arXiv:0907.1944v2 [hep-ph] 5 Aug 2009

UCT-TP-276/09

QED vacuum fluctuations and induced electric dipole moment of the neutron

C. A. Dominguez,^{1, 2} H. Falomir,^3 M. Ipinza,^4 S. Kohler,^2 M. Loewe,^4 and J. C. Rojas^5

1Centre for Theoretical Physics and Astrophysics, University of Cape Town, Rondebosch 7700

2Department of Physics, Stellenbosch University, Stellenbosch 7600, South Africa

3IFLP - CONICET, Universidad Nacional de La Plata, Argentina

4Facultad de Física, Pontificia Universidad Católica de Chile, Casilla 306, Santiago 22, Chile

5Departamento de Física, Universidad Católica del Norte, Casilla 1280, Antofagasta, Chile

(Dated: August 6, 2009)

Quantum fluctuations in the QED vacuum generate non-linear effects, such as peculiar induced electromagnetic fields. In particular, we show here that an electrically neutral particle, possessing a magnetic dipole moment, develops an induced electric dipole-type moment with unusual angular dependence, when immersed in a quasistatic, constant external electric field. The calculation of this effect is done in the framework of the Euler-Heisenberg effective QED Lagrangian, corresponding to the weak field asymptotic expansion of the effective action to one-loop order. It is argued that the neutron might be a good candidate to probe this signal of non-linearity in QED.

PACS numbers: 12.20.-m,12.20Fv,11.10.-z

It has been known since the pioneering work of Euler and Heisenberg [1]-[2] that quantum fluctuations in the QED vacuum induce non-linearity. This happens in spite of QED being a linear theory at the Lagrangian level. Given the extreme smallness of these induced non-linear effects, this subject has remained in relative obscurity for many years. Recent renewed interest in this field has been motivated in part by the steady increase in the intensity of modern lasers [3] with associated peak electric fields reaching 10^{14} V/m, and envisaged fields of 10^{15} − 10^{16} V/m in the near future. Such intense fields are approaching the critical value E_c ≃ 10^{18} V/m beyond which unusual properties of the QED vacuum are expected to manifest themselves. Among these properties one has vacuum birefringence, and non-linear Compton scattering [4]. In addition to such time-dependent non-linear phenomena, classical charge/current sources immersed in external quasistatic fields also generate unexpected electromagnetic field configurations induced by QED vacuum fluctuations. In fact, we have shown recently [5] (see also [6]) that an electrically charged (nonmagnetic) particle immersed in a constant external magnetic field generates several electric and magnetic multipoles with unusual angular dependences. Among these there is an electric multipole term, independent of the external magnetic field, which corresponds to the correction to the Coulomb field due to quantum fluctuations in the QED vacuum. More importantly, though, the leading term of the induced magnetic field is due to an induced magnetic dipole moment. For accessible values of the relevant parameters, this induced effect is comparable to the magnetic dipole moment of the nucleon.

Given the intrinsic relationship between electric and magnetic phenomena in Electrodynamics, the reciprocal effect is to be expected, i.e. that a magnetic dipole immersed in a constant electric field might generate an electric dipole moment. In this paper we show that this is in fact the case, and argue that the neutron might serve as a probe of this induced non-linear effect in QED. While, in principle, these non-linear effects could be studied within the full QED theory, their complexity calls for a simplifying approach such as that of a corresponding effective theory. For instance, looking at photon-photon scattering mediated by fermionic loops, and in the kinematical regime where the photon momenta are much smaller than the fermion rest masses, there follows an effective QED action. In the case of quasiatatic electromagnetic fields, the first non-linear term in the weak field expansion is the Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian [1]-[2]

L^{(1)} = ζ ( 4F^2 + 7G^2 ) + ... (1) where the omitted terms are of higher order in the expansion parameter ζ, which in SI units is given by ζ = 2α^2ε^2_0ℏ^3 45m^4_ec^5

≃ 1.3 × 10^{−52} J m V^4

, (2)

with α = e^2/(4πε_0ℏc) the electromagnetic fine structure constant, and c the speed of light. The invariants F and G are defined as F = 1 2 ( E^2 − c^2 B^2 ) = − 1 4 F_{μν} F^{μν} , (3)

G = c E · B = − 1 4 F_{μν} ~F^{μν} , (4) with F_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν −∂_ν A_μ and ~F^{μν} =^1_2 ϵ^{μνρσ} F_{ρσ} . Clearly, it is possible to use a different, dimensionless expansion parameter of the QED effective action in terms of e.g. a critical electric or magnetic field for the onset of non-linearity. This critical field is roughly given by that needed to produce an electron-positron pair from the vacuum in a length scale of a Compton wavelength, i.e. E_c = m^2_ec^3/ℏe ≃ 1.3 × 10^{18} Volt/m, where m_e and e are the mass and charge of the electron, respectively. In this case, ζ = κ(m_e/E_c)^4, where κ ≡ 2α^2ϵ^2_0 c^7/(45e^4ℏ), or using natural units (ℏ = c = 1) one has κ = 1/(360π^2). However, in the sequel we use ζ as the expansion parameter. The constitutive equations which follow in the nonlinear effective theory are very different from the standard ones: D = ε_0E + P, and H =^B_{μ0} − M, where P = M ≡ 0, if quantum vacuum fluctuations are ignored. In fact, from the full Lagrangian, Eq.(1), it follows that D = ∂L ∂E = ( ∂L ∂F ) E + ( ∂L ∂G ) cB , (5)

H = − ∂L ∂B = ( ∂L ∂F ) c^2 B − ( ∂L ∂G ) c E . (6)

These equations imply the well known non-linear relations P = 2ζ(4 F E + 7 c G B) , and M = 2 ζ(−4 c^2 F B + 7 c G E) . In terms of the fields D and H the Euler- Lagrange equations of motion reduce to the linear Maxwell equations with all the effects of non-linearity contained in the constitutive equations, Eqs.(5) and (6). Therefore, the equations for D and H can be solved as in the usual linear theory, i.e. ∇·D = j_0, −∂D/∂t+∇×H = j, ∇ · B = 0, ∇ × E + ∂B/∂t = 0. The relations between the fields D and H and the electromagnetic intensities E and B, Eqs.(5) and (6), can be easily inverted to leading order in ζ (see [5]). As shown in [5] it is possible to obtain a general analytical solution to the inhomogeneous equations for D(x) and H(x) in terms of the gradient of a scalar function ϕ(x), and the curl of a vector function K(x), both of order O(ζ), and calculable in terms of the external electric/magnetic sources. One first writes [7]

D(x) = D(x)_M + ∇ × K(x) , (7)

H(x) = H(x)_M + ∇ϕ(x) , (8)

where D(x)_M and H(x)_M are the solutions in the linear theory which satisfy ∇ × D_M = 0, and ∇ · H_M = 0. The vectors ∇ × K(x), and ∇ϕ(x) can be obtained using the remaining homogeneous equations with the result

∇ϕ(x) = ζ c 2πε_0 ∇_x ∫ d^3y |x − y| ∇_y · [7GD − 4 c FH] , (9)

∇ × K(x) = ζ 2πε_0 ∇_x × ∫ d^3y |x − y| ∇_y × [4FD + 7 c GH] . (10)

To isolate the induced (non-linear) effects we define new electric and magnetic fields with respect to the (linear) Maxwell theory as

E(x) = E(x) − 1 ε_0

D_M (x) , (11)

B(x) = B(x) − μ_0H_M (x) , (12)

with ∇ × E(x) = 0, and ∇ · B(x) = 0. Using in Eqs.(11)- (12) the expressions for E(x) and B(x) that result from inverting Eqs.(5)-(6), together with Eqs.(7)-(10), it follows to leading order in ζ

E(x) = ζ 2πε^2_0

∇_x ∫ d^3y |x − y| ∇_y · [ 4F_M D_M + 7 c G_M H_M ] , (13)

B(x) = ζ 2π ε^2_0 c^2

∇_x × ∫ d^3y |x − y| ∇_y × [−4F_M H_M

+ 7 c G_M D_M ] . (14)

The two equations above provide general analytical expressions to compute the induced fields in terms of the Maxwell fields. The latter can be obtained as usual, once the external classical charge and/or current distributions are specified.

We now consider as a source an electrically neutral particle of radius a, possessing a magnetic dipole moment, in the presence of an external, quasistatic, constant electric field E_0. The details of how this magnetic dipole moment is produced will play no role in the sequel. In fact, the final result for the induced electric dipole moment, generated by non-linearity in the presence of E_0, depends only on a and m (and obviously on E_0). Hence, for simplicity, we consider a current density uniformly distributed on the surface of a sphere of radius a j = 3 |m| 4πa^3 δ(r − a) ê_ϕ . (15)

This current distribution gives rise to a magnetic dipoletype field

B_d = μ_0 4π { [3 (m · ê_r) ê_r − m] r^3

Θ(r − a) + 2 m a^3 Θ(a − r) } , (16) where m is identified with the magnetic dipole moment of the source. A similar result is obtained for a uniformly magnetized sphere of the same radius a. Since the central expressions, Eqs.(13)-(14), were derived assuming E ≡ cB < E_c, the following constraint follows |m| r^3_c < 2πm_e^2c^2 ℏ e μ_0 , (17)

where r_c stands for a critical (minimum) radial distance from the source, e.g. if |m| ≃ 10^{−26}A m^2, then it follows that r_c > 10 fm. We shall return to this bound later on in the conclusions. With D_M = ϵ_0 E_0 , and H_M =^1_{μ0} B_d , the densities F_M and G_M become

F_M = 1 2 E_0^2 − 1 2 (c μ_0 4π )_2 [ 3 (m · ê_r)^2 + m^2 ] r^6 Θ(r − a)

+ 4 m^2 a^6 Θ(a − r) } , (18)

G_M = c μ_0 4π { [3 (m · ê_r) (E_0 · ê_r) − (m · E_0)] r^3 Θ(r − a)

+ 2 (m · E_0) a^3 Θ(a − r) } . (19)

Choosing the magnetic dipole moment along the z-axis, m = |m|ê_z, and the external electric field E_0 in the x-z-plane, forming an angle ψ with the z-axis,

E_0 = E_0 (sin ψ ê_x + cos ψ ê_z) . (20)

it follows that

(E_0 · ê_r) = E_0 (cos ψ cos θ + sin ψ sin θ cos ϕ) , (21)

where the angular function in parenthesis is cos γ, where γ is the angle between the external electric field and the radial direction. Concentrating on the induced electric field, the integrand in Eq.(13) is given by

∇ · ( 4F_M D_M + 7 c G_M H_M ) = μ_0|m|^2|E_0| (4π)^2 × { 6 a^6 [ cos γ ( 1 + 6(cos θ)^2 ) − 7 cos ψ cos θ ] δ(r − a)

− 9 r^7 [ cos γ ( 1 + 4 (cos θ)^2 ) − cos ψ cos θ ]

× Θ(r − a) } . (22)

Substituing this expression in Eq.(13), expanding the inverse distance in terms of spherical harmonics, using their orthogonality properties, and performing the threedimensional integration, the final result for the induced electric field is

E(x) = − ζμ_0|m|^2|E_0| 8π^2ϵ_0^2 ∇_x { 1 |x|^2a^3 [ 24 5 √ 3π cos ψY_{1 0}(θ, ϕ)+

+ 13 5 √ 2π 3 sin ψ {Y_{1 1}(θ, ϕ) − Y_{1 −1}(θ, ϕ)} ] +

+ 1 |x|^5 [ cos ψ ( − 4 5 √ 3πY_{1 0}(θ, ϕ) − 18 5 √ π 7 Y_{3 0}(θ, ϕ) ) +

+ sin ψ ( 3 5 √ 3π 2 {Y_{1 1}(θ, ϕ) − Y_{1 −1}(θ, ϕ)} +

+ 6 5 √ 3π 7 {Y_{3 1}(θ, ϕ) − Y_{3 −1}(θ, ϕ)} )]} , (23) where |x| = r. The first term in brackets above, with the 1/|x|^2 behaviour, corresponds to the induced electric dipole moment. For the case in which the external electric field E_0 is parallel to the magnetic dipole moment along the z-axis, i.e. for ψ = 0, the induced electric dipole field is given by E(x) = −∇_x { 1 4πϵ_0 ( 18ζμ_0|m|^2|E_0| 5πa^3ϵ_0 ) ê_z · ê_r |x|^2 } . (24)

The induced electric dipole moment, located at the origin, is then given by

p_{IND} = ( 18ζμ_0|m|^2|E_0| 5πa^3ϵ_0 ) ê_z (25)

When m and E_0 are not parallel, the term proportional to sin ψ in Eq.(23) leads to an explicit dependence on the azimuthal angle ϕ, viz. E(x) = −∇_x { 1 4πϵ_0 p(ψ)|_{IND} · ê_r |x|^2 } , (26)

where the induced electric dipole moment is now p(ψ)|_{IND} = ( ζμ_0|m|^2|E_0| 10πϵ_0a^3 ) [ 36 E_0 |E_0|

− 49 ( E_0 |E_0| · ê_x ) ê_x ] , (27) which reduces to Eq.(25) when ψ = 0. This induced electric field is of the electric dipole-type in its radial 1/|x|^3 dependence, but it has a manifestly peculiar angular dependence. For instance, along the z-axis, and unlike a standard electric dipole field, it has a non-zero component along e_θ that depends on the azimuthal angle ϕ. It also has a non-zero component along the direction of e_ϕ, as may be appreciated by writing the induced electric field in spherical coordinates, i.e.

E(x) = ζμ_0|m|^2|E_0| 40π^2ϵ^2_0a^3|x|^3 { 2 [ 36 cos θ cos ψ

− 13 sin θ cos ϕ sin ψ ] ê_r + [ 13 cos θ cos ϕ sin ψ

+ 36 sin θ cos ψ ] ê_θ − 13 sin ϕ sin ψ ê_ϕ } (28)

This feature should help to differentiate this induced effect from other predictions of an intrinsic electric dipole moment of the neutron in extensions of the Standard Model [8]. To arrive at an estimate of the size of the induced electric dipole moment of the neutron, we consider first the case ψ = 0, i.e. the external electric field E_0 parallel to the z-axis, so that the induced electric dipole field has the usual angular dependence. Expressing |E_0| in V/m, and the radius a in fermi, Eq.(25) gives |p|_{IND} ≃ 10^{−33} |e| cm [ |E_0|(V/m) a(fm)^3 ] . (29)

A reasonable estimate of the neutron radius can be obtained from its mean squared radius [9] in which case a ≃ 0.35 fm . Current experimental sensitivity [10] is at the level of 10^{−26}|e|cm, which could improve by two orders of magnitude in the SNS experiment at Los Alamos [11], in the CryoEDM experiment at ILL [12], or in the nEDM experiment at PSI [13]. However, current experimental setups involve an external magnetic field, around which the neutron spin precesses, and an external electric field to probe the electric dipole moment. This external electric field, though, is at present well below the one required to bring |p|_{IND} to an observable level. In fact, one would need fields as high as |E_0| ≃ 10^7 − 10^8(V/m). Such intense fields are indeed present in some crystals at the level of |E_0| ≃ 10^{10}V/m, but would require a completely different setup [14]. In this case, with a ≃ 1fm, the order of magnitude of the induced electric dipole moment would be |p|_{IND} ≃ 10^{−23} |e|cm. While this range is within current sensitivity, it is crucial to change the experimental setup so that the external electric field is as high as indicated above. Turning to the more general case ψ ≠ 0, the order of magnitude of p|_{IND} does not change much, but the peculiar angular dependence of the electric field offers some hope of improving the chance of observability. To aid in the design of the experiment we point out that, from Eq.(27), the induced electric dipole moment has a component along the direction of E_0, and a component along the x-axis. Hence it will interact with E_0 and change the Larmor frequency of the neutron magnetic moment around the external magnetic field. In connection with the bound, Eq.(17), which follows from the weak field approximation, it would be satisfied quite easily for the neutron if the experiment is performed using a crystal, since in this case r_c >> 10fm. We mention in closing that we have computed the induced magnetic field from Eq.(14). The leading term in this field is of the magnetic dipole type, and thus it is a correction to the field produced by the source (neutron). However, its magnitude is many orders of magnitude smaller than the latter, so that it can safely be ignored. The authors wish to thank Harald Griesshammer, Ulli Köster, and Oliver Zimmer for valuable discussions. This work has been supported in part by NRF (South Africa), FONDECYT 1060653, 1095217 and 7080120 (Chile), Centro de Estudios Subatomicos (Chile), CONICET PIP 01787, and UNLP Proy. 11/X492 (Argentina).

[1] W. Heinsenberg and H. Euler, Z. Phys. 98, 714 (1936), English translation in W. Korolevski and H. Kleinert, arXiv:physics/0605038; V. Weisskopf, K. Dan. Vidensk. Selsk. Mat. Fys. Medd. 14, 6 (1936), English translation in Early Quantum Electrodynamics: A source book, A.I. Miller ed., (Cambridge University Press, 1994); J. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 82, 664 (1951).

[2] For recent reviews see e.g. W. Dittrich and H. Gies, Probing the Quantum Vacuum (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2000); G.V. Dunne, in From Fields to Strings, Vol. 1, 445, M. Shifman, A. Vainshtein, and J. Wheater eds. (World Scientific, Singapore, 2005).

[3] Y.I. Salamin, S.X. Hu, K.Z. Hatsagortysan, and C.H.

Keitel, Phys. Rep. 427, 41 (2006); M. Marklund and P.K. Shukla, Rev. Mod. Phys. 78, 591 (2006) [4] T. Heinzl and O. Schroeder, J. Phys. A 39, 11623 (2006);

T. Heinzl, B. Liesfeld, K.U. Amthor, H. Schwoerer, R. Sauerbrey, and A. Wipf, Opt. Commun. 267, 318 (2006); T. Heinzl, and A. Ilderton, arXiv: 0809.3348; arXiv: 0811.1960; S. L. Adler, J. Phys. A 40, F143 (2007); S.- W. Hu and B.-B. Liu, J. Phys. A 40, 13859 (2007); A.

Di Piazza, K. Z. Hatsagortysan, and C. H. Keitel, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 010403 (2008).

[5] C.A. Dominguez, H. Falomir, M. Ipinza, M.Loewe, and J.C. Rojas, arXiv: 0808.2897, and Mod. Phys. Lett. A (in press).

[6] J. Mondejar, arXiv: 0905.4942.

[7] A similar decomposition has been employed for the study of the propagation of a modulated wave in the presence of an intense background field in A. E. Kaplan, and Y. J. Ding, Phys. Rev. A 62, 04385(2000), and also employed for the one-loop non-linear corrections to the field of a magnetic dipole in J. S. Heyl, and L. Hernquist, J. Phys. A 30, 6475 (1997).

[8] For a recent review see S. Abel, and O. Lebedev, J. High Ener. Phys. 0601, 133 (2006), and references therein.

[9] Particle Data Group, C. Amsler et al., Phys. Lett. B 667, 1 (2008).

[10] C.A. Baker et al. Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 131801 (2006). [11] M.D. Cooper, American Institute of Physics Conf. Proc.

947, 196 (2007); T.M. Ito, J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 69, 012037 (2007).

[12] See http://www.neutronedm.org/cryo/cryo1.htm. [13] See http://nedm.web.psi.ch/.

[14] V.V. Fedorov and V.V. Voronin, Nucl. Instr. Meth. B

201 (2003) 230; V. V. Fedorov et al. arXiv: 0907.1153; O. Zimmer, private communication.