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We use the effective field theory approach to systematically study the dynamics of classical and
quantum systems in an oscillating magnetic field. We find that the fast field oscillations give rise to
an effective interaction which is able to confine charged particles as well as neutral particles with a
spin magnetic moment. The effect is reminiscent of the renown dynamical stabilization of charges
by the oscillating electric field and provides a foundation for a new class of magnetic traps. The
properties characteristic to the dynamical magnetic confinement are reviewed.

Electromagnetic traps designed to operate individual
particles and atoms play a key role in the solution of the
physical problems ranging from the measurement of the
neutron lifetime [1] and the fine structure constant [2] to
synthesis of antimatter [3] and quantum computing [4].
Depending on the problem they can rely on quite diverse
physical principles [5–7]. For example, the dynamical sta-
bilization [6] is used in the design of the Paul traps [8],
where the rapidly oscillating electric field creates confin-
ing potential for charged particles. On the other hand,
the magnetic traps [9, 10] capture the neutral particles
through the magnetic moment interaction to the static
spatially inhomogeneous magnetic field. Dynamical con-
finement of magnetic moments has also been discussed in
the past [11, 12] and verified experimentally [13].

In this Letter we use the effective field theory frame-
work [14] to describe the dynamical stabilization in classi-
cal and quantum systems caused by the fast oscillations
of the magnetic field. The analysis suggests a physical
principle for a new class of particle traps. The mecha-
nism of the confinement and the properties of the bound
states in this case are quite different from the existing
techniques [15–20], and may be relevant for a number
of applications including the study of anti-hydrogen [21],
cold atoms [22], etc. We present the examples of the con-
fining potential for charges and spin magnetic moments
which can be realized experimentally with the existing
technology and setup. While the dynamical magnetic
confinement of electric charges has not been discussed so
far, we revise the previous analysis [11, 12] of the spin
magnetic moments.

We start with the general description of classical and
quantum dynamics in the rapidly oscillating magnetic
field. The theory of the periodically driven systems in the
high-frequency limit is based on the concept of averag-
ing, when the effect of the oscillating field is smeared out
and the long-time evolution is governed by the resulting
effective interaction. The method is well known in clas-
sical mechanics [23]. It has been extended to quantum
systems [24–27] and refined and generalized in many sub-
sequent works [28–35]. Here we adopt the effective field
theory approach developed in [14] to systematically de-
rive the effective action to any order of the high-frequency
expansion in the ratio of the oscillation period to a char-

acteristic time scale of the averaged system. Let us dis-
cuss first the classical system of a particle of mass m and
electric charge e subject to the Lorentz force

F (t, r) = e (E(t, r) + v ×B(t, r)) (1)

due to the oscillating magnetic field B(t, r) =
cos(ωt)B(r) and electric field E(t, r) = sin(ωt)E(r),
where the bold fonts indicate three-dimensional vectors.
For the magnetic field generated by an external source,
in the region of vanishing charge and current density
the Maxwell equations impose the relations ∂ ×E(r) =
ωB(r), ∂×B(r) = O(1/c2), where c is the speed of light.
We consider the case when the electromagnetic radiation,
i.e. the curl of the magnetic field, can be neglected. Fol-
lowing [14] we split the particle coordinates into the slow
and fast modes

r → r +

∞
∑

n=1

[cn(r) cos(nωt) + sn(r) sin(nωt)] , (2)

where the vector r now describes the slow smeared mo-
tion, and split the total time derivative into the slow
and fast components d/dt = v · ∂r + ∂t. Substituting
this decomposition into the equation of motion and re-
expanding in the Fourier harmonics one can find the co-
efficients cn(r) and sn(r) order by order in 1/ω2. The
zero harmonic then defines the equation of motion for
the slow “time-averaged” evolution. The corresponding
effective Lagrangian through the next-to-leading order of
the high-frequency expansion reads [14]

Leff =
m

2
vivjgij(r)− Veff(r) +O(1/ω6), (3)

where v = dr/dt, and the summation over the repeat-
ing indices is implied. Here gij is the induced three-
dimensional metric and Veff is the effective potential.
Keeping the leading terms quadratic in the electric and
magnetic fields and eliminating the latter by the relation
B = ∂ ×E/ω we get

gij = δij −
e2

2m2ω4
(∂Ei∂Ej + ∂iE∂Ej + ∂jE∂Ei)

+O(1/ω6) (4)
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and

Veff =
e2

4mω2
E2 +O(1/ω6), (5)

where B and E stand for the field amplitudes B(r) and
E(r), respectively. The leading order effective potential
has the same form as in the case of the oscillating electric
field when the magnetic field can be neglected. However,
its properties are quite different since the magnetically
induced electric field is not potential. Moreover, for a
fixed value of B the magnitude of the induced electric
field grows linearly with ω and the effective potential re-
mains finite at ω → ∞. At the same time the induced
metric Eq. (4) reduces to the result for a potential field
[14] only for B = 0.
Let us now consider the corresponding quantum sys-

tem with the time-dependent Hamiltonian

H(t) =
1

2m
(p̂− eA(t, r))

2
+ eV (t, r)− µ̂B(t, r), (6)

where p̂ = −ih̄∂, µ̂ = gµ
h̄ Ŝ is the magnetic moment, g

is the gyromagnetic ratio, µ is the spin magnetic mo-
ment unit (magneton), and Ŝ is the operator of the
spin. The vector and scalar potentials are given by
A(t, r) = cos(ωt)A(r), V (t, r) = sin(ωt)V (r) so that
the electric field amplitude is E(r) = ωA(r) − ∂V (r).
The effective time-independent Hamiltonian describing
the low-energy excitations of the system can be found by
the expansion of the Schrödinger equation Green’s func-
tion G = (ih̄∂t − H(t) + iε)−1 in the inverse powers of
ω2 in Fourier space, similar to the nonrelativistic expan-
sion of the massive Dirac propagator in an external field.
For the spin-independent potential interaction the result-
ing Feynman rules of the high-frequency effective theory

(HFET) have been derived through higher orders of the
expansion [14]. The generalization of the analysis to the
magnetic and spin interaction is rather straightforward.
Let us outline the calculation of the spin-dependent part.
The Fourier transform G̃(E ;pi,pf ) of the Green’s func-
tion depends on the energy, initial and final momenta
satisfying the high-frequency condition E , p2

i,f/m ≪ h̄ω.
Expanding it in powers of the magnetic moment we get

G̃ = G̃0 + G̃0 µ̂B̃ G̃0 µ̂B̃ G̃0 + . . . , (7)

where G̃0(E ,p) = (E − p2/2 + iε)−1 is the free particle
propagator, B̃ is the Fourier transform of B(t, r), and
the term linear in the external field vanishes by energy
conservation due to the condition E ≪ h̄ω. In the second
term of Eq. (7) the intermediate state propagator carry-
ing a momentum p and the energy E + h̄ω is far off-shell
and can be expanded as follows

G̃0(E + h̄ω,p) =
1

h̄ω
−

E − p2/(2m)

(h̄ω)2
+ . . . , (8)

giving rise to a local effective interaction, quadratic in
the external field. The contribution of the first term in

Eq. (8) as well as all odd negative powers of ω vanish due
to the time-reversal symmetry, while the second term re-
sults in a spin-dependent seagull HFET vertex. Its ma-
trix element between the free on-shell states reads

1

2(h̄ω)2
〈E ,pf |(µ̂B)(p̂2/(2m)− E)(µ̂B)|E ,pi〉

=
1

4mω2
〈E ,pf | (µ̂∂iB)

2
|E ,pi〉 ,

(9)

where we used the on-shell condition p2
i,f = 2mE . This

vertex corresponds to the 1
4mω2 (µ̂∂iB)2 spin-dependent

term in the effective Hamiltonian. The contribution of
the vector and scalar potential coupled to the particle
charge in Eq. (6) can be obtained in the same way, with
the full HFET Hamiltonian given by

Heff =
1

2m
p̂ig

−1
ij (r)p̂j + Veff(r) +O(1/ω6), (10)

where g−1
ij is the inverse of the metric tensor Eq. (4), the

gauge-invariant effective potential includes the quantum
corrections

Veff =
1

4mω2

[

e2E2 + (µ̂∂iB)
2
]

−
h̄2e2

8m3ω4
(∂∂jEi)(∂∂iEj) +O(1/ω6), (11)

and the gauge-invariant interaction to a time-
independent or slowly varying electromagnetic potential
can be included in the standard way. In the limit h̄ → 0,
Eq. (10) reproduces the classical result Eq. (3). For the
degenerate S = 1/2 states the second term of Eq. (11)

becomes 1
4mω2

(

gµ
2

)2
(∂iB)2. If the magnetic moment

has a definite projection on a given axis, the vector B in
this expression should be replaced by its projection on
the magnetic moment direction. This occurs, e.g. when
a static homogeneous magnetic field B0 is applied to the
system, with the Larmor frequency exceeding the driving
frequency ω. This case has been discussed in [11, 12],
where the authors adopted −µ|B0 + B(t, r)| as the
time-dependent interaction in Eq. (6). This approxima-
tion, however, is not consistent since the time averaging
applies to the individual components of the oscillating
magnetic field rather than to its absolute value. As a
result, the effective potential derived in [11, 12] agrees
with Eq. (11) only in the limit |B(t, r)|/|B0| → 0. In
the existing experimental setup [13] this condition is
satisfied only near the minimum of the potential, and
the result [11, 12] cannot be used e.g. to evaluate the
actual shape and depth of the confining potential.
There exist various shapes of the spatial distribution of

the oscillating field amplitude, which make the effective
potential Eq. (11) confining for charges and spins. The
simplest realization of the charge confinement in two di-
mensions is given by a locally homogeneous amplitude
B = (0, 0, B), where we assume an axially symmetric
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region of a finite cross section with the flux of the uni-
formly oscillating magnetic field rapidly vanishing at the
boundaries. Then the induced electric field vanishes on
the z-axis, and away from the boundaries is given by
E = ωB

2
(−y, x, 0). In the high-frequency limit the lead-

ing effect of the oscillating field reduces to the first term
in Eq. (11), which gives

Veff =
mω2

B

16

(

x2 + y2
)

, (12)

where ωB = eB/m is the cyclotron frequency associated
with the field oscillation amplitude. Note that the re-
sulting two-dimensional harmonic oscillator has the fre-
quency ωB/2

3/2 rather than ωB appearing in the case
of the static field. The effective potential Eq. (12) does
not depend explicitly on the driving frequency ω but the
convergence of the high-frequency expansion formally re-
quires ω ≫ ωB, which may set a practical limit on the
magnitude of the oscillating field and, therefore, on the
binding strength. At the same time the calculation of
the HFET action through O(1/ω6) [14] indicates that
the high-frequency expansion is not plagued by the large
numerical coefficients. For the above system its conver-
gence can be estimated from Eq. (4), which reduces to
the mass renormalization factor 1 + ω2

B/(8ω
2) for the

motion in the transverse plane. Thus, the actual expan-
sion parameter is ω2

B/(8ω
2), and the condition ω ∼> ωB

may be sufficient for the convergence and the stability of
the confining potential as in the case of one-dimensional
Mathieu equation.1

Though in the derivation of Eq. (12) we assume a lo-
cally homogeneous axially symmetric magnetic field, the
existence of a minimum of the effective potential is topo-
logically protected against the spatial perturbations. In-
deed, the circulation of the induced electric field implies
the existence of at least one “vortex line” where the ef-
fective potential vanishes.
In three dimensions the confinement can be realized by

a planar rotating field B(t, r) = B (cos(ωt),− sin(ωt), 0)
with the corresponding induced electric field

E(t, r)=
ωB

2
(z cos(ωt),−z sin(ωt), y sin(ωt)−x cos(ωt)).

(13)

In principle the phase shift between the field components
requires a generalization of the analysis given above.
However, to the leading order in 1/ω2, the generaliza-
tion is straightforward since the oscillation modes do not
interfere (their product averages to zero) and the effective
potential reads

Veff =
mω2

B

16

(

x2 + y2 + 2z2
)

. (14)

1 For the same set of parameters the transition curve of Mathieu

equation gives the bound ω ≥ 1.10 . . . ωB .

We can estimate the binding energy of the trap by eval-
uating the potential Eq. (14) at the scale of its geo-
metrical size L, which gives Ebind ≈ (eBL)2/(16m).
The depth of the corresponding potential well is pro-
portional to ωBΦ, where Φ is the amplitude of the to-
tal magnetic flux. For L = 1 cm, the depth of 1 V is
achieved with B ≈ 400 G, ω ≈ 600 kHz for a proton,
and with B ≈ 10 G, ω ≈ 28 MHz for an electron. In
general, for two particle with the same absolute value
of electric charge but essentially different masses m1 ≫
m2, the same binding requires different magnetic fields
B1/B2 = (m1/m2)

1/2 and driving frequencies. Let us
now consider a superposition of such modes in combina-
tion with a large static axial homogeneous magnetic field
B0 ≫ B1,2. This implies the hierarchy of the time scales
ωB(B0,m2) ≫ ω2 ∼> ωB(B2,m2) ≫ ω1 ∼> ωB(B1,m1).
Then for the heavy particle the effect of the fast preces-
sion of the resulting field with the amplitude B2 can be
neglected. At the same time for the light particle dy-
namics at the scale ω2, the slow precession with the am-
plitude B1 can be treated as a small adiabatic variation
of the background magnetic field. Thus, we can perform
the time averaging and get the confining potential for
the two modes independently. This provides an analog
of the combined Paul-Penning trap [17] without static
or alternating electric potentials, which can be used to
simultaneously trap different particle species.
Remarkably, the rotating magnetic field has already

been engineered in the TOP traps for the magnetic mo-
ment of cold atoms [18]. With the given values of the
parameters it would be able to actually trap ions, though
due to a relatively weak magnetic field the correspond-
ing potential well is rather shallow, e.g. for a proton it
is only about 10−3 V.
The confining mechanism for the neutral particles is

quite different and is determined by the second term in
Eq. (11). Hence, it requires a spatially inhomogeneous
magnetic field amplitude. As an example, let us con-
sider an axially symmetric magnetic field of the com-
monly used Ioffe-Pritchard traps [10]

B = B

(

xz

∆2
,
yz

∆2
, 1 +

x2 + y2 − 2z2

2∆2

)

, (15)

where B is the value of the homogeneous component of
the field and an adjustable parameter ∆ defines the scale
of the field variation determined by the trap geometry.
The corresponding effective potential is

Veff =
mω̃2

2

(

x2 + y2 + 3z2
)

, (16)

where

ω̃ =
gµB

2m∆2ω
. (17)

Thus, the magnetic moment is harmonically trapped at
the origin. Eq. (16) does not depend on the homoge-
neous component of the field and is a function of the
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field curvature B/∆2 only. If a static homogeneous
magnetic field is applied to the system, with the Lar-
mor frequency exceeding ω, the effective potential has
to be adjusted since only the projection of Eq. (15) on
the static field direction contributes. For example, with
the static field applied in the axial direction, the expres-
sion in the brackets in Eq. (16) should be replaced by
x2/2 + y2/2 + 2z2. In this case the equations of motion
following from the Hamiltonian Eq. (6) reduce to the
linear Mathieu equations and the stability of the parti-
cle equilibrium at the minimum of the effective poten-
tial can be analysed beyond the high-frequency expan-
sion. This gives a low bound on the driving frequency

ωmin =
(

gµB
κm∆2

)1/2

, where κ = 0.454 . . . is the root of

the Mathieu equation transition curve [36]. Numerically,

for B/∆2 = 103 G/cm
2
we get ωmin/(2π) ≈ 790 Hz for

a hydrogen atom and about 160 Hz for sodium, which
may be well within the experimental reach [13]. The
corresponding binding energy can be estimated by eval-
uating the effective potential Eq. (16) at r = (∆, 0, 0)
and ω = ωmin with the result Ebind ≈ 0.1µB. Thus,
the binding energy which can be achieved by dynamical
stabilization is parameterically the same as for the static
magnetic traps with similar integral spatial variation of
the magnetic field, though the stability constraint results
in a numerical suppression factor which weakly depends
on the trap geometry. The main advantage of the dynam-
ical confinement, however, is that it does not depend on
the particle spin orientation and traps the spins at the
absolute energy minimum preventing the loss of the par-
ticles due to the spin flip [10–13].

To summarize, we have generalized the theory of dy-
namical stabilization to classical and quantum systems
embedded into the rapidly oscillating magnetic field. The
resulting time-averaged effective potential can confine the
electric charges and magnetic moments, suggesting a new
class of the magnetic traps. Such a trap does not involve
static or alternating electric potential. For electrically
charged particles it possesses all the advantages of the
combined Paul-Penning setup [17], i.e. is able to con-
fine the particles of opposite charge and different masses
simultaneously in the same region of space. There are,
however, a few distinct features which can make it an
alternative to the existing types of the traps in a number
of physical applications. The confining harmonic poten-
tial is generated by an oscillating (for two dimensions)
or rotating (for three dimensions) locally homogeneous
magnetic field, similar to the existing TOP design [18].
It is topologically protected with respect to the spatial
field perturbations and can easily be scaled up in size. Its
stability is entirely controlled by the driving frequency
ω, which has to exceed the cyclotron frequency ωB as-
sociated with the amplitude of the oscillating field. The
depth of the trap is determined by the product of ωB

and the magnetic flux amplitude. In the stability region

it does not depend on ω and can in principle be scaled up
arbitrarily with the total magnetic flux. This is quite dis-
tinct from the dynamical stabilization by the oscillating
potential electric field, where the depth of the potential
well in the stability region is inverse proportional to the
squares of the driving frequency and the trap size [8].

We have also revised the existing analysis of the dy-
namical confinement of neutral particles with an intrinsic
(spin) magnetic moment and derived the first correct and
general expression for the confining effective potential. It
can be realized, in particular, with the spatial distribu-
tion of the magnetic field amplitude provided by the ge-
ometry of the commonly used Ioffe-Pritchard static field
traps. The upper bound on the corresponding binding
energy is established.
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