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Abstract: We present analytical and numerical calculations for the photon polarization

tensor at finite temperature and density in a constant magnetic field. We first discuss the

tensor decomposition in the presence of the magnetic field which breaks rotational symmetry.

Then, we analytically perform all the momentum integrations and numerically take the Lan-

dau level sum. We present the real and imaginary parts of the photon polarization tensor as

functions of the momenta, the chemical potential, and the finite temperature. As an appli-

cation, we consider the real photon limit and estimate the photon decay rate in the hot and

dense medium. We specifically quantify the difference between the X-mode and the O-mode

with the polarization orthogonal and parallel to the magnetic field. As long as the magnetic

field is weak, the decay rate of the X-mode photon is larger than that of the O-mode photon,

while the O-mode becomes dominant due to the Landau level suppression of the X-mode at

strong magnetic field.ar
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1 Introduction

Both theoretically and phenomenologically, magnetic fields are important probes across a

wide range of fields in physics, including condensed matter physics, astrophysics, and nuclear

physics. Physics in quantum chromodynamics (QCD) is rich and complicated, and various

aspects in QCD have been revealed with magnetic field probes. To give some examples,

theoretical investigations on the QCD phase diagram in the presence of an external magnetic

field B have been addressed [1–7], and enhancement of chiral symmetry breaking by magnetic

fields is known as the magnetic catalysis and has been discussed over decades [8–13]; see

ref. [14] for a review. Besides, the Monte-Carlo simulation in QCD with external magnetic

fields has been conducted without the sign problem [15, 16]; see ref. [17] for the state-of-

the-art overview. The simulation has provided us with deep insights into QCD phenomena

induced by the magnetic fields; the inverse magnetic catalysis was discovered in lattice QCD

at high temperaute [16, 18, 19], the meson mass spectra under magnetic background invoked

inspiring discussions on the physical interpretation [20–22], and so on.
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The phenomenological aspects of magnetic fields have attracted a lot of attention, espe-

cially in the theoretical community, on demand from real experiments. Indeed, in non-central

heavy-ion collisions at Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and Large Hadron Collider

(LHC), strong magnetic fields ∼ 1018G (comparable to m2
π) should be realized [23–26]. Since

the energy scales of B and the temperature T are larger than the light-flavor quark mass, a

quark-gluon plasma (QGP) can be regarded as a chiral material that exhibits nontrivial phe-

nomena. For example, several anomalous transport effects as represented by the chiral mag-

netic effect [27, 28], the chiral separation effect [29, 30], and the chiral vortical effect [31, 32]

are believed to emerge from properties of the chiral materials [27, 33–35]; see ref. [36] for a

review. Importantly, these effects are attributed to macroscopic manifestations of the chiral

anomaly and QCD topological structures. It should be noted that the large vorticity, an ana-

logue of the magnetic field, has been confirmed experimentally by hyperon global polarization

measured by the STAR collaboration at RHIC [37] as predicted by the theoretical work [38].

The estimate of vorticity assumes a formula derived in ref. [39] in which the magnetic effect

of the intrinsic magnetic moments of created particles was also discussed.

It would be of great significance to investigate magnetized QCD matter not only along

the temperature axis. Cold and dense quark matter such as a color superconductor with

strong magnetic fields might be realized in cores of neutron stars [40–44]. The strength of

magnetic fields at the surface of specific neutron stars called magnetars is estimated to be of

order 1015G. Since the magnetic flux in the central cores of the stars is squeezed, the field

strength is thought to be as high as ∼ 1018G. It is conceivable that such strong B affects the

ground state properties in QCD matter. One plausible candidate of the true ground state

is the chiral soliton lattice, which turns out to be energetically favored at high density and

strong magnetic field [45–48].

In addition, the magnetic fields on magnetar surfaces have drawn increasing attention

in recent years. This is caused by the possibility that we can estimate the strength and

geometry of the magnetars’ magnetic fields through the X-ray polarization observation from

the Imaging X-ray Polarimetry Explorer (IXPE) [49–51]. In general, photons under strong

magnetic fields have two distinct modes with linear polarizations; namely, the ordinary mode

(O-mode) with polarization parallel to the magnetic field and the extraordinary mode (X-

mode) with polarization perpendicular to the magnetic field. From the observational data

from IXPE, the polarization angle and polarization degree of X-ray have been extracted as

functions of the energy of photons. With this extracted information, we could reconstruct

the profile of the magnetic fields of magnetars. Indeed, some models are proposed to explain

the observational data. For example, in the resonance Compton scattering scenario [50], the

cross section of the Compton scattering between photons and electrons becomes large when

the energy of photons is comparable to the cyclotron frequency of electrons. As a result, the

resonant cross section is mode-sensitive and this scenario yields the polarization degree ∼ 33%

of X-rays from the magnetosphere. However, according to the IXPE results [50, 52, 53], the

polarization degree reaches as large as 80% and energy dependence of the polarization degree

was found to be sizable. It is further puzzling that the polarization angle swings by 90◦ as
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the energy of photons changes. To make a consistent view, the mode conversion scenario

was discussed in refs. [54, 55]. In this scenario, the combination of the vacuum birefringence

effects and the plasma birefringence effects results in a stochastic conversion of the O-mode

into the X-mode of photons, and vice versa. Although this scenario can successfully explain

the observation qualitatively, it is desirable to improve it to make a quantitative match with

the data. In order to supplement this model with electron contribution corrections, the field-

theoretical evaluation of the polarization tensor with electron loops is necessary. To this

end, we calculate the polarization tensor in the framework of quantum field theory at finite

temperature and density.

As mentioned above, there are so many physical systems where the magnetic fields play

an important role, which has motivated a lot of theoretical works involving magnetic fields.

In particular, the field-theoretical calculation in the presence of external electromagnetic

fields was founded by Schwinger, which can be traced back to the old days of Euler and

Heisenberg. They suggested that the QED vacuum filled with electrons and positrons is

modified by the polarization with strong electromagnetic fields [56–59]. More recently, the

vacuum contribution of the polarization tensor in magnetic fields was intensively discussed

in refs. [60–62]. For the finite temperature, T ̸= 0, and zero chemical potential, µ = 0, the

full Landau level calculation for the imaginary part of the polarization tensor is found in

refs. [63, 64], which has been extended to finite density, µ ̸= 0 [65]. The calculation would

become simple in the lowest Landau level approximation as argued in refs. [66, 67]. The

present work aims to complete the full analysis of the real part of the polarization tensor as

well as the imaginary part at finite T and µ taking account of all Landau levels.

2 Formulation

This paper aims to complete the full evaluation of the photon polarization tensor with elec-

trons and positrons at finite temperature and density. We will proceed to the technical details

of the explicit derivation in the next section. Here, we shall summarize basic formulas that

would be convenient for clarifying our convention.

2.1 Propagator in the magnetic field

The electron field, ψ(x), satisfies the following Dirac equation:

(i /D −m)ψ(x) = 0 , (2.1)

where m is the electron mass and /D := γµDµ is Feynman’s slash. The Dirac matrices,

γµ, satisfy the Clifford algebra, {γµ, γν} = 2ηµν , where ηµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−1) in our

convention. The covariant derivative for the electron is Dµ := ∂µ − ieAµ with e > 0, i.e.,

the electron charge is −e. We choose the z-axis along the external magnetic field direction;

B = (0, 0, B) with B > 0. Throughout this paper, we will work in a symmetric gauge,

Aµ = (0,−yB/2, xB/2, 0). In our notation, we write the four-momentum simply as pµ =

(p0, px, py, pz) using the coordinate subscripts and define the transverse and the longitudinal
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four momenta as pµ⊥ = (0, px, py, 0) and pµ∥ = (p0, 0, 0, pz), respectively. We note that p2⊥ =

−p2x − p2y = −p2
⊥ and p2∥ = p20 − p2z. In the imaginary-time formalism of quantum field theory

at finite temperature T and chemical potential µ, we may replace pµ → p̃µ := (iνn+µ,p) with

the fermionic Matsubara frequency given by νn = (2n + 1)πT (n ∈ Z). Then, the electron

propagator in the imaginary-time formalism reads:

S(p̃) =

∞∑
l=0

−Sl(p̃)
p̃2∥ −m2

l

. (2.2)

We note that the Schwinger phase is dropped because it is irrelevant in calculating the po-

larization tensor. In the denominator m2
l := 2eBl+m2 is the effective transverse mass at the

Landau level l. The numerator on the right-hand side is

Sl(p) := (/p∥ +m)
[
P−Al−(ξp) + P+Al+(ξp)

]
+ /p⊥Bl(ξp) , (2.3)

where we define the following functions:

Al−(ξp) := 2e−2ξp(−1)lLl(4ξp) , (2.4a)

Al+(ξp) := 2e−2ξp(−1)l−1Ll−1(4ξp) , (2.4b)

Bl(ξp) := 4e−2ξp(−1)l−1L
(1)
l−1(4ξp) , (2.4c)

where a dimensionless variable, ξp := p2
⊥/(2eB), is introduced for notational brevity. In this

work, we adopt the following definition for the generalized Laguerre polynomials:

L(α)
n (x) :=

exx−α

n!

dn

dxn
e−xxn+α (2.5)

and the Laguerre polynomials are Ln(x) = L
(0)
n (x) in particular. In our present convention,

L
(α)
−n(x) = 0 for n > 0 should be understood. It is thus evident from eq. (2.3) that the Landau

zero mode exists only for one spin state projected by P−. The quantity inside the square

brackets contains the projection operators of the spin along the z-axis (for eB > 0):

P± :=
1

2

(
1± iγ1γ2

)
. (2.6)

Before dealing with the polarization tensor which has 16 components, let us consider

the calculation of the density, ⟨n(x)⟩ = ⟨ψ̄(x)γ0ψ(x)⟩, as a one-component warm-up exercise.

Figure 1 shows the diagram corresponding to ⟨n(x)⟩. We use the double line to represent the

fermion propagator in the presence of background B as schematically illustrated in figure 1.

Due to translational symmetry, we can take x = 0 to simplify the expression slightly as

⟨n(0)⟩ = (−1)T

∞∑
n=−∞

∞∑
l=0

∫
d3p

(2π)3
− tr

[
γ0Sl(p̃)

]
p̃2∥ −m2

l

. (2.7)
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Figure 1. Tadpole diagram for calculating the expectation value of the density.

Figure 2. One-loop diagram for the photon polarization tensor.

The overall minus sign appears from the fermion loop. Then, it is straightforward to take the

trace using eq. (2.3) to find

⟨n(0)⟩ =
∞∑
l=0

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−2ξp(−1)l
[
Ll(4ξp)− Ll−1(4ξp)

]
T

∞∑
n=−∞

∫
dpz
2π

4p̃0

p̃2∥ −m2
l

=
eB

8π

∞∑
l=0

∫ ∞

0
du e−u/2(−1)l

[
Ll(u)− Ll−1(u)

]
×

×
∫ ∞

−∞

dpz
2π

2
[
nF(El(pz)− µ)− nF(El(pz) + µ)

]
=
eB

2π

∞∑
l=0

αl

∫ ∞

−∞

dpz
2π

[
nF(El(pz)− µ)− nF(El(pz) + µ)

]
, (2.8)

where El(pz) :=
√
p2z +m2

l is the electron energy at the Landau level l. From the first to

the second line, u = 4ξp is introduced, so that we can use the formula:
∫∞
0 du e−u/2Ll(u) =

2(−1)l. The Matsubara sum leads to nF that is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function:

nF(E) :=
1

eE/T + 1
. (2.9)

In the last line αl represents the spin degeneracy factor, i.e., α0 = 1 and αl>0 = 2. We can

easily check that the above expression for ⟨n(0)⟩ is reduced to the standard expression in the

limit of vanishing B.

2.2 One-loop polarization tensor

It is an immediate extension to apply the above technique to the polarization diagram at

the one-loop level as depicted in figure 2. For the external momentum, kµ = (iωn,k) with
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ωn = 2nπT the bosonic Matsubara frequency, the polarization tensor reads:

Πµν(iωn,k) = (−1)e2T

∞∑
m=−∞

∞∑
k,l=0

∫
d3p

(2π)3
tr
[
γµSk(p̃)γ

νSl(p̃− k)
]

(p̃2∥ −m2
k)[(p̃∥ − k∥)2 −m2

l ]
. (2.10)

Here again, the overall (−1) appears from the fermion loop. We note p̃0 = iνm + µ, where

νm = (2m+1)π is the fermionic Matsubara frequency (not to be confused with the mass m).

For notational simplicity, we represent the numerator by the following symbol,

hµνkl (p, k) := tr[γµSk(p)γ
νSl(p− k)] . (2.11)

Since the denominator does not depend on transverse pµ⊥, we can factorize the momentum

integral as

Πµν(iωn,k) = (−1)e2T
∞∑

m=−∞

∞∑
k,l=0

∫
dpz
2π

Hµν
kl (p̃0, pz; k∥, z)

(p̃2∥ −m2
k)[(p̃∥ − k∥)2 −m2

l ]
, (2.12)

where we define the numerator, i.e., the lepton tensor integral, as

Hµν
kl (p̃0, pz; k∥, z) :=

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

hµνkl (p̃, k) , (2.13)

where z := k2
⊥/(2eB).

In later discussions, we shall evaluate Hµν
kl (p̃0, pz; k∥, z), which is the central part in this

paper, and for the moment, let us take the Matsubara sums. The standard technique leads

to the following useful formula,

T
∞∑

m=−∞

g(iνm + µ)

[(iνm + µ)2 − E2
1 ][(iνm + µ− iωn)2 − E2

2 ]

= −
∑

s1,s2=±1

s1s2
4E1E2

1

−iωn + s1E1 − s2E2
×

×
[
nF(µ− s1E1)g(s1E1)− nF(µ− s2E2)g(s2E2 + iωn)

]
. (2.14)

Here g(iνm + µ) is an arbitrary function satisfying limz→∞ |g(z)| < |z|3. Using this, we can

simplify the polarization tensor in the following form:

Πµν(iωn,k)

=

∞∑
k,l=0

∑
s1,s2=±1

e2
∫

dpz
2π

s1s2
4EkEl

1

−iωn + s1Ek − s2El
×

×
[
nF(µ− s1Ek)H

µν
kl (s1Ek, pz; k∥, z)− nF(µ− s2El)H

µν
kl (s2El + iωn, pz; k∥, z)

]
.

(2.15)

Unless confusion arises, we omit the momentum arguments for the energy for notational

brevity, that is,

Ek = Ek(pz), El = El(pz − kz) , (2.16)
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in our convention.

It is a well-established procedure to obtain the retarded function by performing analytical

continuation, iωn → k0 + iϵ, i.e.,

Πµν
R (k) =

∞∑
k,l=0

∑
s1,s2=±1

e2
∫

dpz
2π

s1s2
4EkEl

1

−k0 + s1Ek − s2El − iϵ
×

×
[
nF(µ− s1Ek)H

µν
kl (s1Ek, pz; k∥, z)− nF(µ− s2El)H

µν
kl (s2El + k0, pz; k∥, z)

]
.

(2.17)

Thanks to Dirac’s delta function, it is far easier to evaluate the imaginary part,

2 ImΠµν
R (k) =

∞∑
k,l=0

∑
s1,s2=±1

e2
∫

dpz
2π

s1s2
4EkEl

(2π)δ(k0 − s1Ek + s2El)×

×
[
nF(µ− s1Ek)− nF(µ− s2El)

]
Hµν

kl (s1Ek, pz; k∥, z) .

(2.18)

Here, for the second term in the square brackets, we replaced s2El + k0 by s1Ek in Hµν
kl

using the Dirac’s delta function constraint. Once the imaginary part is given, the real part is

reconstructed by the Kramers-Kronig relation:

ReΠµν
R (k) = P

∫
ds

2π

2 ImΠµν
R (s,k)

s− k0
, (2.19)

where P denotes the principal value. When this integral diverges, a renormalization procedure

will be required.

2.3 Solving the energy conservation constraint

Before going into the evaluation of Hµν
kl , we have to discuss the energy conservation law. The

Dirac’s delta function δ(k0− s1Ek + s2El) in eq. (2.18) gives the energy conservation relation

k0 − s1Ek + s2El = 0 and limits the possible values of pz.

From k0− s1Ek+ s2El = 0, the z-components of the fermions’ momentum must have the

following specific values:

pz± =
kz
2
akl ±

k0
2
bkl , (2.20)

where

akl := 1 +
m2

k −m2
l

k2∥
, (2.21)

b2kl := a2kl −
4m2

k

k2∥
=

[
1− (mk +ml)

2

k2∥

][
1− (mk −ml)

2

k2∥

]
. (2.22)

The corresponding energies are

Ek± =
√
p2z± +m2

k =
1

2
|k0akl ± kzbkl| , (2.23)

El∓ =
√

(pz± − kz)2 +m2
l =

1

2
|k0alk ∓ kzbkl| . (2.24)
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We note that the solution does not exist for some values of k2∥. At least, k
2
∥ ≥ (mk +ml)

2 or

k2∥ ≤ (mk −ml)
2 are necessary for a real bkl to exist.

For the pz-integration in eq. (2.18), we need the following derivative:

d

dpz
(k0 − s1Ek + s2El)

∣∣∣∣
pz=pz±

=
−pz
s1Ek

+
pz − kz
s2El

∣∣∣∣
pz=pz±

= ±
k2∥

2s1s2Ek±El∓
bkl , (2.25)

where we used k0pz±−s1kzEk± = ±k2∥bkl/2 in the end, which can be derived from the energy

conservation relation, k0 − s1Ek + s2El = 0.

For k0 − Ek − El = 0 (s1 = 1, s2 = −1), this process corresponds to the decay process.

The solution exists if k2∥ ≥ (mk + ml)
2 and k0 > 0. Therefore, the Dirac’s delta function

becomes

δ(k0 − Ek − El) =
∑
t=±

2Ek,tEl,−t

bklk
2
∥

δ(pz − pzt)θ
(
k2∥ − (mk +ml)

2
)
θ(k0) . (2.26)

For given k2∥, there is the upper limit of k and l, which is obtained by the maximum n

satisfying k2∥ ≥ (m0 +mn)
2. The solution is nmax = ⌊(k2∥ −

√
4m2k2∥)/(2eB)⌋, where ⌊x⌋ =

max{n ∈ Z|n ≤ x} is the floor function.

For k0 + Ek + El = 0 (s1 = −1, s2 = 1), this is a similar case to k0 − Ek − El = 0. We

obtain

δ(k0 + Ek + El) =
∑
t=±

2Ek,tEl,−t

bklk
2
∥

δ(pz − pzt)θ
(
k2∥ − (mk +ml)

2
)
θ(−k0) . (2.27)

The situation for k0 − Ek + El = 0 (s1 = s2 = 1) is a bit different from the previous

two cases. We will consider the timelike region and the spacelike region separately. Let us

begin with the timelike region, i.e., 0 < k2∥ ≤ (mk −ml)
2. The solution exists when ml < mk

for k0 > 0 and ml > mk for k0 < 0. In the former case, there is the minimum k, which is

kmin = ⌈(k2∥ +
√

4m2k2∥)/(2eB)⌉, where ⌈x⌉ = min{n ∈ Z|x ≤ n} is the ceiling function. The

Dirac’s delta function reduces to

θ(k2∥)δ(k0−Ek+El) =
∑
t=±

2Ek,tEl,−t

bklk
2
∥

δ(pz−pzt)θ(k2∥)θ
(
(mk−ml)

2−k2∥
)
θ
(
k0(mk−ml)

)
. (2.28)

Next, consider the spacelike region, k2∥ < 0. In this case, pz = pz+ for kz > 0 or pz = pz− for

kz < 0 is the solution. Therefore, the Dirac’s delta function for k2∥ < 0 becomes

θ(−k2∥)δ(k0 − Ek + El) = −
∑
t=±

2Ek,tEl,−t

bklk
2
∥

δ(pz − pzt)θ(tkz)θ(−k2∥) . (2.29)

In summary, the Dirac’s delta function is

δ(k0 − Ek + El) =
∑
t=±

2Ek,tEl,−t

bklk
2
∥

δ(pz − pzt)×

× θ
(
(mk −ml)

2 − k2∥
)[
θ(k2∥)θ

(
k0(mk −ml)

)
− θ(tkz)θ(−k2∥)

]
.

(2.30)
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The remaining situation, k0 + Ek − El = 0 (s1 = s2 = −1), is similar to the previous

case. We may change k0 to −k0. Then, the Dirac’s delta function is

δ(k0 + Ek − El) =
∑
t=±

2Ek,tEl,−t

bklk
2
∥

δ(pz − pzt)×

× θ
(
(mk −ml)

2 − k2∥
)[
θ(k2∥)θ

(
k0(ml −mk)

)
− θ(tkz)θ(−k2∥)

]
.

(2.31)

2.4 Polarization tensor with new basis

The tensor indices, µ, ν, refer to the directions in the coordinate system, and it would be

more convenient to consider the tensor structure relative to the photon momentum kµ and

the field strength tensor Fµν with B along the z axis. This means that Fµν = −ϵµν⊥ B with

ϵ12⊥ = −ϵ21⊥ = +1 and others are zero. The dual tensor is F̃µν = 1
2ϵ

µνρσFρσ = ϵµν∥ B with

ϵ03∥ = −ϵ30∥ = +1 and others are zero. We note ϵ0123 = −1 in our convention. For the

new tensor basis, kµ itself is one natural choice of the reference vector, and three vectors

orthogonal to kµ are chosen as

βµ1 :=
k2kµ⊥ − k2⊥k

µ√
−k2⊥k2k2∥

, βµ2 :=
Fµνkν

B
√
−k2⊥

=
−ϵµν⊥ kν√

−k2⊥
, βµ3 :=

F̃µνkν

B
√
k2∥

=
ϵµν∥ kν√
k2∥

. (2.32)

We use the same notation βµi as defined in ref. [60]. The linear polarizations along βµ2 and

βµ3 correspond to the X-mode and the O-mode, respectively. We can easily check that βµi ’s

satisfy k · βi = 0 and βi · βj = −δij . Moreover, they form a projection operator,

3∑
i=1

βµi β
ν
i =

kµkν

k2
− ηµν . (2.33)

Armed with these basis vectors, we can express the inverse of Green’s function of photon,

which is defined by the polarization tensor as

[G−1
R (k)]µν := ηµνk2 − kµkν −Πµν

R (k) . (2.34)

The Ward-Takahashi identity implies [G−1
R (k)]µνkµ = [G−1

R (k)]µνkν = 0. These conditions

require Πµν
R (k)kµ = Πµν

R (k)kν = 0, leading to a decomposition of

Πµν
R (k) =: βµi β

ν
j Π̃

ij
R , (2.35)

or equivalently Π̃ij
R = Πµν

R βiµβjν . In this way, we define the tensors in this basis as

h̃ijkl := hµνkl βiµβjν , H̃ ij
kl := Hµν

kl βiµβjν . (2.36)
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With this basis, considering the pz integration under the energy conservation, we finally

reach

2 Im Π̃ij
R(k)

=
∞∑

k,l=0

∑
t=±

e2H̃ ij
kl(p∥, k)

∣∣
pz=pzt

2k2∥bkl

{
−
[
nF(Ek,t − µ)− nF(El,−t − µ)

]
θ
(
(mk −ml)

2 − k2∥
)[
θ(k2∥)θ

(
k0(mk −ml)

)
− θ(tkz)θ(−k2∥)

]
+

+
[
nF(Ek,t + µ)− nF(El,−t + µ)

]
θ
(
(mk −ml)

2 − k2∥
)[
θ(k2∥)θ

(
k0(ml −mk)

)
− θ(tkz)θ(−k2∥)

]
−

−
[
1− nF(Ek,t − µ)− nF(El,−t + µ)

]
θ(k0)θ

(
k2∥ − (ml +mk)

2
)
+

+
[
1− nF(Ek,t + µ)− nF(El,−t − µ)

]
θ(−k0)θ

(
k2∥ − (ml +mk)

2
)}
. (2.37)

It should be noted that we simplified the notation from H̃ ij
kl(p0, pz = pzt; k∥, z) to H̃

ij
kl(p∥; k)|pz=pzt .

We also use the Kramers-Kronig relation eq. (2.19) for the calculation of the real part of the

polarization tensor.

3 Analytical evaluation of the lepton tensor integral

For the rest of this paper, we will complete the full analytical evaluation of Hµν
kl . Interestingly,

we can find simple expressions after the transverse momentum integration in eq. (2.13). Once

the analytical form of Hµν
kl is known, we can numerically take the sum over the Landau levels

with respect to k, l.

3.1 Taking the Dirac trace

Let us simplify the explicit forms of h̃ijkl here. In this procedure, we do not have to perform

any integration and the analytical manipulations are just straightforward.

First, we shall write down hµνkl (p, k) as follows:

hµνkl (p, k) = tr
{
γµ
[
(/p∥ +m)(P+Ak+(ξp) + P−Ak−(ξp)) + /p⊥Bk(ξp)

]
γν×

×
[
(/p∥ − /k∥ +m)(P+Al+(ξp−k) + P−Al−(ξp−k)) + (/p⊥ − /k⊥)Bl(ξp−k)

]}
.

(3.1)

There appear to be nine different cross-terms. We can complete elementary but tedious

calculations of the trace such as

tr
[
γµ(/p∥ +m)P±γ

ν(/p∥ − /k∥ +m)P±
]

= 2
[
(p∥ − k∥)

µpν∥ + (p∥ − k∥)
νpµ∥ + (m2 − (p∥ − k∥) · p∥)η

µν
∥
]
.

(3.2)

Here, the longitudinal metric is introduced pµ∥ = ηµν∥ pν for any pµ and the transverse metric

is ηµν⊥ = ηµν − ηµν∥ accordingly. The transverse one is found in a similar trace,

tr
[
γµ(/p∥ +m)P∓γ

ν(/p∥ − /k∥ +m)P±
]
= 2(m2 − (p∥ − k∥) · p∥)(η

µν
⊥ ∓ iϵµν⊥ ) . (3.3)
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Another nontrivial trace is

tr
[
γµ/p⊥γ

ν(/p∥ − /k∥ +m)P±
]
= 2(p∥ − k∥)

µ(pν⊥ ± iϵνρ⊥ p⊥ρ) + 2(p∥ − k∥)
ν(pµ⊥ ∓ iϵµρ⊥ p⊥ρ) . (3.4)

Other cross terms can be recovered by exchanging the momenta and the indices. After all,

the explicit expression is

hµνkl (p, k)

= 2
[
(p∥ − k∥)

µpν∥ + (p∥ − k∥)
νpµ∥ + (m2 − (p∥ − k∥) · p∥)η

µν
∥

]
×

×
[
Ak+(ξp)Al+(ξp−k) +Ak−(ξp)Al−(ξp−k)

]
+

+ 2
[
m2 − (p∥ − k∥) · p∥

]
ηµν⊥

[
Ak−(ξp)Al+(ξp−k) +Ak+(ξp)Al−(ξp−k)

]
−

− 2
[
m2 − (p∥ − k∥) · p∥

]
iϵµν⊥

[
Ak−(ξp)Al+(ξp−k)−Ak+(ξp)Al−(ξp−k)

]
+

+ 4
[
(p⊥ − k⊥)

µpν⊥ + (p⊥ − k⊥)
νpµ⊥ − ηµν(p⊥ − k⊥) · p⊥

]
Bk(ξp)Bl(ξp−k)+

+ 2
[
(p∥ − k∥)

µpν⊥ + (p∥ − k∥)
νpµ⊥

][
Al+(ξp−k) +Al−(ξp−k)

]
Bk(ξp)+

+ 2
[
(p∥ − k∥)

µiϵνρ⊥ p⊥ρ − (p∥ − k∥)
ν iϵµρ⊥ p⊥ρ

][
Al+(ξp−k)−Al−(ξp−k)

]
Bk(ξp)+

+ 2
[
(p⊥ − k⊥)

µpν∥ + (p⊥ − k⊥)
νpµ∥

][
Ak+(ξp) +Ak−(ξp)

]
Bl(ξp−k)+

+ 2
[
(p⊥ − k⊥)ρiϵ

µρ
⊥ pν∥ − (p⊥ − k⊥)ρiϵ

νρ
⊥ p

µ
∥

][
Ak+(ξp)−Ak−(ξp)

]
Bl(ξp−k) .

(3.5)

Next, let us transform hµνkl into h̃ijkl = βiµβjνh
µν
kl . In view of the original definition (2.32),

βµ1 contains a term ∼ kµ, but kµΠ
µν
R = 0 thanks to the Ward-Takahashi identity. Thus, we

can safely drop this term and replace βµ1 by k2kµ⊥/
√
−k2⊥k2k2∥ to calculate h̃ijkl.

We take a look at the diagonal components and then proceed to the off-diagonal compo-

nents. For i = j = 1, after some calculations, we find

h̃11kl (p, k) =
k2

k2∥

{[
p2∥ + (p∥ − k∥)

2 − 2m2 − k2∥
][
Ak−(ξp)Al+(ξp−k) +Ak+(ξp)Al−(ξp−k)

]
+

+
4

k2
⊥

[
2(p⊥ − k⊥) · k⊥(p⊥ · k⊥)− k2

⊥(p⊥ − k⊥) · p⊥
]
Bk(ξp)Bl(ξp−k)

}
. (3.6)

When we evaluate 2 ImΠR in eq. (2.18), we can use the on-shell conditions, i.e., p2∥− 2eBk =

m2 and (p∥ − k∥)
2 − 2eBl = m2. These conditions slightly simplify the above expression to

h̃11kl (p, k) =
k2

k2∥

{[
2eB(k + l)− k2∥

][
Ak−(ξp)Al+(ξp−k) +Ak+(ξp)Al−(ξp−k)

]
−

− 4

[
p2
⊥ − 2

(p⊥ · k⊥)
2

k2
⊥

+ (p⊥ · k⊥)

]
Bk(ξp)Bl(ξp−k)

}
.

(3.7)
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Similarly, using the same on-shell conditions for the other diagonal components, we get

h̃22kl (p, k) =
[
2eB(k + l)− k2∥

][
Ak−(ξp)Al+(ξp−k) +Ak+(ξp)Al−(ξp−k)

]
+

+ 4

[
p2
⊥ − 2

(p⊥ · k⊥)
2

k2
⊥

+ (p⊥ · k⊥)

]
Bk(ξp)Bl(ξp−k) ,

(3.8)

and

h̃33kl (p, k)

=
1

k2∥

{[
2eB(k − l)

]2 − k2∥
[
4m2 + 2eB(k + l)

]}[
Ak+(ξp)Al+(ξp−k) +Ak−(ξp)Al−(ξp−k)

]
−

− 4(p⊥ − k⊥) · p⊥Bk(ξp)Bl(ξp−k) . (3.9)

Next, we move on to the off-diagonal components. Since h̃ijkl(p, k) is Hermitian, there

are only three off-diagonal components that have to be calculated. First computing the

component h̃12kl (p, k), the expression is simplified to

h̃12kl (p, k)

=
k2√
k2k2∥

{
−i
[
p2∥ + (p∥ − k∥)

2 − 2m2 − k2∥
][
Ak−(ξp)Al+(ξp−k)−Ak+(ξp)Al−(ξp−k)

]
+

+ 4
ϵ⊥ijp

i
⊥k

j
⊥

k2
⊥

k⊥ · (2p⊥ − k⊥)Bk(ξp)Bl(ξp−k)

}
. (3.10)

After the integration of pi⊥k⊥ ·(2p⊥−k⊥)Bk(ξp)Bl(ξp−k) with respect to p⊥ for the evaluation

of H̃12
kl , the result is proportional to k

i
⊥, so that the final result vanishes because of ϵ⊥ijk

ikj =

0. Therefore, we can drop the last term in eq. (3.10). Moreover, we can use the on-shell

conditions, which are used in the computation of the diagonal components. Finally, h̃12kl (p, k)

reduces to

h̃12kl (p, k) = −i
k2√
k2k2∥

[
2eB(k + l)− k2∥

][
Ak−(ξp)Al+(ξp−k)−Ak+(ξp)Al−(ξp−k)

]
. (3.11)

Next, the other off-diagonal components are

h̃13kl (p, k) =
−pν∥ϵ∥νλk

λ

k2∥

k2√
−k2⊥k2

{
2(p⊥ · k⊥)

[
Al+(ξp−k) +Al−(ξp−k)

]
Bk(ξp)+

+ 2
[
(p⊥ − k⊥) · k⊥

][
Ak+(ξp) +Ak−(ξp)

]
Bl(ξp−k)

}
,

(3.12)

and

h̃23kl (p, k) =
−ipν∥ϵ∥νλk

λ√
−k2⊥k2∥

{
2(p⊥ · k⊥)

[
Al+(ξp−k)−Al−(ξp−k)

]
Bk(ξp)−

− 2
[
(p⊥ − k⊥) · k⊥

][
Ak+(ξp)−Ak−(ξp)

]
Bl(ξp−k)

}
.

(3.13)
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Equations (3.12) and (3.13) contain a common factor, pν∥ϵ∥νλk
λ, which obviously depends on

pz. For the imaginary part, pz takes two values of pzt=± defined in eq. (2.20). Therefore,

h̃13kl (p, k) and h̃
23
kl (p, k) depend on t. To make it explicit, we introduce the following notation:

h̃13kl (p, k; t) := h̃13kl (p, k)
∣∣
pz=pzt

, h̃23kl (p, k; t) := h̃23kl (p, k)
∣∣
pz=pzt

. (3.14)

The energy conservation law pν∥ϵ∥νλk
λ = tk2∥bkl/2 simplifies eqs. (3.12) and (3.13) to

h̃13kl (p, k; t) = −tbkl
k2√
k2
⊥k

2

{
(p⊥ · k⊥)

[
Al+(ξp−k) +Al−(ξp−k)

]
Bk(ξp)+

+
[
(p⊥ − k⊥) · k⊥

][
Ak+(ξp) +Ak−(ξp)

]
Bl(ξp−k)

}
,

(3.15)

and

h̃23kl (p, k; t) = −itbkl
k2∥√
k2
⊥k

2
∥

{
(p⊥ · k⊥)

[
Al+(ξp−k)−Al−(ξp−k)

]
Bk(ξp)−

−
[
(p⊥ − k⊥) · k⊥

][
Ak+(ξp)−Ak−(ξp)

]
Bl(ξp−k)

}
.

(3.16)

Note that we omit to write down the explicit expression of h̃ijkl(p, k) (i > j) because of the

Hermitian property of h̃ijkl(p, k).

3.2 Transverse momentum integration

In order to present the explicit form of H̃ ij
kl(p∥, k), it is necessary to conduct the following

integration:

H̃ ij
kl(p∥, k) =

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

h̃ijkl(p, k) . (3.17)

Since this integral contains some complicated integrations, we give several formulas first:

Ak,l(z) :=

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−2ξpLk(4ξp)e
−2ξp−kLl(4ξp−k)

=
eB

8π
e−z k!

l!
(−z)l−k

[
L
(l−k)
k (z)

]2
,

(3.18)

Bk,l(z) :=

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−2ξpL
(1)
k−1(4ξp)e

−2ξp−kL
(1)
l−1(4ξp−k)(p⊥ − k⊥) · p⊥

=
(eB)2

16π
e−z k!

(l − 1)!
(−z)l−kL

(l−k)
k (z)L

(l−k)
k−1 (z) ,

(3.19)

Ck,l(z) :=
∫

d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−2ξpL
(1)
k−1(4ξp)e

−2ξp−kL
(1)
l−1(4ξp−k)

[
p⊥ · k⊥ − 2(p⊥ · k⊥)

2

k2
⊥

+ p2
⊥

]
=

(eB)2

16π
e−z k!

(l − 1)!
(−z)l−k

[
k

z
F (k, l, z)− k + l

z
L
(l−k)
k (z)L

(l−k)
k−1 (z)

]
,

(3.20)
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Dk,l(z) :=

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−2ξpL
(1)
k−1(4ξp)e

−2ξp−kL
(1)
l−1(4ξp−k)

[
2p2

⊥ − 2(k⊥ · p⊥)
2

k2
⊥

]
=

(eB)2

16π
e−z k!

(l − 1)!
(−z)l−k

[
k

z
F (k, l, z)− k + l − z

z
L
(l−k)
k (z)L

(l−k)
k−1 (z)

]
,

(3.21)

and

Ek,l(z) :=
∫

d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−2ξpL
(1)
k−1(4ξp)e

−2ξp−kLl(4ξp−k)(p⊥ · k⊥)

= 2z
[
Dk,l(z) +Dk,l+1(z)

]
,

(3.22)

where

F (k, l, z) :=
[
L
(l−k)
k (z)

]2
+
l

k

[
L
(l−k)
k−1 (z)

]2
. (3.23)

We use the same notation F (k, l, z) as defined in ref. [60]. We can perform these integrations

with the generating function for the generalized Laguerre polynomials (See Appendix A).

Ak,l(z),Bk,l(z), Ck,l(z), and Dk,l(z) are symmetric with respect to the replacement of k and l

by definition, though their expressions seem not to be so. To see this, the generalized Laguerre

polynomials satisfy
(−z)k

k!
L
(k−l)
l (z) =

(−z)l

l!
L
(l−k)
k (z) , (3.24)

and using this property, we can easily check the symmetry with respect to k and l.

It is now time to move on to the analytical calculation of H̃ ij
kl(p∥, k). Similarly to h̃ijkl(p, k),

H̃ ij
kl(p∥, k) has only six independent components because of the Hermitian property.

For the diagonal components, after some calculations, we obtain

H̃11
kl (p∥, k)

=
k2

k2∥

{[
2eB(k + l)− k2∥

]
4(−1)l−k−1

[
Ak−1,l(z) +Ak,l−1(z)

]
− 64(−1)l−kCk,l(z)

}
, (3.25)

H̃22
kl (p∥, k)

=
[
2eB(k + l)− k2∥

]
4(−1)l−k−1

[
Ak−1,l(z) +Ak,l−1(z)

]
+ 64(−1)l−kCk,l(z) , (3.26)

H̃33
kl (p∥, k)

=
1

k2∥

{[
2eB(k − l)

]2 − k2∥
[
4m2 + 2eB(k + l)

]}
4(−1)l−k

[
Ak,l(z) +Ak−1,l−1(z)

]
−

− 64(−1)l−kBk,l(z) . (3.27)

Here, we used eqs. (3.7), (3.8), and (3.9) for the integrands, h̃ijkl(p∥, k), simplified by the

on-shell condition.

Similarly, the off diagonal components read

H̃12
kl (p∥, k) =

−ik2√
k2k2∥

[
2eB(k + l)− k2∥

]
4(−1)l−k−1

[
Ak,l−1(z)−Ak−1,l(z)

]
, (3.28)
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H̃13
kl (p∥, k) =

−2pν∥ϵ∥νλk
λ

k2∥

k2√
k2
⊥k

2
8(−1)l−k−1

[
Ek,l(z)− Ek,l−1(z)− El,k(z) + El,k−1(z)

]
,

(3.29)

H̃23
kl (p∥, k) =

−2ipν∥ϵ∥νλk
λ√

k2
⊥k

2
∥

8(−1)l−k−1
[
−Ek,l(z)− Ek,l−1(z) + El,k(z) + El,k−1(z)

]
. (3.30)

We used the on-shell condition for h̃12kl (p∥, k) only. By contrast, H̃13
kl (p∥, k) and H̃

23
kl (p∥, k) do

not assume the on-shell condition. With the on-shell condition, we find that H̃13
kl (p∥, k) and

H̃23
kl (p∥, k) depend on the branch of the solution labeled by t = ±, i.e.,

H̃13
kl (p∥, k)

∣∣
pz=pzt

= −tbkl
k2√
k2
⊥k

2
8(−1)l−k−1

[
Ek,l(z)− Ek,l−1(z)− El,k(z) + El,k−1(z)

]
,

(3.31)

and

H̃23
kl (p∥, k)

∣∣
pz=pzt

= −itbkl
k2∥√
k2
⊥k

2
∥

8(−1)l−k−1
[
−Ek,l(z)− Ek,l−1(z) + El,k(z) + El,k−1(z)

]
.

(3.32)

4 Numerical results

Now we have all the analytical expressions necessary for the imaginary part of the polarization

tensor. In this section, we numerically take the sum over the Landau levels with respect to k

and l.

We can decompose Π̃ij
R(k) to the vacuum part and the medium part as

Π̃ij
R(k) = Π̃ij

R,vac(k) + Π̃ij
R,med(k) , (4.1)

where Π̃ij
R,vac(k) := limT,µ→0 Π̃

ij
R(k). First, we shall discuss the vacuum part. The imaginary

part of the vacuum part reads

2 Im Π̃ij
R,vac(k) = − sgn(k0)

∞∑
k,l=0

θ
(
k2∥ − (ml +mk)

2
)∑
t=±

e2H̃ ij
kl(p∥, k)

∣∣
pz=pzt

2k2∥bkl
. (4.2)

Only the diagonal components with i = j take nonzero values because H̃ ij
kl(p∥, k)|pz=pzt with

i ̸= j are antisymmetric with respect to k and l, while bkl is symmetric. In addition, the

diagonal components are independent of t; see eqs. (3.7), (3.8), and (3.9). After all, we find

2 Im Π̃ij
R,vac(k) = −δijsgn(k0)

∞∑
k,l=0

θ
(
k2∥ − (ml +mk)

2
)e2H̃ ii

kl(p∥, k)
∣∣
pz=pz+

k2∥bkl
. (4.3)

– 15 –



This is consistent with the results in ref. [60].

Next, from eq. (2.37), the medium part is expressed as

2 Im Π̃ij
R,med(k)

=
∞∑

k,l=0

∑
t=±

e2H̃ ij
kl(p∥, k)

∣∣
pz=pzt

2k2∥bkl

{
−
[
nF(Ek,t − µ)− nF(El,−t − µ)

]
θ
(
(mk −ml)

2 − k2∥
)[
θ(k2∥)θ

(
k0(mk −ml)

)
− θ(tkz)θ(−k2∥)

]
+

+
[
nF(Ek,t + µ)− nF(El,−t + µ)

]
θ
(
(mk −ml)

2 − k2∥
)[
θ(k2∥)θ

(
k0(ml −mk)

)
− θ(tkz)θ(−k2∥)

]
+

+
[
nF(Ek,t − µ) + nF(El,−t + µ)

]
θ(k0)θ

(
k2∥ − (ml +mk)

2
)
−

−
[
nF(Ek,t + µ) + nF(El,−t − µ)

]
θ(−k0)θ

(
k2∥ − (ml +mk)

2
)}
. (4.4)

4.1 Real photon limit

In this work, we limit our consideration to the process involving the real photons that satisfy

the on-shell condition k2 = 0. In view of the expression H̃ ij
kl(p∥, k) in eqs. (3.25)-(3.30),

H̃1i
kl (p∥, k) are propotional to k2. Thus, Π̃1i

R(k) vanish for real photons. This corresponds to

the fact that massless vector bosons have no longitudinal component.

Then, we only need focus on the following 2× 2 matrix:(
Π̃22

R Π̃23
R

Π̃32
R Π̃33

R

)
=

(
Re Π̃22

R Re Π̃23
R

Re Π̃32
R Re Π̃33

R

)
+ i

(
Im Π̃22

R Im Π̃23
R

Im Π̃32
R Im Π̃33

R

)
. (4.5)

4.2 Summation over the Landau levels

We numerically take the sum over the Landau levels with respect to k and l. In principle,

there is no upper limit for k and l, but the contribution of Landau levels sufficiently larger

than the energy scale under consideration should be negligible and can be censored out at

a certain value when performing numerical calculations. In our system, the energy scale

is determined by temperature T , chemical potential µ, and parallel components of photon

momentum k∥. Thus, in the present work, we set the maximal value of the Landau levels as

kmax = 100 that satisfies

2|eB|kmax > max
{
T 2, µ2, k2∥

}
. (4.6)

We present the imaginary part of the polarization tensor after taking the Landau level

sum in figure 3. In this figure, we show the result as a function of the photon momenta k2∥.

We note that the polarization function depends on two variables k0 and kz independently.

Alternatively, we can introduce a parametrization of kz = k0 cos θ where θ is an angle between

the photon momentum k and the magnetic field B. In this work, we present the results for

the angle θ = 45◦ only.

In figure 3, the peaks in the imaginary part of the polarization tensor appear when the

photon energy corresponds to the difference between the Landau levels. We note that Im Π̃33
R

behaves more smoothly than Im Π̃22
R . We recall that Im Π̃22

R represents X-mode processes
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Figure 3. Imaginary part of the polarization tensor components as functions of the photon momentum

parallel to the magnetic field for T = 5me, µ = 5me, and two fixed magnetic fields: |eB| = 4m2
e (left

panel) and |eB| = 25m2
e (right panel).

that require nonzero Landau level jumps, while O-mode processes in Im Π̃33
R are allowed

without Landau level jumps. The intervals between the peaks are smaller for weaker B (left

panel), then they become larger for stronger B (right panel). This difference is understood

from the gaps between the Landau levels which are enhanced by the magnetic field. The off-

diagonal components, Im Π̃23
R , Im Π̃32

R , are actually pure imaginary. Nevertheless we follow the

convention to call the part calculated with the Cutkoski cutting rules the imaginary part. The

off-diagonal components of the real part are also pure imaginary. We note | Im Π̃23
R | ∼ O(z1)

and Im Π̃22
R , Im Π̃33

R ∼ O(z0), where z is suppressed for strong B. Thus, we see that | Im Π̃23
R |

is relatively more suppressed than Im Π̃22
R , Im Π̃33

R when B is strong (right panel).

In addition, we present the Im Π̃33
R for various temperatures and chemical potentials in

figure 4. At low temperature and low density, we can see spectra corresponding to photon

splitting into a pair of electron and positron. As the temperature or the chemical potential

increases, the effect of absorption by the medium gets larger and the effect of photon splitting

becomes relatively small.

4.3 Principal value integral for the real part

To calculate the real part of the polarization tensor Re Π̃ij
R(k), we numerically perform the

principal value integral (2.19). In general, we have to deal with the ultraviolet divergence in

the vacuum part. However, the ultraviolet divergence vanishes for k2 = 0, so that we can

safely conduct the integration; see discussions in ref. [61].

We show the real parts in figure 5. The absolute value of the off-diagonal component is

relatively small compared to the diagonal components more manifestly than figure 3 for the

imaginary part. The remaining peaky behavior is mainly due to the onsets in the vacuum

contribution and the offsets before the onsets arise from the medium effect.
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Figure 4. Imaginary part of the 33-component of the polarization tensor component as a function of

the photon momentum parallel to the magnetic field at |eB| = 4m2
e. (Left panel) Dependence on four

different values of T at µ = 0. (Right panel) Dependence on four different values of µ at T = me.
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Figure 5. Real part of the polarization tensor as a function of the photon momentum parallel to the

magnetic field for T = 5me, µ = 5me, |eB| = 4m2
e.

4.4 Photon decay rates

One of the physical quantities given in terms of the photon polarization tensor is the photon

decay rates in hot and dense medium:

k0
d3ΓX

dk3
=

1

(2π)3
Im Π̃22

R

eβk0 − 1
, k0

d3ΓO

dk3
=

1

(2π)3
Im Π̃33

R

eβk0 − 1
. (4.7)

The decay rates for i = 2 and 3 correspond to the X-mode photons and the O-mode photons,

respectively. The formula contains the processes of the splitting into an electron and a positron
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Figure 6. Photon splitting process into an electron and a positron

Figure 7. Photon absorption processes by an electron (left panel) and by a positron (right panel).

in figure 6 and the absorption by an electron and a positron in the magnetized medium in

figure 7.

The numerical results of these rates are shown in figure 8. The rate decreases with

increasing photon higher energies because of the smaller scattering amplitude of the excitation

to the large Landau levels. The peak at k2∥/(4m
2
e) = 1 in figure 8 corresponds to the onset of

the splitting process of the photon into a pair of electron and positron.

For practical application, it is important to quantify how much X-mode photons or O-

mode photons are more absorbed by the magnetized medium. Thus, we calculate the differ-

ence in decay rates of the two modes, and the results are shown in figure 9. The X-mode

decay rate (i = 2) is dominant over the O-mode decay rate (i = 3) up to the moderate

strength of the magnetic field |eB| ≃ 50m2
e. For the stronger magnetic field case, on the other

hand, the O-mode overwhelms the decay rate. For the former observation at weak magnetic

field, a semi-classical picture is sensible. Charged particles are accelerated by B which absorb

and emit photons with the polarization along the plane of the particle motion orthogonal to

the magnetic field. Thus, such photons are X-mode dominated. In contrast, for the strong

magnetic field, we can understand the latter from the expected suppression of the X-mode

associated with large Landau level gaps. Which is more dominant at extreme environments

is crucial for the account of observed polarized photons [55].

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we calculated the photon polarization tensor, Πµν , at finite temperature and

density in the constant magnetic field. Since the magnetic field breaks rotational symme-

try in the system, the structure of the photon polarization tensor becomes complicated. We

performed the tensor decomposition and mapped the two transverse components of the polar-
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Figure 8. The photon decay rates for two fixed magnetic field: |eB| = 4m2
e (left panel) and |eB| =

25m2
e (right panel).
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Figure 9. Difference between decay rates of two modes for three fixed magnetic fields: |eB| = 25m2
e,

|eB| = 50m2
e, and |eB| = 100m2

e.

ization tensor to the components parallel and orthogonal to the magnetic field, respectively.

For the fermion loop in the polarization tensor, we analytically took the Matsubara sum, im-

posed the energy conservation constraint, and found closed formulas for the integration with

respect to transverse momenta. As a result, we obtained the expressions for ImΠµν which is

to be summed numerically over the Landau levels. Specifically, we focused on the real photons

with the on-shell condition and summed up the Landau levels for ImΠµν with truncation up

to first one hundred levels. We checked the justification of truncation by monitoring that the

energy above the truncated level is sufficiently larger than the relevant energy scales of the
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temperature, the density, and the photon momenta. We then discussed the temperature and

the density dependence of ImΠµν which is generally enhanced as the medium effects increase.

With resulting ImΠµν , we utilized the Kramers-Kronig relation and calculated ReΠµν nu-

merically. Since we focused on the real photons only, no ultraviolet divergence arises in the

calculation of the vacuum part of ReΠµν and the renormalization procedure is unnecessary.

The calculation results show how the polarization tensor is sensitive to the polarization

modes. For an application example, we evaluated the decay rate of photons with different

polarizations in hot and dense magnetized medium. In particular, the decay rate of photons

orthogonal to the magnetic field, i.e., X-mode photons, are larger than that of photons parallel

to the magnetic field, i.e., O-mode photons as long as the magnetic field is not strong. We

also confirmed that the X-mode is suppressed by the Landau level gaps at strong magnetic

field and then the O-mode dominates the photon decay rate.

The results in the present work are consistent with the preceding studies and add useful

information about the polarization dependence of physical observables. The polarization

dependence we have clarified is expected to be applied to phenomenological analyses on

electromagnetic probes from hot and dense magnetized QCD matter created in the relativistic

heavy-ion collision and polarized photons from the atmosphere at the surface of the magnetar.

For a more complete picture for the phenomenological application especially for the polarized

photons from the magnetar, we should proceed to higher-order scattering processes and we

are making progress along these lines.
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A Formulas for the transverse momentum integration

In this section, we prove the formulas in eq. (3.18)-(3.22).

At first, we compute the following integral:

Ak,l(z) =

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−2ξpLk(4ξp)e
−2ξp−kLl(4ξp−k) . (A.1)

In order to calculate this, it is useful to remind of the generating functions for the generalized

Laguerre polynomials:
∞∑
n=0

tnL(α)
n (x) =

e−tx/(1−t)

(1− t)α+1
. (A.2)
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Using this, we define the generating function for Ak,l(z) as

A(s, t, z) :=

∞∑
k=0

∞∑
l=0

sktlAk,l(z)

=
1

1− s

1

1− t

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−2ξpe−2ξp−ke−
4s
1−s

ξpe−
4t
1−t

ξp−k

=
1

1− s

1

1− t

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−
1+s
1−s

p2⊥
eB e−

1+t
1−t

p2⊥+k2⊥−2p⊥·k⊥
eB .

(A.3)

Replacing α = (1 + s)/(1− s), and β = (1 + t)/(1− t), we obtain

A(s, t, z) =
1

1− s

1

1− t

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−
α
eB

p2
⊥− β

eB
(p2

⊥+k2
⊥−2p⊥·k⊥)

=
1

1− s

1

1− t

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

e
−α+β

eB

(
p⊥− β

α+β
k⊥

)2
− αβ

eB(α+β)
k2
⊥ .

(A.4)

Conducting Gaussian integration, we find

A(s, t, z) =
1

1− s

1

1− t

1

4π

eB

α+ β
e
− αβ

eB(α+β)
k2
⊥

=
eB

8π
e−z 1

1− st
e−

s+t+2st
1−st

z

=
eB

8π
e−z

∞∑
k=0

∞∑
l=0

sktl
k!

l!
(−z)l−k

[
L
(l−k)
k (z)

]2
.

(A.5)

Comparing eq. (A.5) with eq. (A.3) yields the final result:

Ak,l(z) =
eB

8π
e−z k!

l!
(−z)l−k

[
L
(l−k)
k (z)

]2
. (A.6)

Similarly, the generating functions for other quantities can be introduced as

B(s, t, z) := s

(1− s)2
t

(1− t)2

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−
p2⊥
eB e−

(p⊥−k⊥)2

eB e−
2s
1−s

p2⊥
eB e−

2t
1−t

(p⊥−k⊥)2

eB ×

× (p⊥ − k⊥) · p⊥

=
(eB)2

16π

st

(1− st)2

[
1− (1 + s)(1 + t)

1− st
z

]
e−

(1+s)(1+t)
1−st

z

=
(eB)2

16π

st

(1− st)2

(
1 + z

d

dz

)
e−

(1+s)(1+t)
1−st

z

=
(eB)2

16π
e−z

∞∑
k=1

∞∑
l=1

sktl
k!

(l − 1)!
(−z)l−kL

(l−k)
k (z)L

(l−k)
k−1 (z) ,

(A.7)
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C(s, t, z) := s

(1− s)2
t

(1− t)2

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−
p2⊥
eB e−

(p⊥−k⊥)2

eB e−
2s
1−s

p2⊥
eB e−

2t
1−t

(p⊥−k⊥)2

eB ×

×
[
p⊥ · k⊥ − 2(p⊥ · k⊥)

2

k2
⊥

+ p2
⊥

]
=

(eB)2

16π

st(1 + s)(1 + t)

(1− st)3
ze−

(1+s)(1+t)
1−st

z

=
(eB)2

16π
e−z

∞∑
k=1

∞∑
l=1

sktl
k!

(l − 1)!
(−z)l−k×

×
[
k

z
F (k, l, z)− k + l

z
L
(l−k)
k (z)L

(l−k)
k−1 (z)

]
,

(A.8)

D(s, t, z) :=
s

(1− s)2
t

(1− t)2

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−
p2⊥
eB e−

(p⊥−k⊥)2

eB e−
2s
1−s

p2⊥
eB e−

2t
1−t

(p⊥−k⊥)2

eB ×

×
[
2p2

⊥ − 2(p⊥ · k⊥)
2

k2
⊥

]
=

(eB)2

16π

st

(1− st)2
e−

(1+s)(1+t)
1−st

z

=
(eB)2

16π
e−z

∞∑
k=1

∞∑
l=1

sktl
k!

(l − 1)!
(−z)l−k×

×
[
k

z
F (k, l, z)− k + l − z

z
L
(l−k)
k (z)L

(l−k)
k−1 (z)

]
,

(A.9)

and

E(s, t, z) := s

(1− s)2
1

1− t

∫
d2p⊥
(2π)2

e−
p2⊥
eB e−

(p⊥−k⊥)2

eB e−
2s
1−s

p2⊥
eB e−

2t
1−t

(p⊥−k⊥)2

eB (p⊥ · k⊥)

=
(eB)2

16π

2s(1 + t)

(1− st)2
ze−

(1+s)(1+t)
1−st

z

= 2z

[
1

t
D(s, t, z) +D(s, t, z)

]
=

∞∑
k=1

∞∑
l=0

sktl2z
[
Dk,l+1(z) +Dk,l(z)

]
.

(A.10)

With these generating functions, the formulas of our interest are immediately recovered.
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