, we
present the results of these simulations and compare the
impact of each quantum correction type. We then deter-
mine the regimes where the respective types of correction
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Figure 1. The evolution of E(t) (upper panel) and A(t) (lower
panel) based on Eq. (69) for the initial conditions E(t = 0) =
—0.01, A(t =0) =0, and (dE/dt)(t =0) =0. Ep, = 0.01 and
~vp & 10. The plasma density, ng = ff(t = —Tg)d%q, was
chosen as ng = 0.0024.

dominate over the other.

We begin by studying the relative impacts on the
plasma periods from the type of quantum corrections,
ie. R} and R}, separately. Firstly, we consider the
deviations in plasma periods that arise when accounting
for corrections from vacuum polarization. Fig. (2) con-
tains two panels of the resulting quantity R7’/E? from
the simulations. In the upper panel of the figure, we
keep 7, = 5000 and vary FE,. In the lower panel, we in-
stead keep E, = 0.3 and vary ,. We include a dashed
line equal to C; = 1.033 x 10~* in both panels. In both
cases, we see that the quantity R7"/ Eg remains approx-
imately constant and is equal to C7. This tells us that
R;p ~ Cl EZ%

In a similar fashion, we then instead consider quantum
corrections that stem from the matter-dependent terms.
Here, Fig. (3) displays two similar panels, but this time
for the quantity R /ng along with the constant dashed
line equal to Cy = —1.452 x 10~%. From the figure, we
see that the quantity stays approximately constant and
follows the dashed line, thus telling us that R7*** ~ Cany.

Now, using the results for R7¥ and R}, we deduce
that

Cy E;
| =, 72
Qr~ |5 (72)
. 1 E? .
where we use the relation v, = A, ~ -2, to arrive at
Cy
Qr~ QFWR’Yp ’ (73)
2

such that we have Q7 > 1 for v, > (1.452 x 1377)/(2 x
1.033) ~ 302 ~ 300. This means that for v, = 300 vac-

~



-4 = 5000
12 x 10 Tp
o Cy =1.033 x 1074
~ Em % m - - - 8-~~~
S ® Ry/E
< -0
0.8 | | | |
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5
EP
-4 E,=0.3
12 x 10 p
oo Cy =1.033 x 1074
~ ([ - - - — —e- — - 9— -~
NS ® RJ/E;
< - -
0.8 | | | |
0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
Tp

Figure 2. The quantity R;’/E; (black, dots) compared with
the constant value C1 (grey, dashed line). Upper panel: de-
pendence on E, for fixed v, = 5000. Lower panel: dependence
on 7, for fixed E, = 0.3.
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Figure 3. The quantity R7**/no (black, dots) compared with
the constant value Cs (grey, dashed line). Upper panel: de-
pendence on E, for fixed -, = 5000. Lower panel: dependence
on 7, for fixed E, = 0.3.

uum polarization becomes the dominant quantum correc-
tion. While this result has been derived for a simplified
case, to a certain degree, we expect the scaling with the
relativistic factor to be a general feature. In particular,
also for more general cases, we expect an increasing rel-
ativistic factor to contribute to a larger effective mass of
real particles, effectively reducing the real particle cur-
rents, including the quantum corrections.
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VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In the present paper, we have studied the combined ef-
fects of vacuum polarization and quantum corrected mat-
ter currents, in the quantum kinetic framework of the
DHW formalism, for the case of 1D electrostatic fields.
For field strengths smaller than the critical field, and
time scales longer than the inverse Compton frequency,
it turns out that the DHW equations can be separated
into classical-like distribution functions for electrons and
positrons, weakly coupled through the quantum vacuum,
and general forms of spin-orbit interaction. The result-
ing Eq. (54) coupled through the current density given
by Eq. (57) have here been referred to as the WCEP
equations.

Analyzing strongly relativistic plasma oscillations, the
wave motion is affected by vacuum polarization, with
the corresponding expressions agreeing with results de-
duced from the Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian, including
derivative corrections. The vacuum corrections are com-
plemented by quantum corrections affecting the particle
currents. Comparing the change in the plasma oscilla-
tion period, arising from the vacuum polarization and
the matter quantum corrections respectively, we deduce
that the vacuum polarization dominates in the ultra-
relativistic regime, specifically when v 2 300, and the
matter-dependent quantum corrections dominate else-
where. For the specific case considered in the present
paper, and for a given electric field strength, it is the
plasma density that determines the wave frequency and
thereby the magnitude of the relativistic factor. Thus,
as one might intuitively expect, letting a classical model
for the current density be complemented with quantum
corrections due to vacuum polarization will be a feasible
approximation for a sufficiently low plasma density.

We emphasize that the vacuum polarization comes di-
rectly from the coupling terms in the kinetic evolution
equations for the electrons and positrons. An important
feature is that the lowest-order vacuum corrections in
the evolution equation cancel when integrating over mo-
mentum to form the vacuum polarization current density.
When solving for the particle distribution functions, the
phase-space densities get contributions from the quantum
vacuum of the order E? (cf. Eq. (65)). However, terms
of that order (as well as all terms of larger order than
E2dE/dt), cancel when computing the vacuum polariza-
tion current density. In the present calculations, we have
not seen a distinct dynamical influence of the largest cou-
pling terms. Roughly, one can interpret this as virtual
electrons and positrons being created in equal measure,
not, producing charge or current densities; hence, higher-
order terms are needed to exert a dynamical influence on
the electric field evolution.

However, the presence of matter affects the vacuum
contribution. Specifically, the vacuum modification of
the phase-space density differs depending on whether
there is a non-zero phase-space density of real particles at
a given position in phase space. This is seen in Eq. (68),



where terms proportional to matter give quantum correc-
tions of order E3, while the vacuum polarization terms
are of order d?(E?)/dt?. We note that when studying phe-
nomena like wave-particle interaction (for wave-particle
interaction in a DHW context, see e.g. [43]), typically,
the phase-space density at a specific position in phase-
space is crucial. Thus, the larger vacuum modifications
of the phase space density (o< E?), are not necessarily
small compared to the phase-space density of real par-
ticles. As a result, such virtual particle generation may
be dynamically important, although the effect does not
correspond to real particle generation.

The approach of the present paper, studying the DHW
equations to derive evolution equations for weakly cou-
pled electrons and positrons, can be generalized to the
case of arbitrary field geometries. Phenomena involv-
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ing wave-particle interaction from cyclotron resonances
would then be of particular interest, as the magnitude of
such phenomena depends on the phase-space density at
given positions in phase space, where the interplay be-
tween the quantum vacuum and matter quantum effects
can be decisive. However, the case of a more general field
geometry is a project for future research.
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