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Dynamically assisted Schwinger effect, the generation of fermion-antifermion pairs in vacuum
under a strong, slow-varying field and a weak, high-frequency field, has become a promising avenue
to probe the vacuum structure and the nonlinear dynamics of QED. However, the role of axial
fields in this phenomenon has remained underexplored. This study aims at analyzing how spatial
axial fields influence particle production in the dynamically assisted Schwinger effect. Employing
the high-frequency effective theory based on the Floquet-Magnus expansion, we demonstrate that
a spatial axial field can occur as the effective field of a circular polarized high-frequency plane
wave and significantly increase the number of fermions produced across different timescales. This
enhancement offers both theoretical insights and useful tools for the experimental implementation
of the Schwinger effect.

I. INTRODUCTION

When an electric field is applied to vacuum, the vac-
uum generates pairs of fermions and antifermions [1].
This effect, the Schwinger effect, is unique in QED. Un-
like the usual particle production in colliders, it does not
require any on-shell particle in the initial state, neither
photon nor charged particle. Furthermore, the particle
production rate of the Schwinger effect with a constant
electric field satisfies Γ ∝ exp

(
−πm2/(eE)

)
[2], with m

as the electron mass, E as the field strength, and e as the
electric charge. (We use natural units ℏ = c = 1.) This
behavior of Γ is unexplainable from the naive framework
of perturbative QED. Therefore, the Schwinger effect re-
flects the instability of electroweak vacua and the nonlin-
earity of QED. It receives continuous attention from the
community, see [3–6] for recent works.

Although important, experimental observation of the
Schwinger effect is challenging. According to Γ ∝
exp

(
−πm2/(eE)

)
, the field strength threshold for the

phenomenon to occur is eES ∼ m2. In SI units, this
is about 1016 V/cm, far beyond the reach of current
facilities [7–9]. To lower the threshold, the commu-
nity has, since 2008, explored the dynamically assisted
Schwinger effect [10–13]. The approach involves applying
a weak, high-frequency electromagnetic field to the vac-
uum alongside the original electric field. In this frame-
work, the original field narrows the band gap between
the Dirac sea and the positive-energy electron contin-
uum in the vacuum; simultaneously, the high-frequency
field excites electrons across the band gap, a process sig-
nificantly more efficient than tunneling. (See Fig. 19 in
[2] for the excitation mechanism and [14] for the tunnel-
ing mechanism.) Thus, even when the strength of the
original field is below m2, and the frequency of the high-
frequency field is less than m, the particle production
rate can still be substantial. Based on the dynamically
assisted Schwinger effect, one can drastically reduce the
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field strength threshold and implement the Schwinger ef-
fect with laser technology of the near future [15–17].

The central idea of the dynamically assisted Schwinger
effect, modulating a system using a high-frequency field,
finds widespread application across various areas of
physics. In condensed matter physics, laser irradiation
at frequencies much higher than the natural frequencies
of a material is the common technique to modify the be-
havior of the material. It is used to implement Floquet
band gaps and anomalous Hall effect in graphene and
related systems [18–22], to modulate the cold atom sys-
tems [23, 24], and to eliminate the skin effect [25] or in-
duce Bose condensation [26] in non-Hermitian systems.
Beyond condensed matter physics, the configuration of
low- and high- frequency fields also appears in domains
including nuclear magnetic resonance, laser-plasma inter-
action, and geometric control of mechanical systems, see
[27, 28] for review. Recently, this type of configuration
has drawn attention in the high-energy community. For
example, [29] studied the laser-driven chiral soliton lat-
tice in the vacuum of QCD, and [30] studied the chiral
magnetic effect under high-frequency electric field.

Regardless of the specific physical context, an elegant
approach to analyzing this type of configuration is the
high-frequency effective theory. This approach posits
that when the frequency of a field is much higher than
other natural frequencies of the system, one can view
the high-frequency field as virtual processes dressing the
low-frequency part of the Hamiltonian [31]. This leads to
an effective Hamiltonian that is static on the timescale
of the high-frequency field. The most well-established
method for computing the effective Hamiltonian is the
Floquet-Magnus expansion. This method expresses the
effective Hamiltonian as a series expansion in powers of
ω−1, where ω is the frequency of the high-frequency field.
It is extensively discussed in the context of Floquet en-
gineering, see [32–36] for details of this method. Alter-
native methods to derive the effective Hamiltonian are
discussed in [37–39]. Presumably, the concept of high-
frequency effective theory is also applicable to the dy-
namically assisted Schwinger effect.

For the dynamically assisted Schwinger effect, the most
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intriguing aspect of high-frequency effective theories is
their potential to induce artificial axial electromagnetic
fields in the effective Hamiltonian. Contrary to the or-
dinary electromagnetic fields, the axial fields act on left-
handed and right-handed fermions with opposite signs,
where the handedness is defined by the spin projection
on the momentum direction. For effective axial fields
in the Dirac and Weyl semimetals, see [40–44]; for axial
fields in the relativistic matter with vortical fields or fluid
helicity, see [45–47]. Recently, Copinger et al. showed
that a background axial field could drastically enhance
the imaginary part of the Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian
of finite-mass fermions [48]. This suggests that in the dy-
namically assisted Schwinger effect, if the high-frequency
field induces an effective axial field, it can significantly
magnify the particle production rate, especially in the
regime where the field strength is weaker or close to the
Schwinger threshold ES , which is of particular interest
from the experimental perspective. Furthermore, in re-
cent years, how helical fields influence the angular mo-
mentum of the fermions has become a hot topic in the
study of the dynamically assisted Schwinger effect (see
[8, 9, 49, 50] for examples). Since axial fields can be in-
duced by high-frequency helical fields [29], the picture of
effective axial fields can provide a unique perspective for
this research topic. Therefore, the role of axial field in
dynamically assist Schwinger effect is a topic both inter-
esting for the experimentalists and theorists.

Despite its crucial role, the influence of axial fields on
the Schwinger effect is currently a new topic. For the
temporal component of axial field A0

5, one can identify
it to the chiral chemical potential µ5 (see [51] for def-
inition), and there are a few works on this aspect, see
[52]. However, when it comes to the spatial components,
the only paper we have observed so far is [53], which
focused on the general derivation of the QED 1-loop ef-
fective action under a constant A5 as well as an electric
(or magnetic) field. To date, there has been no discussion
on the high-frequency effective theory of the dynamically
assisted Schwinger effect, which could give rise to axial
fields, nor a systematic study on the influence of the axial
fields on the particle production rate.

To fill this gap, in this paper, we plan to study the
dynamically assisted Schwinger effect with an arbitrary
static field and a high-frequency field that induces a spa-
tial axial field. Based on an effective Hamiltonian derived
from the Floquet-Magnus expansion, we plan to derive a
concise expression of the number of fermions produced in
each state. From this expression, we plan to figure out
the relation among the high-frequency field, the effective
axial field, and the fermions produced. Finally, we plan
to perform numerical calculations to show that the effec-
tive axial field enhances the particle production across
different timescales.

The remaining part of the paper is organized as follows:
Sec. II reviews the canonical formulation of the Schwinger
effect and the Floquet-Magnus expansion. Sec. III es-
tablishes the high-frequency effective theory of the dy-

namically assisted Schwinger effect. Sec. IV derives the
number of fermions in each state in the long-time limit.
Sec. V discusses how the axial field arises from the high-
frequency field. Sec. VI discusses how to perform nu-
merical calculation. Sec. VII presents the results from
numerical calculation and makes discussions. Sec. VIII
summarizes this work.

II. BASICS OF THE SCHWINGER EFFECT
AND THE FLOQUET-MAGNUS EXPANSION

In this section, we review two aspects of back-
ground knowledge essential for constructing our theoret-
ical model. The first is the canonical formulation of the
Schwinger effect to compute the number of fermions pro-
duced in each state. The second is the high-frequency
effective theory based on Floquet-Magnus expansion.

A. Schwinger effect

We consider the Schwinger effect under time-
dependent external fields. The single-particle Hamilto-
nian under the external fields is Ĥ(t). We assume the

external fields occur at t > tin. Before that, Ĥ(t) equals
the free-particle Dirac Hamiltonian.
At t = tin, the positive- and negative-energy eigen-

modes of Ĥ(t), |uαin(tin)⟩ and |vαin(tin)⟩, satisfies

Ĥ(tin) |uαin(tin)⟩ = ϵαin |uαin(tin)⟩ , (1)

Ĥ(tin) |vαin(tin)⟩ = −ϵ̄αin |vαin(tin)⟩ , (2)

where ϵαin > 0, ϵ̄αin > 0. α is the index of different eigen-
modes. Here, we require all the eigenmodes to be or-
thonormal to each other, i.e.,

⟨uαin(tin)|u
β
in(tin)⟩ = δαβ , (3)

⟨vαin(tin)|v
β
in(tin)⟩ = δαβ , (4)

⟨uαin(tin)|v
β
in(tin)⟩ = 0, (5)

where ⟨uαin(tin)|u
β
in(tin)⟩ =

∫
d3xuα†in (x, tin)u

β
in(x, tin),

⟨x|uβin(tin)⟩ = uβin(x, tin).
These eigenmodes evolve under time-evolution opera-

tor Û(t, tin) = T exp(−i
∫ t

tin
dτ Ĥ(τ)). We define

|uαin(t)⟩ = Û(t, tin) |uαin(tin)⟩ , (6)

|vαin(t)⟩ = Û(t, tin) |uαin(tin)⟩ . (7)

Here, |uαin(t)⟩ and |vαin(t)⟩ are not necessarily eigen-

modes of Ĥ(t). However, since Û(t, tin) is Hermitian,
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|uαin(t)⟩ and |vαin(t)⟩ follow the same orthonormal rela-

tions as |uαin(tin)⟩ and |vαin(tin)⟩, i.e., ⟨uαin(t)|u
β
in(t)⟩ = δαβ ,

⟨vαin(t)|v
β
in(t)⟩ = δαβ , ⟨uαin(t)|v

β
in(t)⟩ = 0.

With these eigenmodes, we construct the Dirac field
operator under the external fields. This type of field op-
erators is often referred to as the field operators in the
Furry picture, see [54, 55] for introduction. We can either
express it in a Schrödinger way,

ψ(x, t) =
∑
α

(
bαinu

α
in(x, t) + cα†in v

α
in(x, t)

)
, (8)

or Heisenberg way,

ψ(x, t) =
∑
α

(
bαin(t)u

α
in(x, tin) + cα†in (t)v

α
in(x, tin)

)
. (9)

Here, bαin and cαin are the annihilation operators of the
fermions and antifermions at t = tin, respectively. Since
the external fields vanish at t ≤ tin, they are identical
to the annihilation operators of free fermions. bαin(t) and
cαin(t) are the time-dependent annihilation operators sat-
isfying bαin(tin) = bαin, c

α
in(tin) = cαin. Equating Eq. (8)

with Eq. (9) and using the orthonormal relations, we
prove the following Bogoliubov transformation that con-

nects bαin(t), c
α†
in (t) and b

α
in, c

α†
in :

bαin(t) =
∑
β

(
bβin ⟨u

α
in(tin)|u

β
in(t)⟩+ cβ†in ⟨uαin(tin)|v

β
in(t)⟩

)
,

(10)

cα†in (t) =
∑
α

(
bβin ⟨v

α
in(tin)|u

β
in(t)⟩+ cβ†in ⟨vαin(tin)|v

β
in(t)⟩

)
.

(11)
At arbitrary time t, the average number of positive-

energy fermions in eigenstate α is

nα(t) = ⟨0in|bα†in (t)b
α
in(t)|0in⟩ . (12)

Here, |0in⟩ is the vacuum state at t = tin, defined by
bαin |0in⟩ = 0, cαin |0in⟩ = 0. Substitute Eq. (10) into the
above expression, we have

nα(t) =
∑
β

∣∣∣⟨uαin(tin)|vβin(t)⟩∣∣∣2 . (13)

Hence, once we solve the Dirac equation with the ex-

ternal fields and obtain |uαin(t)⟩, |vβin(t)⟩, we can com-
pute the time-dependent fermion number produced by
the Schwinger effect.

B. Floquet-Magnus expansion

Let us consider the solution of a general single-particle
equation of motion

i
∂

∂t
ψ(x, t) = Ĥ(t)ψ(x, t), (14)

where Ĥ(t) is an arbitrary Hamiltonian with time period-

icity Ĥ(t) = Ĥ(t + 2π/ω). The time-evolution operator

Û(t, tin) of ψ(x, t) satisfies,

i
∂

∂t
Û(t, tin) = Ĥ(t)Û(t, tin). (15)

The Floquet-Magnus expansion uses the following
ansatz of Û(t, tin),

Û(t, tin) = e−iK̂(t)e−iĤF (t−tin)eiK̂(tin), (16)

where ĤF is time-independent, K̂(t) satisfies K̂(t) =

K̂(t + 2π/ω). Both operators are Hermitian. When ω

is high, K̂(t) represents the small-magnitude, rapid os-

cillation (micromotion) of the system, and ĤF represents
the average motion. Hence, they are referred to as the
kick operator and the Floquet effective Hamiltonian, re-
spectively.
From Eq. (16), K̂(t) is not uniquely fixed. For exam-

ple, if K̂(t) satisfies Eq. (16), K̂ ′(t) = K̂(t) + C satisfies
it as well (where C is an arbitrary commuting number).
For the convenience of latter derivation, from then on we
require ∫

dtK̂(t) = 0. (17)

In literature, the Floquet-Magnus expansion with this
convention is often referred to as the van Vleck expan-
sion, for example, see [28, 37, 39].

The Floquet-Magnus expansion expands Ĥ(t) and

K̂(t) as series in powers of ω,

ĤF =

+∞∑
n=0

Ĥ
(n)
F , (18)

K̂(t) =

+∞∑
n=0

K̂(n)(t), (19)

where Ĥ
(n)
F ∝ ω−n, K̂(n)(t) ∝ ω−n, K̂(n)(t) = K̂(n)(t +

2π/ω), and K̂(n)(0) = 0. Substitute Eq. (16) and the
above power series into Eq. (15). After a series of alge-

bras, one obtains the order-by-order expressions of Ĥ
(n)
F

and K̂(n)(t). Up to the second order, the results are

Ĥ
(0)
F = H̃0, (20)

Ĥ
(1)
F =

1

2

∑
l ̸=0

1

lω

[
H̃l, H̃−l

]
, (21)

Ĥ
(2)
F =

1

2

∑
l ̸=0

(
1

ilω

)2 [
H̃−l,

[
H̃l, H̃0

]]
− 1

3

∑
l ̸=0

∑
l′ ̸=0,−l

1

il′ω

1

ilω

[
H̃l,

[
H̃l′ , H̃−l−l′

]]
, (22)
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K̂(0)(t) = 0, (23)

K̂(1)(t) =
∑
l ̸=0

1

ilω
H̃le

ilωt, (24)

K̂(2)(t) =
i

2

∑
l ̸=0

∑
l′ ̸=0,l

1

il′ω

1

ilω
eilωt

[
H̃l′ , H̃l−l′

]
+ i

∑
l ̸=0

(
1

ilω

)2

eilωt
[
H̃l, H̃0

]
. (25)

Here, H̃l is

H̃l =
2π

ω

∫
2π/ω

dt Ĥ(t)eilωt. (26)

For detailed derivation of the above expressions, we refer
the readers to [30].

III. THE HIGH-FREQUENCY EFFECTIVE
THEORY

Let us apply the Floquet-Magnus expansion to study
the Schwinger effect. As in the previous section, we de-
note the single-particle Hamiltonian under the external
field as Ĥ(t), and denote the corresponding Floquet ef-

fective Hamiltonian and kick operator as ĤF and K̂(t),
respectively.

We denote the positive-energy and negative-energy
eigenmodes of ĤF as |uαF ⟩ and |vαF ⟩, respectively. They
satisfy

ĤF |uαF ⟩ = ϵαF |uαF ⟩ , (27)

ĤF |vαF ⟩ = −ϵ̄αF |vαF ⟩ , (28)

where ϵαF > 0, ϵ̄αF > 0. α is the index of different eigen-
modes. Furthermore, we require the eigenmodes to sat-

isfy the orthonormal relations ⟨uαF |u
β
F ⟩ = δαβ , ⟨vαF |v

β
F ⟩ =

δαβ , ⟨uαF |v
β
F ⟩ = 0, where ⟨uαF |u

β
F ⟩ =

∫
d3xuα†F (x)uβF (x),

⟨x|uβF ⟩ = uβF (x). Because one can choose different ba-
sis of the eigenspaces, |uαF ⟩ and |vαF ⟩ are not uniquely
fixed by the above requirements. The seemingly nat-

ural expression |uαin(tin)⟩ = e−iK̂(tin) |uαF ⟩, |vαin(tin)⟩ =

e−iK̂(tin) |vαF ⟩ does not necessarily hold.
The Floquet-Magnus expansion guarantees that |uαF ⟩

and |vαF ⟩ satisfy the completeness relation:∑
α

(|uαF ⟩ ⟨uαF |+ |vαF ⟩ ⟨vαF |) = I, (29)

with I as the identity operator. Plug this relation into

|vαin(t)⟩ = Û(t, tin) |uαin(tin)⟩, we have

|vβin(t)⟩ = e−iK̂(t)e−iĤF (t−tin)eiK̂(tin) |vβin(tin)⟩

= e−iK̂(t)e−iĤF (t−tin)∑
γ

[
⟨uγF |e

iK̂(tin)|vβin(tin)⟩ |u
γ
F ⟩

+ ⟨vγF |e
iK̂(tin)|vβin(tin)⟩ |v

γ
F ⟩

]
= e−iK̂(t)∑

γ

[
e−iϵγF (t−tin) ⟨uγF |e

iK̂(tin)|vβin(tin)⟩ |u
γ
F ⟩

+ eiϵ̄
γ
F (t−tin) ⟨vγF |e

iK̂(tin)|vβin(tin)⟩ |v
γ
F ⟩

]
. (30)

With the expression of |vβin(t)⟩, we rewrite Eq. (13) as

nα(t) =
∑
β

∣∣∣⟨uαin(tin)|e−iK̂(t)Ŝ(t)eiK̂(tin)|vβin(tin)⟩
∣∣∣2 ,
(31)

where

Ŝ(t) =
∑
γ

(
|uγF ⟩ ⟨u

γ
F | e

−iϵγF (t−tin) + |vγF ⟩ ⟨v
γ
F | e

iϵ̄γF (t−tin)
)
.

(32)
The above expression gives the number of positive-

energy fermions in each state from the high-frequency
effective theory. It is a critical result because in this ex-
pression, the fermion number depends only on |uαin(tin)⟩,
|vαin(tin)⟩, |uαF ⟩, |vαF ⟩ and the corresponding energies. In
our setup, |uαin(tin)⟩ and |vαin(tin)⟩ are nothing but the
eigenmodes of free-particle Dirac Hamiltonian. |uαF ⟩ and
|vαF ⟩ are the eigenmodes of ĤF that is static. There-
fore, we transform the problem of solving the Schwinger
effect under time-dependent fields to a static problem.
This significantly simplifies the analysis of dynamically
assisted Schwinger effect.
To verify the validity of the above expression, we con-

sider two extreme cases. The first case is the nα(t) at

t = tin. At this situation, one can show Ŝ(t) = I because

of the completeness relation, so the e−iK̂(t) factor cancels

with the eiK̂(tin) factor and

nα(tin) =
∑
β

∣∣∣⟨uαin(tin)|vβin(tin)⟩∣∣∣2 = 0. (33)

This means that when an external field is applied, the
fermions do not occur all of a sudden; instead, the
fermion density increases smoothly, which is the expected
behavior. The second case is of vanishing external field.
At this case, we have K̂(t) = 0 and Ĥ(tin) = ĤF .

Since Ĥ(tin) and ĤF share the same eigenspaces, with-
out loss of generality, we can choose the bases such that
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|uαF ⟩ = |uαin(tin)⟩, |vαF ⟩ = |vαin(tin)⟩ with ϵαin = ϵαF and
ϵ̄αin = ϵ̄αF . This yields

nα(t) =

∣∣∣∣∑
γ

(
⟨uαin(tin)|u

γ
in(tin)⟩ ⟨u

γ
in(tin)|v

β
in(tin)⟩ e

−iϵγin(t−tin)

+ ⟨uαin(tin)|v
γ
in(tin)⟩ ⟨v

γ
in(tin)|v

β
in(tin)⟩ e

iϵ̄γin(t−tin)

)∣∣∣∣2
= 0, (34)

which is also the expected results.

IV. THE LONG-TIME LIMIT

From the experimental perspective, the average value
of nα(t) at large t is an important observable. In this
section, we derive an expression of it.

We rewrite Ŝ(t) as

Ŝ(t) =
∑
ϵF

Ŝ(+)(ϵF )e
−iϵF (t−tin) +

∑
ϵ̄F

Ŝ(−)(ϵ̄F )e
iϵ̄F (t−tin),

(35)

Ŝ(+)(ϵF ) =
∑

γ,ϵγF=ϵF

|uγF ⟩ ⟨u
γ
F | , (36)

Ŝ(−)(ϵ̄F ) =
∑

γ,ϵ̄γF=ϵ̄F

|vγF ⟩ ⟨v
γ
F | . (37)

Here, the summations
∑

γ,ϵγF=ϵF
,
∑

γ,ϵ̄γF=ϵ̄F
sums up de-

generate eigenstates of ĤF with energy ϵF or ϵ̄F , respec-
tively.

When discussing the long-time behavior of nα(t), we
are not interested in the micromotion generated by the
kick operator. Hence, we choose K̂(t) ≃ 0, K̂(tin) ≃ 0,

and expand the expression of nα(t) with Ŝ(+)(ϵF ) and

Ŝ(−)(ϵ̄F ) as

nα(t) =
∑
β

(∑
ϵF

∑
ϵ′F

⟨uαin(tin)|Ŝ(+)(ϵF )|vβin(tin)⟩

× ⟨vβin(tin)|Ŝ
(+)†(ϵ′F )|uαin(tin)⟩ e−i(ϵF−ϵ′F )(t−tin)

+
∑
ϵF

∑
ϵ̄′F

⟨uαin(tin)|Ŝ(+)(ϵF )|vβin(tin)⟩

× ⟨vβin(tin)|Ŝ
(−)†(ϵ̄′F )|uαin(tin)⟩ e−i(ϵF+ϵ̄′F )(t−tin)

+
∑
ϵ̄F

∑
ϵ′F

⟨uαin(tin)|Ŝ(−)(ϵ̄F )|vβin(tin)⟩

× ⟨vβin(tin)|Ŝ
(+)†(ϵ′F )|uαin(tin)⟩ ei(ϵ̄F+ϵ′F )(t−tin)

+
∑
ϵ̄F

∑
ϵ̄′F

⟨uαin(tin)|Ŝ(−)(ϵ̄F )|vβin(tin)⟩

× ⟨vβin(tin)|Ŝ
(−)†(ϵ̄′F )|uαin(tin)⟩ ei(ϵ̄F−ϵ̄′F )(t−tin)

)
.

(38)

To proceed further, let us consider the long-time be-
havior of nα(t) under a constant electric field. From
[2], we know in that case, the nα(t) stabilizes at nα =
exp

(
−π(m2 + p2

T )/(eE)
)
, where E is the electric field

strength, pT is the momentum in the transverse direc-
tion of the electric field. This behavior occurs as the
following two processes balance each other: (1) increase
of the fermion number from the particle production, (2)
decrease of the fermion number when the old fermions
are accelerated by the field to higher-energy states. This
balancing mechanism also occurs in our system described
by ĤF that is static, so stabilized nα(t) occurs in the long
time as well. From the above consideration, the only rel-
evant terms in Eq. (38) are the first and last ones with
ϵF = ϵ′F , ϵ̄F = ϵ̄′F , respectively. The number of positive-
energy fermions in state α in the long-time limit becomes

nα =
∑
β

[∑
ϵF

⟨uαin(tin)|Ŝ(+)(ϵF )|vβin(tin)⟩

⟨vβin(tin)|Ŝ
(+)†(ϵF )|uαin(tin)⟩

+
∑
ϵ̄F

⟨uαin(tin)|Ŝ(−)(ϵ̄F )|vβin(tin)⟩

⟨vβin(tin)|Ŝ
(−)†(ϵ̄F )|uαin(tin)⟩

]
. (39)

V. ARISE OF THE AXIAL FIELD

Let us consider how axial fields arise from the high-
frequency effective theory. From then on, we consider an
external field Aµ(x) that consists of a static component
and a high-frequency component of frequency ω. We de-
fine the static component as

Āµ(x) =
ω

2π

∫
2π/ω

dtAµ(x), (40)

and the high-frequency component as

Ãµ(x) =
ω

2π

∫
2π/ω

dtAµ(x)e
iωt. (41)

With the external field, the single-particle Dirac Hamil-
tonian becomes

Ĥ(t) = −iγ0γ ·∇+mγ0

+ eγ0γµ
(
Āµ(x) + Ãµ(x)e

−iωt + Ã†
µ(x)e

iωt
)
.

(42)

Here, µ = 0, 1, 2, 3 and we use the Einstein summation
notion. For 3D vectors like γ, we use the convention
γ = (γ1, γ2, γ3)T . For the gradient operator ∇, we use
the convention ∇ = (∂x, ∂y, ∂z)

T .
We conduct the first-order Floquet-Magnus expansion

of the above Hamiltonian. From Eqs. (20), (21), (23),
(24), the result is

Ĥ
(0)
F = −iγ0γ ·∇+mγ0 + eγ0γµĀµ(x), (43)



6

Ĥ
(1)
F = −e

2

ω
[γ0γµ, γ0γν ]Ãµ(x)Ã

∗
ν(x), (44)

K̂(0)(t) = 0, (45)

K̂(1)(t) =
1

−iω
eγ0γµ

(
Ãµ(x)e

−iωt − Ã∗
µ(x)e

iωt
)
. (46)

From the above expansion, one interesting observation
is that up to the first order, exp(−iK̂(t)) is

e−iK̂(t) = e−ieγ0γµ
∫
dt (Ãµ(x)e

−iωt+Ã∗
µ(x)e

iωt). (47)

This expression shows that if we treat the high-
frequency part of the external field, Ãµ(x) exp(−iωt) +
Ã∗

µ(x) exp(iωt), as a perturbation, then exp(−iK̂(t)) is
identical to the single-particle time-evolution operator in
the interaction picture. Therefore, one can interpret the
leading-order result of the high-frequency effective theory
as an extension of the perturbative QED.

More importantly, after doing some Dirac algebra (see
Appendix A), we transform Eq. (44) into

Ĥ
(1)
F = −2i

e2

ω
γ0γγ5 ·

(
Ã(x)× Ã∗(x)

)
, (48)

Here, convention of the cross product is (Ã × Ã∗)i =

ϵijkÃjÃ
∗
k, where i, j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3} and ϵijk is the Levi-

Civita symbol with ϵ123 = 1.
In a Dirac Hamiltonian, the interaction term between

fermions and an axial electromagnetic field Aµ
5 (x) is

eγ0γµγ5A5µ. Comparing this expression with Eq. (48),

we identify H
(1)
F to the coupling term with the following

effective axial field,

A0
5 = 0, (49)

A5(x) =
2ie

ω

(
Ã(x)× Ã∗(x)

)
. (50)

Thus, the high-frequency effective theory induces an ef-
fective spatial axial field in the system.

To show the exact form of A5(x), let us discuss a spe-
cific field distribution that is easy to implement in exper-
iments. We consider a static electric field and a circu-
lar polarized high-frequency plane wave. Under coulomb
gauge, we have

A0(x) = φ(x), (51)

A(x) = (e1 − ie2)f(x)e
iω(z−t) + c.c. (52)

Here, φ(x) is the scalar potential corresponding to the
static electric field, e1, e2 are the unit vectors in x and
y directions, and f(x) is a slow-varying envelope of the
plane wave.

Under this field, one can show Āµ(x) = e0µφ(x) and

Ã(x) = (e1−ie2)f(x)eiωz+iϕ, where e0µ is the unit vector
in time direction. Thus, Eq. (50) gives

A5(x) = −4e

ω
e3f

2(x), (53)

where e3 is the unit vector in z direction.
Therefore, if we choose f(x) to be uniform, i.e, f(x) =

Aω, we obtain a constant axial field

A5 = −4eA2
ω

ω
e3. (54)

Unlike the vector field, in the finite-mass situation, one
cannot gauge out the above constant axial field, so it can
lead to physical output. In the next two sections, we will
discuss this situation in detail.
Another interesting situation is f(x) =

Aω exp(−r2/(2σ2)), where r =
√
x2 + y2, which

means that the circular polarized wave is a Gaussian
beam. In this case, we find out that the following
effective axial magnetic field occurs in the system

B5 = ∇×A5 =
8eA2

ω

ωσ2
e−

r2

σ2 (x× ez) . (55)

Interestingly, thisB5 can induce the axial magnetic effect
in the system after the Schwinger effect has produced
some fermions and generate a charge current with density
j = eµ/(2π2)B5, where µ is the chemical potential of the
fermions. (See [40, 45, 46] for in-depth discussion of the
axial magnetic effect.) Moreover, since B5 is vortical, the
charge current is vortical as well. This vortical currents
may have interesting implications to the evolution of the
system.
To conclude this section, let us put some remarks on

the regime of ω for the high-frequency effective theory to
be valid. According to current research, when a system
obtains energy from high-frequency fields, the conver-
gence condition and convergence speed of the Floquet-
Magnus expansion become controversial, both in the
context of absolute convergence and asymptotic con-
vergence. See [31] for a comprehensive discussion and
[27, 28, 35] for relevant theoretical proofs. To avoid the
complexity, we only qualitatively estimate the regime of

ω based on the condition ||Ĥ(1)
F ||/||Ĥ(0)

F || ≪ 1. From
Eq. (43), when the field strength of the static electric

field is small, ||Ĥ(0)
F || ∼ m; when the field strength is

comparable to eES ∼ m2, ||Ĥ(0)
F || ∼ am2, where a is

the length scale of the static field φ(x). From Eq. (44),

||Ĥ(1)
F || ∼ e2E2

ω/ω
3, where Eω ∼ ωAω is the electric

field strength of the high-frequency field. Thus, when

the static electric field is weak, ||Ĥ(1)
F ||/||Ĥ(0)

F || ≪ 1 be-
comes (

eEω

mω

)2
m

ω
= γ2K

m

ω
≪ 1. (56)
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When the static electric field strength is comparable to
ES , the condition becomes(

eEω

mω

)2
1

aω
= γ2K

1

aω
≪ 1. (57)

Here, γK = eEω/(mω) is the Keldysh parameter of the
high-frequency field, which is frequently used in strong-
field QED as a measure of perturbativeness. See [49,
56, 57] for discussions on it. The above results show
that the validity condition of the high-frequency effective
theory developed here is closely related to that of the
perturbative theory. On the other hand, when ω is large,
the high-frequency effective theory converges faster in the
γK ∼ 1 case.

VI. NUMERICAL METHOD

Let us discuss the numerical approach to obtaining the
number of fermions in each state.

For the external field in our setup, we follow the dis-
cussion in the previous section and choose A0(x) = φ(x),
A(x) = (e1 − ie2)Aωe

iω(z−t) + c.c. We fix the static field
as the following periodic one:

eφ(x) =
eV0

cosh(z/a)
, −L/2 < z < L/2, (58)

φ(z + L) = φ(z), (59)

where eV0 is a parameter with the mass dimension +1,
and L, a are two parameters with mass dimension −1.
We require L to be sufficiently large such that L−1 is
small compared with the momentum scale of interest. In
addition, we require L to be integer times of 2π/ω.

With the above external field, ĤF and K̂(t) become
uniform in x, y direction and periodic in z direction with
period L. In −L/2 < z < L/2 and up to the first order,
they are

ĤF = −iγ0γ3∂z + γ0γ · pT +mγ0

+
eV0

cosh(z/a)
+

4e2A2
ω

ω
γ0γ3γ5, (60)

K̂(t) =
2eAω

ω
γ0

(
γ1 sin(ωz − ωt)− γ2 cos(ωz − ωt)

)
,

(61)
where pT = (px, py, 0)

T is the momentum of the fermions
in x, y directions. Later we refer to it as the transverse
momentum.

In Sec. III, we show that the eigenmodes |uγF ⟩, |vγF ⟩
satisfy ĤF |uγF ⟩ = ϵγF |uγF ⟩, ĤF |vγF ⟩ = −ϵ̄γF |vγF ⟩. Since

ĤF is periodic in z direction and L is large, uγF (x) and
vγF (x) obey the periodic boundary condition in z direc-
tion. Hence, we consider the following ansatz of the
eigenmodes

uγF (x) = upT ,k
F (z)eipT ·x, (62)

vγF (x) = v−pT ,k
F (z)eipT ·x. (63)

Here, upT ,k
F (z) = upT ,k

F (z+L), v−pT ,k
F (z) = v−pT ,k

F (z+L).
In these equations, we identify the abstract index of the
eigenmodes γ to {pT , k} for positive energy states and
{−pT , k} for negative energy states, where pT is the
transverse momentum that is continuous, and k is an
index corresponding to the z momentum and spin, which
takes discrete values thanks to the periodic boundary
condition.
In order to solve upT ,k

F (z) and v−pT ,k
F (z) from the static

ĤF , one may consider (1) the WKB approximation, (2)

discretizing ĤF and solving the eigenvalue equations on
lattices. To use the WKB approximation, one needs to
compute the classical trajectories of the fermions under
ĤF . (See [58] for the WKB approximation to diagonal-

ize the Dirac Hamiltonian.) However, since the ĤF pre-
sented above involves both massive fermions and an axial
field, it is not yet clear how to define the classical trajec-
tories. Therefore, we choose to discretize ĤF and solve
the eigenvalue equations on lattices.
In the lattice approach, the most crucial step is to

eliminate the fermion doublers, which are fictitious eigen-
modes of discretized Dirac Hamiltonian that arises when
one tries to naively discretize the differential operator as
∂µf(x) → (f(x +∆xµ/2) − f(x −∆xµ/2))/∆xµ, where
∆xµ is the lattice spacing in µ direction. For example,
if we choose V0 = 0, Aω = 0 and discretize ĤF defined
in Eq. (60) naively, we will find that for each ϵpT ,k (or

ϵ̄−pT ,k), upT ,k
F (z) (or v−pT ,k

F (z)) is of eight-fold degener-
acy. However, in the continuous limit, the correct answer
should be four-fold degeneracy, two from the direction of
motion and two from spin. To eliminate the doublers,
one strategy is to introduce extra terms to the discretized
Hamiltonian that explicitly break some symmetries of the
Hamiltonian (but recover the symmetries in the continu-
ous limit). For this purpose, we add the following Wilson

term ĤW to the discretized Hamiltonian:

ĤW f(z) = −f(z +∆z) + f(z −∆z)− 2f(z)

∆z
. (64)

This term approaches −∂2zf(z)∆z for small ∆z and has
no influence in the continuous limit. In the finite-∆z
case, it eliminates the doublers and allows us to obtain

upT ,k
F (z) and v−pT ,k

F (z).

When V0 = 0, Aω = 0, the ĤF in Eq. (60) equals

Ĥ(tin). As a result, one can follow the same procedure
presented above and calculate |upT ,k(tin)⟩, |v−pT ,k(tin)⟩
by discretizing Ĥ(tin) and solving the eigenvalue equa-
tions on lattices.
Once we calculate both |upT ,k

F ⟩, |v−pT ,k
F ⟩ and

|upT ,k(tin)⟩, |v−pT ,k(tin)⟩, we substitute them into
Eqs. (31), (32) and Eqs. (36), (37), (39) to compute the
npT ,k(t) and npT ,k in the long-time limit, respectively. In
the current work, we focus on the energy spectrum of the
fermions number, so we sum up the degenerate states of
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TABLE I: Parameters in the numerical calculation. ω is
the frequency of the high-frequency field. When

performing the numerical calculation, we normalize all
quantities with mass dimension +1 by ω, and those

with mass dimension −1 by ω−1.

Parameter Name Value

Fermion mass (m) 10.00 ω

Shape parameter of the static field (a) 0.50π ω−1

Magnitude of the static field (eV0) −2am2

Magnitude of the high-frequency field (eAω) 0.00–2.00 ω

Period in z direction (L) 8.00π ω−1

Number of lattices in z direction (Nz) 500

Transverse momentum (pT ) 0.00–100.00 ω

End time of the short-time calculation (t0)
(Nz−1)/L
eV0/(2a)

fermions with the same energy, and define

npT (t; ϵ) =
∑

k,ϵ=ϵpT ,k

npT ,k(t), (65)

npT (ϵ) =
∑

k,ϵ=ϵpT ,k

npT ,k, (66)

In the next section, we compute npT (t; ϵ) and npT (ϵ) with
parameters illustrated in Tab. I.

VII. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this section, we present and discuss the numerical
results, focusing on the number of fermions with energy
ϵ and transverse momentum pT .
We illustrate the static and high-frequency external

fields at t = 0 on Fig. 1. According to this fig-
ure, the magnitude of the high-frequency electric field
is Ex ∼ Ey ∼ ω2. Hence, γK ∼ 0.1 and the result
from the high-frequency effective theory is valid. In ad-
dition, Fig. 1 shows that at every z, the magnitude of
the static electric field is below the Schwinger threshold
ES ∼ m2 = 100.00ω2, and the magnitude of the high-
frequency electric field is far smaller than the threshold.
Without being dynamically assisted, the Schwinger ef-
fect in this setup is almost negligible. The perturbative
particle pair production is also negligible since m ≫ ω.
Therefore, all particle production in the system comes
from the dynamically assisted Schwinger effect.

In the long-time limit, we plot npT (ϵ) with pT =
0.00, 2.00ω, 4.00ω, 6.00ω on Fig. 2, and npT (ϵ) with
pT = 100.00ω on Fig. 3. Hence, the two figures show
the particle production in directions close to the z axis
and directions almost transverse to it, receptively. To
demonstrate the influence of the axial field, we also in-
troduce two axillary quantities. The first is the num-
ber of fermions produced by a constant electric field

0.4 0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4
z/L

100

50

0

50

100

eE
/

2

Ez, static
Ex, high-frequency
Ey, high-frequency

0.5 0.0 0.5
2

0

2

FIG. 1: External electric strength in one period of z at
t = 0. The z component is the static field. The x and y
components are the high-frequency fields. Here, we

choose eAω = 1.00ω. All other parameters are as shown
on Tab. I.

E = e3| 1L
∫ L/2

−L/2
dz Ez(z)| with Ez(z) as shown on Fig. 1:

npT

0 = e
− π(m2+p2

T )

|e 1
L

∫L/2
−L/2

dz Ez(z)| . (67)

One can view this quantity as a rough estimation of the
number of fermions produced solely by the static field,
which is independent of the theoretical model in this
work. The second one is the number of fermions pro-
duced by a constant electric field with field strength at
the Schwinger threshold:

npT

S = e−
π(m2+p2

T )

m2 . (68)

We use this quantity to estimate the threshold value of
the fermion number that is experimentally observable.
Both of these two quantities appear on the Fig. 2 and 3
as the horizontal lines. From then on, we refer to them as
the constant-field estimation of the fermion number and
the threshold value of the fermion number, respectively.
From Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, we find that

• When the axial field vanishes (eAω = 0), the num-
ber of particle stays close to npT

0 . This result, on
the one hand, verifies the validity of our numeri-
cal method, on the other hand, shows that unless
the peak value of electric field strength crosses the
Schwinger threshold, modifying the spatial distri-
bution of the field does not significantly enhance
the particle production. Hence, all increases in
the number of fermions produced are most likely
to come from the axial field.

• When Aω ̸= 0, even a weak axial field can strongly
enhance the particle production. In our case, the
maximum magnitude of the effective axial field is
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0.01

0.02
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(a)

1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5
/m

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

np
T (

)

(b)

1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5
/m

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

np
T (

)

(c)

1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5
/m

0.000

0.025

0.050

0.075

0.100

0.125

np
T (

)

(d)

FIG. 2: Number of the positive-energy fermions with respect to the energy ϵ in the long-time limit. The values of
the transverse momentum is (a) pT = 0.00 (b) pT = 2.00ω, (c) pT = 4.00ω, (d) pT = 6.00ω, respectively. The
dashed horizontal line and the dotted one represent the constant-field estimation and the threshold value of the

fermion number, respectively.

eA5 = 16.00ω, significantly smaller than the maxi-
mum magnitude of the static field, eV0 ≈ 314.00ω.
However, before applying the axial field, the num-
ber of fermions is close to npT

0 , far below npT

S ; after
applying, it can easily approach or exceed npT

S , be-
coming experimentally observable.

• The axial field enhances the production of low-
energy fermions more than the production of high-
energy ones. One can understand this behavior
from the following way. In the high-energy limit,
the fermions are effectively massless. At this situa-
tion, the left-handed and right-handed sectors are
decoupled, so A5 = −(4eA2

ω)/ωe3 is identical to
A = −(4eA2

ω)/ωe3 acting on the left-handed sector
and A = (4eA2

ω)/ωe3 acting on the right-handed
sector. These constant gauge fields can be elimi-

nated by gauge transformation, so does not have
any physical effect. Hence, the axial-field enhance-
ment of the particle production becomes weak at
high energy.

• The axial field does not enhance the production of
fermions moving in z direction. This phenomenon
originates from the fact that the effect axial field is
induced by a circular polarized plane wave prop-
agating in z direction. For this field, both the
electric and magnetic field are in the transverse
direction. Hence, fermions moving in z direction
does not have any energy exchange with the high-
frequency field.

• Fig. 2 shows that for fermions moving in direc-
tions close to the z axis, increasing pT leads to the
increase of the number of fermions; on the other
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10.5 11.0 11.5 12.0 12.5
/m

0.000

0.002

0.004

0.006

0.008
np

T (
)

FIG. 3: Number of the positive-energy fermions with
respect to the energy ϵ in the long-time limit. The

values of the transverse momentum is pT = 100.00ω.
The conventions of different lines are the same as Fig. 2.

hand, Fig. 3 shows that for the fermions moving
in directions almost transverse to the z axis, the
number of fermions decreases to negligibly small
value. The behavior suggests that npT (ϵ) has a
non-monotonic dependence on the scatter angle
θ = arcsin(pT /

√
ϵ2 −m2), and reach the maximum

value in some intermediate values of θ (θ ̸= 0, π/2).
This observation is in agreement with the conclu-
sion of Huang et al. in [49], which studied the
dynamically assisted Schwinger effect under uni-
form high-frequency field that is circular polarized.
This angular dependence is related to the spin-
dependent coupling between the fermions and the
axial fields.

On the short timescale, npT (t; ϵ) shows different behav-
iors. To illustrate this, we plot npT (t; ϵ) with respect to
t at ϵ = m, pT = 0 in Fig. 4. We choose these values of ϵ
and pT because in the Schwinger effect, fermion pairs are
first generated with zero energy and then accelerated to
high energy by the electric field, so npT=0(t; ϵ = m) mea-
sures the number of newly produced fermions. The end
time of the numerical calculation is t = tin + t0, where
t0 is the timescale for the static field to accelerate the
fermions to the momentum corresponding to the lattice
spacing, (Nz − 1)/L. When t− tin > t0, the accuracy of
the numerical results drops.

From this figure, we observe that

• When there is only the static electric field, the num-
ber of fermions first increases steadily from zero and
reaches a peak value that is higher than npT

0 ; after
that, it slowly decreases to approach the npT

0 . This
non-monotonic behavior is due to sudden switch
on of the electric field at t = tin, which introduces
high-frequency fields that enhance the particle pro-
duction; when the electric field becomes constant

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
(t tin)/t0

0.00

0.05

0.10

0.15

0.20

np
T (t

;
)

eA = 0.00
eA = 0.02
eA = 0.05
eA = 0.10

FIG. 4: Number of the positive-energy fermions with
respect to time. The energy of the fermion is ϵ = m.
The transverse momentum is pT = 0. The dashed
horizontal line and the dotted one represent the

constant-field estimation and the threshold value of the
fermion number, respectively.

at later time, the fermion number relaxes to the
constant-field estimation.

• When the axial field presents, the increase and fall
in the number of fermions becomes more drastic,
inducing a significantly larger maximum fermion
number. Interestingly, on the short timescale, the
particle production enhancement is much stronger
than that on the long timescale. On the long
timescale, one needs eAω ∼ 1.00ω to gener-
ate observable fermion number; but on the short
timescale, one needs merely eAω ∼ 0.10ω. This
difference is the consequence of the initial kick
from the axial field, embedded in the exp(iK̂(tin))

and exp(−iK̂(t)) factors that vanish on the long
timescale.

According to the above observations, if one can use short
pulses of axial fields with proper length in the dynami-
cally assisted Schwinger effect, one may acquire stronger
particle production enhancement than that from the con-
stant axial field.

VIII. SUMMARY

In this work, we study the role of spatial axial fields in
the dynamically assisted Schwinger effect in the context
of high-frequency effective theory.
First, we establish the high-frequency effective theory

of the dynamically assisted Schwinger effect based on
the Floquet-Magnus expansion and derive the number
of fermions in each state, both the time-dependent and
long-time results. Then, we study a field configuration
consisting of a static electric field and a high-frequency
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circular polarized wave, which is easy to implement in
experiments, and show that this configuration induces
spatial axial field in the high-frequency effective theory.
Finally, we develop the numerical approach to obtain the
number of fermions produced with specific energy and
transverse momentum, and discuss how it behaves across
different timescales.

From these discussions, we discover that

1. The axial field enhances the particle production of
the dynamically assisted Schwinger effect both on
the long and short timescale.

2. On the long timescale, the axial-field enhancement
is particularly strong for large-mass fermions. For
fermions moving in the direction parallel to the ax-
ial field, however, the enhancement diminishes.

3. On the short timescale, the initial kick from the
kick operator of the axial field plays an important
role in enhancing the particle production. It in-
duces the rapid rise and fall of the fermion number,
with a peak value that is larger than the fermion
number on the long timescale.

In conclusion, we show that axial fields can easily occur
in the dynamically assisted Schwinger effect as the effec-
tive fields of the high-frequency fields and significantly
enhance the phenomenon, offering both theoretical in-
sights and useful tools for the experimental implementa-
tion of the Schwinger effect.

Future extensions of this work include: (1) solving
the eigenmodes |uαF ⟩, |vαF ⟩, |uαin(tin)⟩, |vαin(tin)⟩ analyt-
ically based on the WKB approximation; (2) studying
the spin-dependent coupling between the axial field and
the fermions and the induced angular dependence of par-
ticle production; (3) comparing the results on the short
timescale with the results from kinetic theories; (4) order-
by-order comparison between the high-frequency effec-
tive theory and perturbative QED.

Appendix A: Deriving Eq. (48)

Let us prove

[γ0γµ, γ0γν ]ÃµÃ
∗
ν = 2iϵijkγ0γkγ5ÃiÃ

∗
j . (A1)

To start with, we know (γ0)2 = I, so

[γ0γµ, γ0γ0]ÃµÃ
∗
0 = [γ0γ0, γ0γµ]Ã0Ã

∗
µ = 0. (A2)

This yields

[γ0γµ, γ0γν ]ÃµÃ
∗
ν = [γ0γi, γ0γj ]ÃiÃ

∗
j . (A3)

Next, we discuss [γ0γi, γ0γj ]. When i = j,
[γ0γi, γ0γj ] = 0. Hence, we focus on the i ̸= j situa-
tion. Without loss of generality, we choose i = 1, j = 2.
This yields

[γ0γ1, γ0γ2] = [γ1, γ2] + γ0[γ1, γ0]γ2 + γ0[γ0, γ2]γ1

= −2γ1γ2. (A4)

At the same time, γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3, so

γ0γ3γ5 = iγ1γ2 =
1

2i
[γ0γ1, γ0γ2]. (A5)

Using completely the same method, one can show

γ0γ1γ5 =
1

2i
[γ0γ2, γ0γ3], (A6)

γ0γ2γ5 =
1

2i
[γ0γ3, γ0γ1]. (A7)

Therefore,

γ0γkγ5 =
1

2i

ϵijk

2
[γ0γi, γ0γj ], (A8)

[γ0γi, γ0γj ] = 2iϵijkγ0γkγ5. (A9)

Finally, substitute the above result back to Eq. (A3),
we prove

[γ0γµ, γ0γν ]ÃµÃ
∗
ν = 2iϵijkγ0γkγ5ÃiÃ

∗
j (A10)

This relation shows that Eq. (44) is identical with
Eq. (48). This finishes the derivation.
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