arXiv:hep-th/0701047v3 31 Jan 2007

Improved Approximations for Fermion Pair Production in Inhomogeneous Electric Fields

Sang Pyo Kim^∗ Department of Physics, Kunsan National University, Kunsan 573-701, Korea^†, and Asia Pacific Center for Theoretical Physics, Pohang 790-784, Korea

Don N. Page^‡ Theoretical Physics Institute, Department of Physics, University of Alberta, Edmonton, Alberta, Canada T6G 2G7 (Dated: 2007 January 9)

Reformulating the instantons in a complex plane for tunneling or transmitting states, we calculate the pair-production rate of charged fermions in a spatially localized electric field, illustrated by the Sauter electric field E0 sech^2(z/L), and in a temporally localized electric field such as E0 sech^2(t/T ). The integration of the quadratic part of WKB instanton actions over the frequency and transverse momentum leads to the pair-production rate obtained by the worldline instanton method, including the prefactor, of Phys. Rev. D 72, 105004 (2005) and 73, 065028 (2006). It is further shown that the WKB instanton action plus the next-to-leading order contribution in spinor QED equals the WKB instanton action in scalar QED, thus justifying why the WKB instanton in scalar QED can work for the pair production of fermions. Finally we obtain the pair-production rate in a spatially localized electric field together with a constant magnetic field in the same direction.

PACS numbers: 12.20.-m, 13.40.-f Alberta-Thy-01-07

I. INTRODUCTION

The physics of strong electromagnetic fields, in particular vacuum polarization and pair production, has been studied by Sauter [1], Heisenberg and Euler [2], and Weisskopf [3] even before the advent of quantum electrodynamics (QED). Using the proper-time path integral, Schwinger obtained the one-loop QED effective action in a constant electromagnetic field [4]. The imaginary part of the effective action under the influence of electric fields leads to the decay rate of the vacuum and thereby the pair-production rate of charged particles. (For a recent review and references on QED and pair production, see [5].) One approach to pair production is tunneling of virtual pairs from the Dirac sea [6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13], in which instantons determine the tunneling probability and thereby the pair-production rate. Another approach is the recent worldline method [14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22].

On the other hand, physics of strong fields in laboratory have recently attracted much attention due to the rapid development of laser technology. In the near future the X-ray free electron lasers from Linac Coherent Light Source at SLAC [23] and TESLA at DESY [24] are expected to produce at the focus an electric field near the critical strength E_c = m^2c^3/eℏ (1.3 × 10^{18} V/m) for electron-position pair production. Also ultrahigh intense lasers have been developed using a technique of amplifying pulses of picosecond and few femtosecond time scales (for a review and references, see [25]). The focal region of colliding lasers may correspond to a strong QED regime, in which not only vacuum polarization but also pair production can be tested [26] (see also [27] for other QED related physics). The localized beam in space and time does necessarily imply inhomogeneous electromagnetic fields. Thus pair production of charged particles by inhomogeneous electric fields is not only a theoretical issue but also an experimental concern.

In previous papers [12, 13], we formulated the pair-production rate of charged particles in inhomogeneous electric electric fields in terms of the instantons for tunneling states in the space-dependent (Coulomb) gauge, and worked out explicitly the rate for the Sauter electric field [28] in the WKB approximation. Recently, using the worldline path integral, Dunne and Schubert [15] obtained worldline instantons in a gauge-independent way, and Dunne, Wang, Gies and Schubert [16] further found the prefactor to the worldline instantons to calculate the pair-production rate by inhomogeneous fields.

In this paper, using the phase-integral method [29, 30], we further elaborate the instanton method of Refs. [12, 13]

† Permanent address ∗Electronic address: sangkim@kunsan.ac.kr ‡Electronic address: don@phys.ualberta.ca

by defining the instanton action in a gauge-independent way as a contour integral in the complex space or time plane. The divergence problem at turning points in the WKB method can be naturally avoided by the contour integral excluding the branch cut connecting two complex roots corresponding to turning points. We use the new instanton method to calculate the leading-order (LO) and next-to-leading-order (NLO) WKB instanton actions both in a spatially localized electric field E_0 sech^2(z/L) and in a temporally localized electric field E_0 sech^2(t/T ) of Sauter type [28], and then obtain the pair-production rate for charged fermions. We then compare the pair-production rate with that obtained by the worldline instanton method [15, 16] and with the exact result by Nikishov [31].

We show that for the Sauter electric field [28], the minimum value of our WKB instanton action S^{(0)}_{k⊥} (ω) = 2S^{(0)}_{k⊥} (ω), as a function of the transverse momentum k_⊥ and the frequency ω, is the same as that of the single-worldline instanton action of Ref. [15], and that the gaussian approximation for the integrals over ω and k_⊥ in our approach using S^{(0)}_{k⊥} (ω) gives the same pair-production rate, including the prefactor [16], as the worldline instanton method. We further calculate the NLO WKB actions S^{(2)}_{sp,k⊥} (ω) in spinor QED and show that the sum of the WKB and NLO instanton actions in spinor QED is equal to the WKB instanton action in scalar QED. Finally we study pair production in the Sauter electric field together with a constant magnetic field in the same direction.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II, we reformulate the instanton method in a gauge-independent way in the complex plane of space or time. We also show that the terms in the WKB approximation for a constant electric field vanish beyond the leading order, and the WKB approximation thus reproduces the well-known exact one-loop result from the point of view of the instanton method. In Sec. III, we calculate within the leading-order WKB approximation the instanton actions in scalar QED for a localized electric field of spatial or temporal Sautertype and obtain the pair-production rate for both cases. We find that the WKB instanton action in scalar QED gives a pair-production rate closer to the exact result for spinor QED up to higher order in an adiabaticity parameter. In Sec. IV, we calculate the WKB and NLO instanton actions in spinor QED and find that the instanton action up through the NLO contribution for each frequency and transverse momentum equals the WKB instanton action in scalar QED, thus justifying the reason why the WKB instanton action in scalar QED gives a good result. In Sec. V, we find the WKB instanton action in the Sauter electric field together with a constant magnetic field in the same direction.

II. GAUGE INDEPENDENCE OF INSTANTON ACTIONS

The worldline instanton method is based on Feynman’s worldline path integral [32], manifestly a gauge invariant formalism, and calculates the instanton action from a closed instanton trajectory [15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22]. Affleck, Alvarez and Manton found the instanton action in a constant electric field from the closed instanton trajectory [33]. In this paper we show how the instanton method of Refs. [12, 13] can be reformulated by the same contour integral for two different gauges. For the sake of simplicity we first focus on the constant electric field, which can be treated exactly, and then extend to inhomogeneous fields in the next section. The electric field can be written in terms of two simple alternative gauges: the space-dependent (Coulomb) gauge and the time-dependent gauge. We shall first work on scalar QED, described by the Klein-Gordon equation, and then discuss spinor QED, described by the Dirac equation, in Sec. IV. The Klein-Gordon equation for charged particles with charge q (q > 0) and mass m takes the form [in units with ℏ = c = 1 and with metric signature (+, −, −, −)]

[η^{μν} (∂_μ + iqA_μ)(∂_ν + iqA_ν ) + m^2]Φ = 0. (1)

In the space-dependent gauge, the Klein-Gordon equation, after being decomposed into Fourier modes, becomes a tunneling problem, the so-called sub-barrier penetration. The essence of the instanton method is that the tunneling states of this equation lead to the vacuum decay and pair production of charged particles. On the other hand, in the time-dependent gauge, the mode-decomposed equation resembles a one-dimensional scattering problem over a potential barrier, the so-called super-barrier transmission. The positive-frequency modes define the vacuum state at past infinity, and the negative-frequency modes at future infinity lead to the number of created pairs [34, 35]. Fröman and Fröman [29] showed that the probability amplitudes of both the tunneling and the transmitted states could be found in terms of a contour integral in the complex plane of space or time. This contour integral yields the same WKB instanton action in both gauges for a constant electric field.

A. Constant E-field in the space-dependent gauge

In the space-dependent (Coulomb) gauge, a constant electric field along the z-direction has the potential A_μ = (−Ez, 0, 0, 0). The mode-decomposed Klein-Gordon equation in (1) now takes the form

[−∂^2_z + Q(z)]ϕ_{ωk⊥} (z) = 0, (2)

where

Q(z) = m^2 + k^2_⊥ − (ω + qEz)^2. (3)

Each mode equation now describes the tunneling problem under the upside-down harmonic potential barrier and has two real turning points

z_± = − ω qE ± √ m^2 + k^2_⊥ (qE)^2

. (4)

The exact wave function is given by the complex parabolic cylindrical function E(S_{k⊥} /π, √ 2/qE(qzE + ω)) in terms of the instanton action S_{k⊥} = π(m^2 + k^2_⊥)/(2qE) [12].

Using the phase-integral formula [29, 30], the wave function can be written in one asymptotic region z ≪ z_− as

ϕ_{ωk⊥} (z) = A ( e^{iπ4} φ_{ωk⊥} (z) ) + B ( e^{iπ4} φ_{ωk⊥} (z) )_∗ , (5)

where

A = (e^{2Sk} + 1)^{1/2}, B = e^{Sk} , (6)

and φ_{ωk⊥} (z) has unit incoming flux (with the group velocity away from the barrier on the back side). Here the leading-order WKB instanton action is given by

S^{(0)}_{k⊥} = ∫_{z+} z_− √ Q(z)dz = π(m^2 + k^2_⊥) 2qE , (7)

which is the exact action for the constant E-field, that is, S_{k⊥} = S^{(0)}_{k⊥} . In the other asymptotic region z ≫ z_+, the tunneling wave function is given by

ϕ_{ωk⊥} (z) = ( e^{− iπ4} φ_{ωk⊥} (z) )_∗ . (8)

Now the action can also be defined in the complex z plane by the contour integral [29, 30]

S_{k⊥} = 2S_{k⊥} = −i ∮ Γ_K q(z)dz, (9) where the integral is along the contour in Fig. 1. Here, q(z) = √ −Q(z) ∞∑ n=0 Y_{2n}(z), (10)

and the first two Y_{2n} are [29, 30]

Y_0(z) = 1,

Y_2(z) = − 1 32Q^3 [ 5 (dQ dz )_2 − 4Q d^2Q dz^2 ] . (11)

Note that the complex function √ −Q has a branch cut along the real line segment connecting two roots z_± and is single-valued outside the closed loop of Fig. 1 [36]. From the Laurent expansion for large z, √ −Q = qE [ z − z_+ + z_− 2 − (z_+ − z_−)^2 8z − · · · ] , (12)

FIG. 1: The contour integral in the complex plane z excluding a branch cut connecting two real roots z±.

we find the residue qE(z_+ − z_−)^2/8 at the simple pole at z = ∞ [37]. Hence the contour integral in the exterior region of the closed loop in Fig. 1 leads to the leading-order WKB instanton action

S^{(0)}_{k⊥} = 2πi [ −iqE (z_+ − z_−)^2 8 ] = π(m^2 + k^2_⊥) qE . (13)

The WKB instanton action agrees with Eq. (13) of Ref. [12] and Eq. (21) of Ref. [13], and also with Eq. (27) of Ref. [15] for the action of the worldline instanton.

B. Constant E-field in the time-dependent gauge

In the time-dependent gauge, the potential is given by A_μ = (0, 0, 0, −Et). The mode-decomposed Klein-Gordon equation of (1) takes the form

[−∂^2_t + Q_t(t)]ϕ_{ωk}(t) = 0, (14)

where

Q_t(t) = − [ m^2 + k^2_⊥ + (k_z − qEt)^2 ] . (15)

The problem now becomes the super-barrier transmission over the upside-down harmonic potential. The vacuum state is defined in terms of the positive-frequency (adiabatic) solution at past infinity (t = −∞). Particle production is ascribed to the negative frequency (adiabatic) solution at future infinity (t = ∞).

The function √ −Q_t now has a branch cut along a line segment parallel to the imaginary axis in the complex t plane, which connects two complex roots

t_± = k_z qE ± i √ m^2 + k^2_⊥ (qE)^2

. (16)

Then the transmission probability is determined by the contour integral [29]

S_{k⊥} = 2S_{k⊥} = i ∮ Γ_K √ −Q_t(t)dt, (17) along the contour in Fig. 2. As √ −Q_t has a simple pole at t = ∞, √ −Q_t = qE [ t − t_+ + t_− 2 − (t_+ − t_−)^2 8t − · · · ] , (18)

and the residue is qE(t_+ − t_−)^2/8, we obtain the WKB action

S_{k⊥} = 2πi [ iqE (t_+ − t_−)^2 8 ] = π(m^2 + k^2_⊥) qE . (19)

Though the Klein-Gordon equation in the time-dependent gauge potential for the constant E-field is equivalent to the scattering problem over a potential barrier, the transmission probability is determined by the action now defined in the complex time plane. This holds true for general time-dependent electric fields. In this sense, the action defined by the contour integral (9) or (17) in the complex plane of space or time is the same for both gauge potentials.

FIG. 2: The contour integral in the complex plane t excluding a branch cut connecting two complex roots z±.

C. S^{(2)} = 0 for constant E-field

In the space-dependent gauge, the next-to-leading order (NLO) WKB contribution to the instanton action takes the form

S^{(2)}_{k⊥} = i ∮ Γ_K √ −Q(z) 1 32Q^3 [ 5 (dQ dz )_2 − 4Q d^2Q dz^2 ] dz (20)

for the same contour in Fig. 1. The simple roots z_± of Q(z) cannot give simple poles, as they are excluded by the contour. Further the integrand does not have a simple pole at infinity, since it has the expansion of the form 1 32Q^3 [ 5 (dQ dz )_2 − 4Q d^2Q dz^2 ] = ∞∑ n=4 a_n z^n . (21)

Therefore, the contour integral (20) vanishes, and S^{(2)}_{k⊥} = 0 for the constant E-field. As all higher order actions vanish by the same argument, the WKB instanton actions agree with the result from the exact solution of the Klein-Gordon equation. Also the same argument holds for the time-dependent gauge. The integral over all the transverse momentum recovers the well-known pair-production rate in a constant electric field [4].

III. LOCALIZED ELECTRIC FIELDS

Consider a static plane-symmetric but z-dependent electric field E(z) in the z-direction of maximum value E_0 and of effective length L defined so that E_0L ≡ 1 2 ∫_∞ −∞ E(z)dz. (22) It may be characterized by the parameter ϵ ≡ m qE_0L . (23)

Similarly, a homogeneous time-dependent electric field E(t) in the z-direction of maximum value E_0 and of effective time T defined so that E_0T ≡ 1 2 ∫_∞ −∞ E(t)dt (24) may be characterized by the parameter ϵ_t ≡ m qE_0T . (25)

Pair production is energetically allowed for ϵ < 1 and for any ϵ_t, though it is strongly suppressed for ϵ_t ≫ 1 . Pair production by localized electric fields significantly differs from that by the constant electric field due to a size effect [38]. The finite size effect on pair production was also shown in many inhomogeneous electric fields [12, 13, 15, 16].

We shall also define another parameter, δ ≡ qE_0 πm^2 , (26)

which (for ϵ < 1 or ϵ_t < 1) is small when the pair-production rate is small. A third useful parameter is the following combination of the previous two: b ≡ δ √ 1 − ϵ^2 or b_t ≡ δ √ 1 + ϵ^2_t

. (27)

When the WKB approximation is good, then b ≪ 1 or b_t ≪ 1, so b or b_t serves as an adiabaticity parameter.

In this section we consider the spatially localized electric field E(z) = E_0 sech^2(z/L) in the z-direction given by the Sauter potential [28]

A_0(z) = −E_0L tanh ( z L ) . (28)

From now on E(z) = E_0 sech^2(z/L) will be called the Sauter electric field [28]. Pairs are produced only when qE_0L − m ≥ ω ≥ −(qE_0L − m). This electric field varies slowly over the effective length L. The other field is a uniform but temporally localized electric field E(t) = E_0 sech^2(t/T ), effectively lasting over the period T .

A. Sauter Electric Field

In the first case of the Sauter potential A_0(z) = −E_0L tanh(z/L) [28], we change the variable ζ = L tanh(z/L) to write the leading-order WKB action as

S^{(0)}_{k⊥} = 2S_{k⊥} = −i ∮ Γ_K √ −Q(ζ) 1 −^{ζ2}_{L2} dζ, (29) where

Q(ζ) = m^2 + k^2_⊥ − (ω + qE_0ζ)^2. (30)

As |ζ| ≤ L, we expand the integrand as a Laurent series √ −Q(ζ) 1 −^{ζ2}_{L2}

= qE_0 ∞∑ n=0 ∞∑ l=0 C_l L^{2n} ζ^{2n+1−l}, (31)

where we also expand the square root for large ζ as

f^{(0)}(ζ) ≡ √ − Q(ζ) (qE_0ζ)^2 = ∞∑ l=0 C_l ζ^l . (32)

The integrand of (29) has simple poles at large ζ for l = 2n + 2 (≥ 2), and the sum of residues is ∑ residue = −qE_0L^2 ∞∑ n=1 C_{2n} L^{2n} . (33)

Noting that

f^{(0)}(L) + f^{(0)}(−L) = 2 ∞∑ n=0 C_{2n} L^{2n} , (34) we finally obtain the leading-order WKB action

S^{(0)}_{k⊥} = πqE_0L^2 [ 2 − f^{(0)}(L) − f^{(0)}(−L) ] . (35)

Therefore, the leading-order WKB action in scalar QED can be written as

S^{(0)}_{k⊥} = Z 2 [ 2 − √ (1 + μ)^2 − ϵ^2(1 + κ^2) − √ (1 − μ)^2 − ϵ^2(1 + κ^2) ] , (36)

in terms of the dimensionless scaled variables μ ≡ ω qEL , κ ≡ k_⊥ m , (37)

and the dimensionless parameters

Z = 2πqE_0L^2 = 2 δϵ^2 , ϵ = m qE_0L , δ = qE_0 πm^2 . (38)

We shall first compare the scalar QED instanton actions with other results. As S^{(0)}_{k⊥} is an even function of μ and κ, we may expand the action (36) as a power series in μ and κ,

S^{(0)}_{k⊥} = S^{(0)}_{{0}} + S^{(0)}_{{2}} + S^{(0)}_{{4}} + ∞∑ n=3 S^{(0)}_{{2n}}, (39)

where the first few S^{(0)}_{{2n}} are

S^{(0)}_{{0}} = Z(1 − √ 1 − ϵ^2),

S^{(0)}_{{2}} = μ^2 δ(1 − ϵ^2)^{3/2} + κ^2 δ(1 − ϵ^2)^{1/2} , S^{(0)}_{{4}} = 1 4δ(1 − ϵ^2)^{7/2}

[(4 + ϵ^2)μ^4 + 2(1 − ϵ^2)(2 + ϵ^2)μ^2κ^2 + ϵ^2(1 − ϵ^2)^2κ^4]. (40)

In the special case of ω = 0 and k_⊥ = 0, we obtain the action

S^{(0)}_{{0}} = 1 δ 2 1 + √ 1 − ϵ^2

= Z(1 − √ 1 − ϵ^2) = 2 √ 1 − ϵ^2 + 1 − ϵ^2 1 b > 1 b ≫ 1, (41)

agreeing with the action of the worldline instanton (62) of Ref. [15]. This is also true for spinor QED as will be shown in Sec. IV.

Weighting the gaussian integral of e^{−(S(0){0}+S(0){2})} over ω and k_⊥ by a power series expansion of e^− ∑ n=2 S^{(0)}_{{2n}} through

8th order in ω and k_⊥, we obtain a WKB approximation for the pair-production rate of charged particles per unit time and unit cross-sectional area,

N^{(0)} = 2 (2π)^3 ∫ dω ∫ d^2k_⊥e^{−S(0)k} ≈ (qE_0)^{5/2}L 4π^3m

(1 − ϵ^2)^{5/4}e^{−Z(1−√1−ϵ2)} [ 1 − 5 16 (4 + 3ϵ^2)b + 105 512 (4 − ϵ^2)^2b^2

− 315 8192

(320 − 432ϵ^2 + 124ϵ^4 − ϵ^6)b^3 ] . (42)

Here and hereafter we insert a factor of 2, for two charged scalar fields, to compare with the results of spinor QED with two spins for each spin-1/2 fermion state. Thus all single-scalar QED results would be half of those listed here.

The contribution up to the quadratic terms of the WKB instanton action, the factor in front of the square bracket, agrees with Eq. (4.7) of Ref. [16] from the worldline instanton approximation. The 2nd, 3rd, and 4th terms in the square bracket are the contributions from the 4th, 6th, and 8th order terms of the WKB instanton action, though these terms in the action are intertwined in the pair-production rate because of the exponentiation of the action.

It is interesting to compare this leading-order WKB result in scalar QED with the exact result in spinor QED [31], given in terms of Z and ϵ by the double integral in Eq. (62) of [13]. For b ≪ 1, so that one may drop terms that are exponentially smaller than the dominant terms by factors like e^{−S(0){0}} < e^{−1/b}, the leading approximation to the double integral, given by Eq. (64) of [13], agrees with the leading term of Eq. (42), the coefficient in front of the square bracket. We have checked that taking additional dominant terms of the double integral (suppressed not exponentially but only by powers of μ and κ) indeed gives precisely the same total result as the extreme right hand side of Eq. (42). Indeed, one can show that the entire leading-order WKB approximation for scalar QED pair production in the Sauter potential, given by the first right hand side of Eq. (42), immediately after the = sign, is equal to the total power series of all dominant terms of the exact result for spinor QED when one drops only terms that are exponentially suppressed.

B. Temporally Localized Field

In the second case of the temporally localized electric field, we change the variable τ = T tanh(t/T ) to write the WKB actions as

S^{(0)}_{k⊥} = 2S_{k⊥} = i ∮ Γ_K √ −Q_t(τ) 1 −^{τ 2}_{T 2} dτ, (43) where

Q_t(τ) = − [ m^2 + k^2_⊥ + (k_z + qE_0τ)^2 ] . (44)

Here and hereafter the subscript t denotes any quantity in the time-dependent gauge. The integral (43) can be obtained from Eq. (29) for the spatially localized electric field by replacing L by T and Q from Eq. (3) by Q_t from Eq. (15). In terms of the scaled variables

μ_t = k_z qE_0T , κ = k_⊥ m , (45)

and parameters

Z_t = 2πqE_0T^2 = 2 δϵ^2_t , ϵ_t = m qE_0T , δ = qE_0 πm^2 , (46)

we have

S^{(0)}_{k⊥} = Z_t 2 [√ (1 + μ_t)^2 + ϵ^2_t (1 + κ^2) + √ (1 − μ_t)^2 + ϵ^2_t (1 + κ^2) − 2 ] . (47)

In the special case of k_z = 0 and k_⊥ = 0, the action is

S^{(0)}_{{0}} = 1 δ 2 1 + √ 1 + ϵ^2_t

= Z_t( √ 1 + ϵ^2_t − 1) = 2 √ 1 + ϵ^2_t + 1 + ϵ^2_t 1 b_t < 1 b_t , (48)

which agrees with Eq. (38) of Ref. [15].

As in the case of the Sauter electric field, we expand the instanton action in power of μ_t and κ as

S^{(0)}_{k⊥} = S^{(0)}_{{0}} + S^{(0)}_{{2}} + S^{(0)}_{{4}} + ∞∑ n=3 S^{(0)}_{{2n}}, (49)

where

S^{(0)}_{{0}} = Z_t( √ 1 + ϵ^2_t − 1),

S^{(0)}_{{2}} = μ^2_t δ(1 + ϵ^2_t )^{3/2} + κ^2 δ(1 + ϵ^2_t )^{1/2} , S^{(0)}_{{4}} = 1 4δ(1 + ϵ^2_t )^{7/2}

[(4 − ϵ^2_t )μ^4_t + 2(1 + ϵ^2_t )(2 − ϵ^2_t )μ^2_t κ^2 − ϵ^2_t (1 + ϵ^2_t )^2κ^4]. (50)

The pair-production density (per unit spatial volume) from the WKB actions up through quartic terms is given by

N^{(0)} ≈

(q_0E)^{5/2}T

4π^3m

(1 + ϵ^2_t )^{5/4}e^{−Zt (} √_{1+ϵ2t −1)} [ 1 − 5 16 (4 − 3ϵ^2_t )b_t ] . (51)

where b_t is the adiabaticity parameter in Eq. (27). The pair-production density up to the quadratic terms, the factor in front of the square bracket, agrees with Eq. (3.40) of Ref. [16]. We note that Eq. (51) for the temporal Sauter-type electric field [28] can be obtained by analytically continuing ϵ^2 to −ϵ^2_t in Eq. (42) for the Sauter electric field.

IV. SPINOR QED

The eigen-component of the Dirac equation for spin-1/2 fermions with charge q (q > 0) and mass m [in units with ℏ = c = 1 and with metric signature (+, −, −, −)] takes the form [31, 39]

[η^{μν} (∂_μ + iqA_μ)(∂_ν + iqA_ν ) + m^2 + 2iσqE]Φ_σ = 0. (52)

The Dirac equation (σ = 1/2) is the relativistic field equation for spinor QED, whereas in scalar QED the charged spinless bosons are described by the Klein-Gordon equation (σ = 0), the single component equation in (52) without the imaginary term.

A comment on the complex instanton actions in spinor QED is in order. Each eigen-component of the Dirac equation in (52) satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation with a complex potential and thus leads to complex instanton actions. For fermions, if we impose the boundary condition from causality that a particle moves with a group velocity away from the barrier on the back side, the expected number of pairs produced per mode is then given by one minus the reflection probability [13, 31],

N (k_⊥) = 1 − | | A B | |^2 = e_{−(Sk+S}^∗_{k )} = e−(S_{k⊥} +S^∗_{k⊥} )/2. (53)

As the imaginary part of an instanton action does not contribute to the pair-production rate, from now on we shall refer to only real part of the instanton action unless stated otherwise. For a constant electric field, the WKB action in spinor QED is

S^{(0)}_{sp,k⊥} = π(m^2 + k^2_⊥) qE + iπ, (54)

so the real part agrees with Eq. (13) of Ref. [12] and Eq. (21) of Ref. [13], and also with Eq. (27) of Ref. [15] for the action of the worldline instanton.

For the Sauter potential A_0(z) = −E_0L tanh(z/L) [28], we change variables to ζ = L tanh(z/L) to write the leading-order WKB instanton action as

S^{(0)}_{sp,k⊥} = 2S_{k⊥} = −i ∮ Γ_K √ −Q_{sp}(ζ) 1 −^{ζ2}_{L2} dζ, (55) where

Q_{sp}(ζ) = m^2 + k^2_⊥ − (ω + qE_0ζ)^2 + iqE_0 ( 1 − ζ^2 L^2 ) . (56)

As the contour integral (55) does not depend on whether Q_{sp}(z) is real or complex, we can repeat the same procedure as in scalar QED in Sec. III A. We thus obtain the leading-order WKB complex action in spinor QED

S^{(0)}_{sp,k⊥} = S^{(0)}_{sc,k⊥} + Z [√ 1 + iπδϵ^2 − 1 ] , (57)

where S^{(0)}_{sc,k⊥} is the WKB action (36) in scalar QED. The real part of the spinor action, which determines the pair-production rate, ℜe ( S^{(0)}_{sp,k⊥} ) = S^{(0)}_{sc,k⊥} + Z 2 [√ 1 + iπδϵ^2 + √ 1 − iπδϵ^2 − 2 ] (58) is larger than the scalar QED action by π^2δϵ^2/4 up to order O(δ^3ϵ^6). We may write the NLO WKB contribution to the action as S^{(2)}_{sp,k⊥} = −i ∮ Γ_K

f^{(2)}(ζ) 1 −^{ζ2}_{L2} dζ, (59) where

f^{(2)}(ζ) ≡ − √ −Q_{sp} 32Q^3_{sp} [ 5 (dQ_{sp} dz )_2 − 4Q_{sp} d^2Q_{sp} dz^2 ] . (60)

The NLO action is given by

S^{(2)}_{sp,k⊥} = − π^2δϵ^2 4 √ 1 + iπδϵ^2 , (61)

so the real part cancels out the excess in the leading-order real spinor action, at least up to order of O(δ^3ϵ^6). Therefore the spinor instanton action up through the NLO contribution approximately equals the scalar action, ℜe ( S^{(0)}_{sp,k⊥} + S^{(2)}_{sp,k⊥} ) ≈ S^{(0)}_{sc,k⊥} , (62)

to the same order. This explains the reason why the leading-order WKB action in scalar QED gives the pair-production rate closer to the exact result in spinor QED as explained in Sec. III.

Similarly, for the temporally localized electric field, we obtain the WKB real action in spinor QED as

S^{(0)}_{sp,k⊥} = S^{(0)}_{sc,k⊥} + Z_t 2 [ 2 − √ 1 + iπδϵ^2 − √ 1 − iπδϵ^2 ] . (63)

The WKB and NLO actions in spinor QED for the temporal electric field also leads to the WKB action in scalar QED as given by Eq. (62).

V. LOCALIZED ELECTRIC FIELD AND CONSTANT MAGNETIC FIELD

Finally we study the effect of a constant magnetic field B, in the same direction as the electric field, on the production of charged fermion pairs in the Sauter electric field [28] with ϵ ≪ 1 and ϵδ ≪ 1. Note that the instantons exist when the Landau levels are limited to

qB(2j_{max} + 1) = min{(ω + qE_0L)^2 − m^2, (ω − qE_0L)^2 − m^2}. (64)

In terms of the potential energy difference

V = qA_0(−∞) − qA_0(+∞) = 2qE_0L, (65)

the highest Landau level is

j_{max} = 1 2qB [ (V 2 − |ω| )_2 − m^2 ] − 1 2 . (66)

The pair-production rate per unit area and unit time for spinor QED is now N = (qB) (2π)^2 ∫ V_{2 −m} −(^V_2 −m) dω j_{max}∑

j=0 ∑ σ_±=±1/2 e^{−Sσ±j} , (67)

where (qB)/(2π) is the number of Landau levels and another factor 1/(2π) is from the ω integration. Here the instanton actions are determined by S_{σ± j} = ∞∑ n=0 S^{(2n)}_{σ± j} , (68) where the dominant contribution comes from the WKB instantons with action

S^{(0)}_{σ± j} = −i ∮ Γ_K dz √ m^2 + qB(2j + 1 − 2σ_±) − (ω + qE_0L tanh(z/L))^2 = Z 2 [ 2 − √ (1 + μ)^2 − ϵ^2(1 + κ̃^2) − √ (1 − μ)^2 − ϵ^2(1 + κ̃^2) ] , (69)

where σ_± = ±1/2 and

κ̃^2 = qB(2j + 1 − 2σ_±) m^2

. (70)

Expanding the WKB instanton action up to μ^2 and κ̃^2, summing over j and σ_±, and integrating over ω, we obtain the pair-production rate per unit area and unit time

N^{(0)} ≈ qBL(qE_0)^{3/2} 4π^2m

(1 − ϵ^2)^{3/4}e^{−Z(1−√1−ϵ2)}coth ( πB E_0(1 − ϵ^2)^{1/2} ) . (71)

When B = 0, we recover the pair-production rate of Eq. (42), as expected.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper we have further elaborated the previous instanton method [12, 13] by reformulating the instanton action as a contour integral in the complex plane of space or time. For a general electric field with the gauge potential A_0(z) = −E_0f(z) or A_3(t) = −E_0f(t), ζ = f(z) or f(t) being an analytical function, we may express the instanton action as

S^{(0)} = −i ∮ Γ_K √ (ω + qE_0ζ)^2 − (m^2 + k^2_⊥) − iqE_0 ( df dz ) dζ (df/dz) , (72)

and a similar formula holds for the time-dependent gauge potential. As for the Sauter potential, the stratagem is to find the inverse function z = f^{−1}(ζ), expand the integrand for large ζ, and then calculate the contour integral. The inverse function can be found at least as a power series. This formulation is gauge independent in the sense that the same instanton action in the complex plane determines the transmission probability or the tunneling probability for fermion pair production either in the time-dependent gauge for time-dependent electric fields or in the spacedependent gauge for space-dependent electric fields. Furthermore, the new formulation allows one to calculate the instanton action beyond the WKB approximation without encountering the divergence problem at turning points, since it excludes the branch cut connecting two turning points.

We first applied the instanton method to a constant electric field both in the space-dependent gauge and in the time-dependent gauge. In both gauges the instantons recovered the well-known exact result for the constant electric field. It is shown that the contributions beyond the leading-order WKB approximation vanish for a constant electric field, and thus the leading-order WKB approximation is exact as expected in the one-loop effective action.

We then applied the formulation to a spatially or temporally localized electric field of Sauter type [28]. We showed that our actions agree with the action of the worldline instantons of Dunne and Schubert [15] in the special case of zero frequency and transverse momentum for a spatially localized electric field and of zero three-momentum for a temporally localized electric field. The pair-production rates obtained by using our leading-order WKB approximations that are expanded up to quadratic terms of frequency and transverse momentum or three-momentum also agree with those by the worldline-instanton method, including the prefactor [16]. Furthermore, the exact pair-production rate in spinor QED by Nikishov [31] is better approximated by the leading-order WKB instanton action in scalar QED. We show that the cancellation of the leading-order and the next-to-leading order actions in spinor QED yields the leading-order scalar QED action and resolves this apparent dilemma. Finally, we calculate the actions and the pair-production rate in the Sauter electric field in the presence of a constant magnetic field.

Acknowledgments

The authors thank G. Dunne and C. Schubert for useful discussions and F. Khanna for comments on the manuscript. S.P.K. expresses his appreciation for the warm hospitality of the Theoretical Physics Institute, University of Alberta.

The work of S.P.K. was supported by the Korea Science and Engineering Foundation under Grant No. R01-2005-000- 10404-0, and the work of D.N.P. by the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada.

[1] F. Sauter, Z. Phys. 69, 742 (1931).

[2] W. Heisenberg and H. Euler, Z. Physik 98, 714 (1936).

[3] V. Weisskopf, K. Dan. Vidensk. Selsk. Mat. Fys. Medd. XIV, No. 6 (1936). [4] J. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 82, 664 (1951).

[5] G. V. Dunne, “Heisenberg-Euler Effective Lagrangians: Basics and Extensions,” From Fields to Strings: Circumnavigating Theoretical Physics, edited by M. Shifman, A. Vainshtein, and J. Wheater, (World Scientific, Singapore, 2005), Vol. I, pp. 445-522, hep-th/0406216.

[6] L. V. Keldysh, Sov. Phys. JETP 20, 1307 (1965). [7] A. I. Nikishov and V. I. Ritus, Sov. Phys. JETP 25, 1135 (1967). [8] E. Brezin and C. Itzykson, Phys. Rev. D 2, 1191 (1970).

[9] N. B. Narozhnyi and A. I. Nikishov, Yad. Fiz. 11, 1072 (1970) [Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 11, 596 (1970)]. [10] V. S. Popov, Sov. Phys. JETP 34, 709 (1972); ibid. 35, 659 (1972); V. S. Popov and M. S. Marinov, Yad. Fiz. 16, 809 (1972) [Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 16, 449 (1973)].

[11] A. Casher, H. Neuberger, and S. Nussinov, Phys. Rev. D 20, 179 (1979); H. Neuberger, ibid. 20, 2936 (1979). [12] S. P. Kim and D. N. Page, Phys. Rev. D 65, 105002 (2002). [13] S. P. Kim and D. N. Page, Phys. Rev. D 73, 065020 (2006). [14] C. Schubert, Phys. Rep. 355, 73 (2001).

[15] G. V. Dunne and C. Schubert, Phys. Rev. D 72, 105004 (2005).

[16] G. V. Dunne, Q.-H. Wang, H. Gies, and C. Schubert, Phys. Rev. D 73, 065028 (2006). [17] H. Gies and K. Langfeld, Nucl. Phys. B613, 353 (2001); Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 17, 966 (2002). [18] K. Langfeld, L. Moyaerts, and H. Gies, Nucl. Phys. B646, 158 (2002); J. High Energy Phys. 0306, 018 (2003). [19] L. Moyaerts, K. Langfeld, and H. Gies, “Worldline approach to the Casimir effect,” in Quantum field theory under the influence of external conditions, edited by K. A. Milton (Rinton Proess, Princeton, 2004), pp. 203-211, hep-th/0311168.

[20] F. Bastianelli and C. Schubert, J. High Energy Phys. 0502, 069 (2005). [21] H. Gies and K. Klingmüller, Phys. Rev. D 72, 065001 (2005). [22] G. V. Dunne and Q.-H. Wang, Phys. Rev. D 74, 065015 (2006). [23] SLAC Linac Coherent Light Source, 2007, http://www-ssrl.slac.stanford.edu/lcls. [24] DESY X-Ray Free Electron Laser, 2007, http://xfel.desy.de. [25] G. A. Mourou, T. Tajima, and S. V. Bulanov, Rev. Mod. Phys. 78, 309 (2006).

[26] A. Ringwald, Phys. Lett. B 510, 107 (2001); “Fundamental Physics at an X-Ray Free Electron Laser,” Electromagnetic Probes of Fundamental Physics, edited by W. Marciano and S. White (World Scientific, Singapore, 2003), pp. 63-74, hep-ph/0112254; “Boiling the Vacuum with an X-Ray Free Electron Laser,” Quantum Aspects of Beam Physics 2003, edited by P. Chen and K. Reil (World Scientific, Singapore, 2004), pp. 149-163, hep-ph/0304139.

[27] M. Marklund and P. K. Shukla, Rev. Mod. Phys. 78, 591 (2006). [28] F. Sauter, Z. Phys. 73, 547 (1932).

[29] N. Fröman and P. O. Fröman, Nucl. Phys. A147, 606 (1970); Phase-Integral Method (Springer-Verlag, New York, 1996). [30] J. L. Dunham, Phys. Rev. 31, 713 (1932).

[31] A. I. Nikishov, Sov. Phys. JETP 30, 660 (1970); Nucl. Phys. B21, 346 (1970). [32] R. P. Feynman, Phys. Rev. 80, 440 (1950); ibid. 84, 108 (1951). [33] I. K. Affleck, O. Alvarez, and N. S. Manton, Nucl. Phys. B197, 509 (1982). [34] L. Parker, Phys. Rev. Lett. 21, 562 (1968); Phys. Rev. 183, 346 (1969). [35] B. S. DeWitt, Phys. Rep. 19, 295 (1975).

[36] G. B. Arfken and H. J. Weber, Mathematical Methods for Physicists, 5th Ed. (Academic Press, San Diego, 2001), pp.

441-442.

[37] A. I. Markushevich, Theory of Functions of a Complex Variable (Chelsea Pub., New York, 1985), Part II, pp. 52-54. The residues of simple poles at z = ∞ have the opposite sign from those of simple poles at finite z.

[38] R.-C. Wang and C.-Y. Wong, Phys. Rev. D 38, 348 (1988).

[39] E. S. Fradkin, D. M. Gitman, Sh. M. Shvartsman, QED with Unstable Vacuum (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1991).