arXiv:2410.22843v4 [hep-th] 3 Apr 2025

Manifestations of (2 + 1)d chiral anomaly in a graphene plate

Sergey N. Solodukhin

Institut Denis Poisson, UMR-CNRS 7013, Université de Tours, Parc de Grandmont, 37200 Tours, France

Abstract

Inspired by the Dirac model model of graphene, we consider a (2 + 1)-dimensional fermionic system in which fermions are described by four-component spinors. These fermions are proposed to interact with an electromagnetic field originating from a fourdimensional setting, as the graphene plate is embedded in 4d Minkowski spacetime. In this framework, a chiral anomaly arises at the boundary of the plate, stemming from a non-local anomaly action that depends on both the electromagnetic and chiral gauge fields when the chiral transformation is localized. This results in boundary chiral and electric currents, and we explore potentially observable effects when external magnetic or electric fields are applied to the fermionic system.

e-mail: sergey.solodukhin@univ-tours.fr

Introduction. Quantum anomalies are becoming increasingly significant in physical systems that are accessible to direct experimental studies. One experimental setting is the quark-gluon plasma. Several such systems are also known in condensed matter, such as Dirac semimetals and graphene. The latter is particularly interesting as it is confined to a plane and can be effectively described by (2 + 1)-dimensional field theory models. For a review of recent developments in these areas, see [1]. In those systems, the chiral anomaly contributes to conserved quantities such as electric current [2], [3] and the stress energy tensor [4], which may have observable consequences.

The main goal of this note is to discuss the possible experimental manifestations of the chiral anomaly in (2 + 1)-dimensional fermionic systems. This anomaly has been recently studied theoretically in [5]. One peculiarity of this anomaly is that it appears at the boundary of the (2 + 1)-dimensional system. Another notable feature is that four-component fermions are required to properly formulate the boundary conditions and to define well-behaved chiral transformations. In the two-component fermion representation, chirality is not well defined since a chirality matrix does not exists. This motivates the use of the four-component representation for the fermions where the chirality matrix can be defined. For the sake of completeness, below we will briefly review the formulation of the boundary conditions and the computation of the anomaly, closely following [5].

It should be noted that a similar, though conceptually different, parity anomaly has been previously discussed in the literature (see [6]). In this note, we do not address the parity anomaly. There have also been earlier works [19] discussing the appearance of an electric current in four dimensions due to gauge field terms in the conformal anomaly. In the three-dimensional case considered here, there is no conformal anomaly in the bulk, though an anomaly may appear on the boundary, as shown in [5]. However, the background gauge field does not contribute to the boundary anomaly, and thus, in three dimensions, there is no effect analogous to that discussed in [19]. The origin of the emergent currents in our case is the boundary chiral anomaly, as we now demonstrate.

The model. In this note we consider the (2 + 1)-dimensional spacetime M_3 as embedded in a bigger (3 + 1)-dimensional Minkowski spacetime M_4 . We use the units in which speed of light c = 1. Using the Cartesian coordinates (X_0 = t, X_1, X_2, X_3) in M_4 we define M_3 as hypersurface where X_3 = 0. Additionally, spacetime M_3 is supposed to have a boundary ∂M_3 that can be defined by condition x^n = n^ix_i = const, where (x_i , i = 0, 1, 2) are the intrinsic coordinates in M_3 and n^i, i = 0, 1, 2 is the normal vector to the boundary in M_3 .

As it was announced above we will consider the four-component fermions ψ^a with a colour index a = 1, . . . , N . For graphene N = 2. The fermions are coupled to the Maxwell field A_i, i = 0, 1, 2 that has the four-dimensional origin, i.e. it is a part of the four-dimensional Maxwell field A_μ, μ = 0, 1, 2, 3 defined in Minkowski spacetime M_4 . The Maxwell field A_μ is considered to be a classical background field for the quantum fermions. For a similar setup see [10]. The model includes the massless fermions. In its most general form, the action for the massless fermions in three dimensions reads W = ∫ M_3 dtd^2x h N∑ a=1 ψ̄^aD̂ψ^a , D̂ = iγ̂^k(D_k − ieA_k) , (1)

where ψ̄ = ψ^†γ^0 , γ̂^k =

∑_2 p=0 h^k_pγ^p and index k taking values 0, 1, 2. Here, h^k_p are the 3-beins and h^{−1} = det(h^k_p), which generally describe the curved spacetime M_3 , and D_k is the respective covariant derivative defined in termes of the Lorentz connection. The matrices γ^0, γ^1 , γ^2 , along with matrix γ^3 , form the standard 4 × 4 gamma-matrices {γ^μ , μ = 0, .., 3} defined in M_4 . For the graphene plate, we have h^0 = v^{−1}_F and h^1 = h^2 = 1, so that h = v_F , where v_F ≈ c/300 is the Fermi velocity.

The use of Dirac fermions as in (1) to describe graphene has a long story and it is known as the Dirac model of graphene [7]. We were in particular motivated by Son’s paper [8] with the modification that we neglect the mutual quantum Coulomb interaction between fermions. Instead, the fermions are coupled to external classical Maxwell fields which are four-dimensional and satisfy the four-dimensional Maxwell equations. One could also add the proper four-dimensional action for A_μ to (1). For a related quantum model see [9].

The model (1) retains the usual four-dimensional chiral symmetry, ψ^′ = e^{−iαγ5} ψ , generated by γ_5 = −iγ^0γ^1γ^2γ^3 matrix.

Boundary conditions. One has to specify the boundary conditions to be imposed on the fermionic field at the boundary ∂M_3 . It has been discussed in detail in [11] and in the case at hand in [5]. We will briefly review the reasoning in [5] that leads to these conditions. In the context of graphene the boundary conditions were discussed earlier in [12] and [13]. Near the boundary we split the bulk coordinates {x^i , i = 0, 1, 2} = {x^n, x^a} on intrinsic coordinates x^a, a = 0, 1 and the coordinate x^n normal to the boundary ∂M_3 .

A natural condition is to require that the normal component of the fermionic current vanishes on the boundary, ψ^†γ^0γ^nψ|_{∂M3} = 0, γ^n = n_kγ^k . This can be achieved by imposing the Dirichlet condition on half of the components, Π_−ψ|_{∂M3} = 0, where we have introduced a pair of projectors Π_+ and Π_− , Π_+ + Π_− = 1. The normal component of the current vanishes, provided that Π_+γ^n = γ^nΠ_− . However, this condition alone is insufficient; we must impose an additional condition on the other half of the components of ψ . This necessity arises from the requirement that the imposed conditions should hold for the eigenvalues of the Dirac operator, D̂ψ = λψ . This can be illustrated in a simple case when the boundary ∂M_3 is a plane. This leads to a new condition that Π_−(iγ̂^k∂_kψ)|_{∂M3} = 0. Separating the Dirac operator on the normal and tangential directions, iγ̂^k∂_k = iγ̂^n∂_n + iγ̂^a∂_a , one finds, after some algebra, that one has to impose the Robin type boundary condition ∂_nΠ_+ψ|_{∂M3} = 0. One also finds additional commutation relation between the projectors and the gamma matrices, Π_−γ^a = γ^aΠ_− , in the tangential directions. One can represent Π_± =^1_2 (1 ± χ), where matrix χ has to commute with γ^a and anti-commute withγ^n . With the gamma-matrices at hand this can be achieved by choosing^1 χ = iγ^3γ^n . Matrix χ can be represented in a slightly different form using the fact that M_3 is embedded in a larger space M_4 . Indeed, from the four-dimensional point of view the boundary ∂M_3 is a co-dimension two hypersurface with two normal vectors, one of which is vector n and the other is vector k with only one non-vanishing component k_3 . In terms of these two vectors one may define a binormal as ϵ_{μν} =^1_2 (k_μn_ν − k_ν n_μ). The matrix χ then can be written as χ = iϵ_{μν} γ^μγ^ν .

In the presence of gauge fields and in the case of a non-planar boundary and/or curved (2+1)d spacetime, the entire procedure can be repeated and leads to a modified Robin boundary condition, (∇_n − S)Π_+ψ|_{∂M3} = 0, where exact form of S is given in Appendix. To summarise, one imposes the following boundary conditions [16], [11], [5],

(∇_n − S)Π_+ψ ⊕ Π_−ψ = 0 (2)

for the fermionic field on the boundary ∂M_3 .

A word of caution is in order. The discussion here is an idealization, while the realistic conditions in graphene depend on the specific placement of the boundary within the hexagonal lattice.

Heat kernel coefficients and the chiral anomaly. It is convenient to make the chiral transformation local, δψ = −iα(x)γ_5ψ . To preserve this invariance, a corresponding gauge field A^5_k is introduced, which transforms as δA^5_k = ∂_kα(x). The respective Dirac operator to be considered in action (1) is then given by

D̂_5 = iγ̂^k(D_k − ieA_k + iA^5_kγ_5) . (3)

The variation of the action with respect to the chiral gauge field defines the chiral current, j^k_5 =^{δW}_{δA5k} , which is classically conserved ∇_kj^k_5 = 0, provided the fermions satisfy the Dirac equation, D̂_5ψ^a = 0. After quantizing the fermions, the system is described by the quantum action, W_Q = −^1_2 ln det D̂^2_5 . Its variation under local chiral transformations then is given by equation [16],

δ_αW_Q = −2i a_3(γ_5α(x), D̂^2_5) . (4)

1A more general choice would be χ(θ) = iγ^3γ^ne^{iθγ3} , χ^2(θ) = 1, similarly to the chiral bag boundary condition in four dimensions [14], [15], [13]. In four dimensions using the trick of Gilkey and Kirsten [14] one shows that the respective heat kernel coefficient and the chiral anomaly do not depend on θ . This trick goes through in the three-dimensional case at hand for standard 3d Dirac operator thus indicating that parameter θ does not show up in the chiral anomaly (switching on the chiral gauge field may require a more careful analysis). In the rest of the paper we use χ(0) in the boundary condition.

The non-invariance of the quantum action indicates the presence of a quantum chiral anomaly. Generally, in dimension d, for a matrix valued function Q and a Laplace type differential operator D̂^2 the coefficients a_k are defined as Tr (Qe^{−sD̂2} ) = ∑ k≥0 s^{(k−d)/2}a_k(Q, D̂^2). These coefficients are locally computable. In odd dimension d the coefficient a_d is due to the boundary terms only. We refer to [16] for the general results for these coefficients and to [5] for a computation in the 3d case at hand. Note, however, that in [5] the chiral gauge field was not included in the Dirac operator. The details of the calculation for the Dirac operator in the form (3) are provided in the Appendix. We now state the result,

δ_αW_Q = eN 4π ∫ ∂M_3 α(x)ϵ^{ab}F_{ab} , F_{ab} = ∂_aA_b − ∂_bA_a (5) The chiral anomaly arises solely from the boundary terms, as was earlier obtained in [5]. Generelizing [5], we find that the anomaly is independent of the chiral gauge field A^5_k . Here, the boundary epsilon symbol is defined as ϵ^{ab} = ϵ^{nab3} (we use convention ϵ_{01} = −1) in terms of the normal projection of the four-dimensional symbol. It is worth noting that integral in (5) can be written in terms of differential form F = dA as ∫ ∂M_3 α(x)F , and is therefore independent

of the induced metric, or the 2-beins, on ∂M_3 . Consequently, the chiral anomaly (5) does not depend on the Fermi velocity v_F , which appears through the 3-beins in the action (1).

Anomaly action and local form of the anomaly. Although the chiral gauge field A^5_k does not directly contribute to the chiral anomaly (Eq. 5 ), it can still be used to integrate the anomaly. Assuming the quantum action depends on both the gauge field A_k and the chiral gauge field A^5_k , we can readily find a gauge invariant term whose variation reproduces the anomaly (5):

W_{anom} = − eN 4π ∫ ∂M_3 A^5_aϵ^{ab} ( A_b − ∂_b□^{−1}_{(2)}∇^cA_c ) , (6)

where □_{(2)} = ∇^a∇_a is the intrinsic wave operator along the two-dimensional boundary ∂M_3 . We emphasize that this is only the part of the quantum action responsible for the chiral anomaly. The total action also includes terms that do not depend on A^5_k . The anomalous chiral current is obtained by varying the anomaly action with respect to A^5_k . In the bulk, this current is conserved, but at the boundary, its intrinsic divergence is non-vanishing,

∇^kj^5_k (x) = 0 if x lies inside M_3 , ∇^aj^5_a (x) = − eN 8π ϵ^{ab}F_{ab} δ_{∂M3} (7) The anomaly thus manifests [5] as the non-conservation of the chiral current at the boundary.

It is worth noting that the boundary anomaly (7) has a form similar to the chiral anomaly in two spacetime dimensions, discussed, for instance, in [2]. A significant difference, however, is that in the two-dimensional case, the fermions have only two components, which establishes an algebraic relation between the electric and chiral currents. In the present case, with fourcomponent fermions, such a relation does not exist. Another important distinction is that in two dimensions, the chiral gauge field contributes to the chiral anomaly alongside with the Maxwell gauge field, as demonstrated in [17].

Boundary chiral and electric currents. The tangential component of the chiral current defines the boundary current as j^5_a = J^5_a δ_{∂M3} . Similarly, the tangential component of electric current can be obtained by varying with respect to the electric field A_a , yielding j_a = J_aδ_{∂M3} . From the action (6) one can then derive the expressions for the boundary currents,

J^5_a = − eN 4π ϵ_{ab}(A^b − ∂^b□^{−1}_{(2)}∇^cA_c) , ∇^aJ^5_a = − eN 8π ϵ^{ab}F_{ab} J_a = eN 4π (ϵ_{ab}A^b_5 − ∂_a□^{−1}_{(2)}F) , ∇_aJ^a = 0 (8)

where we define F = ϵ^{ab}∂_aA^5_b . Notice that both electric current J_a and the chiral current J^5_a are gauge invariant due to the presence of non-local terms.

It is typically assumed, and we will adopt this here, that only the temporal component A^0_5 = μ_5 of the chiral gauge field is non-vanishing and, furthermore, constant. Its value is interpreted as the chiral chemical potential μ_5 =^1_2 (μ_L − μ_R). More generally, one may impose the constraint F ≡ ϵ^{ab}∂_aA^5_b = 0, which allows the expression for the electric current to be made local. Additionally, this constraint localizes the anomaly action (6),

W_{anom} = − eN 4π ∫ ∂M_3 A^5_aϵ^{ab}A_b . (9)

With these constraints, it follows that the temporal component of the boundary electric current vanishes, J_0 = 0, leaving only the spatial component non-vanishing. This defines the spatial vector ⃗J = J_1⃗e_1 , where vector ⃗e_1 is tangent to the boundary. The component J_1 remains constant along the boundary,

J_1 = σμ_5 , σ = eN 4π . (10)

On the other hand, one finds for the components of the chiral current,

J^5_0 = σ(A_1 − ∂_1χ) , J^5_1 = σ(A_0 − ∂_0χ) , (11)

where the scalar field χ is a solution to the equation □_{(2)}χ = ∇^cA_c .

In the remainder of this note, we will discuss several possible manifestations of the (2 + 1)d chiral anomaly. The (2 + 1)-dimensional fermionic system is identified with a graphene plate that has a non-trivial boundary.

Graphene disk in a constant magnetic field. In this scenario, we consider a graphene disk, denoted by D, placed in an external magnetic field ⃗B . The disk is taken to be round for simplicity, and it is situated in the z = 0 plane of a cylindrical coordinate system (z, r, ϕ), where the radial coordinate r is constrained to r = R, defining the radius of the disk. The boundary of the disk, C , is a closed curve, which in this case is a circle with radius R.

The interesting effect here is that the external magnetic field ⃗B induces a chiral charge on the boundary C of the graphene disk. To demonstrate this, we use the relation J^5_0 = σ(A_1 − ∂_1χ), where J^5_0 represents the chiral charge density on the boundary and A_1 is the component of the background gauge field parallel to the boundary. Here, we define x^1 = Rϕ as the coordinate along the boundary, which corresponds to the azimuthal direction around the disk.

By recognizing that the Maxwell gauge field originates from a four-dimensional context, we can apply the four-dimensional Maxwell equations to our system. The total chiral charge induced on the boundary C of the graphene disk is given by the integral:

Q_5(C) = ∮ C J^5_0 = σ ∮ C ⃗Ad⃗x = σ ∫ D curl ⃗A d⃗S (12)

Here, the gauge field ⃗A is integrated along the boundary C , and through Stokes’ theorem, this can be converted into a surface integral over the disk D, involving the curl of ⃗A, which gives the magnetic field ⃗B = curl ⃗A. Thus, the total chiral charge is related to the magnetic flux Φ(D) passing through the disk:

Q_5(C) = σΦ(D) , Φ(D) = ∫ D ⃗B · d⃗S (13) For a constant magnetic field ⃗B that is perpendicular to the surface of the disk D, the magnetic flux Φ(D) becomes: Φ(D) = πR^2B , where R is the radius of the disk and B is the magnitude of the constant magnetic field. This result shows that the induced chiral charge on the boundary of the graphene disk is proportional to the magnetic flux passing through the disk. Consequently, a time-varying magnetic field results in a time-dependent variation of the induced chiral charge on the boundary of the plate. This variation can be expressed in terms of the circulation of the electric field as: dQ_5 dt = −σ ∮ C ⃗Ed⃗x . (14)

Graphene ring in magnetic field of a cylindrical solenoid. In this setup, we consider a graphene ring placed in the magnetic field generated by a solenoid. The solenoid is positioned at the center of the ring along its axis of symmetry, meaning the magnetic field is directed along the axis of the ring in the cylindrical coordinate system (z, r, ϕ). The graphene ring has two boundaries: an inner boundary C_1 and an outer boundary C_2 , both of which are concentric circles in the plane of the ring. The magnetic field inside the solenoid is uniform and parallel to the z -axis, and the vector potential ⃗A outside the solenoid decreases with distance,

A_ϕ = Ba^2 2r , r ≥ a (15) where a is the radius of the solenoid. Since there is no magnetic field outside the solenoid, the magnetic flux through the ring vanishes, which means the total chiral charge induced on both boundaries is zero. However, the vector potential (15) produces a circulation around each component of the boundary, leading to the respective chiral charge,

Q_5[C_2] = −Q_5[C_1] = σπBa^2 . (16)

Notice that the induced boundary chiral charge depends only on the intrinsic parameters B and a of the solenoid. Chiral charge Q_5 can be represented as Q_5 = n_L − n_R , where n_{L(R)} is quantum average of number of left- and right-handed fermions. Physically, the discussed effect thus can be interpreted as a separation of chirality: fermions of predominantly one chirality concentrate on one component of the boundary, while fermions of the opposite chirality reside on the other component.

It is also interesting to note that this effect, much like the Aharonov-Bohm effect, arises from the manifestation of the gauge potential in regions where the magnetic field is absent.

Intrinsic magnetic field and magnetic moment of a graphene disk. As one of the manifestations of the chiral anomaly, we observe a permanent electric current along the boundary with a constant value, as shown in (10). This current is independent of the external electric field and persists even in its absence, forming a circular current loop that produces magnetic field. This is a text-book situation discussed, for instance, in [18]. We can choose the spherical coordinates (r, θ, ϕ) centered on the disk, ensuring the disk lies at θ = π/2. At the observation point far from the disk, the magnetic field produced by the loop is given by [18]

B_r = 2πR^2σμ_5 cos θ r^3

, B_θ = πR^2σμ_5 sin θ r^4

. (17)

We can associate a magnetic dipole moment with the disk,

⃗m = σμ_5πR^2 ⃗k , (18)

as the product of the loop current and the disk area, ⃗k is vector normal to the disk surface. The magnetic moment of the graphene disk couples to an external magnetic field in the usual way. This interaction could serve as yet another manifestation of the chiral anomaly, accessible for direct observation.

The following remark is in order. In the above consideration the boundary electric current (10) with constant intensity proportional to μ_5 is considered to be non-dissipative as in a superconducting phase. In real physical systems, however, the dissipation of energy perhaps should not be neglected. A further logical possibility to be worth mentioning here is that in isolated graphene samples, in order to avoid dissipation of energy if there are no external fields, the chemical potential should vanish. This issue requires a more careful analysis of equilibrium and non-equilibrium situations in graphene.

Graphene disk/ring in electric field of linear charge. Consider a static configuration of a linear electric charge distribution placed along the geometric axis of symmetry of the disk. In this configuration, the electric field ⃗E =^λ_{2πr} ⃗e_r arises from a static linear charge distribution, where λ is the linear charge density, and the field is directed radially. The corresponding electric potential A_0(r) is derived from the relationship ⃗E = −⃗∇A_0 , yielding

A_0(r) = − λ 2π ln r, (19)

where r is the radial distance from the axis. Since the system is static and rotationally symmetric, the condition ∂^aA_a = 0 holds, implying a constant scalar function χ.

The spatial component of the boundary chiral current ⃗J_5 is then J^5_1 = σA_0 , which remains constant along the circular boundary of radius R. The total current is given by

I_5 = ∮ C ⃗J_5d⃗x = −σλR ln R + const . (20)

This indicates the appearance of a permanent chiral current at the boundary, whose intensity grows as R ln R when the radius of the boundary increases. Notice that in this configuration the boundary chiral current ⃗J_5 is perpendicular to the electric field ⃗E . In a ring configuration, the current along the inner boundary of the ring flows in the direction opposite to that along the outer boundary.

Conclusion. In this note we consider a fermionic system in (2 + 1)d spacetime with a boundary, where fermions are described by four-component spinors. This system provides an intriguing example of a boundary-induced chiral anomaly. When applied to a finite-sized graphene plate, our analysis suggests several experimental signatures of the anomaly, including an induced chiral charge and electric current localized on the boundary. These effects are expected to arise when the system is placed in the external magnetic or electric fields, leading to certain experimental predictions that could be tested.

A Appendix

Here we consider the general case of a curved spacetime M_3 with a non-planar boundary ∂M_3 . For the general formulas we refer to review [16], which we follow here. The square of the 3d

Dirac operator (3) takes the form, D̂^2_5 = −(∇^i∇_i + E) , (A.1) where ∇_i = D^L_i + ω_i , D^L_i is the usual Lorentz connection and ω_i = ieA_i + i 2 [γ_i, γ_j]γ_5A^j_5 (A.2) is an additional term, see [16]. The difference in two covariant derivatives leads to an extra term in the Robin boundary condition, (∇_n − S)Π_+ψ = 0 , S = (− 1 2 K + iA^5_j γ^j γ_5γ^n)Π_+ . (A.3) One finds that E = − R 4 + ie 2 F_{ij}γ̂^iγ̂^j + iγ^5∇_iA^i_5 − A^5_i A^{5i} . (A.4) Here R is the scalar curvature of M_3 . One defines F_{ij} = ∂_iA_j −∂_j A_i . The heat kernel coefficient that is needed for computation of the chiral anomaly is [16], [14]

a_3(Q, D̂^2_5) = 1 384(4π) ∫ ∂M_3 Tr{Q(x)(96χE + 16χR − 8χR_{nn} +(13Π_+ − 7Π_−)K^2 + (2Π_+ + 10Π_−)K_{ab}K^{ab} + 96SK + 192S^2 − 12 ¯∇_aχ ¯∇^aχ)} . (A.5) Here K_{ab} is the extrinsic curvature of the boundary, K is its trace and ¯∇_a is covariant derivative along the boundary, ¯∇_aχ = iγ_3γ^bK_{ab} + ω_aχ − χω_a , see [14].

In the case of chiral anomaly Q(x) = γ_5α(x). Then almost all traces either vanish or mutually cancel, leaving the only non-vanishing term as: Tr (γ^5χγ̂^iγ̂^j)F_{ij} = 4F_{ij}ϵ^{nij3} = 4F_{ab}ϵ^{ab} . (A.6) We use the relation:

Tr (γ^5γ^3γ^nγ̂^iγ̂^j) = −4iϵ^{nij3} , (A.7) where n denotes the direction that is normal to boundary ∂M_3 . We use convention that in Minkowski spacetime with signature (−, +, +, +) one has that ϵ^{0123} = 1. The boundary epsilon symbol is defined as ϵ^{ab} = ϵ^{nab3} . Putting things together we find that: a_3(α(x)γ^5, D̂^2) = ieN 8π ∫ ∂M_3 α(x)ϵ^{ab}F_{ab} . (A.8) This completes the computation of the anomaly.

References

[1] M. N. Chernodub, Y. Ferreiros, A. G. Grushin, K. Landsteiner and M. A. H. Vozmediano, “Thermal transport, geometry, and anomalies,” Phys. Rept. 977 (2022), 1-58

[2] A. Y. Alekseev, V. V. Cheianov and J. Frohlich, “Universality of transport properties in equilibrium, Goldstone theorem and chiral anomaly,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (1998), 3503- 3506 [arXiv:cond-mat/9803346 [cond-mat]]

[3] K. Fukushima, D. E. Kharzeev and H. J. Warringa, “The Chiral Magnetic Effect,” Phys.

Rev. D 78 (2008), 074033 [arXiv:0808.3382 [hep-ph]].

[4] S. N. Solodukhin, “Beltrami fields, dispersive electromagnetic waves and gravitational spheromaks from chiral anomaly,” Phys. Lett. B 859 (2024), 139072

[5] A. Faraji Astaneh and S. N. Solodukhin, “Fermions, boundaries, and conformal and chiral anomalies in d=3, 4 and 5 dimensions,” Phys. Rev. D 108 (2023) no.8, 085015 [arXiv:2308.10351 [hep-th]].

[6] A. J. Niemi and G. W. Semenoff, “Axial Anomaly Induced Fermion Fractionization and Effective Gauge Theory Actions in Odd Dimensional Space-Times,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 51 (1983), 2077; A. N. Redlich, “Gauge Noninvariance and Parity Violation of Three- Dimensional Fermions,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 52 (1984), 18

[7] R. P. Wallace, Phys. Rev. 71 (1947) 9, 622; D. P. DiVincenzo and E. J. Mele, Phys.

Rev. B29 (1984) 1685; G. Semenoff, Phys. Rev. Lett. 53 (1984) 2449.

[8] D. T. Son, “Quantum critical point in graphene approached in the limit of infinitely strong Coulomb interaction,” Phys. Rev. B 75 (2007) no.23, 235423

[9] C. P. Herzog, “Bootstrapping boundary QED”, Talk at 4th Le Studium meeting Exploration of duality, geometry and entanglement, 8-12 January 2024, Tours. S. Bartlett-Tisdall, C. P. Herzog and V. Schaub, “Bootstrapping boundary QED. Part I,” JHEP 05 (2024), 235 [arXiv:2312.07692 [hep-th]].

[10] I. V. Fialkovsky and D. V. Vassilevich, “Faraday rotation in graphene,” Eur. Phys. J. B 85 (2012), 384 [arXiv:1203.4603 [cond-mat.mes-hall]].

[11] D. Fursaev and D. Vassilevich, “Operators, Geometry and Quanta: Methods of spectral geometry in quantum field theory,” Springer, 2011

[12] S. Biswas and G. W. Semenoff, “Massless fermions on a half-space: the curious case of 2+1-dimensions,” JHEP 10 (2022), 045 [arXiv:2208.06374 [hep-th]].

[13] C. P. Herzog, K. W. Huang, I. Shamir and J. Virrueta, “Superconformal Models for Graphene and Boundary Central Charges,” JHEP 09 (2018), 161 [arXiv:1807.01700 [hepth]].

[14] P. Gilkey and K. Kirsten, “Stability theorems for chiral bag boundary conditions”, Lett.

Math. Phys. 73 (2005) 147-163 [arXiv:math/0510152].

[15] A. V. Ivanov, M. A. Kurkov and D. V. Vassilevich, “Heat kernel, spectral functions and anomalies in Weyl semimetals,” J. Phys. A 55 (2022) no.22, 224004 [arXiv:2111.11493 [math-ph]].

[16] D. V. Vassilevich, “Heat kernel expansion: User’s manual,” Phys. Rept. 388, 279 (2003)

[17] V. N. Marachevsky and D. V. Vassilevich, “Chiral anomaly for local boundary conditions,” Nucl. Phys. B 677 (2004), 535-552

[18] J. D. Jackson, Classical electrodynamics, John Wiley & Sons, Inc.,1962.

[19] M. N. Chernodub, “Anomalous Transport Due to the Conformal Anomaly,” Phys. Rev.

Lett. 117 (2016) no.14, 141601 [arXiv:1603.07993 [hep-th]]. C. S. Chu and R. X. Miao, “Weyl Anomaly Induced Current in Boundary Quantum Field Theories,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 (2018) no.25, 251602 [arXiv:1803.03068 [hep-th]].