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Recent years, multiphoton pair production has become one of the most promising approaches to
investigate the Schwinger effect. However, the production and evolution of chirality, a key topic
in the study of this effect, has not been thoroughly considered in the context of multiphoton pair
production. In this work, as the first step of filling this gap, we used the Dirac-Heisenberg-Wigner
formalism to study the production and evolution of chirality in vacuum under the excitation of the
spatially homogeneous electric and magnetic fields E(t) and B(t) that satisfy E(t) ∥ B(t) and are
only nonzero in a short time span 0 < t < τ , which serve as a simplified model of the laser beams in
multiphoton pair production experiments. Based on analytical calculation, we discovered that, after
the external fields vanish, an oscillation of pseudoscalar condensate occurs in the system, which leads
to the suppression of the chirality of the produced fermion pairs; at the same time, it introduces a
special fermion energy ϵp =

√
3m at which the chiral charge distribution of the fermions maximizes.

This novel phenomenon could help us identify different types of products in future multiphoton pair
production experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

In modern physics, quantum electrodynamics (QED)
stands as one of the most precise theories. Nonetheless,
numerous nonlinear aspects of the theory still remain
untested. Among these, one profound phenomenon is
the Schwinger effect. Discovered by J. Schwinger at 1951
and also discussed by several earlier scholars [1–3], this
effect shows that, in the presence of an external elec-
tric field, the vacuum in QED becomes unstable, leading
to the production of fermion-antifermion pairs [4]. The
Schwinger effect is captivating because of its nonpertur-
bative nature, which arises since the coupling constant
times the external field strength becomes so large that
the vacuum at infinite past and infinite future becomes
significantly different. In this way, the effect exhibits the
nontrivial properties of quantum vacua [5, 6], providing
valuable insights into the mystery of the chiral magnetic
effect [7–9] and the Floquet vacuum engineering [9, 10],
among others. In addition to its theoretical importance,
this effect also plays a key role in high-energy heavy-ion
collisions, particularly ultraperipheral collisions [11–14].
Hence, pursuing the direct measurements of Schwinger
effect is of crucial importance.

Despite this, due to the high field strength threshold
(Ecr = m2c3/(eh̄) = 1.3 × 1016 V/cm), measuring the
Schwinger effect in a pure gauge field setup still remains
a challenge [15, 16]. (By “pure,” we mean that contrary
to the ultraperipheral collisions, etc., there are only pho-
tons without other particles in the system.) To tackle
this problem, special approaches need to be applied, and
one possibility is multiphoton pair production. The ba-
sic idea is that although the field strength threshold is
still a few orders of magnitude out of the reach of the
current facilities [15, 17], dynamic fields can drastically
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reduce the required field strength [18–21]. Hence, the col-
lision between strong laser beams and the resulting pair
production process that involves more than two photons
becomes an effective way to study the Schwinger effect
[22–24]. This idea was tested at the beginning of this
century and a few pairs are observed [25, 26]. Recent
years, with the development of high intensity laser tech-
nology, multiphoton pair production has received more
and more attention [15, 16, 18], and current study shows
that apart from the field strength, different degrees of
the freedom of photons, such as spin [16], pulse length
[15], and spatial profiles [4], could influence the vacuum
in different interesting ways. Thus, compared with the
static field Schwinger effect, the process with dynamic
photons exhibits additional information, which allows us
to investigate the nonlinear regime of QED from a wider
variety of aspects.

In addition to multiphoton pair production, the pro-
duction and evolution of chirality is another widely dis-
cussed topic in the context of Schwinger effect. Chirality,
or chiral charge, is defined as zeroth component of the
fermion axial current jµ5 = ψ̄γµγ5ψ (ψ is the Dirac field,
γµ and γ5 are the Dirac matrices with µ = 0, 1, 2, 3),
and can be intuitively understood as the number den-
sity difference between the right-handed and left-handed
fermions. According to the famous axial Ward identity
∂µj

µ
5 = e2/(2π2)E · B + 2mψ̄iγ5ψ (E and B are the

electric and magnetic field strength, e is the coupling
constant, and m is the mass of the fermions), if the elec-
tromagnetic field that induces the Schwinger effect sat-
isfies E · B ̸= 0, the fermion-antifermion pairs emerg-
ing from vacuum would have nonzero chirality. This, in
turn, would induce the chiral magnetic effect, which is
a macroscopic quantum transport phenomenon that al-
lows the excitation of electric current by magnetic field
[27, 28]. In recent years, the observation of the chiral
magnetic effect in high-energy systems has been a hot
topic [29–31]. Thus, chirality production via Schwinger
effect has attracted much attention of the community.
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The discussions about the resulting pseudoscalar con-
densate and chiral chemical potential [32], the difference
between equilibrium and out-of-equilibrium observables
[6, 8], the influence of magnetic helicity [33], the regu-
larization schemes [9, 33], and the worldline formalism
treatment beyond the constant background fields [34], to
name but a few, are actively underway. These investi-
gations may provide us with a chance to observe chiral
magnetic effect in vacuum, which would lead to more
clear signal than those from heavy ion collisions [29].

Despite the importance of chirality production and
evolution, to the best of our knowledge, they have never
been thoroughly investigated in the multiphoton pair
production setup. So far, when discussing chirality pro-
duction, the most frequently assumed external fields are
static fields [6, 8, 32]. Even in the few cases when dy-
namic fields are considered, published works often as-
sumes fixed B [33], or simply uses the perturbative ap-
proach [19]. However, chirality production in multipho-
ton pair production is both possible and important. As
an argument of possibility, the E · B ̸= 0 field configu-
rations can be easily realized in laser based experiments,
for example, by colliding two laser beams with different
polarization together, which will be discussed in detail
in Sec. II [19]. As an argument of importance, mul-
tiphoton pair production is one of the most promising
approaches to observe Schwinger effect, so it would be
interesting to consider chirality production, which is an
important topic of Schwinger effect, in this setup. More-
over, in multiphoton pair production, both the electric
and magnetic fields are short pulses, so the magnetic he-
licity HM =

∫
d3xA · B (x is the spatial coordinate,

A is the vector potential) will vanish in the infinite past
and future, which is considerably different from the usual
case where the magnetic fields are constant such thatHM

does not vanish in the future [33]. To account for the dif-
ference, a new theoretical analysis is necessary.

Considering the above possibility and importance, in
this paper, as the first step towards understanding the
chirality production and evolution in multiphoton pair
production, we performed analytical computation to pre-
dict the excitation of fermion pairs by electric and mag-
netic pulses with E ∥ B, as well as the evolution of the
pairs after the excitation. We derived the chiral charge
distribution at different time t and discussed the charac-
teristics of this distribution that could be observable in
future experiments and decipher interesting information
about the process.

The paper is organized as follows: Sec. II introduces
the external field that induces multiphoton pair pro-
duction; Sec. III reviews the Dirac-Heisenberg-Wigner
(DWH) formalism, which is the tool to analyze the evo-
lution of the system; Sec. IV derives the formal solution
of the DHW equation of motion which we would like to
use for latter computation; Sec. V analyzes the evolu-
tion of this system before the vanishing of the external
fields; Sec. VI analyzes the evolution afterwards; Sec.
VII presents and discusses the calculation results; finally,

Sec. VIII summarizes the findings and presents future
perspectives.

II. THE EXTERNAL FIELDS

To start with, we follow the suggestion of [19] and con-
sider two counter-propagating laser beams, characterized
by the following vector potentials in the Coulomb gauge:
A1 = A sin(kx − kt)e1, A2 = A sin(−kx − kt)e2, with
e1 = (1, 0, 0)T , e2 = (cosϕ, sinϕ, 0)T as the polarization
vectors, ϕ as an arbitrary angle, k as the photon momen-
tum, and A as the field amplitude.
From this setup, we can show that at the kx ≪

1, kt ≪ 1 space-time region, where the pair produc-
tion occurs, the magnetic field and electric field satisfies
B = cosϕ/(1 + sinϕ)E. Hence, we obtain a E ∥ B field
with the ratio |E|/|B| depends on ϕ, with which we can
study chirality production.
Also, we need to take into account the finite length

of the beams, so the E and B discussed above should
be E(t) and B(t) which is only nonzero in the time span
0 < t < τ , with τ as a small time value that characterizes
the length of the beam.
Finally, for latter convenience, we rotate the yOz plan

such that the electric field points at the z direction, then
the time-dependent electric and magnetic fields becomes

E(t) = E(t)ez, (1)

B(t) = B(t)ez, (2)

with ez is the z-oriented unit vector. This is the external
field we would use for latter computation. Furthermore,
we define E0 = 1

τ

∫ τ

0
E(t)dt, B0 = 1

τ

∫ τ

0
B(t)dt.

III. REVIEW OF
DIRAC-HEISENBERG-WIGNER FORMALISM

The pair production under strong background fields
can be studied either by the DHW formalism [35] or the
worldline formalism [34, 36–38]. As the DHW formalism
is particularly suitable for studying the real-time evo-
lution of the system induced by time-dependent fields,
in this paper we would like to use this approach [18].
Hence, the basic aspect of the DHW formalism would be
reviewed in this section.
With the DHW formalism, the fermions produced in

the system is described by the gauge-covariant Wigner
function, defined as

Wαβ(x, p) =− 1

2

∫
d4se−ip·se

−ie
∫ 1/2

−1/2
dλs·A(x+λs)×

⟨Ω|
[
ψα(x+

s

2
), ψ̄β(x− s

2
)
]
|Ω⟩, (3)

Here, (x, p) are the four-dimensional coordinates and mo-
mentum, A(x) is the four-dimensional potential of the
background electromagnetic gauge field, |Ω⟩ is the ground
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state of the fermion, ψ(x) is the Dirac field operator with
α and β as the Dirac indices. In this expression, all op-
erators are in the Heisenberg picture.

To study the problem in which we are interested, it is
more convenient to deal with a Wigner function that de-
pends on the three-dimensional spatial coordinates, mo-
mentum, and time w(x,p, t). This is called the equal-
time approach, and can be derived by integrating out
the zeroth component of p in W (x, p).
Since both w(x,p, t) and W (x, p) are Dirac bispinors,

it is straightforward to decompose it as

w(x,p, t) =
1

4
[s(x,p, t) + iγ5sp(x,p, t) + γµvµ(x,p, t)+

γµγ5aµ(x,p, t) + σµνtµν(x,p, t)] , (4)

with γµ as the Dirac Matrices, γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3, σµν =
(i/2)[γµ, γν ], and µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3.
Based on this decomposition, in the remaining part

of the paper, we will discuss w(x,p, t) in the following
representation:

w = (s, sp, v0, a0,v,a, t1, t2)
T
. (5)

where v0 and v are the temporal and spatial components
of vµ; a0 and a is the temporal and spatial components of
aµ; since tµν is antisymmetric, t1 and t2 is defined such
that (t1)i = 2t0i, (t2)i = ϵijktjk, i, j, k = 1, 2, 3, and ϵijk
as the Levi-Civita symbol. In the below part, we would
frequently refer s, sp, v0, a0,v,a, t1, t2 as the components
of w.

After some algebra with the Dirac equation (see [39]
for detail), we can obtain the equation of motion under
this representation:





Dts− 2P · t1 = 0
Dtsp + 2P · t2 = −2ma0
Dtv0 +Dx · v = 0
Dta0 +Dx · a = 2msp
Dtv +Dxv0 + 2P × a = −2mt1
Dta+Dxa0 + 2P × v = 0
Dtt1 +Dx × t2 + 2P s = 2mv
Dtt2 −Dx × t1 − 2P sp = 0

, (6)

where the operators Dt, Dx, P are defined as

Dtf(x,p, t) = ∂tf(x,p, t)

+ e

∫ 1/2

−1/2

dλE(x+ iλ∇p, t) · ∇pf(x,p, t), (7)

Dxf(x,p, t) = ∇xf(x,p, t)

+ e

∫ 1/2

−1/2

dλB(x+ iλ∇p, t)×∇pf(x,p, t), (8)

P f(x,p, t) = pf(x,p, t)

− ie

∫ 1/2

−1/2

dλλB(x+ iλ∇p, t)×∇pf(x,p, t). (9)

Here, m is the mass of the produced fermion, f ∈
{s, sp, v0, a0,v,a, t1, t2}, E, B are the electric and mag-
netic fields of A(x), ∇x = ∂/∂x, ∇p = ∂/∂p.

To solve the equation of motion, boundary condition
is required. If we assume that there is no field in the
system before t = 0, then at t = 0 we can apply the
vacuum boundary condition [40]:

s(x,p, 0) = − 2m√
m2 + p2

, (10)

v(x,p, 0) = − 2p√
m2 + p2

, (11)

while other components of w(x,p, 0) vanishes.
Finally, once w(x,p, t) is solved, we can extract the ex-

pectation values of the fermion-related observable. Sup-
pose we have an observable O defined as

O(x, t) =
1

2
Oab[ψ̄a(x, t), ψb(x, t)], (12)

with Oab as some Dirac matrices, then, using the defini-
tion of the Wigner function, Eq. (3), we have

⟨O(x, t)⟩ =
∫

d3p

(2π)3
tr
[
Oabwbc(x,p, t)−Oabwbc(x,p, 0)

]
.

(13)
Here, the trace is taken over the Dirac indices, and the
w(x,p, 0) term is introduced to subtract the vacuum con-
tribution.
With this result, if we choose Oab = (γµ)

ab
, we would

find the expectation value of number current density of
the produced pairs:

⟨Jµ(t)⟩ =
∫

d3p

(2π)3

∫
d3x[vµ(x,p, t)−vµ(x,p, 0)], (14)

if we choose Oab = (γµγ5)
ab
, then we would find the

expectation value of the axial current density:

⟨Jµ
5 (t)⟩ = −

∫
d3p

(2π)3

∫
d3xaµ(x,p, t), (15)

if we choose Oab = (iγ5)
ab
, we would find the expectation

value of the pseudoscalar condensate [8]:

⟨ψ̄iγ5ψ⟩(t) =
∫
d3x⟨ψ̄(x, t)iγ5ψ(x, t)⟩

= −
∫

d3p

(2π)3

∫
d3xsp(x,p, t). (16)

Finally, through a more complicated discussion (see [41]
for detail), we have the number of the fermions:

⟨N(t)⟩ =
∫

d3p

(2π)3

∫
d3x

1

ϵp
[ms(x,p, t) + p · v(x,p, t)

−ms(x,p, 0)− p · v(x,p, 0)] , (17)

with ϵp = (p2 +m2)1/2.
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IV. GENERAL SOLUTION OF THE EQUATION
OF MOTION

In the equation of motion, Eq. (6), the operators Dt,
Dx, and P [Eqs. (7)-(9)] has ∇p operator in the spatial
coordinates of E and B, which makes solving the equa-
tions rather complex. To simplify these operators, we
perform the following Fourier transformation f̃(q,p, t) =∫
d3ye−ip·y [∫

d3xe−iq·x ∫
d3p/(2π)3eip·yf(x,p, t)

]
on

each side of the equation of motion. The result is a
matrix equation for the Fourier transformed Wigner
function w̃(q,p, t):

∂tw̃(q,p, t) +A(q,p)w̃(q,p, t) = S(t)w̃(q,p, t), (18)

with A(q,p) defined as

A(q,p) ≡




0 0 0 0 0 0 −2p· 0
0 0 0 2m 0 0 0 2p·
0 0 0 0 iq· 0 0 0
0 −2m 0 0 0 iq· 0 0
0 0 iq 0 0 2p× 2m 0
0 0 0 iq 2p× 0 0 0
2p 0 0 0 −2m 0 0 iq×
0 −2p 0 0 0 0 −iq× 0




,

(19)
and S(t) defined as

Ŝ(t) ≡




−St 0 0 0 0 0 2Sp· 0
0 −St 0 0 0 0 0 −2Sp·
0 0 −St 0 −Sx· 0 0 0
0 0 0 −St 0 −Sx· 0 0
0 0 −Sx 0 −St −2Sp× 0 0

0 0 0 −Sx −2Ŝp× −St 0 0
−2Sp 0 0 0 0 0 −St −Sx×
0 2Sp 0 0 0 0 Sx× −St




,

(20)

Stf̃(q,p, t) =e

∫
d3s

(2π)3

∫ 1/2

−1/2

dλ×

Ẽ(s, t) · ∇pf̃(q − s,p− λs, t), (21)

Sxf̃(q,p, t) =e

∫
d3s

(2π)3

∫ 1/2

−1/2

dλ×

B̃(s, t)×∇pf̃(q − s,p− λs, t), (22)

Spf̃(q,p, t) =− ie

∫
d3s

(2π)3

∫ 1/2

−1/2

dλλ×

B̃(s, t)×∇pf̃(q − s,p− λs, t), (23)

where f̃(q,p, t) is some components of w̃(q,p, t);

meanwhile, Ẽ(s, t) =
∫
d3xE(x, t)e−is·x, B̃(s, t) =∫

d3xB(x, t)e−is·x.

The initial condition of this Fourier transformed equa-

tion of motion becomes

s̃(q,p, 0) =
−2m√
m2 + p2

(2π)3δ(q) ≡ s(p, 0)(2π)3δ(q),

(24)

ṽ(q,p, 0) =
−2p√
m2 + p2

(2π)3δ(q) ≡ v(p, 0)(2π)3δ(q).

(25)

Up to this step, Eq. (18) is completely general for any
field configuration. Now, we apply the homogeneous field
setup Eqs. (1),(2) such that w(x,p, t) becomes x inde-
pendent. In this situation, we can define the spatially av-
eraged Wigner function w(p, t) = (1/V )

∫
d3xw(x,p, t)

(where V is the volume of the system) and proof the
equation of motion of w(p, t) is

∂tw(p, t) +A(p)w(p, t) = S(t)w(p, t), (26)

A(p)w(p, t) =




−2p · t1(p, t)
2ma0(p, t) + 2p · t2(p, t)

0
−2msp(p, t)

2p× a(p, t) + 2mt1(p, t)
2p× v(p, t)

2ps(p, t)− 2mv(p, t)
−2psp(p, t)




, (27)

S(t)w(p, t) = −eE(t)∂pzw(p, t)−

− eB(t)




0
0

(ey∂px − ex∂py ) · v(p, t)
(ey∂px

− ex∂py
) · a(p, t)

(ey∂px
− ex∂py

)v0(p, t)
(ey∂px

− ex∂py
)a0(p, t)

(ey∂px
− ex∂py

)× t2(p, t)
−(ey∂px

− ex∂py
)× t1(p, t)




.

(28)

Here, ex, ey are the unit vector in x and y direction.
From the above equation, it is straightforward to see

that [S(t1), S(t2)] = 0, so with T [·] as the time-order
product, we can write down T [S(t1)S(t2)] = S(t1)S(t2).
Then, the formal solution of the equation of motion be-
comes:

w(p, t) = e−[tA(p)+
∫ t
0
dt̄S(t̄)]w(p, 0), (29)

with w(p, 0) = (s(p, 0), 0, 0, 0,v(p, 0), 0, 0, 0)
T

as those
given in Eqs. (24),(25).

Furthermore, based on the definition of w(p, t) and
Eqs. (14)-(17), it is straightforward to define the charge
current distribution, the axial current distribution, the
pseudoscalar condensate distribution, and the particle
number distribution on the momentum space, respec-
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tively, which are

jµ(p, t) = vµ(p, t)− vµ(p, 0), (30)

jµ5 (p, t) = −aµ(p, t), (31)

⟨ψ̄iγ5ψ⟩(p, t) = −sp(p, t), (32)

n(p, t) =
m(s (p, t)− s(p, 0)) + p · (v(p, t)− v(p, 0))

ϵp
.

(33)

With these definitions, the expectation values of the cor-
responding observable can be obtained from the following
integral:

⟨X(t)⟩ = V

∫
d3p

(2π)3
x(p, t), (34)

with x = j, j5, ⟨ψ̄iγ5ψ⟩, n, X = J, J5, ⟨ψ̄iγ5ψ⟩, N , respec-
tively.

V. THE EXCITATION STAGE

In this section, we discuss the time span 0 < t < τ ,
when the external fields have not vanished, and refer to
it as the excitation stage. In the excitation stage, since τ
is small, we can expand the function exp(· · · ) in Eq. (29)
with respect to different orders of t. The result shows
that, at t = τ , there is

s(p, τ)− s(p, 0) =
2m

ϵ3p
eE0τpz+

+
m

ϵ5p
e2E2

0τ
2(ϵ2p − 3p2z) +O(τ3), (35)

v(p, τ)− v(p, 0) =
2

ϵ3p
eE0τ




pxpz
pypz
p2z − ϵ2p


+

+
1

ϵ5p
e2E2

0τ
2



px(ϵ

2
p − 3p2z)

py(ϵ
2
p − 3p2z)

3pz(ϵ
2
p − p2z)


+O(τ3).

(36)

Then, according to Eq. (33), the particle number distri-
bution becomes

n(p, τ) = e2E2
0τ

2 1

ϵ2p
(1− p2z

ϵ2p
) +O(τ3). (37)

Similarly, we can derive the axial charge distribution
ρ5(p, t) = j05(p, t) that is defined by Eq. (31), which is

ρ5(p, τ) =
2

3

1

ϵ3p
e2E0B0τ

3(ϵ2p + p2z +m2) +O(τ4). (38)

Therefore the electromagnetic pulses satisfying E ∥ B
indeed produces chirality as expected.

On the other hand, the pseudoscalar condensate dis-
tribution ⟨ψ̄iγ5ψ⟩(p, t) defined by Eq. (32) is:

⟨ψ̄iγ5ψ⟩(p, τ) = −2m

3ϵp
e2E0B0τ

4 +O(τ5). (39)

Hence, ⟨ψ̄iγ5ψ⟩(p, τ) ∼ O(τ4), while ρ5(p, τ) ∼ O(τ3).
For short electromagnetic pulses, the excited chiral
charge is significantly larger than the pseudoscalar con-
densate. As we would see in Sec. VII, this property leads
to very interesting outcomes.
For other components of w(p, τ), the results up to the

fourth order of τ are listed in Appendix A.

VI. THE EVOLUTION STAGE

In this section, we discuss the time span t > τ , when
the external fields vanish and the system evolves freely,
and refer to it as the evolution stage. At the evolution
stage, the equation of motion, Eq.(26), decouples into
three groups of independent equations, which are as fol-
lows:

1. The charge conservation equation:

∂tv0 = 0. (40)

From Eq. (30), we can immediately show that this
equation guarantees that the electric charge dis-
tribution of the fermions ρ(p, t) does not change
during the evolution stage. Combining this fact

with v
(n)
0 (p, τ) = 0, n = 1, 2, 3, 4 (see Appendix A),

we would know that no net electric charge is pro-
duced in multiphoton pair production, which is ex-
pected since the fermions are produced as particle-
antiparticle pairs that have opposite charge.

2. The particle number evolution equations:





∂ts− 2p · t1 = 0
∂tv + 2p× a+ 2mt1 = 0
∂ta+ 2p× v = 0
∂tt1 + 2ps− 2mv = 0

. (41)

These equations give the particle number distribu-
tion n(p, t).

3. The chirality evolution equations:



∂tsp + 2ma0 + 2p · t2 = 0
∂ta0 − 2msp = 0
∂tt2 − 2psp = 0

. (42)

These equations give the chiral charge distribution
ρ5(p, t) and the pseudoscalar condensate distribu-
tion ⟨ψ̄iγ5ψ⟩(p, t).

First, let us solve Eq. (41) using s(p, τ), v(p, τ),
a(p, τ), t1(p, τ) as initial conditions. After some simpli-
fication based on Laplace transformation, we found out
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that

n(p, t) = n(p, τ) = e2E2
0τ

2 1

ϵ2p
(1− p2z

ϵ2p
) +O(τ3), (43)

so the particle number does not change after the exter-
nal fields are switched off. Considering that the vacuum
becomes stable again and no new pairs can be produced
afterwards, and that we ignore the interaction among
the produced pairs, this conclusion is completely natu-
ral. Therefore, later we will denote n(p) ≡ n(p, t).
Next, we switch to the chirality evolution equations,

Eq. (42), that will lead much more nontrivial results. We
use the initial condition a0(p, τ), sp(p, τ), t2(p, τ), and
solve the equations by the Laplace transformation. The
resulting sp(p, t), a0(p, t) is

sp(p, t) = sp(p, τ) cos(2ϵpt)−

− 1

ϵp
(ma0(p, τ) + p · t2(p, τ)) sin(2ϵpt), (44)

a0(p, t) = a0(p, τ) +
m

ϵp
sp(p, τ) sin(2ϵpt)+

+
m

ϵ2p
(ma0(p, τ) + p · t2(p, τ)) (cos(2ϵpt)− 1) .

(45)

Therefore, in the evolution stage, sp(p, t), a0(p, t) expe-
rience oscillation of frequency 2ϵp and do not reach the
maximum value at the same time. This oscillating behav-
ior occurs because in Eq. (42), a0, sp, and t2 are coupled
with each other by their first-order time derivatives.

In the first glimpse, this oscillation may seem strange,
as the intuitive expectation is that after the external
fields vanish, the chiral charge will undergo a monotonic
decay with respect to time if the particles are massive.
However, the existence of this oscillating behavior can
be predicted even without the DHW formalism, since
∂ta0 − 2msp = 0 is the obvious consequence of the axial
Ward identity ∂µj

µ
5 = e2/(2π2)E · B + 2mψ̄iγ5ψ, and

∂tsp + 2ma0 + 2p · t2 = 0 can be derived directly from
the free-particle Dirac equation as what we have done in
Appendix B.

Now, let us compute the time average of sp(p, t) and
a0(p, t), denoted as sp(p) and a0(p), respectively. We
find sp(p) = 0 and

a0(p) = a0(p, τ)−
m

ϵ2p
(ma0(p, τ) + p · t2(p, τ)) . (46)

This result shows that when m → 0, a0(p) → a0(p, τ);
when m→ ∞, a0 → 0. Thus, during the evolution stage,
the chiral charge is suppressed by the mass fermion, as
expected.

Finally, we substitute the explicit expression of a0(p, τ)
and t2(p, τ) in Appendix A in Eq. (46), and find out that
the time-averaged value of ρ5(p, t) to be

ρ5(p) =
2

3

1

ϵ3p
e2E0B0τ

3(ϵ2p + p2z −m2) +O(τ4). (47)

As we will see in the next section, this result will lead to
an interesting spectrum structure of ρ5(p).

VII. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

First, we discuss the particle number distribution.
Taking into account the rotational invariance of the sys-
tem in z direction, we make the contour plot of n(p) with
respect to the transverse momentum pT = (p2x + p2y)

1/2

and the longitudinal momentum pz, as shown in Fig. 1a.
Similarly, n(p) with respect to θ = arctan (pT /pz) and
particle energy ϵp are plotted in Fig. 1b.
From these figures we can see, the amount of pairs

drops with the increase of the particle energy ϵp. This
is quite natural because the external fields that excite
the pairs are pulses, which do not favor any particular
energy, so the distribution with respect to ϵp exhibits a
shape similar to the initial distribution in Eqs. (24),(25).
Also, the pairs are emitted anisotropically, with more
pairs emitted along the transverse (xOy) direction.
Then, we discuss the distribution of the axial charge

ρ5(p) given by Eq. (47), see Fig. 2a for the contour plot
of ρ5(p) with respect to pT and pz , and Fig. 2b for ρ5(p)
with respect to θ and ϵp.
These figures show two interesting characteristics:
First of all, the distribution of the chiral charge does

not drop monotonically with the increase of ϵp; on the
contrary, there is a nonzero energy value at which the
production of chirality is maximized. Furthermore, this
energy value does not depends on either the direction of
emission θ, or the profile of the external electromagnetic
fields. Instead, we can derive from Eq. (47) that up to the

third order of τ , the energy value is always ϵp =
√
3m.

This relation establishes that the nonmonotonic behavior
is an intrinsic property of fermions themselves. In the
later part of this section, we will discuss this behavior in
detail.
Apart from nonmonotonic behavior discussed above,

Fig. 2 also tells us that the chirality production is maxi-
mized in the z direction. On the other hand, Fig. 1 shows
that at z direction, the number of produced pairs is min-
imized, so the chiral charge per particle would be quite
high. In the future experiments, we may be able to find
highly chiral particles in this direction.
In the remaining part of this section, let us focus on

discussing the mechanism of the nonmonotonic behavior
in Fig. 2. For this purpose, we plot the the chiral charge
distribution at the end of the excitation stage, ρ5(p, τ),
given by Eq. (38), as well as the time-averaged chiral
charge distribution in the evolution stage ρ5(p), given by
Eq. (47), in the same figure, Fig. 3.
This figure shows that the nonmonotonic behavior does

not occur just after the vanishing of the external electro-
magnetic field, but emerges during the latter evolution
of the system. This remind us of an observable that
exhibits similar behavior – the pseudoscalar condensate
p(p, t). As discussed in Sec. V, at the end of the excita-
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FIG. 1: Particle number distribution n(p). (a) The contour plots of n(p) with respect to pT = (p2x + p2y)
1/2 and pz,

with the magnitude normalized by (eE0τ/m)2. (b) n(p) with respect to ϵp = (p2 +m2)1/2 in different
θ = arctan (pT /pz). The O(τ3) part of the results in (a),(b) is neglected.
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FIG. 2: Chiral charge distribution ρ5(p). (a) The contour plots of ρ5(p) with respect to pT = (p2x + p2y)
1/2 and pz,

with the magnitude normalized by e2E0B0τ
3/m. (b) ρ5(p) with respect to ϵp = (p2 +m2)1/2 at different

θ = arctan (pT /pz). The O(τ4) part of the results in (a),(b) are neglected.

tion stage, the pseudoscalar condensate is much smaller
than the chiral charge. On the other hand, as calculated
in Eq. (44), in the evolution stage, an oscillating pseu-
doscalar condensate whose magnitude is comparable to
that of the chiral charge density would occur.

The interesting thing is, as shown by the equation
∂ta0−2msp = 0 in Eq. (42), the increase of pseudoscalar
condensate is actually made possible by transforming
part of the chiral charge into the pseudoscalar conden-
sate. As a result of this transformation, in Fig. 3, at all

values of ϵp and θ, the average magnitude of the chiral
charge ρ5(p) is suppressed comparing with that at the
end of the excitation stage, ρ5(p, τ).

In fact, it is this suppression of chiral charge that leads
to the nonmonotonic behavior in Fig. 2. The reason is
this: according to ∂ta0 − 2msp = 0 and the fact that a0
is oscillating with frequency 2ϵp, the coupling between a0
and sp is proportional to m/ϵp, so, for low energy parti-
cles, a large portion of the chirality will be transformed
into peseudoscalar condensate, while for high energy par-
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FIG. 3: The chiral charge distribution at the end of the
excitation stage, ρ5(p, τ), and the time-averaged chiral
charge distribution in the evolution stage, ρ5(p), at

different θ = arctan [(p2x + p2y)
1/2/pz] and

ϵp = (p2 +m2)1/2. The O(τ4) part of the results are
neglected.

ticles, the ratio is much less; on the other hand, since the
external fields are pulse shaped, more fermion pairs and
hence more chiral charge will be produced at low energy
during the excitation stage, as shown in Fig. 3. These
two mechanisms would compete with each other. As a
result, an optimized energy value for chirality production
must be achieved in the intermediate energy regime.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS AND PERSPECTIVES

In this paper, we have studied the production and evo-
lution of the chiral charge in vacuum excited by spatially
homogeneous external electromagnetic pulses that satis-
fiesE ∥ B, which is a simplified model for the laser pulses
in multiphoton pair production experiments. Based on
the DHW formalism, we analytically solves the model to
obtain the Wigner function of the fermion pairs excited
by the fields, and discovered the following:

1. The largest portion of the chiral charge is owned
by the fermions propagating in the direction par-
allel to the electric and magnetic fields, whereas
the number of produced fermions minimizes in the
same direction.

2. After the external fields vanish, if the fermions are
massive, then part of the chiral charge will be trans-
formed into a rapidly oscillating pseudoscalar con-
densate.

3. As a result of the oscillation, the average chi-
ral charge will be suppressed comparing with the

amount the fermions have obtained from the exter-
nal fields before the fields vanish.

4. Most interestingly, this suppression would lead to
a nonmonotonic behavior on the ϵp-ρ5 spectrum.

An optimized energy value ϵp =
√
3m, which is

irrelevant to both the field profile and the direction
of particle emission, would allow particles with this
energy to own the largest amount of chirality .

To our knowledge, findings 2–4 have never been discussed
in literature.

For findings 2–4, our intuitive physics picture is this:
the chiral charge and pseudoscalar condensate are mu-
tually coupled to the first-order time derivative of each
other, just like the kinetic and potential energy of a har-
monic oscillator, hence the oscillation occurs. At the
same time, the oscillation starts at a initial state where
chiral charge is much larger than pseudoscalar conden-
sate, so after taking the time-average, the chiral charge
is suppressed. Furthermore, the particles with largem/ϵp
are more likely to lose chirality; however, pulsed E and
B also excites more low-energy particles than the high-
energy ones. These two tendencies compete with each
other, thus nonmonotonic behavior occurs in the inter-
mediate energy regime.

These findings could lead to interesting applications
in the future multiphoton pair production experiments
that involve the production of chirality. For example, in
the experiments, different types of particles might be pro-
duced in the same event; but since we know for each type
of product, a peak ϵp =

√
3m would occur on the chiral-

ity spectrum, we can use the peaks to identify different
types of products with different masses, even before sep-
arating the products with experimental measures. This
would allow us to extract more information about the
multiphoton pair production process.

Because of its usefulness, in the future, we plan to
extend our model to include spatially inhomogeneous
E(x, t) and B(x, t). At this situation, one possible new
phenomenon is that the oscillation of pseudoscalar con-
densate and chiral charge would become a wave. If this
is true, then the wave may produce interesting outcomes
in the future photon pair production experiment, which
is worth further investigation. Also, the relation between
this wave and the chiral magnetic wave, which is under
wide discussion in the context of high energy heavy ion
collision and neutron star physics [42–44], is another di-
rection that could lead to fruitful outcomes.
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Appendix A: w(p, τ) up to the 4th Order of τ

After conducting expansion over τ , Eq. (29) at t = τ
can be written as

w(p, τ) =

∞∑

n=0

w(n)(p, τ), (A1)

with w(n)(p, τ) ∝ τn.
The zeroth order result w(0)(p, τ) is the initial condi-

tion, whose nonzero components are s(p, 0) and v(p, 0),
given in Eqs. (24),(25).

The first order result is

s(1)(p, τ) =
2m

ϵ3p
eE0τpz, (A2)

v(1)(p, τ) =
2

ϵ3p
eE0τ




pxpz
pypz
p2z − ϵ2p


 . (A3)

Other components are zeros.

The second order result is

s(2)(p, τ) =
m

ϵ5p
e2E2

0τ
2(ϵ2p − 3p2z), (A4)

v(2)(p, τ) =
1

ϵ5p
e2E2

0τ
2



px(ϵ

2
p − 3p2z)

py(ϵ
2
p − 3p2z)

3pz(ϵ
2
p − p2z)


 , (A5)

a(2)(p, τ) =
2

ϵp
eE0τ

2




py
−px
0


 , (A6)

t
(2)
1 (p, τ) = −2m

ϵp
eE0τ

2




0
0
1


 . (A7)

Other components are zeros.

The third order result is

s(3)(p, τ) = −m
ϵ3p
eE0τ

3pz

[
1

ϵ4p
e2E2

0(3ϵ
2
p − 5p2z) +

4

3
ϵ2p

]
, (A8)

a
(3)
0 (p, τ) = −2

3

1

ϵ3p
e2E0B0τ

3(ϵ2p + p2z +m2), (A9)

v(3)(p, τ) = − 1

ϵ3p
eE0τ

3




pxpz

[
1
ϵ4p

(
3ϵ2p − 5p̄2z

)
e2E2

0 + 4
3ϵ

2
p

]

pypz

[
1
ϵ4p

(
3ϵ2p − 5p̄2z

)
e2E2

0 + 4
3ϵ

2
p

]

1
ϵ4p
e2E2

0

(
6ϵ2pp

2
z − 5p4z − ϵ4p

)
+ 4

3ϵ
2
p

(
p2z − ϵ2p

)


 , (A10)

a(3)(p, τ) =
2

ϵ3p
e2E2

0τ
3pz




−py
px
0


 , (A11)

t
(3)
1 (p, τ) =

2m

ϵ3p
e2E2

0τ
3pz




0
0
1


 , (A12)

t
(3)
2 (p, τ) = −2

3

m

ϵ3p
e2E0B0τ

3



px
py
0


 . (A13)

Other components are zeros.
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The fourth order result is

s(4)(p, τ) = − m

12ϵ9p
e2E2

0τ
4
[
3e2E2

0

(
35p4z − 30p2zϵ

2
p + 3ϵ4p

)
+ 4ϵ6p

(
ϵ2p − 4p2z

)]
, (A14)

s(4)p (p, τ) =
2m

3ϵp
e2E0B0τ

4, (A15)

a
(4)
0 (p, τ) =

2

3ϵ5p
e3E2

0B0τ
4pz(3m

2 + 3p2z − ϵ2p), (A16)

v(4)(p, τ) =
1

12ϵ9p
e2E2

0τ
4



px

[
−3e2E2

0

(
35p4z − 30p2zϵ

2
p + 3ϵ4p

)
+ 4ϵ6p

(
4p2z − ϵ2p

)]

py
[
−3e2E2

0

(
35p4z − 30p2zϵ

2
p + 3ϵ4p

)
+ 4ϵ6p

(
4p2z − ϵ2p

)]

−pz
[
15e2E2

0

(
7p4z − 10p2zϵ

2
p + 3ϵ4p

)
+ 16ϵp

(
ϵ2p − p2z

)]


 , (A17)

a(4)(p, τ) = eE0τ
4

[
− 1

ϵ5p
e2E2

0(3p
2
z − ϵ2p) +

1

6ϵ5p
e2B2

0(3m
2 + 3p2z + ϵ2p) +

2

3
ϵp

]


−py
px
0


 , (A18)

t
(4)
1 (p, τ) = eE0τ

4m

[
− 1

ϵ5p
e2E2

0(3p
2
z − ϵ2p) +

1

6ϵ5p
e2B2

0(τ)(3m
2 + 3p2z − ϵ2p) +

2

3
ϵp

]


0
0
1


 , (A19)

t
(4)
2 (p, τ) =

2m

ϵ5p
e3E2

0B0τ
4pz



px
py
0


 . (A20)

Other components are zeros.

Appendix B: Derivation of the First Equation of
Eqs. (42) from Dirac Equation

Apart from the derivation based on Dirac-Heisenberg-
Wigner formalism given in the main text, in this section,
we also provide a derivation of the equation ∂tsp+2ma0+
2p · t2 = 0 based on the Dirac equation.

As the external fields vanish at t > τ , we would use
the Dirac equation for free particles:

∂tψ(x) = −γ0
(
γi∂iψ(x) + imψ(x)

)
, (B1)

∂tψ̄(x) = −
(
∂iψ̄(x)γ

i − imψ̄(x)
)
γ0. (B2)

What we want to compute is the time derivative of the
pseudoscalar condensate:

∂t⟨ψ̄iγ5ψ⟩(t) =
∫
d3x∂tψ̄(x)iγ5ψ(x)+

∫
d3xψ̄(x)iγ5∂tψ(x).

(B3)
After substituting Eqs. (B1),(B2) into Eq. (B3), and

use the integration by parts, we arrive at

∂t⟨ψ̄iγ5ψ⟩(t) =i
∫
d3x∂iψ̄(x)(γ5γ

0γi − γiγ0γ5)ψ(x)

+m

∫
d3xψ̄(x)[γ5, γ

0]ψ(x). (B4)

After doing some Dirac algebra using {γµ, γν} = 2ηµν

(ηµν as the Minkovskii metric with η00 = +1), we would
have

[γ5, γ
0] = −2γ0γ5, (B5)

γ5γ
0γi − γiγ0γ5 = 2ϵijkσjk. (B6)

Using these relations, Eq. (B4) becomes

∂t⟨ψ̄iγ5ψ⟩(t) =2

∫
d3xi∂iψ̄(x)ϵ

ijkσjkψ(x)

− 2m

∫
d3xψ̄(x)γ0γ5ψ(x). (B7)

As the final step, recalling that for the Fourier trans-
formation defined as f(x) =

∫
d3k/(2π)3f̃(k)eik·x, we

have

∫
d3xf∗(x)f(x) =

∫
d3k

(2π)3
f̃∗(k)f̃(k). (B8)

This would transform Eq. (B7) as

∂t⟨ψ̄iγ5ψ⟩(t) =
∫

d3p

(2π)3
[
−2piψ̄(p, t)ϵ

ijkσjkψ(p, t)

−2mψ̄(p, t)γ0γ5ψ(p, t)
]
. (B9)

In the same time, from Eq. (34), we know

⟨ψ̄iγ5ψ⟩(t) = −V
∫

d3p

(2π)3
sp(p, t), (B10)

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ψ̄(p, t)ϵijkσjkψ(p, t) = −V

∫
d3p

(2π)3
(t2(p, t))

i
,

(B11)

∫
d3p

(2π)3
ψ̄(p, t)γ0γ5ψ(p, t) = −V

∫
d3p

(2π)3
a0(p, t).

(B12)
This shows that Eq. (B9) is nothing more than ∂tsp +
2ma0 + 2p · t2 = 0.
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