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ABSTRACT: In this paper we investigate the chiral magnetic effect (CME): the generation
of an electric current due to a homogeneous background magnetic field and a homogeneous
chiral imbalance in QCD. We demonstrate that the leading coefficient describing the CME
vanishes in equilibrium, both for free fermions as well as in full QCD. Our full QCD results
are based on continuum extrapolated lattice simulations using dynamical staggered quarks
with physical masses as well as quenched Wilson quarks. We show that it is crucial that
a gauge invariant ultraviolet regularization is used to compute the CME and elaborate on
why some of the existing in-equilibrium calculations of this effect gave a nonzero result. We
stress that our findings imply the absence of a time-independent CME current flowing in
equilibrium QCD, but do not concern the CME as an out-of-equilibrium, time-dependent
effect.
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1 Introduction

The vacuum of Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) is not empty space but a medium
filled with virtual particles giving rise to the low-energy facets of the strong interactions.
In particular, the topological fluctuations of the gluon fields induce some of the most
fascinating aspects of the theory. In specific external environments — such as background
electromagnetic fields or in rotating coordinate systems — a series of intricate transport
phenomena arise, for which the quantum anomaly of QCD plays a special role. These are
so-called anomalous transport effects [1-3].

The most prominent example for anomalous transport phenomena is the Chiral Mag-
netic Effect (CME), the generation of an electromagnetic current in the presence of a
magnetic field and chiral imbalance [4, 5]. Via the CME, topological gluonic fluctuations,



converted to chirality fluctuations through the anomaly, are expected to produce observable
signatures in different physical settings. The CME current has been detected in condensed
matter systems [6] and is actively sought for in heavy ion collision experiments [7-9]. More-
over, the CME has been argued to play a relevant role in astrophysics and cosmology [10],
e.g. for neutrino transport in supernovae [11].

The CME has been treated within a series of theoretical approaches, including QCD
models and effective theories [12] (see the review [13]), holography [14-16], hydrodynam-
ics [17, 18], kinetic theory [19] and lattice simulations [20-24], see also the lattice studies
looking for indirect effects of the CME [25-30]. In this work we will focus on the theoreti-
cal aspects of this effect using both lattice and continuum regularizations of the quantum
field theory. Since the very first study [31], the theoretical understanding of the CME
has greatly evolved. By now the CME is understood as an out-of-equilibrium effect, for
which a time-dependent electric current is induced by a time-dependent chiral imbalance.
The most general argument for the absence of an in-equilibrium CME comes from Bloch’s
theorem, which forbids global conserved currents to flow in equilibrium in the thermody-
namic limit [32]. However, there are several equilibrium studies in the literature that did
predict a non-vanishing CME current. In particular, this includes many of the above listed
continuum calculations, based on the static Dirac eigenvalues for free fermions, as well as
in-equilibrium lattice simulations [20, 21]. Given the high importance of the CME for a
multitude of physical settings, these contradictory findings clearly call for clarification.

In this paper we will determine the CME conductivity in equilibrium from the first
principles of QCD. In particular, we will present the first results for the conductivity
based on fully interacting in-equilibrium lattice QCD simulations employing physical quark
masses and a continuum extrapolation. Our approach generalizes the method that we
developed in [33] for the determination of the conductivity for the chiral separation effect
(CSE), an analogous anomalous transport phenomenon [34, 35]. Moreover, we will revisit
the calculation of the CME current for free fermions using a gauge-invariant regularization.
All our results are compatible with a vanishing CME current in equilibrium. In turn, we
show how regularizations incompatible with the gauge symmetry, more generically, the use
of a non-conserved electric current, can erroneously give nonzero results. We stress that
our findings do not concern the out-of-equilibrium effect that arises for time-dependent
external fields or chiral imbalance [5, 36, 37].

2 The Chiral Magnetic Effect in equilibrium

We start our discussion of the CME in thermal equilibrium by describing the setup. We
consider a system in the presence of a background magnetic field B, where the chiral density
is nonzero. The chiral imbalance is parameterized by a chiral chemical potential us5, whose
detailed properties will be discussed below. The generation of a vector current J,, (parallel
to B) in this scenario is what is known as the chiral magnetic effect. We will be interested
in the linear term Ccyg in a Taylor-expansion of this current for weak B and us5, which
we will refer interchangeably as CME conductivity coefficient or CME conductivity. Apart



from section 2.2 and unless explicitly stated otherwise, throughout the paper we work in
Euclidean space-time and with Hermitian Dirac matrices which satisfy {v,,7.} = 20,..

2.1 Currents and chemical potentials

We consider the vector current coupled to the electric charge,
_ a T 47
f

where f = u,d, s, ... labels the quark flavors and ¢; are the corresponding electric charges.
The charge density J4 can be controlled by a charge chemical potential in the grand canoni-
cal ensemble. Analogously, the chiral density can also be parameterized by a chiral chemical
potential ps, which couples to the fourth component of the associated axial current,

1e=3 v [ o @masio), (22)

which we normalized here so that each quark flavor contributes with unit weight.

The chiral chemical potential ps is clearly not a chemical potential in the standard
thermodynamic sense, since the charge it couples to is not conserved (due to the nonzero
quark mass as well as the chiral anomaly). It can either be thought of as a mere parameter
that controls the chiral imbalance of the system or as the constant temporal component
of an axial gauge field. In any case, one could be concerned if p5 does really induce chiral
imbalance or if its effect is washed out due to the non-conserved nature of the axial charge.
Below we will demonstrate, both for free quarks and for full QCD, that us5 indeed induces
nonzero chirality in the system.

The CME conductivity coefficient is defined via the leading-order term in the Taylor-
expansion of the electric current with respect to B and us around vanishing fields,

<‘]3> = CCME M5 eB + O(Mg7 B3) ) (23)

where we assumed, without loss of generality, that the background magnetic field points
in the third spatial direction. Moreover, the magnetic field is considered in units of the
elementary electric charge e > 0, so that we may work with the renormalization group
invariant combination eB.

Although full lattice QCD simulations do not suffer from a sign problem at finite us,
the introduction of this parameter for staggered fermions leads to technical difficulties
which will be discussed below. Instead, we consider the Taylor-expansion of the current
expectation value in the chiral chemical potential, evaluated at non-zero external magnetic

"When considering a theory with a single quark flavor, defining the vector current and the chiral chemical
potential is unambiguous up to an overall normalization. For several quark flavors, like in full QCD, there
are different options for coupling the current and the chiral chemical potential to e.g. quark charges or to
baryon number. Different choices can in general yield different results for the conductivities, as we showed
for example in our previous study of the CSE [33]. For the CME, this choice is unimportant as we will
briefly discuss below in Sec. 4.3.



fields but vanishing us. This technique will also be used for the crosschecks with Wilson
fermions. We note that simulations with Wilson fermions at ps # 0 are free of the diffi-
culties present in the staggered formulation and have already been used to investigate the
CME 20, 21]. Following Eq. (2.3), the first us derivative of the CME current is given by

0(J3)
6#5 p5=0

= CCME eB . (24)

Using the results for this derivative for a number of different magnetic fields, Comge can
be extracted via numerical differentiation with respect to eB. Alternatively, using the
technique developed in Ref. [38], the derivative with respect to the magnetic field can be
carried out analytically. This results in an expression including a three-point function, see
Refs. [39, 40] which, at leading order, is a special realization of the triangle diagram in the
Adler-Bell-Jackiw anomaly. This shows the tight relation between the conductivity and
the anomaly.

There is an overall proportionality constant involving the quark baryon numbers, the
quark charges and the number of colors N, = 3, which can be factored out of the conduc-
tivity. It reads

Caot = N> <q;f)2 . (2.5)
7

This overall factor can always be restored, and from this point we rescale all our results by
Caofr unless explicitly stated otherwise.

2.2 Analytic result for the CME conductivity for free fermions

The in-equilibrium effect may be studied in the free case by constructing the electric current
operator using the exact Dirac eigenvalues at B # 0 and ps # 0 [5, 41]. In these works,
the conductivity coefficient was found to be given by Covg = 1/(272). However, there is
a critical issue related to the ultraviolet regularization, which we will illustrate below.

Let us consider one colorless fermion flavor (with mass m and charge ¢) at zero
temperature T. Instead of working directly with the Dirac eigenvalues, we proceed as
in Eq. (2.4), i.e. we will evaluate the us-derivative of the vector current in a homo-
geneous magnetic field background, for which free fermion propagators are known ex-
actly [42, 43]. Unlike in the rest of the text, we will carry out the calculation using the
Minkowski metric. Accordingly, the Dirac matrices are the Minkowskian ones fulfilling
{us W} = 2m = 2diag(1, -1, -1, -1).

The chiral chemical potential s couples to the four-volume integral of the zeroth
component of the axial current, therefore the ps-derivative of the third component of the
vector current can be written as

6a<iz> - % / d'z / dy (1 ()39 (@) (y) 107159 (Y)) (2.6)

ps5=0

We regularize in the ultraviolet using the Pauli-Villars (PV) scheme, meaning that all
diagrams are replicated by the regulator fields with coefficients ¢s; and masses mgs. The



details of the regularization are text-book knowledge found e.g. in Ref. [44]. We recall here
that we need three extra fields altogether, and reserving s = 0 for the physical field (with
physical mass m) the parameters will be

co=c1=1, c=c3=-1, (2.7)
mé=m?, m?=m?2+2A%, mi=m3=m?+ A%,

with A — oo to be taken at the end of the calculation.
The derivative according to Eq. (2.4) is proportional to the CME coefficient, and using
Wick’s theorem we can rewrite the right-hand side of Eq. (2.6) to obtain
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A
Come aB = 17 cs/d4x/d4yTr [v3Ss (2, y) 107595 (1, 2)] (2.9)
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where the PV fields are already taken into account, and Sy is the fermion propagator for
the field s in a homogeneous magnetic background. The latter reads [43]

4 ~
Sy(z,y) = (x,y) / (%’4 e ~PEYG (p). (2.10)
Here
®(z,y) = exp [igB(z1 + y1) (22 — y2)/2] , (2.11)

is the Schwinger phase, and

i > iz(p2—m?2—p2 7ip2+p2 an (z
Ss(p) :/ dz e #Po—ms—p5)—iT g tan (2lgB)) [p—i—ms + (p172 —pgfyl)tan(qu)}
0
X [1 —y1y2 tan(zgB)] . (2.12)

Carrying out the traces
’ d4p > i(z1+22) (PR —m2—p3) 2 2 2
ComegB = —4) ¢ 20 ), dzidzze 0P (mg — pj — p3)

s=0

. 2+ 2
o1 am ltan (:14B)Ftan (220 5)] [tan(z1¢B) + tan(z2¢B)] . (2.13)

Now we Wick rotate the momentum components and the Schwinger parameters, pg =
ip4,i21 = 21,120 = Zs. The p; and py integrals are simple Gaussians, and evaluating
them factorizes the magnetic field dependence, uncovering an explicitly linear behavior in
B. This allows us to cancel the ¢B factor on both sides, resulting in

3
1 oo o _
Come = 3 E cs/ dps dp4/0 AZ1dZs e ~(Z1+22)witmi+p5) (m2+pi—p3) . (2.14)
s=0 o

Carrying out the integrals over Z; and Zs, we arrive at the final formula

3 3
1 o m?2 + p3 — p3
CoMmE = — E c / dps dpg —=——2—3 g cs =0. (2.15)
Ard e~ . (m2 + p3 + p?)? ~ °




The integral for a single PV field is a peculiar improper integral. On dimensional grounds,
its result does not depend on mg, and hence the sum over the PV fields inevitably vanishes
due to (2.8), as we indicated in (2.15). However, to obtain a specific value for just one of
the PV fields, one must choose a certain parameterization of the ps — p4 plane spanned
by the two integration variables. As we show and analyze in App. A, the result of the
integration depends on the parameterization, reflecting that the unregularized result is
physically meaningless. The regularized result, in turn, is Comg = 0, irrespectively of the
parameterization.

This issue with regularization has already been discussed in the literature [22, 24, 37,
45, 46]. In App. B we show a generalization of this calculation to finite temperature, where
ComeE is found to vanish as well.

Another way of understanding this cancellation in equilibrium is through Bloch’s the-
orem [47]. This no-go theorem from quantum mechanics forbids conserved currents to flow
in equilibrium in the thermodynamic limit. The theorem can be generalized to quantum
field theory and applied to the CME [32]. Since the electromagnetic current is a conserved
current, Bloch’s theorem forbids a non-zero expectation value in equilibrium and the CME
has to be absent. We also note that this argument does not apply to the chiral separa-
tion effect (CSE) [34, 35], where a non-conserved axial current is generated in a dense
magnetized medium.

We emphasize here that Bloch’s theorem indicates the absence of the current expec-
tation value at any non-zero ps and B (in sufficiently large volumes). Consequently, while
focusing on the leading coefficient Cong, we expect all coefficients in the Taylor expansion
of Eq. (2.3) to vanish identically.

2.3 Chiral imbalance

A final remark in this section concerns the relation between the chiral chemical potential
and the chiral imbalance. We emphasize that the absence of CME in equilibrium is not
due to the absence of chirality in the system, but it arises from a non-trivial cancellation
as shown in Eq. (2.15). In fact, it can be shown that p5 does induce nonzero chiral density.
This can be checked by calculating the axial density Jy5 of Eq. (2.2) in the presence of a
(baryon) chiral chemical potential.

However, later we will check the presence of chirality using lattice simulations, and, as
already mentioned, we avoid simulations at non-zero u5. Instead, we consider the coefficient
of the leading order term in the expansion of (Jy5) in us. The coefficient is equivalent to the
second derivative of the partition function with respect to us, i.e. the axial susceptibility

T 0?log Z

b
x:(T) = 5 B (2.16)

p5=0

Its nonzero value at us = 0 indicates that a weak chiral chemical potential induces nonzero
chiral imbalance. As we show in App. C, the susceptibility is a bare observable, subject to
additive renormalization, which we indicate by the superscript b. The divergent part can
be removed by subtracting the contribution at 7' = 0,

x5(T) = x3(T) = x3(T =0). (2.17)



For non-interacting fermions, the renormalized axial susceptibility takes the form

2
|
L mro0 2 (2.18)

X5 4/00 dp
™ w* <1+€ (m/T)2+p2> (m/T)% + p? 3

The calculation can again be found in App. C.
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Figure 1: Analytic result (2.18) for the axial susceptibility x5 for non-interacting fermions
as a function of m/T.

3 Lattice methods

In the following, we will use lattice simulations to check the above expectations in full
QCD. In addition, our aim is to shed light on former lattice results where a non-zero Comg
has been observed [20, 21]. As will become clear, the reason for this apparent discrep-
ancy with the expectations is the use of a non-conserved vector current in these studies.
The appearance of a conserved current in the CME is the reason for the applicability of
Bloch’s theorem to conclude that the CME should be absent in equilibrium. Retaining the
conserved current in lattice simulations turns out to be vital to obtain consistent results.

We concentrate on the Euclidean lattice formulation of the chiral magnetic effect. In
order to define the lattice observables required for the calculation of Coyg, we first need
to describe how the magnetic field and the chiral chemical potential enter the discretized
theory. The magnetic field B is taken to be constant and homogeneous, pointing in the
third spatial direction. As already mentioned above, we will work with the renormalization
group invariant combination eB.

Considering the relation between the Minkowski (indicated by the superscript M) and
Euclidean Dirac matrices (! = 4, vM = i;), we find that the Minkowski-space observable
from Eq. (2.4) is given by

o) M _ g 23
s p5=0 s u5=0

(3.1)



in terms of Euclidean operators. The latter will be considered in the rest of the manuscript.
We also checked explicitly that the real part of the Euclidean current expectation value is
consistent with zero.

3.1 Lattice setup — staggered quarks

We discuss first the setup with rooted staggered fermions, which we use to study the CME
in full QCD with 241 flavors at the physical point. In this formalism, the partition function
Z can be written using the Euclidean path integral over the gluon links U

z- /DUexp[—BSg] TT et My (U, g, mp) 2, (3.2)
f

where the fermionic fields have already been integrated out to yield the fermion determi-
nant, 3 = 6/g? denotes the inverse gauge coupling and m ¢ are the quark masses for each
flavor f = u,d,s. In Eq. (3.2), Sy is the gluonic action and My is the massive staggered
Dirac operator, which contains the quark charges ¢,/2 = —qq = —¢s = €¢/3. For S, we
used a tree-level Symanzik action, and the Dirac operator contains twice stout-smeared
links, which reduce the effect of the unphysical splitting of the masses of the different taste
degrees of freedom in the staggered formulation.

The quark masses are tuned to the physical point as a function of the lattice spac-
ing a along the line of constant physics (LCP) [48]. The chiral chemical potential (just
like the quark mass) has a non-trivial multiplicative renormalization constant — and also
induces divergent terms in log Z as we discuss in App. C. However, unlike the mass renor-
malization constant Zgl, the relevant (flavor-singlet) axial-vector renormalization constant
Zgl arises from a two-loop diagram and approaches unity perturbatively in the continuum
limit [49, 50]. Thus, we expect that its use would only affect discretization errors in our
lattice simulations and we do not include such a multiplicative renormalization for our
observables, neither an effect of us in our LCP. We mention that such effects would in any
case enter at O(u2) due to charge conjugation symmetry, and therefore do not impact our
observable (2.4), which contains a first derivative with respect to us at us = 0. The simula-
tions are performed on a four-dimensional lattice with N4 spatial and Ny temporal points,
each site n labeled by four integers n = {ni,na,ns,ns}. The physical spatial volume is
given by V = L3 = (aN,)? and the temperature by T = (aN;)~!. Also the unitary vector
in the direction v is denoted by o.

We note that the magnetic field is included in our setup as a classical background
field, so we do not consider dynamical photons in our calculations. Analogously to the
SU(3) links, the electromagnetic potential enters the Dirac operator for the quark flavor
f as a parallel transporter between two lattice points uys, = exp(iagrA,). These U(1)
links are chosen such that they represent a homogeneous magnetic field in the x3 direction.
The periodic boundary conditions in our finite volume imply that the flux of the field is
quantized as eB = 6mN,/(aNs)? with the integer flux quantum N, € Z [51].

The staggered transformation partially diagonalizes the Dirac operator, by mixing
coordinate and Dirac indices, so that the quark fields 1y are transformed to the so-called



staggered fields xy. It is possible to find a conserved vector current and an anomalous
(flavor-singlet) axial current in the staggered formalism, via the point-split bilinears [52],

T (n) = Xpm)T(n,m)xp(m),  Jl5(n) = Xp ()T (n,m)x,(m), (3.3)

involving the staggered counterparts of the Dirac matrices [53],

Ffj(n, m) = nyén)

1
r/. = o > evpas TITITYL (3.4)
“poB

[Uy(n)uf,,(n) eh(“5)(5n+,;,m +Ul(n— v)uy,(n—1D) e_h(“5)(5n,,;7m] ,

The T, objects also enter the staggered equivalent of the fifth Dirac matrix,

1
rgzI > evpasTITITITYS. (3.5)

l/7p7a’ﬁ

Above, n,(n) = (—1)ZP<U"P are the staggered phases and €, the totally antisym-
metric four-index tensor with the convention €034 = +1. These Dirac structures depend
explicitly on the chiral chemical potential via the factor e=*#s). The exponential way of
introducing the chiral chemical potential is analogous to the case of a baryonic one [54],
which ensures the correct continuum properties of the corresponding currents. To linear
order in us, the functional form can be found by noting that

oM/t
5 =T, (3.6)
M5 15=0
leading to
h(ps) = aps 2 (ps) , (3.7)

with the staggered representations of the spin operator,

1

21 (5) = gyeupatlyTL(1s) (3.8)

Altogether, the Dirac operator in the presence of a chiral chemical potential in the
staggered formalism can be written as (notice that Ej: =0),
1 <& s
wf(n7 m) _ 27 Z T]y(“) [Uy(n)ufy(n) ea“52”(“5)5m,n+ﬁ
4= (3.9)

UL = ), (n— 9) =05, 0 )

Here we note the difficulties of simulating at non-zero ps with staggered fermions. The
Dirac operator (3.9) has a recursive dependence on us, since each spatial hopping involves
the Elf operator, which itself contains spatial hoppings. Even if this dependence is truncated
at a certain order, the Dirac operator becomes a highly non-local operator involving the
exponentials of the Elf matrices. An alternative approach is to introduce the chiral chemical



potential in a linear way, see [55-57]. Both formulations lead to the same expressions for
first derivatives like the CME current (2.4), however they differ for higher derivatives like
the axial susceptibility (2.16). We get back to the latter point below in Sec. 4.3.

With these definitions, we can now perform the Grassmann integral over the staggered
fields, giving the expectation value for the (volume-averaged) vector current,

(J3) = %i q;f <Tr (F§M;1)> , (3.10)
7

where Tr refers to a trace in color space and a summation over the lattice coordinates.
The factor 1/4 results from rooting. Now we can calculate the derivative (2.4), required
to extract Coymp. The obtained observable is very similar to the one used to calculate the
CSE conductivity [33]. It contains the usual disconnected and connected terms, together
with an additional tadpole term arising due to the derivative of Fg with respect to us,

9(J3)
Ous

T
CompeB = =V

% >4 (e (rfa )T (v ))
Iz
_iz qu <Tr(r£5M;1F§Mf—1)> (3.11)
7
orf
ixtfols)]

These expectation values are to be evaluated at pus = 0 but nonzero magnetic field eB.

pns=0

One of our most important goals is to compare with the non-vanishing CME results
with Wilson fermions [20, 21|, both in full QCD and in the quenched approximation.
To enable a direct comparison, we also consider QCD in the quenched approximation.
This approximation corresponds to dropping the fermion determinant from the partition
function (3.2), while leaving the fermionic operators in the observables unchanged. This
results in a non-unitary theory where quarks behave differently in operators as in loop
diagrams. It is a commonly employed approximation that simplifies simulation algorithms
significantly, although is only exact for infinite quark masses. For completeness, in the
quenched case we employ both the staggered and the Wilson discretization of fermions.

Finally, we also calculate Coymg in the absence of gluonic interactions, both for Wilson
and for staggered quarks. To this end, we calculated the eigenvalues and eigenvectors
of the staggered Dirac operator exactly and constructed the necessary traces from these
(see App. D), while for Wilson fermions we relied on stochastic techniques to estimate the
traces.

Above we also introduced the axial susceptibility x5, which measures the linear re-
sponse of the chiral density to the introduction of ps. It is an important cross-check that
X5 is non-zero in our system, since the absence of chirality would automatically imply a

~10 -



vanishing CME. In the staggered formulation, this observable reads

1 _ roo 1 _ _
15 2 (Tr(Tlsy ) Te(Tiedd) ) — 3 30 (e (P T i) )
! f

1 *M;
+= Tr( M1>> ,
1 zf: < opz

where again a tadpole term is present.

X5 L
T TV

(3.12)

3.2 Lattice setup — Wilson quarks

Next we describe our setup involving Wilson quarks. This discretization we only con-
sider for free fermions and in the quenched approximation — simulations with dynamical
non-degenerate light Wilson quarks (differing in their electric charges) would be a compu-
tationally much more challenging task.

The massive Dirac operator is

aM’ = C(1 - kH) (3.13)
with the hopping operator

H= Z Z [(7’ — 7 €M T (), (1) Sy 5.m

+ (e MU (= D)uf, (n = 9)8n—pm

and
1

C = 4 = —
amy + 4, w 2amy + 8

(3.14)
The factor r is the coefficient of the usual Wilson term (taken to be unity in our setup)
and k is the hopping parameter.

We note that the chiral chemical potential does not couple to the Wilson term, since
the topological part of the axial anomaly for Wilson fermions arises from terms proportional
to r, and thus the anomalous axial current, to which us couples, should not contain these
terms [58]. In other words, this is the equivalent of (3.6) for Wilson fermions.

In this formulation, the currents are constructed from the bispinor fields )y,

JH(n) = dp(m)Th(n,m)y(m),  Jls(n) = p(n)Tl(n,m)y(m) . (3.15)

The conserved vector and anomalous axial currents again involve a point-splitting, just as
for staggered quarks [58]
Tf(n,m) = | (e = 1)U, (n)ugo(0) S

+ (yye—ausl;uzl + T)U;L(n — ﬁ)u}?y(n —7) (Smm_p] ,

N =

1 5
F]Jj5 (n7 m) = 5 |:'YV75UV (n)ufl/ (n) eaua(swdm,n-i-r)

WU (0 = ), (n = 5) B

- 11 -



Using the above definitions, the expectation value of the vector current reads,

(J3) = % 3 q;f <Tr <F§M]71)> . (3.16)
7

In this formalism, I‘g only involves hoppings in the third direction, and therefore it is
independent of us. Thus, the tadpole term is absent and our observable takes a simpler
form than in the staggered case,

Comen = T2 = | S (m(chasy me(rdag ) .
_ Zf: (e (rfm Ty >] :

involving only disconnected and connected terms.
It is also possible to consider a local vector current

TP (n) = Pr(n)ybr(n) (3.18)

instead. Even though it is not conserved, it has the same quantum numbers as Jlf and is

often employed in Wilson fermion simulations, for example for the study of various aspects

of hadron physics and, what is more relevant for this work, it was also used to study

the CME in quenched and dynamical QCD [20, 21]. We can introduce a chiral chemical
loc

potential p2¢ that couples to these local currents in the action. The analogue of (3.17)
now reads

O15)
Ops

T

CpeB = %

us=0

> (1(chast o (wary))

1.1
_ ‘Lf<T (FfM—l M_1>>

This introduction of a chemical potential is a naive extension of the continuum for-

(3.19)

mulation to the discretized theory and it is well known that this leads to new ultraviolet
divergences [54]. Therefore we use this setup with the non-conserved, local current merely
for comparison, and we will test the impact of these ultraviolet divergences on the observ-
able (3.19) below.

The axial susceptibility in this case takes the form

S (T (rhona ) Te(Tharst ) ) = - (Te(Tha M) )
7

!

’ ) (3.20)
My, 1
2 (n( )|
f 5
where now a tadpole term appears also in the Wilson formulation, since FL’ depends on
H5-

T

X5:V

- 12 —



3.3 Simulation setup

For our numerical calculations, we follow the same approach as in [33]. The traces are
estimated with 100 Gaussian noise vectors, except for free staggered fermions where we
used the exact eigensystem instead.

CeoME is extracted by calculating the current derivative at different values of eB, and
then performing a linear fit with no constant term, via a usual y? minimization method.
The slope of the fitted linear function then corresponds to the CME conductivity. For the
estimation of statistical uncertainties, both of the simulation points and the fits, we use
the jackknife method with 10 bins. A systematic error for the coefficient is also estimated
by repeating the fit successively, eliminating the data point at the largest magnetic field in
each iteration, until only one point is left. The maximum difference in the slope between
the original fit and the repeated fits we consider to be the systematical error of ComE.

For the quenched data, we use a slightly different approach. Since the determinant is
taken to be constant, the measurements at different magnetic fields are all performed on
the same gauge configurations, and are therefore correlated. To take this into account, we
perform correlated fits considering the covariance matrix of the data in the x? minimization
method. While the statistical error of these fits is again calculated with the jackknife
method, we consider a less conservative estimation of the statistical error in this case. We
perform a wide variety of fits by changing the number of points considered, and including
fits with a cubic term to the fitting function. We then construct a histogram weighted by
the Akaike information criterion and we take the standard deviation of this distribution as
the systematic error of the fit.

In Fig. 2 we display two examples of the behavior of the current derivative with e B and
the fits, both for free fermions and full QCD with staggered quarks. In these plots, we can
see that the expected vanishing result is completely reproduced with staggered fermions.
For a complete understanding of CME on the lattice with different discretizations and
setups, we now present a detailed analysis of the obtained results for Coyg in a wide range
of situations.

4 Results

4.1 Free quarks

A first simple case where we can check our setup is turning off gluonic interactions. We
consider a color-singlet theory of free quarks, with mass m and charge ¢. In this particular
case, the overall normalization factor reduces to Cqof = (q/€)?.

In Fig. 3, we present the results for Coyp at three different values of m/T with
staggered fermions. For the highest m /T, we also include a comparison to Wilson fermions.
In each case, we show continuum extrapolations (Ns — oo with m/T and LT kept fixed)
for different aspect ratios LT. In small volumes (see the results for LT = 1.5), we find
small values of Coypr to remain in the continuum limit. However, these turn out to be
finite-size effects, which vanish towards the thermodynamic limit, where Bloch’s theorem,
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ensuring Come = 0, becomes valid. In particular, we find LT = 4 to be sufficiently close
to the infinite volume limit for all masses, and to give results for Ccoyp smaller than 1076,

In this system of free fermions, we already learn what is the main conclusion of the
following results: CME vanishes on a Euclidean lattice if a conserved vector current and
an anomalous axial current are considered, both for staggered and Wilson fermions. For
m/T = 4, we also show what happens when this correct setup is abandoned. For staggered
quarks, excluding the tadpole terms leads to a deviation of the expected vanishing result
in the continuum limit. The same happens for Wilson fermions if a local vector current is
used instead of a conserved one. This is exactly the setup used in Ref. [21], whose result
for the quenched theory are marked by an orange band in the bottom left plot. With this
free fermion calculation we see a first indication that the reason behind the non-zero result
in that work could be closely related to the use of a local vector current. This will be
confirmed next, by performing QCD simulations in the quenched theory.

Before continuing with interacting theory, there is another important crosscheck that
can be done. In Fig. 4, we present results for x5 for staggered and Wilson fermions with
m/T = 3, where the required traces have been estimated with Gaussian random vectors
in the two cases. For both discretizations, the continuum extrapolation agrees with the
analytic calculation (2.18). This clearly shows that chiral density is non-zero at finite
fs in our setup, illustrating that the vanishing result for CME arises from a non-trivial
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Figure 2: Derivative of the vector current with respect to the chiral chemical potential
as a function of the magnetic field for a 243 x 6 lattice with staggered quarks in the free
case with m/T =1 (left) and in full QCD with 2 + 1 flavors and physical quark masses at
T = 305 MeV (right). The continuous green line represents the optimal fit, and its width
is our estimate for its uncertainty. For comparison, the dashed-dotted red line indicates
a linear function with unit slope (notice the rescaling of the horizontal axis). For free
fermions, the data points were obtained using exact diagonalization (see App. D) and thus
have no errors. A nonzero slope, suppressed by four orders of magnitude, is due to residual
finite volume effects and lattice artifacts. In the interacting case, the uncertainty of the
linear fit is obtained by adding statistical and systematical errors in quadrature.
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Figure 3: Continuum extrapolation of the CME conductivity for free fermions at different
values of m/T using the staggered discretization. The red dot-dashed line corresponds to
Ccme = 1/(272), while the black dashed line to Coyg = 0. For light fermions (m/T = 0
and m/T = 1, upper panels), the CME coefficient is nonzero on the smallest volume
(see the blue points with LT = 1.5) due to finite size effects and approaches zero in the
thermodynamic limit (see the open green symbols for the LT = 4 results, already shown
in the left panel of Fig. 2). For m/T = 4, Wilson fermions as well as discretizations with a
non-conserved vector current are also included. The quenched continuum limit estimation
with Wilson fermions from Ref. [21] is depicted as an orange band for comparison.

cancellation, and not from the absence of chiral imbalance.

4.2 Quenched theory

As the next step towards the full QCD theory, we present our results in the quenched
setup. This theory not only allows us to have a first look at how interactions affect the
picture, but also enables a direct comparison to existing literature, in particular to the
non-vanishing results in Ref. [21].

In Fig. 5, we present the calculation of C'oyp in the quenched approximation. We use
configurations generated with the plaquette gauge action at § = 5.845,5.9,6.0,6.25,6.26
and 6.47, and use both staggered and Wilson fermions in the valence sector. We employed
these gauge configurations already in Refs. [59, 60]. The latter choice is motivated to
compare to Ref. [21]. The correlator is calculated using a conserved vector current and an
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Figure 4: Axial susceptibility for free fermions with m/T = 3, using both the staggered
and the Wilson discretizations. The black dashed line represents the value from the ana-
lytical expression (2.18) at this particular value of m/T.

anomalous axial current for both discretizations, and the result clearly indicates a vanishing
CME.

As mentioned above, we can compare the quenched results from [21] by simulating
directly with the same parameters, but with a different approach, since the results in this
work were obtained by simulating at finite chiral chemical potential and with a local vector
current. In Fig. 6, we present the results for Wilson fermions in the quenched theory, with
a conserved vector current and with a local one. The results with the conserved current

0.05 __._;T..;(.j;]::_:.l_/;;._._._._._._._._._._._._._._._.__
=== Ccmg =0

0.04 F P Wilson 162 x 4 ]
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Figure 5: Results for the CME conductivity in the quenched theory, both with Wilson
and staggered fermions. The conductivity is consistent with zero in all the cases (within
20) even without taking the continuum limit.
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are consistent with a vanishing Coyg, while the ones with the local vector current are
non-zero and in agreement with the results of Ref. [21]. At this point we can conclude that
the conservation of the vector current is crucial to reproduce the expected physical picture
of a vanishing CME in equilibrium, and the non-zero results for Comp in Ref. [21] are an
artifact of using a non-conserved vector current.

Finally, we note that in the quenched ensembles gluon configurations in different
Polyakov loop sectors contribute. Contrary to the case of the CSE in the quenched approx-
imation [33], the Polyakov loop backgrounds do not affect the CME conductivity appre-
ciably. This is because the complex Polyakov loop backgrounds effectively amount to an
imaginary baryon chemical potential, and therefore only affect the baryon density (entering
the CSE) but not the chiral density.

E.':' Ccme =0
Conserved
0.04 I Non-conserved ]
E Non-conserved 1111.4681
Comp 0.03F .
Gt % ¥
0.02 ]
=
0.01 | ]
0.00 f--===--==-------- I—---E— ------------- T R

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10 0.12

a [fm]

Figure 6: Direct comparison of the study in [21] (open red circles), with our setup with a
conserved vector current (filled blue squares) and a non-conserved one (filled black squares).
The results with non-conserved currents agree with each other within errors and deviate
from the correct value. The result with a conserved vector current is consistent with a
vanishing Coumg.

4.3 QCD at physical quark masses

Finally, we present our results for Coyg in full QCD using 2 + 1 flavors of staggered
fermions with physical quark masses. The measurements were performed on an already
existing ensemble of configurations for different magnetic fields [51, 61].

In Fig. 7, we present the dependence of the conductivity on the temperature using
several finite-temperature lattice ensembles 243 x 6, 243 x 8, 283 x 10, 362 x 12 as well as
two zero-temperature ensembles 243 x 32 and 323 x 48. The CME coefficient vanishes for
all temperatures within errors. We also present the continuum limit for temperatures from
100 MeV to 400 MeV, considering a spline fit procedure combined with the continuum
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extrapolation. In particular, we consider a T-dependent spline fit of all lattice points with
a-dependent coefficients of order a?. By minimizing the x2/dof, the optimal fitting surface
in the a — T plane is found (see [62] for further details). The statistical error of this
procedure is calculated using the jackknife samples, while we estimate the systematic error
by repeating several times the spline fit removing the coarsest lattice and including O(a*)
coefficients. The maximum difference between the continuum limits obtained with these
data sets and the original one is taken as the systematic error, which is added in quadrature
to the statistical one. The so-obtained continuum extrapolation is again compatible with
zero at all temperatures.

S . U S
—= Comg = 1/272
0.04 | === CcmE =0 b
g
Couve 0.031 Y 243 x8 7
Claor T wn
0.021 T 24° x 32 ]
F 328 x 48
0.01 ]
0.00 -%—--}E{E@ﬂ--ﬁ--g -------- 405 -

Figure 7: Full dynamic QCD results with 2+ 1 flavors of staggered fermions at the physical
point in a wide range of temperatures. The continuum limit for points at 7" > 100 MeV is
shown as an orange band.

We mention that both the chiral chemical potential and the vector current may be
defined with different flavor quantum numbers, i.e. baryon number, electric charge or “light
baryon number”, cf. Ref. [33]. We checked that Ccoymp vanishes for any combination of
these as well. This is expected, since the general argument implying that CME vanishes
in equilibrium, applies in all the different setups. We note that the absence of the CME
in certain interacting systems has already been shown in the literature [63]. Our result
demonstrates that the CME vanishes in equilibrium in full QCD. In addition, it shows that
the implications of Bloch’s theorem also apply to finite temperature QCD.

Finally, in Fig. 8, we show the results for the chiral susceptibility x5 in full QCD for
different temperatures. Since the renormalization? of the observable requires a zero tem-

2We note here that xs is also subject to multiplicative renormalization, in particular by the same
factor (squared) as the flavor-singlet axial vector current in the CSE [33]. This renormalization constant
approaches unity both for Wilson and for staggered fermions in the continuum limit [49, 50] and it could
be used to further improve the scaling of the observable.
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perature subtraction, approaching the continuum limit is computationally more challenging
than for Coyg. For this reason, we only present results for NV; = 6,8 lattices with differ-
ent volumes. To reduce cutoff effects, we follow a similar improvement program for the
observable as in Ref. [48]. We multiply our results by the improvement coefficients, which
can be calculated for very high temperatures (free quarks with m/T =~ 0) for the different
values of N;. In particular, we find these coefficients to be 1.2505 for Ny = 6 and 1.1196
for Ny = 8. The susceptibility starts growing around the crossover temperature 7., and
it slowly approaches the analytic result for massless free fermions. The asymptotic limit
seems to be reached at temperatures higher than 1 GeV, a similar behavior as observed in
the QCD pressure [48], and in contrast with the fast increase after T, observed in the CSE
conductivity [64].
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Figure 8: Axial susceptibility for 2 + 1 flavors of staggered quarks in full QCD at the
physical point. The results are normalized by the number of colors N, = 3 in order to
directly compare to the free fermions result (2.18). We observe x5 to slowly grow above
the crossover temperature, approaching the analytic result for massless non-interacting
fermions (indicated by the black dashed line).

5 Summary and outlook

In this paper, we have presented a complete characterization of the absence of the chiral
magnetic effect in thermal equilibrium. We carefully showed how regularization plays a
crucial role in the calculation, in particular, for the first-order Taylor coefficient of the
conductivity Comg. We also reviewed how chiral imbalance is indeed induced by a chiral
chemical potential us5, even when this parameter does not couple to a conserved quantity
in the theory.
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By using first-principles Euclidean lattice calculations, we showed how using the appro-
priate discretization of the conserved currents leads to a vanishing CME conductivity for
non-interacting fermions, using both Wilson and staggered quarks. At the same time chiral-
ity is indeed present in the system with both discretizations, indicated by a non-vanishing
Xx5- We then moved to the quenched theory, where we again observed the absence of the
CME. We also directly compared to the earlier results of Ref. [21], where a non-vanishing
CME conductivity has been found, albeit with a non-conserved vector current. The com-
parison shows that the use of a conserved vector current is vital to obtain consistent results.
Finally, we presented the first results in full dynamical QCD at the physical point, using
2+ 1 flavors of staggered fermions, for a wide range of temperatures. These results, which
have been continuum extrapolated, are completely consistent with Coyg = 0. In addi-
tion, we calculated x5 in the same setup, exhibiting an increase above the QCD crossover
temperature, slowly approaching the non-interacting quarks limit.

Once the equilibrium effect is completely understood, it is natural to extend this study
to the out-of-equilibrium conductivity. To access the latter, we would need information
about the spectral function, which is accessible via lattice simulations using spectral recon-
struction methods. This technique has already been employed to indirectly study the CME
in Ref. [30] as a contribution to the electric conductivity. Using the temporal correlator
between vector and axial vector currents one would have access to the out-of-equilibrium
Come in QCD, which potentially provides information on how the out-of-equilibrium CME
is affected by interactions. Important steps in this direction have been taken in Ref. [24],
where the role of the regularization and the relation between Euclidean and retarded cor-
relators has been discussed, as well as in Ref. [65], where the out-of equilibrium properties
of CME for free fermions were analyzed using the Wigner-Weyl formalism.
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A Parameterization dependence of the unregularized Ccng in the free
case

In this appendix we will analyze the integral appearing in (2.15) in order to show that
without an a priori regularization process the CME coefficient is mathematically ill-defined
despite not containing UV divergences. We start by defining two contributions

1 o0 m?2
m dpsd 5 A.
f / P3 P4( (A.1)

A m?2 + p3 + p3)?
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and

Ip= L /00 dps dps Pi— v : (A.2)
Am3 J o (m? + pj + p3)?
with which (2.15) is just
3
CcoMmE = Z Cs(fm + fp) . (AS)
s=0

The first term, f,,, is a well behaved integral with the value

1

fm = ol (A.4)

In turn, f, depends on the way one parameterizes the integral over the p3 —p4 plane. First
of all, notice that performing the p3 and p, integrals in a different order gives different

results,
1 [ o0 P — 3 > 1 /OO T 1
-~ [ a d =— | A s =5
o= g [ (/oo Pz pi+p9)?) ~ and ) )P T A
(A.5)
while
; _1/°°d (/‘”d pi— 13 >_1/°°d e, S
P43 = 3 _OO P4 - p3(m§—|—pi+p§)2 473 |- o p42(m§+p421)3/2 4m2”
(A.6)

More generally, one can rotate the integration variables

p3\ [ cosa sina U (A7)
ps] \—sinacosa/ \v )

to find that depending on the (arbitrary) rotation angle «, the result changes continuously
between the two extremes (A.5) and (A.6),

cos 2«

Jpo =~ 472

(A.8)

Taking for example a = /2, i.e. considering the ordering f, 34, results in the value 1/(272)
for the unregularized contribution of the s = 0 field to ComE.-

The heat map of the integrand of f, for ms = 1 is shown in Fig. 9, with an example
change of coordinates, illustrating how the different results arise. To understand the origin
of this ambiguity, it is instructive to use polar coordinates (p, @), writing

2w
p3 cos 20
d A9
Jo= 47r3/ p/ m2+p) (4.9)

which highlights the fact that there are divergent directions (in fact almost all of them are),
since the integrand only falls off as p~! for large p. However, integrating over ¢ combines
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Figure 9: The heat map of the integrand of f, as defined in (A.2). A few contours are

highlighted in green for better visibility, while an example of the variable change in (A.8)
is shown by the rotated coordinate system (black).

them in such a way that cancellations occur to make it possibly finite. This completes our
illustration of the ill-definedness of f, and hence the unregularized value of ComE.

As a final remark, evaluating the sum over the PV fields always leads to a well defined
integral, which is easiest to see for the form of f, in polar coordinates, where the integrand
falls off faster for p > mg, owing to the PV subtraction,

2m
p? cosng
sfp o 3/ dp/ dsoz EEEw (A.10)
2 -9
= —3/ dp/ de 3m +mé g + 0P ") ) cos2p, (A.11)
4m Jo 0 p

and vanishes due to the p-integral. Here we inserted the specific PV masses (2.8).

B CME in the free case from the two-point function at finite temperature

In this appendix, we generalize the calculation of Sec. 2.2 to finite temperatures T'. This
is done in a straightforward manner, by replacing the frequency component of the integral
by a sum over fermionic Matsubara frequencies,

dpo .
while also replacing po — iwp = 27T (n + 1/2) in Sy(p). Doing so in Eq. (2.14), yields

q w2 +m2
CompgB = —; 5 Z T Z/ dp3/ dZ1dZy e~ P+ 2@t mitnd) (m2 42— p2)

n=—oo

(B.2)
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The linear magnetic field dependence is again obtained, which allows the simplification of
the expression. Doing the p3 integral results in

¢ Z / d21dZ oo (4 o) B2 | s+ wh 1
CME = c 1 ) 2 2 B
o 3/2 s fim—oo VZi+Zy 271 + Z9)3/?
(B.3)

The Z1, Z5 integrals can be performed for all terms of the sum, e.g. by changing variables
to Z1 = # and Zy = C'T_ﬁ The final result is again zero, now for all temperatures.

C Axial susceptibility in the free case

In this appendix we calculate the axial susceptibility (2.16) in the free case. First, we discuss
x5 at T' = 0 in order to illustrate that this observable is subject to additive renormalization.
We consider the second derivative of the partition function with respect to ps again in the
PV regularization,

3 4 m ms
&= izcs/ d*k 3[70’75(%(41;2 _s)%%’;;(k +ms)] (1)

Carrying out the traces and using the Schwinger parameterization

3 0o
dk 2_ ;2
b . 2 2 2 —t(mi—k
X5 = 4i SEZO CS/O dt / o) (2k2 — k2 —m?)te X ) (C.2)

The momentum integrals can be solved, yielding

5 An2 ch/ dt[ t2 ] ~Hme—, (C.3)

This integral is divergent for the physical species s = 0, but it is regularized by the PV
copies. The final result after integration reads

%2 ch m? log ( ) —ﬁ [log(4)A2 —m? [1 + log (;ﬂ;)] + O(A‘Q)] :
(C.4)

where we inserted the specific form (2.8) of the PV masses, noting that the physical mass is
m = myg. Here we explicitly see how the introduction of u5 leads to a quadratic divergence
(plus a logarithmic one) in log Z. This motivates the T' = 0 subtraction of the bare
observable in (2.17).

To calculate the finite temperature result, is again enough to use the Matsubara for-
malism. From Eq. (C.1) and rotating to imaginary time, we get

3
T— 4T Z / dk (ion)? + . (C.5)

)
n=—o0 -k - m2]2
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It is straightforward to evaluate the Matsubara sum, yielding, for the T-dependent part,

—4/dk’“2 (Ey) (C.6)
X5_7_(_2 EknF k) .

which is Eq. (2.18).

D CME with free staggered fermions

In this appendix, we illustrate how to calculate Coyg for free staggered quarks using
explicitly the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the Dirac operator. The discussion closely
follows the analogous method that we developed for the CSE [33]. To describe free quarks,
we turn off the gluon fields and consider one color component only. We discuss a single
quark flavor with mass m, the chemical potential u5 and the vector current J;. Below we
work on an N3 x N; lattice and write everything in lattice units, setting @ = 1. In the
non-interacting theory, the disconnected term of Eq. (3.11) vanishes, so we only need to
calculate two terms

0Js
s

1
- N3N,

1 1 ol
— ZTr(DsM'Tys M~ + x| =M1 D.1
1 r(3 45 )+4 r<8u5 >], (D.1)

p15=0

and the expectation value indicating the fermion path integral was omitted for brevity.

The massless staggered Dirac operator has purely imaginary eigenvalues, due to its
antihermiticity. Moreover, due to staggered chiral symmetry, {I),n5} = 0 (with 15 =
(—1)mtn2tnstna) the eigenvalues come in complex conjugate pairs,

DV = +i\Y; . (D.2)

When the mass is included, we will need the analogous eigensystem for MM = () +

m)(Ip +m)t = ]D]DT +m?, so
MM™; = (X2 +m?)w,, (D.3)

where each eigenvalue is doubly degenerate due to (D.2). Using this eigensystem as basis,
the traces in Eq. (D.1) can be written as

an 1 1 1 |
s - 1 UIns M, wiT M,
ous |,y N3N [ 4 Z A2 +m2) (A2 +m?) 3 §¥ilas i
H5= ij 7 5 (D 4)
1 1 o'y
- ol MW,
* 4 zl: /\12 +m2 " Ous il s

where we inserted a complete set of eigenstates Zj \Ilj\Il;r- = 1 in the first term and used
M~ = MY (MM~

Next, the separability of the problem allows us to reduce Eq. (D.3) to one two-
dimensional and two one-dimensional eigenproblems. This will enable us to determine
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the complete spectrum on much larger lattices than with a direct, four-dimensional ap-
proach. To this end, we write the free Dirac operator (at us = 0) as D=1+ ng + 1,

with D12 = Dl + mz and

B, (n,m) = ’7”;”) [ty ()B4 5am — (1 — )0 m] = 1 (n) Dy (n,m) (D.5)

Similarly, the staggered Dirac matrices (3.4) (at pus = 0) simplify to

Ly (n.m) = P ()8 + 30— $)00) = mm)Sum) . (D.6)
Notice that the hop operators satisfy
[S1, S3] = [S1, Sa] = [S2, 3] = [S2, S4] = [S3, 8] =0, (D.7)

because the U(1) links only enter in S; and Ss.

The squared operator MM T = MZ\J{L2 + MM; + MMI separates into three terms that
act in the respective subspaces and only depend on the respective coordinates — thus they
commute with each other. Therefore, the eigenvectors in (D.3) factorize,

W i1005,00} (111, M2, M3, M) = piy,y (N1, 12) Gig(113) &iy (114) (D.8)
with 0 < 719 < N82, 0 <i3 < Ngand 0 < iy < N..?> Below we use a shorthand notation and
simply write ¥U; = p;¢:&;.

We proceed by expanding the operators appearing in the matrix elements in Eq. (D.4)
into separate contributions that depend only on n 2, ng or ny,

Ty = (—1)m28y, (D.9)
MV = 1Py — (=1)"F™ D3 — (—1)™ "2t Dy 4, (D.10)

and it can be shown with some algebra and Eq. (D.7) that
[y5 = —51253(—=1)", (D.11)

with S19 = {S1,52}/2. Finally, for the tadpole term we need the derivative of I's with
respect to the chiral chemical potential. Using (3.4) and (3.7),

ol's
—2 = —S19D3(—1)"2. D.12
s 12D3(—1) (D.12)

The necessary products, appearing in (D.4) are therefore

LsMT = —[(=1)™7 "2 1512 - [Ss]s - [14
—[]12 - [S3D3]3 - [1]4
—[Tha - [S3(=1)"*]3 - [D4]s
rnl(— 1)y - (Sl - (1,

(D.13)

3Note that the same separation does not hold for the eigensystem (D.2), since for example [, 5] # 0
due to the staggered phases. This is because [MM T, ns] = 0 but [I9,ns] # 0.
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where [.]12, [.]3s and [.]4 indicate operators that only act in the respective spaces and only
depend on the respective coordinates. Similarly, we obtain

TusMT = +[S12(—1)" P1o]12 - [Ss]3 - [1]a
+[S12(—=1)"]12 - [S3D3]3 - [1]4

(D.14)
+[S12(=1)" 12 - [S3(=1)"]3 - [Dala
—m[S12(—1)"]12 - [S3]3 - [1]4,
and
gll};MT =+ [S12(=1)"2D1o)12 - [Ds]s - [1]4
+ [S12(—=1)"]12 - [D3D3]3 - [1]4 (D.15)

+ [S12(=1)" 12 - [D3(=1)"]3 - [Das
—m[S12(=1)"]12 - [Ds]3 - [1]4.
Combining everything, Eq. (D.4) becomes
0Js 1 1
o e

1
2 (A7 +m?)(A] + m?)

]

[A4ijCjiliz - [GijGials - [0ij]a + [Aij Ejiha - [GijHjils - [0i5]a

+ [AijEjilz - [Gigljils - [0i5Tjila — m[Aij Fyilio - [GijGala - [6ijla
+[04;Cjihi2 - [HijGjils - [0i]a + (63 Ejilrz - [HigHjila - [6i]a

+ 05 Eji)12 - [HijLjs)s - [0i55i]a — m[0ij Fjiliz - [HijGjila - [0i5]a
+

+

us=0 | N3N, 4

—

0ijCjiha - [1ijGjils - [Jij0jila + [0 Ejila - [LijHjils - [Jij0jila
SijEjilra - [LijLjil3 - [Jij Jjila — m[0ij Fyilaa - [1i5Gjil3 - [Jijijla
—m[By;Cjili2 - [GijGjils - [6ij]la — m[BijEjilaz - [GijHjils - [045]a
— m[BijEjil12 - [Gijljils - [6ijila + m*[BijFyiha - [GijGiils - [%’]4}

11 1
+N§Nt4§i: A2 4 m2

{[Cn‘]u (K3 - [6ii)a + [Eiliz - [Niils - [Jiila

+ [Eiil12 - [Liil3 - [0ii]a [Kiil3 - [@"]4} :

— o —

— m[Fi]12 -
(D.16)

with

Bij = pl(—1)""2p;

Ejj = plSi2(~1)"p;

Jij €§D4§j ;

Hyj = ¢}S3D3,

Aij = pl(=1)" " Prgp;
Cij = 03512(—1)7”1?12%)]‘ )
Fij = plSi2(—1)"2p; ,

Gij = 018305 ,

<

(D.17)

Lij = ¢1S3(—1)"3¢;
Lij = ¢2D3D3¢j ,
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To solve the eigenvalue problems, a two-dimensional one in the 12 plane in the presence
of the magnetic field and two one-dimensional ones in the 3 and 4 directions, we use the
LAPACK library. The eigensystem of the former problem gives Hofstadter’s butterfly [66],
the spectrum of a well-known solid-state physics model. Its importance for lattice QCD has
been pointed out in Ref. [67], and it has been generalized both for gluonic interactions [68,
69] as well as for inhomogeneous magnetic fields [64]. The value for the current derivative
can be reconstructed using Eq. (D.16), and Coume can be extracted in the same way as

explained in the main text by calculating the observable at different values of the magnetic
field.
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