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Abstract

In-medium masses of the 1S and 1P states of heavy quarkonia are investigated in the magnetized,

asymmetric nuclear medium, accounting for the Dirac sea effects, using a combined approach of

chiral effective model and QCD sum rule method. Masses are calculated from the in-medium

scalar and twist-2 gluon condensates, calculated within the chiral model. The gluon condensate is

simulated through the scalar dilaton field, χ introduced in the model through a scale-invariance

breaking logarithmic potential. The contribution of Dirac sea is incorporated through the nucleonic

tadpole diagrams. Considering the scalar fields to be classical, the dilaton field, χ, the non-

strange isoscalar, σ(∼ (〈ūu〉 + 〈d̄d〉)), strange isoscalar, ζ(∼ 〈s̄s〉) and non-strange isovector, δ(∼

(〈ūu〉 − 〈d̄d〉)) fields, are obtained by solving their coupled equations of motion, as derived from

the chiral model Lagrangian. The effects of magnetic field are taken into account through the

Dirac sea as well as the Landau energy levels of protons, and the non-zero anomalous magnetic

moments of the nucleons. The scalar fields modify appreciably with magnetic field, due to the

Dirac sea contribution, in comparison to the case when only Landau level contribution is there.

Thus, in-medium masses of the charmonium and bottomonium ground states are observed to have

appreciable modifications with magnetic field due to the Dirac sea contributions. In presence of an

external magnetic field, there is mixing between the longitudinal component of the vector meson

and pseudoscalar meson (PV mixing) in both quarkonia sectors, leading to a rise (drop) of the

masses of J/ψ|| (ηc) and Υ||(1S) (ηb) states. These might show in the experimental observables,

e.g., the dilepton spectra in the non-central, ultra-relativistic heavy ion collision experiments at

RHIC and LHC, where the produced magnetic field is huge.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The study of the in-medium properties of hadrons is an important area of research in

the physics of strongly interacting matter. The study of the heavy flavor hadrons [1] has

attracted a lot of attention due to its relevance in the ultra-relativistic heavy ion collision

experiments. Recently, heavy quarkonia (qq; q = c, b) under extreme conditions of matter

i.e., high density and/or high temperature, have been investigated extensively. The medium

created in the relativistic, high energy collisions between the heavy ions beams, affect the

masses and decay widths of the produced particles in such collisions, which can have signif-

icant observable impacts, e.g., in the production and propagation of the particles. In the

non-central heavy ion collision experiments, strong magnetic fields are expected to be pro-

duced [2–5]. The produced magnetic fields have been estimated to be huge at RHIC in BNL

and at LHC in CERN [6]. However, the time evolution of the produced magnetic field in

such collisions, requires the detailed knowledge of the electrical conductivity of the medium

and proper treatment of the solutions of magneto-hydrodynamic equations [6], which is still

an open question. The study of the effects of strong magnetic fields on the in-medium prop-

erties of hadrons has initiated a new area of research in the physics of heavy ion collisions.

The heavy quarkonia are the bound states of a heavy quark (q = c or, b) and its antiquark.

Charmonium (c̄c) and bottomonium (b̄b) states have been investigated in the literature using

a variety of approaches, i.e., the potential models [7–9], the QCD sum rule approach [10–15],

the coupled channel approach [16], quark-meson coupling model [17, 18], a chiral effective

model [19–21], and a field theoretic model for composite hadrons [22, 23]. In the present

work, we study the in-medium masses of the 1S-wave (vector, J/ψ, pseudoscalar, ηc) and

1P -wave (scalar, χc0, axial-vector, χc1) charmonium states as well as the 1S-wave (vector,

Υ(1S), pseudoscalar, ηb) and 1P -wave (scalar, χb0, axial-vector, χb1) bottomonium states,

in a magnetized, isospin asymmetric nuclear medium, using the QCD sum rule approach,

by incorporating the effect of Dirac sea in presence of an external magnetic field. At finite

magnetic field, effects of PV mixing between the longitudinal component of the vector state,

J/ψ|| (Υ||(1S)) and the pseudoscalar state, ηc (ηb) are studied in both quarkonia sector.

The ground states (1S and 1P ) of charmonium and bottomonium have been studied within

the magnetized nuclear matter, without accounting for the Dirac sea effects [14, 15, 24], by

the QCD sum rule method. The medium modifications are studied through the QCD gluon
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condensates [25], in terms of the medium modifications of a scalar dilaton field, χ, within

the chiral SU(3) model. In our present study, we have considered the effects of magnetized

Dirac sea in addition to the Landau levels contributions of protons, in the magnetic (nuclear)

medium, within the chiral SU(3) model. The effects of magnetic fields on the scalar fields,

which correspond to the light quark condensates, are seen to be important due to the mag-

netized Dirac sea contributions. The enhancement of these quark condensates with rising

magnetic field, is called magnetic catalysis [26–29]. In the literature, this effect has been

studied in a large extent on the quark matter sector using the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL)

model [30–32]. In ref.[33], the effects of magnetic catalysis have been studied in the context

of nuclear matter, through the contributions of magnetized Dirac sea on the free energy den-

sity. The Walecka model and an extended linear sigma model have been used to study the

effects of magnetic catalysis on the nuclear matter phase transition. The magnetic catalysis

effect is observed indirectly through a rise in the scalar field σ(∼ 〈q̄q〉) with magnetic field, at

zero temperature and at zero baryon density, without considering the anomalous magnetic

moments of the nucleons. The effective nucleon mass, m∗N = mN − gσNσ, increases with

rising magnetic field at zero density and zero temperature, as a consequence of the magnetic

catalysis effect, where, mN is the vacuum mass of the nucleon and gσN , the σ-nucleon cou-

pling constant in the Lagrangian. In ref.[34], the effects of an external magnetic field have

been studied on the vacuum to nuclear matter phase transition in the Walecka model, by

using a weak-field approximation for the fermion propagator. The effects of the anomalous

magnetic moments (AMMs) of the nucleons are observed to lead to an enhanced magnetic

catalysis effect through the rise of the effective nucleon mass (m∗N) with increasing magnetic

field, at zero temperature and at zero baryon density, as compared to the case with zero

AMMs of nucleons [34]. However, the critical temperature for the vacuum to nuclear matter

phase transition for the nonzero AMMs of the nucleons, are seen to decrease with increasing

magnetic field, implying an inverse magnetic catalysis effect [35]. Whereas for zero anoma-

lous magnetic moments of the nucleons, the behavior is opposite, indicating the magnetic

catalysis. The contributions of the magnetized Dirac sea have been incorporated through

summation over the nucleonic tadpole diagrams, in the weak-field limit of the interacting

fermion propagators [34]. In the literature there are very few works regarding the effects

of (inverse) magnetic catalysis on the nuclear matter properties. In our work, the effects of

(inverse) magnetic catalysis are to be studied by investigating the contributions of Dirac sea
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on the scalar fields of the chiral model, in the presence of an external magnetic field.

The in-medium masses of the open heavy flavor mesons, namely the open charm and open

bottom mesons, have been studied within the QCD sum rule approach [36–38], and using

the generalized version of the chiral effective model, both in the absence of an external

magnetic field [39, 40], and in presence of a magnetic field [41, 42]. The in-medium masses

of the light vector mesons (ρ, ω, φ) have been studied within the QCD sum rule approach

[43]. The medium modifications of the masses obtained from the non-strange (〈q̄q〉; q = u, d

for ρ, ω) and strange (〈s̄s〉 for φ) light quark condensates and the scalar gluon condensates

(∼ 〈Ga
µνG

aµν〉), calculated within the chiral SU(3) model, in the strange asymmetric mat-

ter, in absence of magnetic field [44], and in the magnetized nuclear medium [45]. In QCD

sum rule approach, the mass shifts of the heavy quarkonia (charmonia and bottomonia)

are coming through the medium modifications of the scalar gluon and twist-2 gluon con-

densates, calculated in a chiral effective model. The open heavy flavor mesons have their

mass modifications in terms of both the light quark condensates (because of the light quark

flavor present in their quark structure) as well as the gluon condensates simulated within

the chiral model by the scalar dilaton field, χ. From the in-medium masses of the char-

monium (bottomonium) and the open charm (open bottom) mesons, the in-medium partial

decay widths of charmonium, Ψ(3770) (bottomonium, Υ(4S)) going to DD̄ (BB̄), have

been studied in the presence of an external magnetic field, using a field theoretic model

for composite hadrons with quark (and antiquark) constituents [22, 46, 47] and using a

light quark-antiquark pair creation model, namely the 3P0 model [48]. These studies have

important observable consequences in the relativistic heavy ion collision experiments, with

the current focus on the heavy flavor mesons in magnetized matter [49–51]. There have

been finite temperature studies of heavy quarkonia within the QCD sum rule framework

[13, 52–54]. The magnetically induced mixing between (ηc− J/ψ||) have been studied using

a phenomenological interaction Lagrangian [22, 24, 51, 55] and including the bottom sector

(between ηb −Υ(1S)||) from the spin-magnetic field interaction Hamilton [14, 15, 56].

In section.II, the chiral effective model is described briefly to calculate the medium modi-

fied gluon condensates. Section.III illustrates the QCD Sum Rule framework, to find the

in-medium masses of the lowest lying quarkonia; the mass shifts of the S-wave states due to

the pseudoscalar-vector (PV) mesons mixing are introduced in presence of a magnetic field.

In section.IV, the results of the in-medium masses and their shifts at various conditions of
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magnetized nuclear matter are discussed. Section.V presents the summary of this study.

II. THE CHIRAL SU(3)L × SU(3)R MODEL

In-medium masses of the quarkonium ground states are computed within the QCD sum

rule approach, in terms of the scalar and twist-2 gluon condensates. In the present study,

these condensates are calculated within an effective chiral hadronic model [57]. The chiral

model is based on the non-linear realization of chiral SU(3)L × SU(3)R symmetry [58–60],

and the broken scale invariance of QCD [57, 61, 62]. An effective Lagrangian, based on the

non-linear realization of chiral symmetry is employed here, with a logarithmic potential in

the scalar dilaton field, χ [63], which simulates the QCD scale-invariance breaking within

the model. The chiral model Lagrangian density has the following general form [57],

L = Lkin + LBM + Lvec + L0 + Lscale−break + LSB + Lmag (1)

in the above expression, Lkin is the kinetic energy of the baryons and the mesons; LBM
represents the baryon-mesons (spin-0 and spin-1) interactions; Lvec , contains the quartic self-

interactions of the vector mesons and their couplings with the scalar ones; L0 incorporates

the spontaneous chiral symmetry breaking effects via meson-meson interactions; Lscale−break
is the QCD scale symmetry breaking logarithmic potential; the explicit symmetry breaking

term is, LSB; finally the magnetic field effects on the charged and neutral baryons in the

nuclear medium are given by [19, 20, 41, 42, 64–67],

Lmag = −1

4
FµνF

µν − qiψ̄iγµAµψi −
1

4
κiµN ψ̄iσ

µνFµνψi (2)

where, ψi is the baryon field operator (i = p, n, in case of nuclear matter), the parameter,

κi here is related to the anomalous magnetic moment of the i-th baryon, with κp = 3.5856

and κn = −3.8263, are the gyromagnetic ratio corresponding to the anomalous magnetic

moments (AMM) of the proton and the neutron respectively [64–71]. In magnetized nuclear

medium, there are contributions from the protons Landau energy levels [68], and the nucleons

anomalous magnetic moments [68, 71], to the number and scalar densities (ρi, ρ
s
i , i = p, n,

respectively) of the nucleons [41, 42]. Effects of the magnetized Dirac sea are considered

in our present study, to calculate the in-medium masses of the heavy quarkonium ground

states. The one-loop self energy functions of the nucleons, evaluated through summation
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over the scalars (σ, ζ and δ) and vectors (ρ and ω) tadpole diagrams, using the weak-field

expansion of the nucleonic propagator, accounting for the AMMs of nucleons, within the

chiral effective model. Therefore, within the chiral SU(3) model, the Dirac sea contributes

to the scalar densities of nucleons, at finite magnetic field, incorporating the effects of the

anomalous magnetic moments of nucleons.

The meson fields of the chiral model Lagrangian, are treated as the classical fields, whereas

the nucleons as the quantum fields, in the evaluation of the Dirac sea contribution to the

scalar fields. The scalar dilaton field, χ simulates the scalar gluon condensate 〈αs
π
Ga
µν G

aµν〉,

as well as the twist-2 gluon operator 〈αs
π
Ga
µσ G

aσ
ν 〉, within the model. The energy momentum

tensor, Tµν derived from the χ-dependent terms in the chiral model Lagrangian density [13]

thus obtained,

Tµν = (∂µχ)

(
∂L

∂ (∂νχ)

)
− gµνLχ (3)

The QCD energy momentum tensor, in the limit of finite current quark masses, contains a

symmetric trace-less part and a trace part [72, 73],

Tµν = −ST
(
Ga
µσG

aσ
ν

)
+
gµν
4

(∑
i

miqiqi + 〈βQCD
2g

Ga
σkG

aσ
k 〉

)
(4)

with the leading order QCD β function [13], βQCD(g) = − g3

(4π)2
(11− 2

3
Nf ), by taking the 3

color quantum numbers of QCD, and no. of flavors, Nf = 3. Here, mi’s (i = u, d, s) are the

current quark masses. The medium expectation value of the twist-2 gluon operator is,

〈αs
π
Ga
µσG

aσ
ν 〉 =

(
uµuν −

gµν
4

)
G2 (5)

where uµ is the 4-velocity of the nuclear medium, taken to be at rest [13, 14] in the present

investigation, namely, uµ = (1, 0, 0, 0). The energy momentum tensor of QCD thus reads

Tµν = − π

αs

(
uµuν −

gµν
4

)
G2 +

gµν
4

(∑
i

miqiqi + 〈βQCD
2g

Ga
σkG

aσ
k 〉

)
(6)

Comparing the expressions of energy momentum tensor from equation(6) and equation(3),

the expressions for G2 (the twist-2 component) and the scalar gluon condensate are given

by multiplying both sides with
(
uµuν − gµν

4

)
and gµν respectively. These are given by-

G2 =
αs
π

[
− (1− d+ 4k4)(χ4−χ4

0)−χ4 ln

(
χ4

χ4
0

)
+

4

3
dχ4 ln

((
(σ2 − δ2)ζ

σ2
0ζ0

)(
χ

χ0

)3
)]

(7)
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and,

〈αs
π
Ga
µνG

aµν〉 =
8

9

[
(1− d)χ4 +

(
χ

χ0

)2(
m2
πfπσ +

(√
2m2

kfk −
1√
2
m2
πfπ

)
ζ

)]
(8)

The expectation values of the scalar and the twist-2 gluon condensates in magnetized nuclear

medium, depend on the in-medium values of the non-strange scalar-isoscalar field, σ, strange

scalar-isoscalar field, ζ, scalar-isovector field, δ and the scalar dilaton field, χ, within the

chiral SU(3) model. The Euler Lagrange’s equations of motion corresponding to the fields

are derived from the chiral effective Lagrangian. The contributions of magnetic fields on the

scalar fields are obtained through the scalar and number densities of the nucleons, which are

modified due to the Landau energy levels of protons and the anomalous magnetic moments

of nucleons. The magnetized Dirac sea also contributes to the scalar densities of nucleons

and hence on the scalar fields, at zero and finite density matter.

III. IN-MEDIUM MASSES WITHIN THE QCD SUM RULE APPROACH

The in-medium masses of the 1S-wave and 1P -wave states of charmonium [1S: J/ψ, ηc

and 1P : χc0, χc1] and bottomonium [1S: Υ(1S), ηb and 1P : χb0, χb1] are studied within the

QCD Sum Rule approach. In this approach, masses of the heavy-quarkonium ground states

are calculated in terms of the medium modified scalar and twist-2 gluon condensates. The

condensates are obtained within the chiral model, through the in-medium values of the scalar

fields in the magnetized, asymmetric nuclear matter with the additional contribution from

the magnetized Dirac sea. The in-medium mass squared, m∗2i of the i-type of quarkonium

ground state (i= vector, pseudoscalar, scalar, and axial-vector) is given as [74],

m∗2i '
M i

n−1(ξ)

M i
n(ξ)

− 4m2
qξ (9)

where M i
n is the n-th moment of the i-type meson state and mq (q = c, b) is the running heavy

quark mass, dependent on the renormalization scale, ξ. The expressions for the running

charm and bottom quark masses are given later. Using the operator product expansion

technique [OPE], the moment can be written as [10, 74],

M i
n(ξ) = Ain(ξ)

[
1 + ain(ξ)αs + bin(ξ)φb + cin(ξ)φc

]
(10)

where Ain, a
i
n, b

i
n, and cin are the Wilson coefficients. The coefficients, Ain result from the bare-

loop diagram of perturbative QCD, ain are the contributions of the perturbative radiative
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corrections, and bin are related to the scalar gluon condensate through

φb =
4π2

9

〈αs
π
Ga
µνG

aµν〉(
4m2

q

)2 . (11)

By substituting the expression for the scalar gluon condensate from equation (8),

φb =
32π2

81
(
4m2

q

)2

[
(1− d)χ4 +

(
χ

χ0

)2(
m2
πfπσ +

(√
2m2

kfk −
1√
2
m2
πfπ

)
ζ

)]
(12)

The coefficients cin are associated with the twist-2 gluon condensates as

φc =
4π2

3
(
4m2

q

)2G2 (13)

which using equation (7), reduces to

φc =
4παs

3
(
4m2

q

)2

[
− (1− d+ 4k4)(χ4 − χ4

0)− χ4 ln

(
χ4

χ4
0

)
+

4

3
dχ4 ln

(
(σ2 − δ2)ζχ3

σ2
0ζ0χ3

0

)]
(14)

The ξ-dependent parameters mq, (q = c, b) and the running coupling constant, αs are [13, 74]

mq(ξ)

mq

= 1− αs
π

[
2 + ξ

1 + ξ
ln(2 + ξ)− 2 ln 2

]
(15)

with mc ≡ mc(p
2 = −m2

c) = 1.26 GeV and mb ≡ mb(p
2 = −m2

b) = 4.23 GeV [13, 75], and

αs
(
Q2

0 + 4m2
q

)
= αs(4m

2
q)

/(
1 +

(33− 2nf )

12π
αs(4m

2
q) ln

Q2
0 + 4m2

q

4m2
q

)
(16)

with Q2
0 = 4m2

qξ (q = c, b), and nf = 4, αs (4m2
c) ' 0.23 in the charm quark sector, and

nf = 5, αs (4m2
b) ' 0.15 in the bottom quark sector [75].

The Wilson coefficients, Ain, a
i
n and bin are given in ref.[74] for different JPC quantum numbers

of states, for e.g., the pseudoscalar, vector, scalar, axial-vector channels. The cins’ are listed

for the vector and pseudoscalar (1S states) channels in ref.[10], and for the 1P -wave states

(scalar and axial-vector), cins’ are calculated using a background field technique [53].

At finite magnetic field, mixing of the pseudoscalar (P ≡ ηc(1S)) and vector (V ≡ J/ψ)

charmonium states are considered through the interaction Lagrangian [22, 24, 38, 47, 55]

LPV γ =
gPV
mav

eF̃µν(∂
µP )V ν , (17)

where mav = (mV + mP )/2, mP and mV are the masses for the pseudoscalar and vector

charmonium states, F̃µν is the dual electromagnetic field strength tensor. In equation (17),

the coupling parameter gPV is fitted from the observed value of the radiative decay width,

Γ(V → Pγ) =
e2

12

g2
PV p

3
cm

πm2
av

, (18)
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where, pcm = (m2
V −m2

P )/(2mV ) is the magnitude of the center of mass momentum in the

final state. The masses of the pseudoscalar and the longitudinal component of the vector

mesons including the mixing effects are given by

m
2 (PV )

P,V || =
1

2

(
M2

+ +
c2
PV

m2
av

∓

√
M4
− +

2c2
PVM

2
+

m2
av

+
c4
PV

m4
av

)
, (19)

where M2
+ = m2

P + m2
V , M2

− = m2
V − m2

P and cPV = gPV eB. Considering the terms in

equation (19) up to the second order in cPV and leading order in (mV −mP )/2mav, we get

m
2 (PV )

P,V || = m2
P/V ∓

c2
PV

M2
−

(20)

The effective Lagrangian given by equation (17) is observed to lead to the mass modifications

of the longitudinal J/ψ and ηc states in the presence of magnetic field, which agree extremely

well with a study of these charmonium states using a QCD sum rule approach incorporating

the mixing effects [24, 55]. In the present study, we have incorporated the effects from

the magnetized Dirac sea, apart from the Landau level contributions of the Fermi sea of

protons, in the PV mixing calculation of the longitudinal component of vector (J/ψ||) and the

pseudoscalar (ηc) states of charmonium. The in-medium masses, mV and mP are calculated

from the QCD sum rule approach, described above. Effects of spin-magnetic field interaction

have been studied for the 1S charmonium states (J/ψ||-ηc) at finite magnetic fields [14, 24,

51, 55, 56]. This leads to a level repulsion between the masses of J/ψ|| and ηc.

The contribution of magnetic field through the spin-magnetic field interaction are considered

on the 1S triplet and singlet states of bottomonium. The spin-magnetic coupling leads to

a mixing between the longitudinal component of the vector (Υ||(1S)) and the pseudoscalar

(ηb) states. The spin-mixing effects are studied, including the additional contribution of the

magnetized Dirac sea on the masses. The effective masses of Υ||(1S) and ηb, by considering

the shifts due to the spin-magnetic field interaction, −µ.B [56], are given by

meff
Υ(1S) = m∗Υ(1S) + ∆msB, meff

ηb
= m∗ηb −∆msB (21)

In the above equation, m∗Υ(1S)/ηb
denotes the in-medium masses of the S-wave bottomonium

ground states calculated within QCD sum rule framework [equation (9)], and ∆msB is the

shift due to the spin-magnetic field interaction, given by

∆msB =
∆M

2

(
(1 + χsB

2)1/2 − 1
)
, χsB =

2gµbB

∆M
(22)

9



where, µb = (1
3
e)/(2mb) is the bottom quark Bohr magneton with the constituent bottom

quark mass, mb = 4.7 GeV [56], ∆M = m∗Υ − m∗ηb , and g is chosen to be 2 (ignoring

the anomalous magnetic moments of the bottom quark (anti-quark)). The Hamiltonian

approach is taken to study the spin-mixing effects in the bottomonium sector (unlike c̄c), due

to the lack of experimental data on the bottomonium radiative decay width, Υ(1S)→ ηbγ.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Charmonium states

In this subsection, the results for the in-medium masses of the lowest S-wave: J/ψ (3S1),

ηc (1S0) and P -wave: χc0 (3P0), χc1 (3P1), states of charmonium are discussed in the presence

of magnetized, asymmetric nuclear matter, accounting for the effects of magnetized Dirac sea

(denoted as DS). In the sum rule approach, masses are obtained by calculating the moments

(M i
n) for all the four currents: vector (3S1), pseudoscalar (1S0), scalar (3P0) and axial-vector

(3P1). The moments, M i
n, are given in terms of the perturbative Wilson coefficients and the

non-perturbative gluon condensates of QCD, as given by equation (10). Wilson coefficients

are calculated for different JPC quantum numbers of the currents and are independent of

the medium effects [10, 53, 74]. The mass formula in the sum rule framework [equation (9)],

depends on the running charm quark mass, mc(ξ), and the running coupling constant, αs(ξ),

which are functions of the renormalization scale ξ, given by equations (15) and (16) respec-

tively. The scalar gluon condensate, 〈αs
π
Ga
µνG

aµν〉 is connected to the φb term, whereas,

the twist-2 gluon condensate, G2 to the φc term, which incorporate the medium effects in

the mass calculation. The gluon condensates are obtained from the chiral effective model

[equations (7) and (8)]. In presence of an external magnetic field, in the nuclear matter,

the Landau level contributions of charged particles (protons) and the anomalous magnetic

moments (AMMs) of neutrons and protons lead to the modifications of the number and

scalar densities of nucleons (ρi, ρ
s
i ; i = p, n) [41, 42, 64, 65]. In the present investigation,

the effects of the magnetized Dirac sea are taken into account through the scalar densities

of protons (ρsp) and neutrons (ρsn). Therefore, within the chiral SU(3) model, the coupled

equations of motion in the scalar fields are solved accounting for the protons Landau energy

levels and the Dirac sea contribution at finite magnetic field, for the given values of baryon

10
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FIG. 1: Masses (in MeV) are plotted as functions of n, for 1S (J/ψ, ηc) and 1P (χc0 and χc1)

states of charmonium, at ρB = 0. Dirac sea (DS) effects are considered at eB = 2m2
π, with and

without the nucleons anomalous magnetic moments (AMMs).

density, ρB, isospin asymmetry parameter, η = (ρn − ρp)/2ρB, (ρp and ρn are the number

densities of proton and neutron, respectively) and magnetic field, |eB| (in units of m2
π).

The effects of Dirac sea in the magnetized nuclear matter, lead to the appreciable changes

in the values of the scalar fields. As the light quark condensates are related to the scalar

fields, the enhancement (diminution) in the values of the scalar fields with magnetic field,

indirectly indicate (inverse) magnetic catalysis. The effects of the Dirac sea are taken into

account through summation of the scalar (σ, ζ and δ) and vector (ρ and ω) mesons tadpole

diagrams in the evaluation of nucleonic one-loop self energy functions, using the weak-field

11



3715

3720

3725

3730

3735

3740

3745

3750

m
c
0
(M

e
V

)

8 9 10

n

with DS, with AMM

with DS, w/o AMM

w/o DS, with AMM

w/o DS, w/o AMM

(c) [ 0, = 0]

[eB = 4 m
2

]

3870

3880

3890

3900

3910

3920

m
c
1
(M

e
V

)

8 9 10

n

with DS, with AMM

with DS, w/o AMM

w/o DS, with AMM

w/o DS, w/o AMM

(d) [ 0, = 0]

[eB = 4 m
2

]

3065

3070

3075

3080
m

c
(M

e
V

)

8 9 10 11

with DS, with AMM

with DS, w/o AMM

w/o DS, with AMM

w/o DS, w/o AMM

(a) [ 0, = 0]

[eB = 4 m
2

]

3190

3195

3200

3205

3210

3215

3220

m
J
/
(M

e
V

)

7 8 9

with DS, with AMM

with DS, w/o AMM

w/o DS, with AMM

w/o DS, w/o AMM

(b) [ 0, = 0]

[eB = 4 m
2

]

FIG. 2: Masses (MeV) are plotted as functions of n, for J/ψ, ηc, χc0 and χc1, at ρ0, η = 0.

Contributions of the Dirac sea (DS), Landau quantization of protons, and nucleons AMMs, at

eB = 4m2
π, are considered. Comparison are made when the effects of DS and nucleons AMMs, are

not taken into account.

approximation of the fermion propagators, within the chiral effective model. The Dirac sea

contributes to the scalar densities of the nucleons, which is implemented in the scalar fields

of the chiral effective model by solving their coupled equations of motion. In the presence

of an external magnetic field, the mixing between the longitudinal component of the vector

and the pseudoscalar states of charmonium are studied using a phenomenological Lagrangian

approach, accounting for the additional effects of Dirac sea. The effective masses of J/ψ||

and ηc thus given by equation (20). The nuclear matter saturation density, ρ0 is taken to
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FIG. 3: Masses (MeV) are plotted as functions of n, for J/ψ, ηc, χc0 and χc1 at ρB = ρ0, η = 0.

Contributions of the Dirac sea (DS), Landau quantization of protons, and nucleons AMMs, at

eB = 12m2
π, are considered. Comparison are made when effects of DS and nucleons AMMs, are

not taken into account.

be 0.15 fm−3 in the present work.

The value of the renormalization scale, ξ = 1 is chosen for the S-wave charmonium states

and ξ = 2.5 for the P -wave charmonium states, to study their respective in-medium masses.

These choices lead to the ξ dependent coupling constant and charm quark mass, αs = 0.21

and mc = 1.24 GeV for the 1S states and αs = 0.1948 and mc = 1.22 GeV for the 1P states

of charmonium. Using these parameters and φb in terms of the scalar gluon condensate,

〈αs
π
Ga
µνG

aµν〉, calculated within the chiral effective model, the vacuum masses of J/ψ and
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FIG. 4: Masses (MeV) are plotted as functions of n, for J/ψ, ηc, χc0 and χc1, at ρB = ρ0, η = 0.5.

Contributions of the Dirac sea (DS), Landau quantization of protons, and nucleons AMMs, at

eB = 4m2
π, are considered. Comparison are made when effects of DS and nucleons AMMs, are not

taken into account.

ηc are found to be 3196.56 MeV and 3066.57 MeV, respectively. The values of the twist-

2 condensate, G2 is zero, and of 〈αs
π
Ga
µνG

aµν〉 is (373.02 MeV)4 at vacuum. The vacuum

masses of χc0 and χc1 are obtained as 3720.95 MeV and 3878.55 MeV, respectively. For

any particular state (i) of heavy quarkonia, the quantity m∗i , in equation (9), in terms of

the ratio of two consecutive moments and parameters involving the renormalization scale,

ξ, can be varied as a function of n. The minimum value of m∗i corresponds to the physical

mass of the state. For large values of n, the contributions of the higher lying resonances
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FIG. 5: Masses (MeV) are plotted as functions of n, for J/ψ, ηc, χc0 and χc1 at ρB = ρ0, η = 0.5.

Contributions of the Dirac sea (DS), Landau quantization of protons, and nucleons AMMs, at

eB = 12m2
π, are considered. Comparison are made when effects of DS and nucleons AMMs, are

not taken into account.

and continuum states can be neglected. On the other hand, it considers the contribution of

the higher dimensional operators in the OPE side, which do not let the first order pertur-

bation theory to hold. To minimize the contributions of the higher dimensional operators,

the value of Q2
0 and hence of ξ must be chosen nonzero. For a certain value of ξ, a range of

values of n is obtained, which correspond to the lowest lying resonance in the phenomeno-

logical side, and the OPE side becomes valid [75]. The stability region in n changes with

ξ. Breakdown occurs in the stability region for small values of n due to the contribution
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FIG. 6: Masses (in MeV) as functions of |eB| (in units of m2
π) are plotted for J/ψ, ηc, χc0 and

χc1 states of charmonia, at ρB = 0. The contribution of Dirac sea (DS), along with the AMMs of

nucleons, are considered at ρB = 0.

of the higher lying resonances. At large values of n the perturbation theory breaks down.

In our calculations, the stability range in n, for the 1S and 1P states of charmonium and

bottomonium are in accordance with the original works of [74, 75]. The physical mass of

the vector state, J/ψ is obtained at n = 8 for ξ = 1. The range is set to magnify the

position of the minimum value of m∗i . In order to find the masses of ηc, J/ψ, χc0 and χc1

charmonium states, their corresponding m∗i as calculated from equation (9) are plotted as

functions of n, in Fig.[1] for ρB = 0 and |eB| = 0, 2m2
π and in Figs.[2]-[5] for ρ0, η = 0, 0.5

and |eB| = 4m2
π and 12m2

π. At zero density and finite magnetic field, the effect is through
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FIG. 7: Masses of J/ψ, ηc, χc0 and χc1 states of charmonium (in MeV) are plotted as functions of

|eB|/m2
π, at ρ0 and η = 0. The masses with Dirac sea (DS) contribution (solid line with AMM and

dot-dashed line without AMM) are compared to the case when only Landau level contribution is

there (dotted line with AMM and long-dashed line without AMM).

the magnetized Dirac sea only, no Landau level contribution is there in the absence of matter

part. The masses are calculated by considering the nonzero anomalous magnetic moments

(AMMs) of the nucleons and compared to the case when AMM is zero. The scalar fields

are solved with and without the magnetized Dirac sea contribution at finite magnetic field

along with the Landau level contribution of protons and the non zero anomalous magnetic

moments (AMM) of the nucleons at finite density matter. The values of the scalar gluon

condensate, in terms of the scalar dilaton field, χ and the scalar fields σ, ζ (in the limit of
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FIG. 8: Masses of J/ψ, ηc, χc0 and χc1 states of charmonium (in MeV) are plotted as functions

of |eB|/m2
π, at ρ0 and η = 0.5. The masses with Dirac sea (DS) effects are compared to the case

when only Landau level contribution is there.

finite quark masses), are (in (MeV)4), 〈αs
π
Ga
µνG

aµν〉 = (373)4, (372.88)4, (372.48)4, (371.44)4

and (370.36)4 at |eB|/m2
π = 1, 2, 3, 3.7 and 3.9, respectively for ρB = 0 and with AMM

case. For the case of without AMM, at zero density, values of 〈αs
π
Ga
µνG

aµν〉 are (373.01

MeV)4, (372.93 MeV)4, (372.49 MeV)4 and (371.41 MeV)4 at |eB|/m2
π = 2, 4, 8 and 12,

respectively. The expectation value of the twist-2 gluon condensate, G2 becomes non-zero

at vacuum and in presence of an external magnetic field, due to the Dirac sea contribu-

tion. Thus, the values of G2 in terms of the scalar fields [from equation (7)] are given as

(57.26 MeV)4 (for 1S states), (56.19 MeV)4 (for 1P states) at 2m2
π, and (92.31 MeV)4 (for
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FIG. 9: Mass shifts (in MeV) are plotted as functions of |eB| (in units of m2
π), by considering

the spin-mixing between the longitudinal component of J/ψ and ηc states of S-wave charmonium.

Mixing effects are calculated with and without the magnetized Dirac sea (DS) contribution, and

nucleons AMMs at ρB = 0.

1S), (90.59 MeV)4 (for 1P ) at 3.7m2
π, with nonzero AMMs of nucleons. In the case of zero

AMM, zero density, the values are (35.99 MeV)4 (for 1S), (35.32 MeV)4 (for 1P ) at 2m2
π,

and (74.94 MeV)4 (for 1S), (73.55 MeV)4 (for 1P ) at 8m2
π. The running coupling constant,

αs is a function of the renormalization scale, ξ, thus different choices of ξ for the S-wave

and P -wave states lead to slight variation in G2 values. The values of these condensates

are seen to change considerably with the magnetic field, at zero density, accounting for the

Dirac sea effect, whereas there is no effect from the Landau quantization of protons. The

variation in masses as a function of magnetic field thus obtained from the modified gluon

condensates, are shown in Fig.[6] for ρB = 0, and in Figs.[7]-[8] for ρ0, η = 0, 0.5, for the

1S (J/ψ, ηc) and 1P (χc0, χc1) states of charmonium. At finite density matter, ρB = ρ0,

the contribution from the protons Landau energy levels and anomalous magnetic moments
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FIG. 10: Mass shifts (in MeV) are plotted as functions of |eB|/m2
π, accounting the effects of

mixing between J/ψ||-ηc states. Mixing effects are calculated with and without the Dirac sea (DS)

contribution at ρB = ρ0. Plot (a.) for symmetric (η = 0) and plot (b.) for asymmetric (η = 0.5)

nuclear matter.

of nucleons are taken into account together with the Dirac sea effects through the scalar

densities of protons and neutrons. In Figs.[7]-[8], masses are compared with the case when

there is no Dirac sea effect. The in-medium masses of the J/ψ, ηc, χc0, and χc1 states of

charmonium decrease (increase) with increasing magnetic field, accounting for the Dirac sea

contribution, for the case of nonzero AMMs (zero AMM) of nucleons. In comparison to

such effects, there are almost no change observed with increasing magnetic field, accounting

for only the protons Landau energy levels in nuclear matter. The observed behavior imply

that, an important effect due to the nonzero anomalous magnetic moments of nucleons is

coming through the Dirac sea contribution. The values of the QCD gluon condensates,

〈αs
π
Ga
µνG

aµν〉 and G2 (for 1S and 1P states) at ρ0, η = 0 and with AMM, are given respec-

tively, as: (371.78 MeV)4, −9.7576 × 107 MeV4 (1S), −9.0513 × 107 MeV4 (1P ) at 2m2
π;

(371.58 MeV)4, −1.0083× 108 MeV4 (1S), −9.3531× 107 MeV4 (1P ) at 4m2
π; and (369.87

MeV)4, −1.1937× 108 MeV4 (1S), −1.1073× 108 MeV4 (1P ) at 8m2
π; which for the case of

without AMM are: (371.83 MeV)4, −9.6866× 107 MeV4 (1S), −8.9855× 107 MeV4 (1P ) at
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2m2
π; (371.9643 MeV)4, −9.4449 × 107 MeV4 (1S), −8.7613 × 107 MeV4 (1P ) at 4m2

π; and

(372.5342 MeV)4, −8.1640×107 MeV4 (1S), −7.5731×107 MeV4 (1P ) at 8m2
π. The conden-

sates in the asymmetric nuclear matter (η = 0.5), at the nuclear matter saturation density

(ρ0) are given respectively by: (371.97 MeV)4, −9.3679 × 107 MeV4 (1S), −8.6899 × 107

MeV4 (1P ) at 2m2
π; (371.89 MeV)4, −9.5119 × 107 MeV4 (1S), −8.8234 × 107 MeV4 (1P )

at 4m2
π; and (370.91 MeV)4, −1.0893× 108 MeV4 (1S), −1.0104× 108 MeV4 (1P ) at 8m2

π,

for the case of nonzero AMM. The values in case of without AMM are: (371.92 MeV)4,

−9.4527×107 MeV4 (1S), −8.7685×107 MeV4 (1P ) at 2m2
π; (372.08 MeV)4, −9.1366×107

MeV4 (1S), −8.4753×107 MeV4 (1P ) at 4m2
π; and (372.61 MeV)4, −7.8478×107 MeV4 (1S),

−7.2798×107 MeV4 (1P ) at 8m2
π, for 〈αs

π
Ga
µνG

aµν〉 and G2 of 1S and 1P states, respectively.

The masses plotted incorporating the effects of magnetized Dirac sea, are denoted as ”with

DS, with AMM” when the anomalous magnetic moments of the nucleons are considered

and ”with DS, w/o AMM” when not considered. The different behavior of the pseudoscalar

meson mass with magnetic field in the absence of nuclear matter, can be attributed to the

variation in the Wilson coefficients for different channels.

The mixing between the longitudinal component of the vector meson, J/ψ|| and the pseu-

doscalar meson, ηc is also studied in the present work using a phenomenological Lagrangian

approach. The parameter gPV ≡ gηcJ/ψ is evaluated to be 2.094 from the observed radiative

decay width, Γ(J/ψ → ηcγ) in vacuum of 92.9 keV [76], using equation (18). This effect

gives rise to increasing (decreasing) mass of the J/ψ|| (ηc) with magnetic field. In Figs.[9]-

[10], mass shifts of the J/ψ|| and ηc are plotted as a function of |eB|/m2
π at ρB = 0 and

ρB = ρ0, η = 0, 0.5, incorporating the PV mixing effect in the magnetic field background,

by taking into account the additional contribution of magnetized Dirac sea.

B. Bottomonium states

In this section, the results for the in-medium masses of the bottomonium ground states,

namely the 1S-wave: Υ(1S) (3S1), ηb (1S0) and 1P -wave: χb0 (3P0), χb1 (3P1), are illustrated

in the magnetized, asymmetric nuclear matter with the additional contribution from the

magnetized Dirac sea. The masses are calculated using the QCD sum rule approach in a

similar fashion as described above for the corresponding 1S and 1P states of charmonium.

The running bottom quark mass, mb(ξ) and the running coupling constant, αs(ξ), as given
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FIG. 11: Masses (in MeV) of 1S (Υ(1S), ηb) and 1P (χb0, χb1) states of bottomonium are plotted

as functions of n, at ρB = 0, considering Dirac sea (DS) effects at eB = 2m2
π, with and without

nucleons AMMs.

by equations (15) and (16) respectively, are different from the charmonium states, as the

number of current quark flavors, nf = 5 for bottom quark, which was nf = 4 for the charm

quark, also the ξ-independent parameters of the quark mass and couplings (in equations (15)

and (16), respectively) are different in the two sectors of charm and bottom quarks. The

scalar gluon condensate, 〈αs
π
Ga
µνG

aµν〉 through the φb term and the twist-2 gluon condensate,

G2 in φc term, again incorporate the effects of density, magnetic fields and isospin asymmetry

of the nuclear medium on the bottomonium masses. In the present investigation, we have

studied the additional contribution of magnetized Dirac sea on the bottomonium masses.
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FIG. 12: Masses (MeV) are plotted as functions of n, for Υ(1S), ηb, χb0 and χb1 states at ρB = ρ0,

η = 0. Effects of Dirac sea, Landau level contributions of protons, and AMMs of nucleons, at

eB = 4m2
π are considered.

The scalar densities of protons (ρsp) and neutrons (ρsn) have contributions from the Dirac sea,

in addition to the Landau level contributions of protons in the Fermi sea of nucleons. The

values of the scalar gluon condensate, 〈αs
π
Ga
µνG

aµν〉 remain same (as can be inferred from

equation (8)) with what have already discussed, for ρB = 0 as well as ρ0, and for different

values of magnetic fields. However, the values of twist-2 gluon condensates, from equation

(7), depend on αs, which lead to different values for G2 of 1S and 1P states of bottomonium.

For e.g., at ρB = 0, with AMM case, these are (51.83 MeV)4 (for 1S), and (51.23 MeV)4

(for 1P ) at |eB| = 2m2
π, which are different to that in the charmonium sector [(57.26 MeV)4
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FIG. 13: Masses (MeV) are plotted as functions of n, for Υ(1S), ηb, χb0 and χb1 states at ρB = ρ0,

η = 0. Effects of Dirac sea and Landau level contributions of protons, at eB = 12m2
π are considered.

(for 1S), and (56.19 MeV)4 (for 1P ) at |eB| = 2m2
π], but the variation in the values with

increasing magnetic field are found to be similar in both sectors. Therefore, using the values

of φb and φc, the in-medium masses of the bottomonium ground states are calculated using

equation (9). In presence of an external magnetic field, the spin-magnetic field interaction

are studied for the 1S states of bottomonium using a Hamiltonian approach. The effective

masses of Υ||(1S) and ηb, taking into account the spin-mixing effect, are computed using

Eq. (21).

Similar to the charmonium sector, the value of the renormalization scale, ξ = 1 is chosen

for the S-wave states and ξ = 2.5 is taken for the P -wave states to study their respective
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FIG. 14: Masses (MeV) are plotted as functions of n, for Υ(1S), ηb, χb0 and χb1 states at ρB = ρ0,

η = 0.5. Dirac sea effects and protons Landau level contributions, at eB = 4m2
π are considered.

in-medium masses. These choices lead to the ξ-dependent running coupling constant and

running bottom quark mass, αs = 0.1411 and mb = 4.18 GeV for the 1S states and αs =

0.1346 and mb = 4.13 GeV for the 1P states of bottomonium, respectively. From these

parameters and with φb calculated within the chiral effective model, the vacuum masses (in

MeV) of Υ(1S) and ηb are obtained to be 9751.24 and 9681.47 respectively. The vacuum

masses (in MeV) of χb0 and χb1 are obtained as 10573.41 and 10812.1, respectively. In Fig.11,

masses of all the four bottomonium ground states (Υ(1S), ηb, χb0 and χb1), are plotted as a

function of the order of the moment, n. The value of n, corresponding to the minimum point

gives the physical mass of the associated state. In this work, the masses plotted incorporating
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FIG. 15: Masses (MeV) are plotted as functions of n, for Υ(1S), ηb, χb0 and χb1 states at ρB = ρ0,

η = 0.5. Dirac sea effects and protons Landau level contributions, at eB = 12m2
π are considered.

the effects of magnetized Dirac sea (DS), are denoted as ”with DS, with AMM” when the

anomalous magnetic moments of the nucleons are considered and ”with DS, w/o AMM”

when AMM is taken to be zero. In Figs.[12]-[15], the in-medium masses of the 1S-wave

and 1P -wave states are plotted as functions of n, at ρ0, for symmetric (η = 0) as well as

asymmetric (η = 0.5) nuclear matter, and at magnetic field values of |eB|/m2
π = 4, 12. As

can be seen from Fig.13 and Fig.15, the anomalous magnetic moments of the nucleons have

distinguishable contribution on the masses at high magnetic field, in the case of DS effect as

compared to the ”w/o DS” case (when there is no Dirac sea contribution). In order to see the

importance of the Dirac sea effect on the bottomonium masses, Figs.[17]-[18] illustrate the
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FIG. 16: Masses (in MeV) are plotted as function of |eB|/m2
π, for Υ(1S), ηb, χb0 and χb1 states of

bottomonium, at ρB = 0. Contributions of DS and nucleons AMMs, are there in the vacuum.

variation of masses with magnetic field and compare the two situations, when the Dirac sea

contribution is there along with the protons Landau quantization and when it is absent, at

finite magnetic field. The masses of the four lowest states of bottomonium have appreciable

modifications with rising magnetic field, as compared to the no-sea calculation. In Fig.16,

the mass variation with magnetic field are shown for zero density, ρB = 0, and the behavior

shown for Υ(1S), χb0 and χb0 indicate a lowering of their masses with magnetic field whereas

that of ηb is seen to rise at first up to eB = 8m2
π (without AMM) then decrease. The masses

are plotted up to eB = 3.9m2
π at ρB = 0, including the anomalous magnetic moments of

the nucleons. Thus, the effect of anomalous magnetic moment on the bottomonium states
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FIG. 17: Masses (in MeV) of Υ(1S), ηb, χb0 and χb1 states of bottomonium as functions of |eB|/m2
π,

at ρB = ρ0, η = 0. The masses computed with Dirac sea (DS) contribution (solid line with AMM

and dot-dashed line without AMM), are compared to the case when only Landau level contribution

is there (dotted line with AMM and long-dashed line without AMM).

are observed to be quite significant at zero as well as at finite density matter, accounting

for the Dirac sea contribution. The different behavior of the pseudoscalar meson mass with

magnetic field in the absence of nuclear matter, can be attributed to the distinct values of

the Wilson coefficients for different current channels. The effect of the spin-magnetic field

interaction on the longitudinal component of vector meson, Υ(1S) and pseudoscalar meson,

ηb is studied here, using a Hamiltonian approach [56]. The mass of the bottom quark is taken

to be mb = 4.7 GeV [56] in the bottom quark Bohr magneton, µb = e/3
2mb

. This effect gives
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FIG. 18: Masses (in MeV) of Υ(1S), ηb, χb0 and χb1 states of bottomonium as functions of |eB|/m2
π,

at ρB = ρ0, η = 0.5. The masses computed with the Dirac sea (DS) effects, are compared to the

case when only Landau level contribution is there.

rise to increasing (decreasing) masses for the Υ||(1S) (ηb) states of S-wave bottomonium,

with rising magnetic field. In Figs.[19]-[20], mass shifts of the Υ||(1S) and ηb are plotted as

a function of |eB|/m2
π at ρB = 0, ρ0 and η = 0, 0.5, accounting for the Dirac sea effect.

V. SUMMARY

In the summary, the in-medium masses of the 1S and 1P states of charmonium and bot-

tomonium are studied using the QCD sum rule approach, in the magnetized nuclear medium,
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FIG. 19: Mass shifts (in MeV) are plotted as a function of |eB| (in units of m2
π), by considering

the spin-mixing effects between Υ||(1S) and ηb states of S-wave bottomonium. Mixing effects are

calculated with and without the Dirac sea (DS) contribution at ρB = 0.

accounting for the Dirac sea effects. The medium effects are incorporated through the scalar

and twist-2 gluon condensates, calculated in terms of the medium modified scalar dilaton

field, χ, and other scalar fields (σ, ζ, δ), within the chiral effective model. The effects of

magnetic field coming from the Landau energy levels of protons and the non-zero anomalous

magnetic moments of the nucleons, in the nuclear matter. In this work, the contribution

of magnetized Dirac sea is also incorporated through the scalar densities of nucleons within

the chiral effective model. Appreciable modifications in the condensates are obtained due

to the Dirac sea effect along with the Landau level contribution of protons, in comparison

to the case when no Dirac sea effect is considered. At zero density, the contribution of

magnetic field is realized only through the magnetized Dirac sea, with no effect from the

Landau energy levels of protons. The nonzero anomalous magnetic moments (AMMs) of

protons and neutrons have significant effects on the in-medium masses, accounting for the
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FIG. 20: Mass shifts (in MeV) are plotted as a function of |eB|/m2
π by considering the spin-

mixing between (Υ||(1S)-ηb) states, at ρB = ρ0. Mixing effects are calculated with and without DS

contribution, in plot (a.) for symmetric (η = 0) and plot (b.) for asymmetric (η = 0.5) matter.

Dirac sea effect at finite magnetic field. In-medium masses of the charmonium and bot-

tomonium ground states, accounting for the Dirac sea effects, are observed to decrease with

increasing magnetic field, at finite density matter (ρB = ρ0), when AMMs are non-zero,

but show opposite behavior (increasing mass with |eB|) for zero AMMs of the nucleons.

Thus, magnetic fields have significant contribution on the in-medium properties (masses

and hence on the decay widths) of heavy quarkonia, when considering the Dirac sea effect.

The magnetic fields have dominant contribution on the masses of 1S-wave states through

the pseudoscalar-vector (PV) mixing between the longitudinal component of vector and the

pseudoscalar states, which leads to an upward (downward) shifts in the masses of J/ψ|| (ηc)

and Υ||(1S) (ηb). This might be observed as a quasi-peak at the masses of mηc and mηb , in

the dilepton spectra, as well as, can affect the production of heavy quarkonia and the open

heavy flavor mesons, in the non-central, ultra-relativistic heavy ion collision experiments at

RHIC, LHC where huge magnetic fields are generated.
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69, 024903 (2004).

[62] D. Zschiesche, A. Mishra, S. Schramm, H. Stöcker and W. Greiner, Phys. Rev. C 70, 045202
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