arXiv:1305.3133v2 [hep-th] 7 Aug 2013

Fractional Effective Action at strong electromagnetic fields

Hagen Kleinert,^{1, 2} Eckhard Strobel,^{1, 3, 4} and She-Sheng Xue^{1, 3} 1ICRANet, Piazzale della Repubblica 10, 65122 Pescara, Italy 2Institut für Theoretische Physik, Freie Universität Berlin, Arnimallee 14, 14195 Berlin, Germany 3Dipartimento di Fisica, Università di Roma ”La Sapienza”, Piazzale Aldo Moro 5, 00185 Rome, Italy 4Université de Nice Sophia Antipolis, 28 Avenue de Valrose, 06103 Nice Cedex 2, France (Dated: February 25, 2018)

In 1936, Weisskopf showed [1] that for vanishing electric or magnetic fields the strong-field behavior of the one loop Euler-Heisenberg effective Lagrangian of quantum electro dynamics (QED) is logarithmic. Here we generalize this result for different limits of the Lorentz invariants ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2 and ⃗B · ⃗E. The logarithmic dependence can be interpreted as a lowest-order manifestation of an anomalous power behavior of the effective Lagrangian of QED, with critical exponents δ = e^2/(12π) for spinor QED, and δS = δ/4 for scalar QED.

Keywords: QED, Effective Action, Euler-Heisenberg, Strong Fields

Introduction

In 1931 Sauter [2] and four years later Heisenberg and Euler [3] provided a first description of the vacuum properties of QED. They identified a characteristic scale of strong field E_c = m^2_ec^3/eℏ, at which the field energy is sufficient to create electron positron pairs from the vacuum, and calculated an effective Lagrangian that will replace the Maxwell Lagrangian at strong fields. In 1951, Schwinger [4–6] gave an elegant quantum-field theoretic reformulation of their result in the spinor and scalar QED framework (see also [7, 8]). The description was further extended to space-time dependent electromagnetic fields in Refs. [9–15]. The monographs [16–20] and the recent review articles [21–23] can be consulted for more detailed calculations, discussions and bibliographies. Since then, the properties of QED in strong electromagnetic fields have become a vast arena of theoretical research, awaiting experimental verification as well as further theoretical understanding.

An interesting aspect of effective field theories in the strong-field limit has recently been emphasized in a completely different class of quantum field theories. These have the property of developing an anomalous power behavior in the strong-field limit. It is experimentally observable at the critical point in second-order phase transitions, and for this reason such a power behavior is also called critical behavior. It arises if the so-called beta function (also called the Stueckelberg–Petermann function or the Gell-Mann–Low function)[24, 25], which governs the logarithmic growth of the coupling strength for varying energy scale, has a fixed point in the infrared. In such theories, it is possible to take the theory to the limit of infinite coupling strength. The effective action can usually be calculated in perturbation theory as a power series in the fields. The coefficients are the one-particle irreducible n-point vertex functions of the theory. In the limit of large field strength, this power series can be shown to develop an anomalous power behavior with irrational exponents [26, 27]. Also the gradient terms in this effective action show anomalous powers [28].

In the past many authors have argued that in QED such a fixed point may exist [29–33] and could ultimately explain the numerical value of the fine structure constant. However it is presently believed to be absent. Lattice simulations as well as functional renormalization group methods show that chiral symmetry breaking prevents QED from reaching a fixed point [34, 35]. This is supported by studies of the Gell-Mann–Low function [36]. However a fixed point might exist if one adds gravity to the theory [37]. In this article we shall not assume the existence of such a fixed point, but point out that at strong fields, the effective action in the weak-coupling expansion, namely the Euler-Heisenberg effective action, exhibits a power behavior that is typical for critical phenomena.

This anomalous power behavior in the weak-coupling expansion can be seen as a first step in the direction of a strong-coupling QED theory, by analogy with the above mentioned behavior for strong-coupling quantum field theories. This could be reached by using a technique to go from diverging weak-coupling series to a converging strongcoupling series which was developed in the context of ϕ^4-theories [26, 27, 38]. However these calculations are left for future work.

In QED, the nonperturbative, one-loop effective action takes the form

ΔL_{eff}[A] = −i tr log [ i/∂ − e /A(x) − m_e i/∂ − m_e ] , (1)

with the classical external gauge potential A_μ and Feynman’s slashed notation /v := γ^μv_μ. Heisenberg and Euler [3] and Weisskopf [1] showed that for a constant classical external field this can be brought to the form

ΔL_{eff} = − 1 2(2π)^2 ∫_∞ 0 ds s [ e^2ϵβ coth(seϵ) cot(seβ) − 1 s^2 − e^2 3 ( ϵ^2 − β^2 ) ] e^{−is(m2e −iη)}, (2)

where ϵ and β are Lorentz invariant variables defined by

ϵ^2 − β^2 := ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2 := − 1 2 F_{μν} F^{μν} =: 2S, ϵβ := ⃗E · ⃗B := −F_{μν}F̃^{μν} =: P (3) where ⃗E and ⃗B are the electric and magnetic field strength, F_{μν} = ∂_μA_ν − ∂_ν A_μ is the field strength tensor and S and P are scalar and pseudo-scalar combinations thereof. Explicitly, the quantities ϵ and β are given by ϵ = √√ S^2 + P^2 + S, β = √√ S^2 + P^2 − S. (4)

For scalar QED, the corresponding quantity reads

ΔL_{eff}[A] = i 2 tr log { [i∂_μ − eA_μ(x)]^2 − m^2_e −∂^2_μ − m^2_e } , (5)

which for constant classical external fields can be brought in the form [1]

δL_{eff} = 1 4(2π)^2 ∫_∞ 0 ds s [ e^2ϵβcsch(seϵ) csc(seβ) − 1 s^2 + e^2 6 ( ϵ^2 − β^2 )] e^{−is(m2e −iη)}, (6)

where csc(x) = 1/ sin(x) and csch(x) = 1/ sinh(x). There are several analytic reformulations and studies of the Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangians (2) and (6) in Refs. [39–44].

In Ref. [1], Weisskopf showed that the leading behavior of the effective Lagrangian (6) for strong magnetic and electric fields is logarithmic for vanishing electric and magnetic fields respectively. In this article we generalize this for several special cases of the variables P, S and ϵ, β, and express the results compactly as a fractional generalization of the Lagrangians (2) and (6)

L_{eff} = 1 2 E^{−2δ}_c ( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2) ( | ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2|| ⃗E · ⃗B| )_{δ/2} + . . . , (7)

which is valid in the limit of strong electromagnetic fields, with the anomalous power δ = e^2/(12π) for spinor QED and δ_S = δ/4 for scalar QED.

In Section I, we briefly review the series representation of the Euler-Heisenberg-Lagrangian (2) and (6), which has been derived in various places over the years [40–43]. In Section II, we derive the fractional expression (7) by using this series representation and performing a strong-field expansion up to the leading logarithmic order. In order to make the text and ideas most transparent, we relegate detailed technical calculations to the Appendices.

I. REFORMULATION OF THE EULER-HEISENBERG LAGRANGIAN

In this Section we use an identity to bring the Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian (2) to a form that will be used in section II to go to strong fields. This reformulation has been done similarly in the past [23, 40–42] for spinor QED. We shortly review this in Section I A. For scalar QED the procedure is presented in Section I B.

A. Reformulation of the spinor Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian

A useful expansion, to be derived in Appendix A 1, is [45]: e^2ϵβ coth(seϵ) cot(seβ) − 1 s^2 − e^2 3 (ϵ^2 − β^2) =2s^2 ∞∑ m=1 eϵ s_m coth(eϵs_m) s^2 − s^2_m

− 2s^2 ∞∑ n=1 eβ s_n coth(eβs_n) s^2 + s^2_n (8) with s_n = nπ/(eϵ) and s_m = mπ/(eβ). Inserting that into (2), it becomes

ΔL_{eff} = − 1 (2π)^2 ∫_∞ 0 ds s [_∞ ∑ m=1 eϵ s_m coth(eϵs_m) s^2 − s^2_m − ∞∑ n=1 eβ s_n coth(eβs_n)

s^2 + s^2_n ] e^{−is(m2e −iη)}. (9)

We now rotate the integration contour to s = iτ/(m^2_e − iη) where τ runs along the real axis from zero to infinity, and the mass carries the usual negative infinitesimal part −iη to ensure that the electron wave function goes to zero at infinite time, and we obtain

ΔL_{eff} = − m^2_e (2π)^2 ∫_∞ 0 dτ τ [_∞ ∑ m=1 eϵ σ_m coth(eϵτ_m) τ^2 − (iσ_m)^2 − ∞∑ n=1 eβ σ_n coth(eβτ_n) τ^2 − σ^2_n ] e^{−τ} , (10)

with σ_k = s_k(m^2_e − iη) for k = m, n. Performing the integrals over τ, we arrive at the effective Lagrangian of QED. It has an imaginary part from the poles at iσ_m and σ_n in the integral, leading to the so-called Schwinger decay rate of the vacuum [4–6]

ΔL^ℑ_{eff} = i m^2_e 4π ∞∑ n=1 eβ σ_n coth ( eβ m^2_e τ_n ) e^{−σn} . (11)

The real part ΔL^ℜ_{eff} can be derived with the help of the principal value integral (see [46], Eq. 3.354) P ∫_∞ 0 ds se^{−s} s^2 − z^2 = − 1 2 J(z) := − 1 2 ( e^{−z}Ei(z) + e^zEi(−z) ) , (12)

where Ei(x) denotes the Exponential integral (see [46], Eq. 8.211)

Ei(x) = − ∫_∞ −x e^−t t dt. (13) The result is

ΔL^ℜ_{eff} = m^2_e 2(2π)^2 [_∞ ∑ m=1 eϵ σ_m coth ( eϵ m^2_e σ_m ) J(iσ_m) − ∞∑ n=1 eβ τ_n coth ( eβ m^2_e σ_n ) J(σ_n) ] . (14)

Equation (14) was first presented in Ref. [40], later in different versions in [41, 42]. The above version does not quite conform with standard mathematical notation, since the Exponential integral is usually defined for real values only (for details see [47]). Nevertheless, since it is easily extended to purely imaginary values, using the sine and cosine integral (see Appendix B for details) we proceed with the slightly improper notation for convenience.

Combining (11) and (14) and re-substituting σ_n and σ_m we find the total one-loop effective Lagrangian of QED for constant fields

ΔL_{eff} = e^2 (2π)^3 ∞∑ n=1 βϵ n [ coth ( π ϵ β n ) J ( inπE_c β ) − coth ( π β ϵ n ) [ J ( nπE_c ϵ ) − 2πi exp ( − nπE_c ϵ )]] . (15)

Observe that this is not invariant under the duality transformation ϵ → iβ, β → −iϵ. This is due do the fact that for the extraction of the imaginary part we assumed ϵ and β to be real. There exists however the possibility to incorporate the imaginary part into a formulation via analytic continuation using incomplete Gamma functions. This and its significance for the duality has been studied at length in the literature [47, 48]. We are however only interested in the real part, which also in the above formulation is invariant under the duality transformation.

B. Reformulation of the scalar Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian

We now reformulate the scalar Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian in the same way. Here (8) becomes (see Appendix A 2)[45] e^2ϵβcsch(seϵ) csc(seβ) − 1 s^2 + e^2 6 (ϵ^2 − β^2) =2s^2 ∞∑ m=1 (−1)^m eϵ s_m csch(eϵs_m) s^2 − s^2_m

− 2s^2 ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^n eβ s_n csch(eβs_n) s^2 + s^2_n

, (16) and (11) changes slightly to

ΔL^ℑ_{eff} = − im^2_e 8π ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^n eβ τ_n csch ( eβ m^2_e σ_n ) e^{−σn} , (17)

a form first found by Popov [10, 22]. Using the principal value integral (12), the real part of the scalar effective Lagrangian becomes

ΔL^ℜ_{eff} = m^2_e 4(2π)^2 [_∞ ∑ n=1 (−1)^n eβ σ_n csch ( eβ m^2_e σ_n ) J(σ_n) − ∞∑ m=1 (−1)^m eϵ σ_m csch ( eϵ m^2_e σ_m ) J(iσ_mm^2_e ) ] , (18)

and the full scalar Lagrangian reads, by analogy with (15)

ΔL_{eff} = e^2 2(2π)^3 ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^n βϵ n [ csch ( π β ϵ n ) [ J ( nπE_c ϵ ) − 2πi exp ( − nπE_c ϵ )] − csch ( π ϵ β n ) J ( inπE_c β )] . (19)

As in the spinor case, the duality transformation ϵ → iβ, β → −iϵ does not hold for the whole Lagrangian, for the same reasons as in the spinor case, with the same cure.

II. STRONG FIELD APPROXIMATION

We now use the formulations of Sections I A and I B to find the leading terms in the approximation of the strong field limit (| ⃗E|, | ⃗B| ≫ E_c). Since Eqs. (15) and (19) are expressed in terms of the Lorentz invariant terms S = ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2 and P = ⃗E · ⃗B, we must ensure that this limit is properly reflected in these variables. There is no direct way to translate the above limit to the variables ϵ, β. Thus we shall look at some special cases: 1. |S/P | ≫ 1 , 2. ϵ, β ≫ E_c and ϵ/β ∼ O(1) , 3. |P/S| ≫ 1. The first case, where the component of the magnetic field in the direction of the electric field is small, is discussed in detail in [39] for the spinor case. We briefly revisit this case in Section II A 1, and discuss the scalar case in Section II B 1. In Sections II A 2 and II B 2, we study the second case for spinor and scalar QED, respectively, which is a generalization of the third case to be studied in Sections II A 3 and II B 3. In six cases we find that the leading order correction is logarithmic, giving the possibility to rewrite the result as a power with an anomalous exponent. We additionally find that the only difference between scalar and spinor QED lies in a factor of 4 for this exponent.

A. Strong field approximation for spinor QED

1. Small-P expansion

As described in Reference [39] for the case that the component of the magnetic field in direction of the electric field is small we can expand the corrections to the Lagrangian in the following way ΔL(S, P ) = ΔL(S, 0) + P ∂ΔL(S, P ) ∂P | | |_{P =0} + . . . . (20)

Here we concentrate on the lowest order which means P = 0. Looking at (4), we see that this corresponds to ϵ = √ 2S, β = 0 for S > 0 and ϵ = 0, β = √ −2S, for S < 0. These cases have been studied in [23, 44]. Using lim_{z→∞} J(iz) = 0, as well as lim_{z→0} z coth(az) = 1/a we find the real part of the Lagrangian for β = 0

ΔL^ℜ_{β=0} = − e^2ϵ^2 8π^4 ∞∑ n=1 1 n^2 J ( nπE_c ϵ ) . (21)

We can now look at what happens in the limit of strong fields √ 2|S| ≫ E_c. Then we can expand the exponential and exponential integral of J(x) defined in (12) for small x.

It is important that we first perform the summation over n and then sort the orders of the strong field ϵ. The summation formulas needed for that can be found in Appendix B. Using (B7) for real or purely imaginary ϵ we find

ΔL^ℜ_{β=0} = − e^2ϵ^2 24π^2 log ( πE_c |ϵ| ) − e^2ϵ^2 8π^4 ( −2ζ^′(2) + γ π^2 3 ) + . . . , (22)

whereas for ϵ = 0, the result is

ΔL^ℜ_{ϵ=0} = e^2β^2 24π^2 log ( πE_c |β| ) + e^2ϵ^2 8π^4 ( −2ζ^′(2) + γ π^2 3 ) + . . . . (23)

The first terms are those derived by Weisskopf [1] for vanishing magnetic (ϵ = E , β = 0) or electric (ϵ = 0 , β = B) fields respectively (see also [44], Eq. (13.435) and [23], Eq. (199)). Here ζ^′(z) is the derivative of the Riemann zeta function.

Using ϵ = √ 2S or β = √ −2S we can now write

L^ℜ = 1 2 ( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2) + e^2 24π^2

( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2) log ( | ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2| E^2_c ) + O ( S E^2_c , P S ) . (24)

This can be brought into the form

L^ℜ = 1 2 E^{−δ}_c ( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2)| ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2|^{δ/2} + . . . , (25)

where we define the anomalous power

δ := e^2 12π . (26)

This is the same result as proposed in [44], Eq. (13.436).

2. General strong field case (β, ϵ ≫ Ec)

If we want to know more about the case β ≠ 0, ϵ ≠ 0 in strong fields, we start from (15) and split the real part of the action into two parts

ΔL^ℜ = ΔL^ϵ + ΔL^β , (27)

where

ΔL^ϵ = − e^2βϵ 8π^3 ∞∑ n=1 1 n coth (πnz) J (nx) , ΔL^β = e^2βϵ 8π^3 ∞∑ n=1 1 n coth (πn/z) J (inx/z) , (28) with z = β/ϵ and x = πE_c/ϵ. We expand this for ϵ ≫ 1, which means around x = 0. For this we must first perform the sum over n . Note that z is not necessary small. We shall treat it as a quantity of order 1 in our expansion, which implies that ϵ and β are of the same order of magnitude.

The calculations necessary for the sums are summarized in Appendix B. Using (B23) we find the logarithmic corrections to the Lagrangian for real or purely imaginary ϵ and β to be

ΔL^ϵ_{log} = e^2βϵ 8π^3 log(|x|) [ sgn(z) (4 log (η(i|z|)) + log(|x|)) + 1 3 πz ] , (29)

where η(z) is the Dedekind Eta function [49]. We can now use its property η ( − 1 τ ) = η(τ) √ −iτ , (30) rewritten as

log(η(iz)) = 1 2 log ( η ( i z ) η(iz) ) − 1 4 log(z). (31)

after which (29) becomes

ΔL^ϵ_{log} = e^2ϵβ 8π^3 log ( πE_c |ϵ| ) sgn ( β ϵ ) [ 2 log ( η ( i | | | β ϵ | | | ) η ( i | | | ϵ β | | | )) + log ( πE_c |β| ) + | | | β ϵ | | | π 3 ] , (32)

By analogy we find for the second part (observe that we can get this result directly from the above via the duality transformation ϵ → iβ, β → −iϵ)

ΔL^β_{log} = − e^2ϵβ 8π^3 log ( πE_c |β| ) sgn ( ϵ β ) [ 2 log ( η ( i | | | | β ϵ | | | | ) η ( i | | | | ϵ β | | | | )) + log ( πE_c |ϵ| ) + | | | | ϵ β | | | | π 3 ] . (33)

So that in the end we have

ΔL^ℜ_{log} = − e^2 24π^2 [ ϵ^2 log ( πE_c |β| ) − β^2 log ( πE_c |ϵ| )] + sgn ( ϵ β ) e^2βϵ 4π^3 log ( |β| |ϵ| ) log ( η ( i | | | | β ϵ | | | | ) η ( i | | | | ϵ β | | | | )) , (34)

where the last term is only a function of the ratio of ϵ and β, and thus not of logarithmic order. Thus the result reads

ΔL^ℜ_{log} = e^2 24π^2 [ ϵ^2 log ( |β| πE_c ) − β^2 log ( |ϵ| πE_c )] . (35)

For the total effective Lagrangian we find

L^ℜ = 1 2 (ϵ^2 − β^2) + e^2 24π^2 [ ϵ^2 log ( |β| E_c ) − β^2 log ( |ϵ| E_c )] + O ( ϵ^2 E^2_c , β^2 E^2_c ) . (36)

This is formulated with an anomalous power as

L^ℜ = 1 2 E^{−δ}_c ( ϵ^2|β|^δ − β^2|ϵ|^δ ) + . . . , (37)

where the coefficient δ = e^2/12π is the same as in the small-P case.

3. Small-S expansion

In the above section we studied the case of ϵ, β ≫ E_c while ϵ/β ∼ O(1). While the first restriction means that |P | ≫ E^2_c the second does not necessarily mean that S is small. To study the |P/S| ≫ 1 case we expand ϵ = √ |P | ( 1 + 1 2 S |P | ) + O ( S^2 P^2 ) , β = √ |P | ( 1 − 1 2 S |P | ) + O ( S^2 P^2 ) . (38)

If we insert this in the logarithmic order for the ϵ, β ≫ E_c case (34) we find

ΔL^ℜ_{log} = − e^2 12π^2

S log ( πE_c √ |P | ) − e^2 24π^2 S − e^2 4π^3

S log (η(i)) + O ( S^2 P^2 ) . (39)

The last two terms are not of logarithmic growth so that we by discarding them find

ΔL^ℜ_{log} = e^2 24π^2

S log ( |P | E^2_c ) + O ( S^2 P^2 ) . (40)

For the Lagrangian we find

L^ℜ = 1 2 ( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2) + e^2 48π^2

( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2) log ( | ⃗E · ⃗B| E^2_c ) + O ( S E^2_c , S^2 P^2 ) , (41)

which can be brought in the form

L^ℜ = 1 2 E^{−δ}_c ( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2)| ⃗E · ⃗B|^{δ/2} + . . . (42) with the anomalous power δ = e^2/12π.

B. Strong field approximation for scalar QED

1. Small-P expansion

As in section II A 1 we concentrate on the first order of the expansion of the Lagrangian in P (20) which is related to P = 0 or ϵ = √ 2S, β = 0 for S > 0 and ϵ = 0, β = √ −2S, for S < 0. Using lim_{z→∞} J(iz) = 0 as well as lim_{z→0} z csch(az) = 1/a we find the real part of the scalar Lagrangian for β = 0

ΔL^ℜ_{β=0} = e^2ϵ^2 16π^4 ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^n n^2 J ( nπE_c ϵ ) . (43)

Using (B28) for real or purely imaginary ϵ we find

ΔL^ℜ_{β=0} = − e^2ϵ^2 96π^2 log ( πE_c |ϵ| ) + e^2ϵ^2 16π^4 ( ζ^′(2) + [log(2) − γ] π^2 6 ) + . . . . (44)

Analogously we obtain for ϵ = 0

ΔL^ℜ_{ϵ=0} = e^2β^2 96π^2 log ( πE_c |β| ) − e^2β^2 16π^4 ( ζ^′(2) + [log(2) − γ] π^2 6 ) + . . . . (45)

Using ϵ = √ 2S or β = √ −2S we can now write

L^ℜ = 1 2 ( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2) + e^2 96π^2

( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2) log ( | ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2| E^2_c ) + O ( S E^2_C , P S ) , (46)

which can be brought into the form

L^ℜ = 1 2 E^{−δ′}_c ( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2)| ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2|^δ ′ /2 + . . . , (47)

where we defined the anomalous power

δ^′ := e^2 48π . (48)

2. General strong field case (β, ϵ ≫ Ec)

To study the case ϵ, β ≫ E_c and ϵ/β ∼ O(1) we split up the real part of the action (19)

ΔL^ℜ = ΔL^ϵ + ΔL^β , (49)

where

ΔL^ϵ = e^2βϵ 16π^3 ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^n n csch (πnz) J (nx) , ΔL^β = − e^2βϵ 16π^3 ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^n n csch (πn/z) J (inx/z) , (50) with z = β/ϵ and x = πE_c/ϵ. Now using (B36) we find

ΔL^ϵ_{log} = e^2βϵ 16π^3 log(|x|) [ 1 3 πz − 4 sgn(z) log (κ(i|z|)) ] . (51)

Where the function κ(x), defined in equation (B31), unlike the Dedekind Eta function used in the spinor case in section II A 2 is not a function which can be found in the literature. As shown in Appendix D in Eq. (D6) it is however possible to find a property for this function which is analog to (30) for the Dedekind Eta function. This identity reads κ ( − 1 τ ) = κ(τ) (52)

and can be brought into the form

log(κ(iz)) = 1 2 log ( κ ( i z ) κ(iz) ) . (53)

We thus by re-substituting x and z find

ΔL^ϵ_{log} = e^2ϵβ 16π^3 log ( πE_c |ϵ| ) sgn ( β ϵ ) [| | | β ϵ | | | | π 6 − 2 log ( κ ( i | | | | β ϵ | | | | ) κ ( i | | | | ϵ β | | | | ))] (54)

and analogously

ΔL^β_{log} = − e^2ϵβ 16π^3 log ( πE_c |ϵ| ) sgn ( ϵ β ) [| | | ϵ β | | | | π 6 − 2 log ( κ ( i | | | | β ϵ | | | | ) κ ( i | | | | ϵ β | | | | ))] . (55)

Adding these two equations we find

ΔL^ℜ_{log} = − e^2 96π^2 [ ϵ^2 log ( πE_c |β| ) − β^2 log ( πE_c |ϵ| )] − sgn ( ϵ β ) e^2βϵ 8π^3 log ( |β| |ϵ| ) log ( κ ( i | | | | β ϵ | | | | ) κ ( i | | | | ϵ β | | | | )) . (56)

In analogy to (34) the last term is not logarithmic since it only depends on the fraction of ϵ and β. This means the logarithmic part takes the form

ΔL^ℜ_{log} = − e^2 96π^2 [ ϵ^2 log ( πE_c |β| ) − β^2 log ( πE_c |ϵ| )] , (57)

which leads to the Lagrangian

L^ℜ = 1 2 (ϵ^2 − β^2) + e^2 96π^2 [ ϵ^2 log ( |β| E_c ) − β^2 log ( |ϵ| E_c )] + O ( ϵ^2 E^2_c , β^2 E^2_c ) . (58)

Or formulated with an anomalous power

L^ℜ = 1 2 E^{−δ′}_c ( ϵ^2|β|^{δ′} − β^2|ϵ|^{δ′} ) + . . . , (59)

where the coefficient δ^′ = e^2/48π is the same as in the small P case.

3. Small-S expansion

We find the |P/S| ≫ 1 expansion from (56) by expanding with the help of (38) and find

ΔL^ℜ_{log} = − e^2 48π^2

S log ( πE_c √ |P | ) − e^2 96π^2 S + e^2 16π^3

S log (κ(i)) + O ( S^2 P^2 ) . (60)

By discarding the non logarithmic powers we find in analogy to (40)

ΔL^ℜ_{log} = e^2 96π^2

S log ( |P | E^2_c ) + O ( S^2 P^2 ) . (61)

For the whole Lagrangian we find

L^ℜ = 1 2 ( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2) + e^2 192π^2

( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2) log ( | ⃗E · ⃗B| E^2_c ) + O ( S E^2_c , S^2 P^2 ) (62)

and thus we find

L^ℜ = 1 2 E^{−δ′}_c ( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2)| ⃗E · ⃗B|^δ ′ /2 + . . . , (63)

with the anomalous power δ^′ = e^2/48π.

III. CONCLUSIONS

We conclude that in the strong-field expansion, the leading order behavior of the Euler-Heisenberg effective Lagrangian is logarithmic, and can be formulated as a power law for three different cases: 1. |S/P | ≫ 1, 2. ϵ, β ≫ E_c and ϵ/β ∼ O(1), 3. |P/S| ≫ 1. The general form is the same for scalar and spinor QED. The only difference is a factor of four in the anomalous power δ.

Let us mention here that the anomalous powers δ and δ_S are closely connected to the lowest Taylor coefficient of the expansion of the β-function

β(e) = β_1e^3 + O(e^5), (64)

where (see e.g. [22])

β^{spinor} 1 = 1 12π^2

, β^{scalar}_1 = 1 48π^2

, (65)

for spinor and scalar QED, respectively. This can be explained straightforwardly since there exists a well-known relation between the strong-field limit of the effective Lagrangian and the perturbative beta function which was first established in Ref. [50] and reads (see e.g. [22])

ΔL_{eff} ∼ 1 4 (β_1e^2 + . . .)( ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2) log(| ⃗E^2 − ⃗B^2|). (66)

By comparing with (46) one sees that the anomalous powers are related to β_1 by

δ = β_1e^2. (67)

We have not been able to derive a result for S, P ≫ E^2_c . This case is equivalent to | ⃗E| ≫ | ⃗B| ≫ E_c or | ⃗B| ≫ | ⃗E| ≫ E_c while the fields are almost parallel. If we combine the results (25) and (42) for the cases 1. and 3. we can conjecture the more general result Eq. (7). This correctly reduces to the cases 1. and 3. in the respective limits and thus is more general. As a result, Eq. (7) defines a fractional formulation for QED in the regime of strong fields. Thus our finding exhibits an interesting similarity to the fractional quantum field theory discussed in Ref. [51].

As mentioned in the introduction this analogy might allow us to use the methods developed in [26, 27, 38] to get a converging strong-coupling expansion starting from the diverging weak-coupling series of QED. Thus the present paper presents a first step towards a strong-coupling theory for QED.

The Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian is obtained in the configuration of constant electromagnetic fields. Nevertheless, for the case of smooth and slow variations of electromagnetic fields in space and time, it can be approximately used to study interesting effects like light-by-light scattering, photon splitting or electron-positron pair production (for reviews see [22, 23]). This implies that the fractional QED obtained in this article could find some applications in the regime of strong electromagnetic fields, due to its elegant mathematical formulation. This is particularly important for the recent rapid developments of experimental facilities using novel strong laser sources to reach the field strength and intensity of theoretical interest. Such facilities include the Extreme Light Infrastructure (ELI)^1, the Exawatt Center for Extreme Light studies (XCELS)^2, or the High Power laser Energy Research (HiPER)^3 facility, which are planned to exceed powers of 100 PW. Both theoretical and experimental studies of the QED of strong electromagnetical fields at the Sauter-Euler-Heisenberg scale E_c promise to become increasingly fascinating in the coming years.

Acknowledgements

ES is supported by the Erasmus Mundus Joint Doctorate Program by Grant Number 2012-1710 from the EACEA of the European Commission.

Appendix A: Elementary identities

1. Identity used for spinor QED

Here we derive the formula (8) used in Section I A to simplify the Euler-Heisenberg Lagrangian. We start from the well-known series representations for the cotangent and the hyperbolic cotangent function (see [46], Eq. 1.421)

cot(πx) = 1 πx + 2x π ∞∑ k=1 1 x^2 − k^2

, (A1)

coth(πx) = 1 πx + 2x π ∞∑ k=1 1 x^2 + k^2

, (A2)

to find e^2ϵβ coth(seϵ) cot(seβ) − 1 s^2

= 4s^2 ∞∑ m,n=1 1 s^2 − s^2_m 1 s^2 + s^2_n + 2 ∞∑ m=1 1 s^2 − s^2_m + 2 ∞∑ n=1 1 s^2 + s^2_n

, (A3)

where we have introduced s_n = nπ/(eϵ) and s_m = mπ/(eβ). The first sum can be decomposed as ∞∑ m,n=1 1 s^2 − s^2_m 1 s^2 + s^2_n = ∞∑ m,n=1 1 s^2_m + s^2_n ( 1 s^2 − s^2_m − 1 s^2 + s^2_n ) . (A4)

The individual sums in (A3) can be expressed in terms of the digamma function ψ(z) = Γ^′(z)/Γ(z) as follows ∞∑ m=1 1 (_{πm} eβ )_2

+ s^2_n = e^2β^2 π^2 ∞∑ m=1 1 m^2 + (_{eβ} π s_n )_2

= eβ 2πs_n i [_∞ ∑ m=1 1 m + i^{eβ}_π s_n − ∞∑ m=1 1 m − i^{eβ}_π s_n ]

= eβ 2πs_n i [ −ψ ( 1 + i eβ π s_n ) + ψ ( 1 − i eβ π s_n )] (A5)

where we have used the series representation (see [46], Eq. 8.363) ψ(x) − ψ(y) = ∞∑ k=0 ( 1 k + y − 1 k + x ) . (A6)

1 see http://www.extreme-light-infrastructure.eu/ 2 see http://www.xcels.iapras.ru/ 3 see http://www.hiper-laser.org/

The result is simplified with the identity

ψ(1 − ix) − ψ(1 + ix) = −i ( π coth(πx) − 1 x ) , (A7)

that can be derived from the reflection formula (see [46], Eq. 8.334) of the Gamma function

Γ(1 − z)Γ(1 + z) = Γ(1 − z)Γ(z)z = zπ sin(πz)

. (A8)

The logarithmic derivative of this

ψ(z + 1) − ψ(1 − z) = 1 z − π cot(πz) (A9)

and cot(iz) = −i coth(z) lead directly to (A7). This allows us to simplify the double sum in (A4). First we have from (A5) ∞∑ m=1 1 s^2_m + s^2_n = 1 2 ( eβ s_n coth(eβs_n) − 1 s^2_n ) , (A10) and ∞∑ n=1 1 s^2_m + s^2_n = 1 2 ( eϵ s_m coth(eϵs_m) − 1 s^2_m ) . (A11)

Now we sum the first sum in equation (A4) over m and the second over n, and insert everything in (A3) to get e^2ϵβ coth(seϵ) cot(seβ) − 1 s^2

=2s^2 ∞∑ m=1 eϵ s_m coth(eϵs_m) 1 s^2 − s^2_m

− 2s^2 ∞∑ n=1 eβ s_n coth(eβs_n) 1 s^2 + s^2_n + 2 ∞∑ m=1 1 −^{s2}_{s2m} s^2 − s^2_m + 2 ∞∑ n=1 1 +^{s2}_{s2n} s^2 + s^2_n . (A12)

The last two sums simplify to −2 ∞∑ m=1 s^{−2}_m + 2 ∞∑ n=1 s^{−2}_n =

2e^2 π^2

(ϵ^2 − β^2) ∞∑ k=1 k^{−2} = e^2 3 (ϵ^2 − β^2), (A13)

so that we arrive at (8) e^2ϵβ coth(seϵ) cot(seβ) − 1 s^2 − e^2 3 (ϵ^2 − β^2) =2s^2 ∞∑ m=1 eϵ s_m coth(eϵs_m) s^2 − s^2_m

− 2s^2 ∞∑ n=1 eβ s_n coth(eβs_n) s^2 + s^2_n

. (A14)

2. Identity used for scalar QED

Here we derive the analog of (A14) for the bosonic case. We start from series representations of the co-secant and hyperbolic co-secant function (see [46], Eq. 1.422)^4

csc(πx) = 1 πx + 2x π ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^k x^2 − k^2

, (A15)

csch(πx) = 1 πx + 2x π ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^k x^2 + k^2

. (A16)

4 The second one is straightforwardly obtained from the first one via csch(x) = i csc(ix).

Combining these two yields e^2ϵβcsch(seϵ) csc(seβ) − 1 s^2

=4s^2 ∞∑ m,n=1 (−1)^m s^2 − s^2_m

(−1)^n s^2 + s^2_n + 2 ∞∑ m=1 (−1)^m s^2 − s^2_m + 2 ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^n s^2 + s^2_n , (A17)

where we introduced s_n = nπ/(eϵ) and s_m = mπ/(eβ). The first sum can now be split as ∞∑ m,n=1 (−1)^m s^2 − s^2_m

(−1)^n s^2 + s^2_n = ∞∑ m,n=1 (−1)^{n+m} s^2_m + s^2_n ( 1 s^2 − s^2_m − 1 s^2 + s^2_n ) . (A18)

By analogy with (A5) we find ∞∑ m=1 (−1)^m (_{πm} eβ )_2

+ s^2_n = e^2β^2 π^2 ∞∑ m=1 (−1)^m

m^2 + (_{eβ} π s_n )_2

= eβ 2πs_n i [_∞ ∑ m=1 (−1)^m m + i^{eβ}_π s_n − ∞∑ m=1 (−1)^m m − i^{eβ}_π s_n ]

= eβ 4πs_n i [ −ψ ( 1 + i eβ 2π s_n ) + ψ ( 1 − i eβ 2π s_n )

+ψ ( 1 2 + i eβ 2π s_n ) − ψ ( 1 2 − i eβ 2π s_n )]

(A19)

where we again used (A6). Now we use (A9) as well as (see [46], Eq. 8.366.9) ψ ( 1 2 + z ) = ψ ( 1 2 − z ) + π tan(πz) (A20)

and tan(iz) = i tanh(z) to find ∞∑ m=1 (−1)^m s^2_m + s^2_n = 1 2 ( eβ 2s_n [ coth ( eβs_n 2 ) − tanh ( eβs_n 2 )] − 1 s^2_n ) (A21) = 1 2 ( eβ s_n csch(eβs_n) − 1 s^2_n ) (A22)

Summing the first sum in equation (A18) over m and the second over n, we get e^2ϵβcsch(seϵ) csc(seβ) − 1 s^2

=2s^2 ∞∑ m=1 eϵ s_m csch(eϵs_m)

(−1)^m s^2 − s^2_m

− 2s^2 ∞∑ n=1 eβ s_n csch(eβs_n)

(−1)^n s^2 + s^2_n +2 ∞∑ m=1 (−1)^m

1 −^{s2}_{s2m} s^2 − s^2_m + 2 ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^n

1 +^{s2}_{s2n} s^2 + s^2_n . (A23)

The two last sums are now combined to −2 ∞∑ m=1 (−1)^ms^{−2}_m + 2 ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^ns^{−2}_n =

2e^2 π^2

(ϵ^2 − β^2) ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^kk^{−2} = − e^2 6 (ϵ^2 − β^2), (A24)

and lead to e^2ϵβcsch(seϵ) csc(seβ) − 1 s^2 + e^2 6 (ϵ^2 − β^2) =2s^2 ∞∑ m=1 (−1)^m eϵ s_m csch(eϵs_m) s^2 − s^2_m

− 2s^2 ∞∑ n=1 (−1)^n eβ s_n csch(eβs_n) s^2 + s^2_n

. (A25)

Appendix B: Summation formulas

For the calculations in the main part we use the series expansion of the exponential integral function for real and purely imaginary arguments^5

Ei(z) = γ + log^∗(z) + ∞∑ k=1 z^k kk! , (B1)

where we defined

log^∗(z) = { log(|z|) for z ∈ R log(|z|) ∓^{iπ}_2 for z ∈ iR^± ,

(B2)

and iR^± denote the positive and negative imaginary axis respectively. We now insert this expansion into J(x), and calculate the required sums separately. Subsequently we sort the powers of x in ∞∑ n=1 J(nx) n^2 = ∞∑ n=1 1 n^2 [ γ ( e^{xn} + e^{−xn} ) + e^{xn} log^∗(−xn) + e^{−xn} log^∗(xn) +e^{−xn} ∞∑ k=1 (xn)^k kk! + e^{xn} ∞∑ k=1 (−xn)^k kk! ] . (B3)

In the expansion, the Polylogarithm function Li_s(y) plays an essential role. In Appendix C the series used for the expansion of this function are derived, with the help of the results presented there we find ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n^2

=Li_2 ( e^{−x} ) = π^2 6 + O(x), (B4) ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n^2 log(n) = − ∂_yLi_y ( e^{−x} )| y=2 = −ζ^′(2) + O(x), (B5) ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n^2 ∞∑ k=1 (xn)^k kk! = ∞∑ k=1 Li_{2−k} (e^x) x^k kk! = O(x), (B6)

We thus find to logarithmic order in x ∞∑ n=1 J(nx) n^2

= −2ζ^′(2) + γ π^2 3 + π^2 6 [log^∗(x) + log^∗(−x)] + O(x). (B7)

We are now interested in the sum ∞∑ n=1 J(nx) n coth(zn). (B8)

to calculate it we write coth(πzn) as

coth(πzn) = 1 + 2 e^{2πnz} − 1

= sgn(z)

1 + 2 ∞∑ j=1 e^{−2πjn|z|} , (B9)

where the absolute value and the sign have to be introduced to ensure convergence of the sum for negative values of z. To find the result for (B8) we calculate the following sums using again the expansions of Appendix C for the

5 For real values see [46], Eq. 8.214. The series for purely imaginary values can be derived via Ei(±ix) = ci(x) ± si(x) and the respective series for the sine and cosine integral (see [46], Eqs. 8.232 and 8.233).

Polylogarithm ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n =Li_1 ( e^{−x} ) = − log(x) + O(x), (B10) ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n log(n) = − ∂_sLi_s ( e^{−x} )| s=1 , = π^2 12 + γ^2 2 + γ_1 + 1 2 log(x)^2 + γ log(x) + O(x),

(B11)

∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n ∞∑ k=1 (xn)^k kk! = ∞∑ k=1 Li_{1−k} (e^x) x^k kk! ∞∑ k=1 ( 1 k^2 + O(x) ) = π^2 6 + O(x). (B12)

So that we arrive at ∞∑ n=1 J(nx) n =γ^2 + 2γ_1 + log(x) log(−x) − log^∗(x) log(x) − log^∗(−x) log(−x) + O(x). (B13)

For the second part of coth(x) in (B9) we need ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n ∞∑ j=1 e^{−2πjnz} = − ∞∑ j=1 log(1 − e^{−x−2πjz})

= − log ∞∏ j=1 [ 1 − e^{−2πjz} ] + O(x)

= − π 12 z − log (η(iz)) + O(x),

(B14)

where we used the fact that Li_1(z) = − log(1 − z) (see [52], Eq. II.5) and introduced the Dedekind Eta function

η(x) = e^{π12 ix} ∞∏ j=1 ( 1 − e^{2πijx} ) . (B15)

This function and the identity (30) proved in [49] play a crucial role in the formulation of a fractional QED for the case studied in Section II A 2. We also need ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n log(n) ∞∑ j=1 e^{−2πjnz} = − ∞∑ j=1 ∂_yLi_y ( e^{−x−2πjz} )| y=1 = − ∞∑ j=1 ∂_yLi_y ( e^{−2πjz} )| y=1 + O(x). (B16)

Unfortunately we have not been able to perform this sum over j but, since we are primarily interested in the logarithmic growth we will ignore that sum for the time being. Furthermore we find ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n ∞∑ k=1 (xn)^k kk! ∞∑ j=1 e^{−2πjnz} = ∞∑ k=1 ∞∑ j=1 Li_{1−k} ( e^{x−2πjz} ) x^k kk! = ∞∑ k=1 ∞∑ j=1 ( Li_{1−k} ( e^{−2πjz} ) x^k kk! + O(x^{k+1}) )

=O(x).

(B17)

So that we find ∞∑ n=1 J(nx) n ∞∑ j=1 e^{−2πjnz} = − π 6 γz − 2γ log (η(iz)) − 2 ∞∑ j=1 ∂_yLi_y ( e^{−2πjz} )| y=1 − [ π 12 z + log (η(iz)) ] [log^∗(−x) + log^∗(x)] + O(x).

(B18)

We can now use the fact that ϵ and β are either real or purely imaginary to simplify the above results. We are just interested in J(x) and J(ix) for real x, in this case the following holds

log^∗(x) + log^∗(−x) = log^∗(ix) + log^∗(−ix) = 2 log(|x|), (B19) log(x) log(−x) − log^∗(x) log(x) − log^∗(−x) log(−x) = − log^2(|x|), (B20)

log(ix) log(−ix) − log^∗(ix) log(ix) − log^∗(−ix) log(−ix) = − log^2(|x|) + 3 4 π^2. (B21)

Now we use (B7) as well as (B13) and (B18) and put them into (B9) to find the logarithmic growth of the sums coming from the main part for real or purely imaginary x and real z {_∞ ∑ n=1 J(nx) n^2 } log = π^2 3 log(|x|), (B22) {_∞ ∑ n=1 J(nx) n coth(πzn) } log = ( − π 3 z − sgn(z)4 log (η(i |z|)) ) log(|x|) − sgn(z) log(|x|)^2.

(B23)

For the scalar case we need the following two sums ∞∑ n=1 J(nx) n^2

(−1)^n and ∞∑ n=1 J(nx) n^2

(−1)^ncsch(πzn). (B24)

These can be found, up to order x, by using the series representation of Ei(x) analogous to (B3) together with the following sums ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n^2

(−1)^n =Li_2 ( −e^{−x} ) = − π^2 12 + O(x), (B25) ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n^2 log(n)(−1)^n = − ∂_yLi_y ( −e^{−x} )| y=2 = 1 2 ζ^′(2) + π^2 12 log(2) + O(x), (B26) ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n^2

(−1)^n ∞∑ k=1 (xn)^k kk! = ∞∑ k=1 Li_{2−k} (e^x) x^k kk! = O(x), (B27)

where the series used for the Polylogarithm are derived in Appendix C. So that we find ∞∑ n=1 J(nx) n^2

(−1)^n = ζ^′(2) + π^2 6 (log(2) − γ) − π^2 12 [log^∗(x) + log^∗(−x)] + O(x). (B28)

By analogy with (B9), we write csch(πzn) as

csch(πzn) =

2e^z e^{2πnz} − 1

= 2 sgn(z) ∞∑ j=0 e^{−2π}(^{j+ 12} )^{n|z|}. (B29)

We now need the sums ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n (−1)^n ∞∑ j=0 e^{−2π}(^{j+ 12} )^{nz} = − ∞∑ j=0 log ( 1 + e^{−x−2π}(^{j+ 12} )^z )

= − log ∞∏ j=0 [ 1 + e^{−2π}(^{j+ 12} )^z ] + O(x)

= π 24 z − log (κ(iz)) + O(x),

(B30) where we again used Li_1(z) = − log(1 − z) (see [52], Eq. II.5). We also introduced the function

κ(x) := e^{− π24 ix} ∞∏ j=1 ( 1 + e^{2πi}(^{j+ 12} )^x ) . (B31)

Observe that unlike the Dedekind Eta function (B15) used for the spinor case the function κ(x) is not defined in the literature, but constructed for our purposes. However it is possible to derive the property (D6) which is analogous to the identity (30) for the Dedekind Eta function used in section II A 2. Additionally we find ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n log(n)(−1)^n ∞∑ j=0 e^{−2π}(^{j+ 12} )^{nz} = − ∞∑ j=0 ∂_yLi_y ( −e^{−x−2π}(^{j+ 12} )^z )| |_{y=1}

= − ∞∑ j=0 ∂_yLi_y ( −e^{−2π}(^{j+ 12} )^z )| |_{y=1} + O(x),

(B32)

where we again have not been able to perform the sum over j but can see that there is no logarithmic contribution coming from this sum. The last sum we need is ∞∑ n=1 e^{−xn} n (−1)^n ∞∑ k=1 (xn)^k kk! ∞∑ j=0 e^{−2π}(^{j+ 12} )^{nz} = ∞∑ k=1 ∞∑ j=0 Li_{1−k} ( −e^{x−2π}(^{j+ 12} )^z ) xk kk! = ∞∑ k=1 ∞∑ j=0 ( Li_{1−k} ( −e^{−2π}(^{j+ 12} )^z ) xk kk! + O(x^{k+1}) )

=O(x).

(B33)

Combining these three sums we find ∞∑ n=1 J(nx) n^2

(−1)^ncsch(πzn) = π 6 γz − 4 sgn(z)γ log (κ(i|z|)) + ∞∑ j=0 ∂_yLi_y ( −e^{−2π}(^{j+ 12} )^z )| |_{y=1} + ( π 12 z − sgn(z)2 log (κ(i|z|)) ) [log^∗(x) + log^∗(−x)] + O(x).

(B34)

So that in the end using the restrictions on ϵ and β and (B19) we find the logarithmic growth of the sums for real or purely imaginary x and real z {_∞ ∑ n=1 (−1)^n J(nx) n^2 } log = − π^2 6 log(|x|), (B35) {_∞ ∑ n=1 (−1)^n J(nx) n csch(πzn) } log = ( π 6 z − 4 sgn(z) log (κ(i|z|)) ) log(|x|). (B36)

Appendix C: Polylogarithms

Polylogarithms are defined by (see e.g. [53])

Li_s(z) := ∞∑ j=1 x^j j^s = 1 Γ(s) ∫_∞ 0 t^{s−1} e^t z − 1 dt. (C1)

for all complex z, s except z real and z > 1, where Γ(s) is the Gamma function. The integral representation only holds for Re(s) > 0 but can be extended to negative values with the method of contour integration [54]

Li_s (e^x) =

Γ(1 − s) 2πi ∫ H (−t)^{s−1} e^{t−μ} − 1 dt, (C2) where H is the Hankel contour which starts at t = ∞ in the upper half of the complex plane goes to t = 0 encircles the origin in a counterclockwise sense and then runs to t = ∞ in the lower half of the complex plane. It is now possible to modify the contour to enclose the poles and to evaluate the integral as the sum of residues

Li_s (e^x) = Γ(1 − s) ∞∑ k=−∞ (2kiπ − μ)^{p−1}. (C3)

By expanding in μ and summing over s we find the series representation (see [53], Eq. (9.3))

Li_s(e^x) = Γ(1 − s)(−x)^{s−1} + ∞∑ j=0 ζ(s − j) j! x^j , (C4)

where ζ(z) is the Riemann-Zeta function.

For positive integer values s = n = 1, 2, 3 both Γ(1 − n) and ζ(1) in the sum (for j = n + 1) diverge. If we however look at the expansion around the poles for the respective functions (see [52], Eq. II.3. and [55], p. 118)

Γ(1 − n − δ) =

(−1)^n (n − 1)! [ 1 δ − ψ(n) + δ 2 ( ψ(n)^2 − ψ^′(n) + π^2 3 )] + O(δ^2), (C5)

ζ(1 + δ) = 1 δ + γ − δγ_1 + O(δ^2), (C6)

where γ_1 is the first Stieltjes constant defined by

γ_1 = lim_{n→∞} (_n ∑ k=1 log(k) k − log(n)^2 2 ) ≈ 0.577, (C7)

and the expansion (−x)^{n+δ−1} = (−x)^{n−1} ( 1 + log(−x)δ + 1 2 log(−x)^2δ^2 + O(δ^3) ) , (C8)

we find

lim_{δ→0} [ Γ(1 − n − δ) + ζ(1 + δ)x^{n−1} (n − 1)! ] = x^{n−1} (n − 1)!

[ψ(n) + γ − log(−x)] . (C9)

So that for positive integers we find the summation formula (see also [53], Eq. (9.5))

Li_n(e^x) = x^{n−1} (n − 1)!

[ψ(n) + γ − log(−x)] + ∞∑ j=0,j≠n−1 ζ(n − j) j! x^j . (C10)

We also need series for the derivatives of Li_s(e^x) with respect to s for s = n = 1, 2. We could not find those in the literature but it is possible to derive them using the definition of the derivative and the formulas above

∂_sLi_s(e^x)|_{s=n} = lim_{δ→0}

Li_{n+δ}(e^x) − Li_n(e^x) δ , (C11)

where for the first Polylogarithm we have to use (C4) and for the second (C10)

∂_sLi_s(e^x)|_{s=n} = lim_{δ→0} 1 δ { Γ(1 − n − δ)(−x)^{s+δ−1} + x^{n−1} (n − 1)!

ζ(1 + δ) − x^{n−1} (n − 1)!

[ψ(n) + γ − log(−x)] }

+ ∞∑ j=0,j≠n−1 ζ^′(s − j) j! x^j , (C12)

we can now again use the expansion of Gamma and Zeta function around the poles (C5) and (C6) respectively to find

∂_sLi_s(e^x)|_{s=n} = x^{n−1} (n − 1)! [ − 1 2 log(−x)^2 + ψ(n) log(−x) − 1 2 ( ψ(n)^2 − ψ^′(n) ) − π^2 6 − γ_1 ]

+ ∞∑ j=0,j≠n−1 ζ^′(n − j) j! x^j . (C13)

The Polylogarithms we need in Appendix B have the following expansions up to order 1 in x for k > 1 Li_1(e^{−x}) = − log(x) + O(x), (C14)

Li_2(e^{−x}) = π^2 6 + O(x), (C15)

(x)^k Li_{1−k}(e^{−x}) =Γ[k] + O(x), (C16) (x)^k Li_{2−k}(e^{−x}) =O(x), (C17)

∂_s Li_s(e^{−x}) | s=1 = − π^2 12 − γ^2 2 − γ_1 − log(x)^2 − γ log(x) + O(x) (C18)

∂_s Li_s(e^{−x}) | |_{s=2} =ζ^′(2) + O(x), (C19)

where we have used the known values ψ(1) = −γ and ζ(2) = ψ^′(1) = π^2/6 (see [46], Eqs. 8.366 and 9.542).

For the calculations for scalar QED we are interested in Li_s (−e^x). By analogy with (C3) we find

Li_s (−e^x) = Γ(1 − s) ∞∑ k=−∞ ((2k − 1)iπ − μ)^{p−1}. (C20)

which by again expanding in μ and summing over k can be brought in the form

Li_s(−e^x) = − ∞∑ j=0 ζ(s − j) j! x^j (1 − 2^{j+1−s}), (C21)

for positive integer values s = n = 1, 2, 3, . . . and j = n − 1. The sum contains the divergent ζ(1), however it is finite since lim j→n−1 (1 − 2^{j+1−s})ζ(s − j) = − log(2). (C22)

Such that we find

Li_n(−e^x) = − log(2) x^{n−1} (n − 1)! − ∞∑ j=0,j≠n−1 ζ(n − j) j! x^j (1 − 2^{j+1−n}). (C23)

We also need the derivative of the Polylogarithm with respect to s for positive integer values which can be derived analogously to (C13) and takes the form

∂_sLi_s(−e^x)|_{s=n} = ( 1 2 log(2)^2 − γ log(2) ) x^{n−1} (n − 1)! − ∞∑ j=0,j≠n−1 x^j j! ( ζ^′(n − j)(1 − 2^{j+1−n}) + log(2)2^{j+1−n}ζ(n − j) ) . (C24)

So that the Polylogarithms needed in Appendix B take the form

Li_2(−e^{−x}) = − π^2 12 + O(x), (C25)

(x)^k Li_{2−k}(−e^{−x}) =O(x), (C26)

∂_s Li_s(−e^{−x}) | |_{s=2} = − 1 2 ζ^′(2) − π^2 12 log(2) + O(x), (C27)

where we have used ζ(2) = π^2/6 (see [46], Eq. 9.542).

Appendix D: Identity for the function κ(x)

In this appendix we prove an identity for the function κ(x) which is useful for our calculations. The proof is inspired by a proof for an identity for the Dedekind Eta function [49]. We will use

f(z) = csc(z) csc ( z τ ) , ν = ( n + 1 2 ) π n ∈ N, iτ ∈ R. (D1)

The function F (z) = z^{−1}f(νz) has poles of order one at z = ± πk ν with residue

(−1)^k πk cot ( πk τ )

and z = ± πkτ ν with residue

(−1)^k πk cot (πkτ) for k ∈ N as well as one pole of order three at

z = 0 with residue 1 6 ( τ + 1 τ ) . If we now choose the contour C_♦ to be the rhombus with endpoints at 1, τ, −1, τ in the z-plane we can use the residue theorem to find ∫ C_♦ f(νz)g(νaz) dz z = 4i n∑ k=1 (−1)^k k [ csc ( πk τ ) + csc (πkτ) ] + πi 3 ( τ + 1 τ ) . (D2)

Now we can write the co-secant function as

csc(x) = 2i e^{−2ix} 1 − e^{−2ix}

= −2i e^{2ix} 1 − e^{2ix}

, (D3)

which shows that the limit of f(νz) for n → ∞ everywhere in the complex plane except the axes is 0. We thus find n∑ k=1 (−1)^k k [ csc ( πk τ ) + csc (πkτ) ] = − π 12 ( τ + 1 τ ) (D4)

Observe that for τ = iϵ/β this is proportional to the constant order of (18). We are however mainly interested in the logarithmic order. One could now try to set F (z) = z^{−1}f(νz) ln(νzE_c/ϵ), which would in fact give the logarithmic order of the sum in the residues. However things get more complicated due to the branch cut of the logarithm. More importantly the integral on the contour C_♦ diverges.

Finally it is possible to start from F (z) = z^{−1}f(νz)J(νzE_c/ϵ). By doing so, the sum of the residues gives exactly (19) and the integral along the contour C_♦ vanishes again. One however has to alter the integration contour to avoid the branch cuts. Integrating along the branch cuts gives exactly the integral (6). This is not surprising since this is the integral we started from to derive (19).

We can use (D4) to find an identity for the function κ(x) which we defined in analogy to the Dedekind Eta function in Appendix B. To do so we use the definition of κ(x) (B31) and (B29) to find ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^k k csc(iπkz) = − i ∞∑ k=1 (−1)^k k 2 sgn(z) ∞∑ j=0 e^{−2π}(^{j+ 12} )^{n|z|k}.

= − 2i sgn(z) ∞∑ j=0 log [ 1 + e^{−2π}(^{j+ 12} )^{n|z|k} ]

= − 2i sgn(z) log[κ(i|z|)] − π 12 iz

(D5)

This again is not surprising since the need to define κ(x) arose from the summation over the hyperbolic co-secant function in equation (B30). Now using this and (D4) we arrive at the identity κ ( − 1 τ ) = κ(τ) (D6)

for τ purely imaginary. Observe that although the definition of κ(x) may seem artificial it was defined for convenience and to show parallels to the spinor case. It would of course be possible to do the whole calculations without defining the function and use directly (D4) instead of the identity.

[1] V. Weisskopf, Kongelige Danske Videnkabernes Selskab. Matematisk-Fysiske Meddelelser XIV, N. 6 (1936).

[2] F. Sauter, Z. Phys. 69, 742 (1931).

[3] W. Heisenberg and H. Euler, Z. Phys. 98, 714 (1936). [4] J. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 82, 664 (1951). [5] J. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 93, 615 (1954). [6] J. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 94, 1362 (1954). [7] A. I. Nikishov, J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 30, 660 (1970). [8] I. A. Batalin and E. S. Fradkin, Theor. Math. Phys. 5, 1080 (1970). [9] V. S. Popov, ZhETF Pis ma Redaktsiiu 13, 261 (1971). [10] V. S. Popov, J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 34, 709 (1972). [11] V. S. Popov, J. Exp. Theor. Phys. Lett. 74, 133 (2001). [12] N. B. Narozhnyi and A. I. Nikishov, Yad. Fiz. 11, 1072 (1970). [13] C. Schubert, Phys. Rep. 355, 73 (2001).

[14] G. V. Dunne and C. Schubert, Phys. Rev. D 72, 105004 (2005). [15] H. Kleinert and S.-S. Xue, Annals of Physics 333, 104 (2013). [16] C. Itzykson and J.-B. Zuber, Quantum Field Theory (Dover Publications, 2006). [17] H. Kleinert, R. Ruffini, and S.-S. Xue, Phys. Rev. D 78, 025011 (2008).

[18] W. Greiner, B. Muller, and J. Rafelski, Quantum Electrodynamics of Strong Fields (Springer, 1985). [19] A. A. Grib, S. G. Mamaev, and V. M. Mostepanenko, Vacuum Quantum Effects in Strong External Fields (Atomizdat, 1980).

[20] E. S. Fradkin, D. M. Gitman, and S. S. M., Quantum Electrodynamics: With Unstable Vacuum (Springer, 1991). [21] G. V. Dunne and C. Schubert, Nucl. Phys. B 564, 591 (2000).

[22] G. V. Dunne, From Fields to Strings: Circumnavigating Theoretical Physics 1, 445 (2005). [23] R. Ruffini, G. Vereshchagin, and S.-S. Xue, Phys. Rep. 487, 1 (2010).

[24] E. C. G. Stueckelberg and A. Petermann, Helvetica Physica Acta (Switzerland) 26, 499 (1953). [25] M. Gell-Mann and F. E. Low, Phys. Rev. 95, 1300 (1954).

[26] H. Kleinert and V. S. Frohlinde, Critical Properties of ϕ^4-theories (World Scientific Publishing Company, Incorporated, 2001), URL klnrt.de/b8.

[27] H. Kleinert, URL klnrt.de/403.

[28] H. Kleinert (2012), lecture presented at the conference http://www.quantumhorizons.org/, URL

klnrt.de/399/399-TAIPEH.pdf.

[29] K. Johnson, M. Baker, and R. S. Willey, Phys. Rev. Lett. 11, 518 (1963). [30] K. Johnson, M. Baker, and R. Willey, Phys. Rev. 136, B1111 (1964). [31] T. A. J. Maris, V. E. Herscovitz, and G. Jacob, Phys. Rev. Lett. 12, 313 (1964). [32] T. A. J. Maris, V. E. Herscovitz, and G. Jacob, Il Nuovo Cimento Series 10 38, 783 (1965). [33] Y. Frishman, Phys. Rev. 138, 1450 (1965).

[34] M. Göckeler, R. Horsley, V. Linke, P. E. L. Rakow, G. Schierholz, and H. Stüben, Phys.Rev.Lett. 80, 4119 (1998). [35] H. Gies and J. Jaeckel, Physical review letters 93, 110405 (2004). [36] I. M. Suslov, JETP Lett. 74, 191 (2001).

[37] U. Harst and M. Reuter, Journal of High Energy Physics 1105, 119 (2011). [38] W. Janke and H. Kleinert, Phys. Rev. Lett. 75, 2787 (1995). [39] J. S. Heyl and L. Hernquist, Phys. Rev. D 55, 2449 (1997).

[40] W. J. Mielniczuk, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 15, 2905 (1982), note that there were some misprints regarding equation (8). [41] S. R. Valluri, D. R. Lamm, and W. J. Mielniczuk, Can. J. Phys. 71, 389 (1993). [42] Y. M. Cho and D. G. Pak, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 1947 (2001). [43] R. Ruffini and S.-S. Xue, J. Korean Phys. Soc. 49, S715 (2006). [44] H. Kleinert, Particles and quantum fields (2011), section 12, URL klnrt.de/b6/. [45] B. C. Berndt, Ramanujan’s notebooks Part II (Springer, 1988), pages 271-272, Entry 19(i) and Entry 19(ii). [46] I. S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhik, Table of integrals, series, and products (Academic press, 2000). [47] U. D. Jentschura, H. Gies, S. R. Valluri, D. R. Lamm, and E. J. Weniger, Can. J. Phys. 80, 267 (2002). [48] W. S. Bae, Y. M. Cho, and D. G. Pak, Phys. Rev. D 64, 017303 (2001). [49] C. L. Siegel, Mathematika 1, 4 (1954).

[50] S. Coleman and E. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. D 7, 1888 (1973). [51] H. Kleinert, Europhys. Lett. 100, 10001 (2012), 1210.2630.

[52] A. P. Prudnikov, Y. A. Brychkov, and O. I. Marichev, Integraly i ryady, tom 3. Spetsial’nye funktsii (Integrals and Series:

Special Functions) (Nauka, 2003).

[53] D. Wood, Tech. Rep. 15-92*, University of Kent, Computing Laboratory (1992).

[54] E. T. Whittaker and G. N. Watson, A Course of Modern Analysis, Cambridge Mathematical Library (Cambridge University Press, 1996).

[55] J. Havil, Gamma: Exploring Euler’s Constant (Princeton University Press, 2003).