arXiv:0909.2350v2 [hep-ph] 12 Feb 2010

Quark electric dipole moment induced by magnetic field

P.V. Buividovich,^{1, 2} M.N. Chernodub,^{3, 4, 2} E.V. Luschevskaya,^2 and M.I. Polikarpov^2 1JINR, Dubna, Moscow region, 141980 Russia 2ITEP, B. Cheremushkinskaya 25, Moscow, 117218 Russia 3CNRS, LMPT, Fédération Denis Poisson, Université de Tours, 37200 France 4DMPA, University of Gent, Krijgslaan 281, S9, B-9000 Gent, Belgium (Dated: February 15, 2010)

We show numerically that quarks develop an electric dipole moment in the direction of a sufficiently intense magnetic field due to local fluctuations of topological charge. This anomalous CP -odd effect is a spin analogue of the chiral magnetic effect in QCD.

PACS numbers: 11.30.Rd; 12.38.Gc; 13.40.-f

I. INTRODUCTION

Fluctuations of topological charge is an important feature of the QCD vacuum which is reflected in the mass spectrum of hadrons, in the breaking of chiral symmetry, and other properties. Recently it was suggested that the topological fluctuations may be directly observed in hot QCD matter in the presence of a very intense (hadronscale) external magnetic field via the so called “chiral magnetic effect” (CME) [1]. The fluctuations of the topological charge lead to a local imbalance between the leftand right-handed light quarks. In the presence of an intense magnetic field the quarks move along the field, and the chiral imbalance creates a net electric current along the direction of the magnetic field. As a result, this CP -odd effect should lead to a separation of the electric charges along the field, which potentially may be observed in experiment.

The strong magnetic fields of the order of QCD scale may be created in noncentral heavy-ion collisions due to relative motion of electrically charged ions in an initial state and the products of the collision in a final state [1, 2]. The strong fields are perpendicular to the collision plane, so that the CME should be realized on an event-by-event basis in a form of an asymmetry of electrically charged particles emitted below and above the reaction plane. There is a recent experimental evidence reported by the STAR collaboration that this scenario works at RHIC [3]. Recently, the CME was also found in numerical lattice simulations [4] (a brief review of lattice QCD simulations in strong magnetic fields can be found in Ref. [5]).

In this paper we show that the topological fluctuations in the background of the intense magnetic field lead to appearance of a quark electric dipole moment. This effect is a spin analogue of the CME. Indeed, the CME induces an electric dipole moment due to the spatial (nonlocal) separation of the electric charges of quarks while the discussed spin effect induces the electric dipole moment locally.

In Sec. II we discuss general features of this spin effect. Sec. III is devoted to a numerical demonstration of the effect in a simple case of an instanton-like configuration. In

Sec. IV the quenched lattice simulations are used to show that the quark electric dipole moment is induced both in high- and low-temperature phases. Our conclusions are given in the last section, and the appendix contains technical details of our simulations.

II. GENERAL ARGUMENTS

Quarks are the electrically charged spin-1/2 particles which carry certain magnetic dipole moments. A strong enough external magnetic field aligns quark spins and leads to appearance of a net magnetization. A quantitative measure of the magnetization is given by the expectation value [6]

⟨Ψ̄Σ_{αβ} Ψ⟩ = ⟨Ψ̄Ψ⟩ χ(F ) qF_{αβ} , (1)

where

Σ_{αβ} = 1 2i [γ_αγ_β − γ_β γ_α] (2)

is the relativistic spin operator, F_{αβ} = ∂_αa_β −∂_β a_α is the strength tensor of the external electromagnetic field, and a_α is the Abelian gauge field. For the sake of simplicity we consider one quark flavor, and omit the flavor and spinor indices in Eq. (1).

The structure of the right hand side of Eq. (1) is obvious: the appearance of the electromagnetic field strength tensor F_{αβ} is dictated by a covariance argument, while the appearance of the chiral condensate ⟨Ψ̄Ψ⟩ is the natural consequence of the dimensionality of the left and right parts of Eq. (1). Moreover, the left hand side of (1) violates the chiral symmetry similarly to the chiral condensate. The coefficient of proportionality χ(F ) is called the chiral magnetic susceptibility [6].

There is another property which was used for the parametrization of the right hand side of Eq. (1): this equation is formulated in the CP -symmetric vacuum. If the vacuum is not CP -symmetric, then Eq. (1) should be rewritten in a more general form:

⟨Ψ̄Σ_{αβ} Ψ⟩_θ = ⟨Ψ̄Ψ⟩ χ(F ) qF_{αβ} + ⟨Ψ̄Ψ⟩ ~χ(F ) q ~F_{αβ} , (3) where ~F_{αβ} = 1 2 ε_{αβμν} F_{μν} (4) is the dual field strength tensor. In Eq. (3) we used the subscript ⟨· · · ⟩_θ to stress that the spin expectation value is evaluated in a CP -odd environment, which can be induced, say, by a nonzero θ-angle. We omit the subscript θ in the right hand side of Eq. (3). The new coefficient ~χ is the electric susceptibility of the vacuum which in general may be nonzero if θ ≠ 0.

One can rewrite Eq. (3) by introducing the dimensionless magnetic and electric dipole moments, respectively μ_{αβ} = χ(F ) qF_{αβ} , ϵ_{αβ} = ~χ(F ) q ~F_{αβ} , (5) so that Eq. (3) is simplified:

⟨Ψ̄Σ_{αβ} Ψ⟩_θ = (μ_{αβ} + ϵ_{αβ} ) ⟨Ψ̄Ψ⟩ . (6)

Here the tensors μ_{αβ} and ϵ_{αβ} represent two orthogonal contributions,

μ_{αβ} ϵ_{αβ} ≡ 0 . (7)

Note that in presence of a nonzero θ-angle the tensor structure of the magnetization (3) is most general. The nonzero θ-angle leads to appearance of the pseudoscalar condensate ⟨Ψ̄γ_5Ψ⟩, the pseudotensor condensate ⟨Ψ̄γ_5t^aG^a_{μν} Ψ⟩, where G^a_{μν} is the gluon field strength tensor and t^a are the generators of the gauge group, and other condensates. The pseudoscalar condensate may give separate contributions to the chiral susceptibilities χ and ~χ in Eq. (3), while it cannot mix the two terms in (3) because of their mutual orthogonality. As for the pseudotensor condensate, it may be split – in terms of the Lorentz structures – into two orthogonal terms that are proportional to the electromagnetic field strength tensor F_{μν} and its dual (4), respectively. Therefore the pseudotensor condensate may also contribute to the both terms of Eq. (3) leaving the general form of the magnetization (3) unchanged.

It is convenient to rewrite the magnetic and electric dipole moments (5) via the expectation values (3) in the vector form, respectively: μ_i(qB) = ⟨Ψ̄γ_5Σ_{i0}Ψ⟩ ⟨Ψ̄Ψ⟩ ≡ 1 2 ε_{ijk} ⟨Ψ̄Σ_{jk} Ψ⟩ ⟨Ψ̄Ψ⟩ , (8) ϵ_i(qB) = ⟨Ψ̄Σ_{i0}Ψ⟩ ⟨Ψ̄Ψ⟩ ≡ 1 2 ε_{ijk} ⟨Ψ̄γ_5Σ_{jk}Ψ⟩ ⟨Ψ̄Ψ⟩ , (9)

where we used the relation γ_5Σ_{αβ} = Σ̃_{αβ} , and assumed that the external electric field is absent, F_{0i} = 0. The interpretation of Eq. (9) as the electric dipole moment is obvious because this vector quantity is defined by the electric component of the spin operator, Σ_{i0}. Here spatial tensor indices are i, j = 1, 2, 3 and the Euclidean time is labeled by the index 0.

In the real CP -invariant vacuum the electric dipole moment (9) should be identically equal to zero. However, the fluctuations of the electric magnetic dipole moment may still be very strong. The real vacuum may be subdivided into topologically nontrivial CP -odd domains in which the quarks may have possess an anomalous electric dipole moment along the direction of the magnetic field, ⃗ϵ ‖ ⃗B. In these domains the CP -odd electric dipole moment may be as strong as the magnetic dipole moment. Below we check this conjecture using numerical simulations.

In order to characterize quantitatively the appearance of the quark electric dipole moment, we consider the following quantities: the local magnetic dipole moment

σ^M_i (x) = 1 2 ε_{ijk}ψ̄ (x) Σ_{jk} ψ (x) , (10)

the local electric dipole moment

σ^E_i (x) = ψ̄ (x) Σ_{i0}ψ (x) , (11)

and the local chirality

ρ_5 (x) = ψ̄ (x) γ_5ψ (x) ≡ ρ_L (x) − ρ_R (x) , (12)

which is the operator of the difference of the densities of left- and right- handed quarks.

III. INSTANTON

Instanton is a topologically nontrivial solution to the classical equations of Yang–Mills theory. Topological charge of the instanton is nonzero, and therefore it can be considered as a simplest gauge filed configuration which may lead to the anomalous electric dipole moment.

Magnetic dipole

FIG. 1: The local density of the magnetic dipole moment of quarks (10) in the instanton background exposed to a strong magnetic field. The upper (blue) and lower (green) surfaces represent, respectively, the longitudinal, σ^M_3 (x), and a transverse, σ^M_1 (x), components of the dipole moment in a 34-plane.

While a spectrum of the Dirac operator in the field of a single instanton is well-known [7], the presence of a uniform magnetic field makes the problem analytically intractable. Therefore we constructed an instantonlike smooth configuration of the lattice gauge field with unit

Electric dipole

FIG. 2: The same as in Fig. 1 but for the local density of the electric dipole moment (11).

topological charge and numerically calculated fermionic propagators in such a configuration (details of our numerical simulations are given in the appendix). Next, we added the uniform magnetic field in the third direction, B_i = Bδ_{i3} to this sample configuration. We evaluated the local density σ^M_i of the magnetic dipole moment (10) in the background of this configuration.

Note that any gauge field configuration – including the instanton – has, in general, both zero and near-zero Dirac eigenmodes. These classes of the Dirac modes have different physical meaning. For example, the number of the zero modes is related to the topological charge of the gauge field configuration according to the Atiyah-Singer theorem. Consequently, the vacuum expectation value of the number of zero modes is proportional to the susceptibility of the topological charge.

On the contrary, the Banks-Casher relation [8] states that the vacuum expectation value of the density of the near-zero modes is proportional to a different quantity, the chiral condensate. Therefore, the near-zero modes carry information about the chiral properties of the system, while the exact zero mode, in general, does not. In Ref. [10] we have analytically related the chiral magnetization to the spin structure of the near-zero modes in the external magnetic field (we discuss this relation in the Appendix, and refer an interested reader to Ref. [10] for more details). Thus, only near-zero modes were taken into account in our calculations of the chiral magnetization.

We would like to make a remark that in various instanton gas and liquid models the individual zero modes of instantons and antiinstantons do play an important role in the chiral properties of the system because in this interacting system the zero-mode degeneracy is lifted out and the zero modes become eventually near-zero. In our illustrative example we consider the single instanton like configuration so that zero mode does not contribute to the chiral magnetization.

The density of the longitudinal (i = 3) and the transverse (i = 1) components of the magnetic dipole moment in the 34-plane of the background instantonlike configuration are plotted in Fig. 1. The distribution in the 12- plane is similar to the one plotted in Fig. 1. As one can expect, the magnetic dipole moment is predominantly directed along the magnetic field: |σ^M_3 (x)| ≫ |σ^M_{1,2}(x)| so that ⃗σ^M ‖ ⃗B with a good accuracy. Notice that the spatial distribution of the density of the magnetic dipole moment is uniform similarly to the magnetic field.

The density of the electric dipole moment is shown in Fig. 2. Similarly to the magnetic moment, the electric dipole moment (11) is directed along the magnetic field: |σ^E_3 (x)| ≫ |σ^E_{1,2}(x)| so that ⃗σ^E ‖ ⃗B with a good accuracy. The magnitude of the electric dipole moment is smaller and, in contrast to the magnetic dipole moment, its distribution is peaked near the position of the instanton.

Summarizing this section, we observed the generation of the electric dipole moment in the background of the topologically nontrivial configuration of the smooth gauge fields. In the next section we study the same effect in a real ground state of non-Abelian gauge theory.

IV. QUENCHED QCD

A. Fluctuations of electric dipole moment

The vacuum expectation value of the magnetic dipole moment of the quark (10) is given by (1): ⟨Ψ̄⃗σ^M Ψ⟩ = ⟨Ψ̄Ψ⟩ χ(B) q ⃗B . (13) The chiral magnetic susceptibility χ was calculated numerically in Ref. [10].

The average of the electric dipole moment (11) is zero, ⟨¯ Ψ⃗σ^E Ψ ⟩ = 0 , (14)

since the density of topological charge changes its sign in different space-time domains, thus supporting the global CP -invariance of the vacuum. However, locally the electric dipole moment ⃗σ^E may be nonzero, as we have seen in the previous section for the instanton case.

In order to measure the strength of the local fluctuations of the dipole moments we study the connected expectation values ⟨( σ^ℓ_i )_2⟩ IR = ⟨( σ^ℓ_i − ⟨ σ^ℓ_i ⟩)_2⟩ B,T − ⟨( σ^ℓ_i − ⟨ σ^ℓ_i ⟩)_2⟩ B,T =0 , (15)

where there is no summation over the indices i and ℓ. In Eq. (15) σ^ℓ_i is the i-th component of the magnetic (ℓ = M) or electric (ℓ = E) dipole moment, and ⟨. . .⟩_{B,T} denotes the expectation value with respect to the thermal state at temperature T in the background magnetic field B. The subtraction of the expectation value at B = 0, T = 0 removes ultraviolet divergences and yields physical results which are practically independent of the UV cutoff (this question was discussed in Refs. [4, 10] using the same set of the gauge field configurations). The subscript IR Eq. (15) reflects the fact that the subtraction provides us with the nonperturbative infrared (IR) value.

FIG. 3: The fluctuations (15) of the longitudinal (i.e., directed along the magnetic field) components of the magnetic (10) and electric (11) dipole densities vs the strength of the magnetic field in the confinement (T = 0) and in the deconfinement (T = 1.12 Tc) phases.

We calculated the fluctuations (15) numerically in SU (2) lattice gauge theory with quenched massless chirally invariant quarks (details of simulations can be found in the appendix). In Fig. 3 we show the fluctuations (15) of the longitudinal components of the electric dipole moment (O = σ^E_3 , Eq. (11)) both in the confinement phase, at T = 0, and in the deconfinement phase, at T = 1.12 T_c. Here T_c ≈ 310 MeV is the critical temperature of the confinement-deconfinement phase transition in the SU(2) gauge theory. For comparison, we also plotted the longitudinal component of the magnetic dipole moment [O = σ^M_3 , Eq. (10)]. One can see that the average squares of the magnetic moment and of the electric dipole moment are equal with a good precision. Both of them grow significantly with magnetic field. Taking into account the fact that the average electric dipole moment is zero, one can conclude that there are space-time domains within which the magnetic dipole moment and the electric dipole moment are either parallel or antiparallel, and are equally strong. It is interesting that the fluctuations of both magnetic and electric dipole moments are almost independent of the temperature even near the phase transition (the small mutual deviations in Fig. 3 are of the order of the error bars).

We also found that the fluctuations of the transverse components of the electric σ^E_{1,2} and magnetic σ^M_{1,2} dipole moments are almost independent of the magnetic field. For these components the expectation value (15) is compatible with zero.

Summarizing this subsection, we conclude that in the external magnetic field the quark develops the electric dipole moment, which is directed along the magnetic field. The fluctuations of the electric dipole moment are of the same order as the magnetic ones.

B. Electric dipole moment and chirality

In order to demonstrate that the electric dipole moment is closely related with the local chirality we calculate the correlator of the electric dipole moment with the chiral density (12):

c ( ρ_5, σ^{E,M}_i ) = ⟨ ρ_5 σ^{E,M}_i ⟩ √⟨ ρ^2_5 ⟩√⟨( σ^{E,M}_i )_2⟩ . (16)

In this formula no summation over the index i is implied.

We plot the correlator (16) of the longitudinal electric dipole moment, σ^E_3 , in Fig. 4 both in the confinement phase and in the deconfinement phase. At zero temperature the correlator grows quickly and we observe almost the full (100%) correlation of the quark electric dipole moment and the chirality even at weakest nonzero magnetic field. The strength of the effect is somewhat smaller in the deconfinement phase at weak magnetic fields due to thermal fluctuations. However, at strong magnetic fields, qB ∼ 1 GeV^2, the correlation function (16) reaches the highest possible value, c ( ρ_5, σ^E_3 ) = 1.

FIG. 4: The correlation (16) of the longitudinal component of the electric dipole moment (11) of quark (EDM) with the chiral density (12) vs the strength of the magnetic field in the confinement and deconfinement phases. The horizontal dotted line indicates the 100% correlation.

The transverse components σ^E_{1,2} of the electric dipole moment (11) are not locally correlated with the chirality (12). The same is true both for transverse σ^M_{1,2} and longitudinal σ^M_3 components of the magnetic dipole moment of quark. Note that no correlation is observed in the absence of the external magnetic field.

Summarizing, at zero temperature the electric dipole moment is strongly correlated with the chiral density in the presence of the external magnetic field. The thermal fluctuations reduce this correlation, which is restored again as the strength of the magnetic field increases.

V. CONCLUSION

We demonstrated that the quark develops the anomalous electric dipole moment in the presence of a sufficiently strong external magnetic field. The anomalous moment is parallel to the direction of the magnetic field. The observed effect is a reflection of a topological structure of the QCD vacuum: the induced electric dipole moment is strongly correlated with the chiral density of quarks which, in turn, is correlated with the topological charge density. The sign of the electric dipole moment of the quark is a fluctuating quantity so that the electric dipole moment of the quark is zero on average, and no global CP -violation occurs. However, the local fluctuations of the longitudinal (i.e., parallel to the magnetic field) component of the quark electric dipole moment are as strong as the fluctuations of the conventional magnetic dipole moment.

The effect is observed at a single instanton gauge field configuration, as well as in a true vacuum state of a quenched non-Abelian gauge theory. The effect is strong both in the confinement and deconfinement phases. The thermal fluctuations decrease the correlation of the longitudinal electric dipole moment with the chiral density at moderate magnetic fields. As the strength of the field increases, these two quantities become fully correlated.

Appendix A: Details of simulations

The setup of our numerical simulations is the same as the one used in Refs. [4, 10, 11]. We utilize lattice QCD with the simplest SU(2) gauge group because the generation of the electric dipole moment originates in the chiral sector of QCD and therefore the number of colors is not crucial. In our simulations only valence quarks interact with the electromagnetic field. The effects of the virtual quarks on gluons are neglected because the inclusion of dynamical (sea) quarks makes the simulations computationally difficult, while the essential features of the studied effect remains intact in the quenched limit.

In Table I we present the parameters of our lattice simulations: the lattice geometry, L^3_sL_t, the coupling constants β, the lattice spacings a, the spatial lattice extension L = L_sa, and the minimal value of the magnetic fields √ qB_{min}.

TABLE I: Parameters of simulations. T /Tc Ls Lt β a, fm Lsa, fm √ qBmin, MeV 0 14 14 3.281 0.103 1.44 343 1.12 16 6 3.325 0.095 1.33 371

In order to implement chirally symmetric massless fermions on the lattice, we use Neuberger’s overlap Dirac operator [12]. Ultraviolet lattice artifacts are reduced with the help of the tadpole-improved Symanzik action for the gluon fields (see, e.g., Eq. (1) in [13]). The uniform magnetic field B in the direction μ = 3 is introduced into the Dirac operator by substituting su (2)-valued vector potential A_μ with u (2)-valued field: A^{ij}_μ → A^{ij}_μ + C_μδ^{ij} , where C_μ = B/2 (x_2δ_{μ1} − x_1δ_{μ2}). Notice that both su(2) and u(1) are algebra-valued functions.

This expression is valid in the infinite volume. In order to make it consistent with the periodic boundary conditions in the spatial directions, we have introduced an additional x-dependent boundary twist for fermions on the lattice [14]. The finiteness of the volume leads to the quantization of the total magnetic flux, so that qB = 2π k/L^2 , k ∈ Z , (A1) where q = 1/3 e is the smallest (absolute value of) electric charge of the quark, and L is the length of the lattice in the spatial direction.

In order to calculate the chiral expectation values (1), (15) and (16) we use the basis of the eigenmodes ψ_n of the Dirac operator D = γ^μ (∂_μ − iA_μ),

Dψ_n = λ_nψ_n , ρ (λ) = ⟨ ∑ n δ (λ − λ_n) ⟩ , (A2)

where λ_n are the eigenvalues of the Dirac operator.

The chiral condensate is calculated using the Banks- Casher formula [8], ⟨¯ ΨΨ ⟩ = − lim_{λ→0} lim_{V →∞} πρ (λ) V (A3)

where V is the total four-volume of Euclidean space-time, and ρ (λ) is the density of the Dirac eigenvalues. In the quenched approximation the averaging is performed over the gauge fields A_μ with the weight exp (−S_{YM} [A_μ]), where S_{YM} [A_μ] is Yang-Mills action. In the Euclidean space the spinor conjugation is given by the complex conjugation ψ̄_α = ψ^†_α.

In [10] we derived a magnetization analogue of the Banks-Casher formula (A3):

⟨Ψ̄Σ_{αβ} Ψ⟩ = − lim_{λ→0} ⟨ πν(λ) V ∫ d^4x ψ^†_λ(x) Σ_{αβ} ψ_λ(x) ⟩ , which is used for evaluation of the expectation values containing the spin operator. The expectation values involving four fermionic fields are evaluated using the following formula:

⟨ ψ̄O_1ψ ψ̄O_2ψ ⟩ = Tr ( 1 D + m O_1 ) Tr ( 1 D + m O_2 )

−Tr ( 1 D + m O_1 1 D + m O_2 ) , where O_1 and O_2 are some spinor operators. The result is then averaged over all configurations of the gauge fields. The Dirac propagator is evaluated by inverting the massive Dirac operator in the subspace spanned by

M Dirac eigenvectors which correspond to M nonzero Dirac eigenvalues with smallest absolute values: 1 D + m (x, y) = ∑ k<M ψ̄_k (x) ψ_k (y)

λ_k + m

. (A4)

The value of M is limited by the numerical procedure used to find the eigensystem of the Dirac operator (ARPACK in our case). We have used M = 10 and M = 12 (after the subtraction of ultraviolet divergences the expectation values are almost independent of M for M ≥ 10, Ref. [4]).

Acknowledgments

This work was partly supported by Grants RFBR 08- 02-00661-a, and DFG-RFBR 436 RUS, by the grants for scientific schools No. NSh-679.2008.2 and No. NSh-4961.2008.2, by the Federal Program of the Russian Ministry of Industry, Science and Technology No. 40.052.1.1.1112, by the Russian Federal Agency for Nuclear Power, and by the STINT Institutional grant IG2004-2 025. P.V.B. is also supported by the personal grant of the Dynasty foundation. The calculations were partially done on the MVS 50K at Moscow Joint Supercomputer Center.

[1] D. E. Kharzeev, L. D. McLerran, and H. J. Warringa, Nucl. Phys. A 803, 227 (2008) [arXiv:0711.0950]; K. Fukushima, D. E. Kharzeev, and H.J. Warringa, Phys. Rev. D 78, 074033 (2008); H. J. Warringa, arXiv:0906.2803; D. E. Kharzeev, arXiv:0906.2808.

[2] V. Skokov, A. Y. Illarionov and V. Toneev, Int. J. Mod.

Phys. A 24, 5925 (2009) [arXiv:0907.1396].

[3] B. I. Abelev et al. [STAR Collaboration], Phys.

Rev. Lett. 103, 251601 (2009) [arXiv:0909.1739 [nuclex]]; see also a Viewpoint by B. Müller, Physics 2, 104 (2009); S. A. Voloshin, Phys. Rev. C 70, 057901 (2004) [hep-ph/0406311]; I. V. Selyuzhenkov [STAR Collaboration], Rom. Rep. Phys. 58, 049 (2006) [arXiv:nucl-ex/0510069]; S. A. Voloshin [STAR Collaboration], arXiv:0806.0029; H. Caines [STAR Collaboration], arXiv:0906.0305.

[4] P.V. Buividovich, M.N. Chernodub, E.V. Luschevskaya, and M.I. Polikarpov, Phys. Rev. D 80, 054503 (2009) [arXiv:0907.0494 [hep-lat]].

[5] P.V. Buividovich, M.N. Chernodub, E.V. Luschevskaya, and M.I. Polikarpov, arXiv:0909.1808 [hep-ph].

[6] B. L. Ioffe, A. V. Smilga, Nucl. Phys. B 232, 109 (1984). [7] G. ’t Hooft, Phys. Rev. D 14, 3432 (1976) [Erratum-ibid.

D 18, 2199 (1978)].

[8] T. Banks and A. Casher, Nucl. Phys. B 169, 103 (1980). [9] D. Kharzeev, R. D. Pisarski and M. H. G. Tytgat, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 81, 512 (1998) [arXiv:hep-ph/9804221]. [10] P. V. Buividovich, M. N. Chernodub, E. V. Luschevskaya and M. I. Polikarpov, Nucl. Phys. B 826, 313 (2010) [arXiv:0906.0488 [hep-lat]].

[11] P.V. Buividovich, M.N. Chernodub, E.V. Luschevskaya, and M.I. Polikarpov, Phys. Lett. B 682, 484 (2010) [arXiv:0812.1740 [hep-lat]].

[12] H. Neuberger, Phys. Lett. B 417, 141 (1998) [hep-lat/9707022].

[13] V. G. Bornyakov, E. V. Luschevskaya, S. M. Morozov, M. I. Polikarpov, E. M. Ilgenfritz, M. Muller-Preussker, Phys. Rev. D 79, 054505 (2009) [arXiv:0807.1980].

[14] M. H. Al-Hashimi and U. J. Wiese, Annals Phys. 324, 343 (2009) [arXiv:0807.0630 [quant-ph]].