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In thermal equilibrium the ground state of the plasma of 8&ad Model particles is determined by tempera-
ture and exactly conserved combinations of baryon and tepaonbers. We show that at non-zero values of the
global charges a translation invariant and homogeneots stahe plasma becomes unstable and the system
transits into a new state, containing a large-scale magfietd. The origin of this effect is the parity-breaking
character of weak interactions and chiral anomaly. Thigasibn can occur in the early Universe and may play
an important role in its subsequent evolution.

Itis generally believed that the ground state of the Stashdarappears in{1). Th& x 3 matrix (2) has then a negative eigen-
Model at high temperatures is homogeneous and isotropicalue for sufficiently small momenta < |11y (p?) /11 (p?)|
This assumption underlies the description of all the imgotrt and the corresponding eigenmode grows larger and larger (un
processes in the early Universe: baryogenesis, cosmalogictil the higher order inA terms would stabilize it). In the above
phase transitions, primordial nucleosynthesis, letc.[44his ~ consideration it is important that the gauge field is Abelian
work we demonstrate, however, that at finite density of lepto Unlike the Yang-Mills fields[[2] the magnetic component of
or baryon numbers due to parity-violating nature of the weakthe photon field does not get screened in plasma [3] (i.e.
interactions this homogeneous “ground state” becomesunstIl; (0) remains finite) and therefore the instability does not
ble by developing a long-rangeagnetic field The transition  require largdl»(0).
to the “true” ground state may depend on the details of the In this work we demonstrate that in the Standard Model
non-equilibrium dynamics, when various violent dissipati plasma in the Higgs phase aquilibriumvalue ofT12(0) for
processes (e.g. turbulence, radiation emission, finiteleon  electromagnetic fields is non-zero and proportional to e v
tivity of plasma) play an important role. ues of the global chargebaryon(B) andflavor leptonnum-

What are the conditions for the translational invariance tobers L, (index « runs over flavours). Unlike the previous
be spontaneously broken by a long-range field? It is suffiworks [4--8] (see discussion below) it is important that eifen
cient for the free energy of the gauge fields to contain an inthe anomalous chargB + L is absent]I>(0) remains non-
teraction term that dominates over the kinetic energy amd cazero and magnetic fields develdpl[45].

be both positive and negative. An example is provided by e simons term and axial anomaly. The origin of the

Chern-Simongserm I.s o< A A, that has less derivatives that I, term has its roots in the axial anomaly (see EEbD[ﬂ 6, 9—
the kinetic term(9A)? and therefore can dominate over it at [14]). Indeed, the non-conservation of the axial currenttefi
large S(I:Iales. '_I'he preksence oflth%Chern_-Smg_rI]_s terrg In tr‘t?ensities of left or right fermions, ng means that one can
Maxwell equations is known to lead to an instability and gen-cqert fermions into gauge field configurations with a non-

eration of magnetic fields. - , trivial Chern-Simons numbe¥cs = [ d3z A- B (whereB =
At zero temperatures and densities the Chern-Simons tersy . 4 is a magnetic field):

for electromagnetic fields is prohibited as a consequence o
gauge invariance and Lorentz symmetRu(ry theoremj]). d(ng, — ng) e 5 o dNes

At finite temperatures and densities the plasma creates-a pre — g o /d tE-B= T )
ferred reference frame and the 4-dimensional Lorentz invar

ance is broken down to 3-dimensional one. As a result the fre

. o 2o
energy of static gauge fields is reE = —Ais an electric field anch = - is the

fine-structure constant). Let us consider the sirﬁplest exam
ple of left and right fermions at zero temperature with dif-
FlA] = /dgpAi@Hij (p)A;(—p)+ O(A%) (1)  ferent Fermi energies (chemical potentials) # pg. In-
finitesimal change of the gauge field will destroy (create)
with the polarization operator dnp,r = *5-0Ncs Of real fermions around the Fermi level.
The total energy of the system will change & = (u —
1L (5) = (p%6i; — pip;) T (P°) + iﬁijkpkHQ(p2) ., (2)  HR)350Ncs [6], which leads to the parity-odd Chern-Simons
term in the free energyF[A] = W [ d*z A B.
wherei, j,k = 1,2,3 are spacial indicesp® = [p]*; €iji This remains true in any vector-like gauge theory at finite
is the antisymmetric tensor. EqJ(2) is the most general formemperature/density where there is a difference of chdmica
of I1;; satisfying the gauge-invariance transversality conditio potentials of left and right-chiral charged particles[[412]
pillij = 0. In the long wavelength limip*> — 0 anon-zero  (also [18/14]). Indeed, to calculate the polarization aper
I15(0) means that the Chern-Simons teffa(0)A - V x A tor (@) we need to analyze one-loop contribution from chdrge
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FIG. 1: Polarization operatpr (a), one-loop weak correwito it [(b) and'(d)) and its expansiondxy,/T"[(d)|

fermions described by the diagrdm 1a. If the left and right
fermions have different chemical potentials such that

1
~ yoliwn + prr) +y P

GrL.Rr P r (4)

VLR VLR
>

(wherew,, = w(2n + 1)T', n € Z are the Matsubara frequen-

cies and? g = 5(1+7s) are chiral projectors) their contribu- - £ 2: Fermi corrections to the self-energy of the fermion.
tions to this diagram are different. Assuming first thgi << The |oop gives non-zero contribution only at finite leptoran
T, let us consider linear id\./T', correction to the polariza- baryon number density.

tion operator (for this one should differentiate the fernso

Greens function{4) with respect t9. This correction is de-

scribed by the dlagrqmd, withy: playing the role of a third  \jagnetic fields, generated in such a way are rather short-

external field. The diagramILa thus turns into the famous triyyayelength (much smaller than the horizon size at that époch

angular graph for the axial anqmalﬂ@l?], with the third 3nq are probably erased during the subsequent evolution due

vertex containing “axial vector fieldX s = ds0Au07s- The o plasma dissipative processes. At lower temperatures all

resulting term in the effective actions e, XaAs0u Ay, the chirality-flipping reactions are in thermal equilibmiiand

again reduces to the Chern-Simons termitf{0) = 7-Au.  pajvely the chemical potentials of all left and right-ctipar-

This expression fofl,(0) is actually exact im\, andT gsh ticles are equal. However, it was shownlinl[20] that if strong
Similar logic applies to the non-Abelian gauge fields |5, 7. nelical magnetic fields are initially present in the plasthan

9-{11]. In the Standard Model with its chiral weak charges ofihe relaxation rate both faf\p. for electrons and for helical

fermions the coefficient in front of the SU(2) Chern-Simonssig|gs significantly increases and they both can survive down
term can be expressed in terms.of, 1, (B being baryonand {4 7 . 10 MeV. The ground state that the system eventually
L lepton numbers) [7, 18]. However, in this case a homogereaches contains neither fields .

neous state becomes unstable only at large values of cHemllca We demonstrate below that although these considerations
potential, exceeding the mass of weak boslf)ns. Even at highye true for electrodynamics, in the Standard Model where
temperatures in the symmetric phase the “magnetic screefiarmions are also involved in parity-violating weak intera
ing” effect P] requiresAp 2z T to overcome the “Mag- +ions, the difference of chemical potentials aif left- and
netic mass™mmagn ~ awT. Moreover, anomalous non- ight-chiral fermions is actually present (with all chitgt

conservation of3 + L current drives the coefficient of cor- finning reactions taken into account) and leads to the gen-
responding Chern-Simons term to zefol[19] and the standsyation of magnetic fields.

ing wave-like configurations of the gauge fields are actually |, this paper we analyze the simplest situation when this

metastable (see discussionlih [7]). effect is present: the cage < my, (mass of théV-boson)

~ An example of the situation when the non-zero coefficientyhen weak interactions can be described by the Fermi theory:
in front of the Chern-Simons is realized in the Standard Mode
4G

at high temperatures > my, when the smallness of the

electron’s Yukawa coupling makes the numberight elec- V2

tronsconserved at classical level. If the initial conditions@dav o

non-zeroy.,,, the Chern-Simons term for the U(1) hyper- The full Hamiltonian of the theor§{ = H, +Hr+H e has
field is then generated (with,(0) « f.,) and the genera- afree partforfgrmlons and phot_oﬁ$9,. and terms describing
tion of long wave-length magnetic fields occUrs [8], untiéth €lectromagnetickem) and Fermi ¢¢) interactions|[46].

chirality-flipping reactions, suppressed(as. /T)* donotde-  pispersion relation of fermions and chemical potentials.

stroy they. .. In the early Universe where such a situation cantg describe the equilibrium plasma &t < my we intro-
be realized, the rate of these reactions becomes compaxnableduced the density matriy, = Z-1 exp(—ﬁ(?—[ S AL —
«

the Hubble expansion rate at high temperatdres 80 TeV.

Le [(J39)? +2(7:)%] - (%)



3

)\QQ—)\BB)). Five global charges commute with the Hamil- (¢Pri)o = 3(¢¢)o. The propagators of left and right par-

tonian¥: thréeL, B andQ (A, Ao, A are the correspond- ticles (up to corrections of the ordern/7T < 1) have the

ing Lagrange multipliers); and the partition functich en- form .@) with pup, = KR- This conplusmn remains t".Je.'f we
sures thatr(p) = 1. take into account parity-preserving electromagneticrate

To find the distribution functions of left and right-chirap tions.
ticles we compute the correlatof$ P grt)) = tr(oy PLRrY).
We expand the density matrix in interactions to get
A s B2 Taking into account chiral Fermi interactiorig; ~ go(1 —
e o <1 — BHE — FHem — 7HEMHF te ). (6 BHE) one finds thaty PL)g # (1) Prib)g. The Green’s func-
~ tion is found viaG~! = G;' — £ where for example the
At zeroth order in interactions one get8)Prvy), =  self-energy of left electrort],, , is
4GF e e = P % 7y 1 % =
Ve, = 7 295 | 95" PL{e€)or PL + ZgLJﬂ Py, PLr)o | + 27 P (vo)yoyuPL| = Ope, 0P . (7)

¥

Expression[([7) does not depend on momentum, the thermalnd is expressed in terms of well-defined physical quastitie
averages(y))o and (¢, PLri)o are proportional to the (c.f. [21]).

particle-antiparticle asymmetry (see elg./[21]). To cotepu

Sue, one should substitute ifl(7) the thermal averages, sumChern-Simons  coefficient at two loops and “non-
marized in the Table 1 in Appendix B. As a result, for examplerenormalization theorems” . The diagranid is similar

the electron propagator becomes to the triangular diagram, responsible e.g. far® — 2y
decay (withA 951 playing the role of the only non-zero
_ 1 (8  component of the chiral current, describing pion)! [15-17].
Yo (5MeL P+ Optey Pr+ utree) +p+me ’ It is well known that the axial anomaly should be calculated

at one loop only and is not renormalized by higher-loop

i.e. thedispersion relatiorof electrons change when taking corrections [[22-25], also at finite temperature and density
into account Fermi corrections (c.f. [21], [47]). Indeetirh At the same time our result becomes non-zero only at
(p —m — X)p = 0 we see that the “on-shell conditions™ two loops. There is, however, no contradiction. What is
(w — pwee)* = p* + m? gets shifted for left (right) particles non-renormalized for the chiral anomaly is the numerical
by 2(w — puree)dpir, v (inthe limitdpy, r < w), whereuree = coefficient in front of the proper combination of external
(A@ — Ac). Inthe limitm./T" — 0. Eq. [8) splits into the fields, (e.g.2 in Eqg. [3)). In our case this coefficient is also
sum of free propagators in the forfd @jth different chemical not renormalized. The structure of the parity-odd one loop
potentialsy.z, r. term has the same form at tree-level and at one-loa@ jin

This difference can give rise to a parity-odd term in polar-11,(0) = 2 (Apyee + dp) A - B. The numerical coefficient is
ization operator of photonE|[4]. Indeed the polarizatioe®p dictated by the axial anomalyuyee is a possible difference
ator that was parity-even when computed with respect to thef chemical potentials present at tree-level (zero in osea
density matrixgo acquires a parity-odd part when averagedandsy is theshift generated by the diagrdml1b. The structure
with respect to the)». The lowest order weak corrections of the I1,(0) term therefore remains the same aslin [4] with
are represented by two diagrams, 1c 1b. The computatianetotal difference of chemical potentié fiyree + op1).
of the diagranib is quite similar to that of [4] and gives  Also a four dimensional theory at finite temperatures can be

non-zerdlly(0) = 5= >° ;47 (dpg, — Opips): regarded as a three dimensional Eucledian model albeit with
theinfinite number of particles each Matsubara mode of a
I, (0) = a 4Gr cr. Lo + cBB] ’ (9) fermion becomesa“partic_le” with the mass = m(2n+1)T,
2r 2 n € Z. Therefore (as it was argued i _[26]) our result

where coefficients;,_, ¢ ~ O(1) depend on the fermionic gjnay seem to be in contradiction with the “Coleman and Hill

content of the plasma (details are summarized in Appendix CH) theorem” [27] that states that in any Eucledian three-

[45]. The diagraniTc does not contribute to fig(0) as it |me213|onalgauge theory without massless partidig$) =

can be cutinto two diagrarfislLa along the vertical dotted line_ ; 7 72 @nd isexact at one loop However, the pres-

each of which isat leastfirst order in momentum (Eq.J2)). ence of the infinite number of modes changes the situation,
Although the Fermi theony[{5) is not renormalizable, theas can be seen already in the simplest chiral gauge theory,

result [9) is given by the non-divergent part of the diagidm 2if one computes thé&l,(0) in the Matsubara formalism (see
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e.g. [9]). Formally, considering the left- and right-cipar-  with temperature fast and therefore the effect is the seehg
ticles as fermions with “complex mass?,, = (wn, — i R). at high temperatures < my, [49].

and applying directly to results of [27] one would arrive  The instability starts to develop at scales~ II,(0) and

to an undefined expressidi, (0) = e—; > L“Lz - the magnetic field initially growth as” where3 = k?t/o
i e V/(on—ine) (see e.g.[[8l_20]). The conductivity of the plasmasis~

\/% . The reason why this happens is clear: the®(102)T [33]. The requirement for an instability to develop
4 dimensions (hence the infinite sum ovex In particu-  ple time) is: B(T) ~ 2.0 (L) (71;5,72)2 -~ 1. We see
lar, if we first summed over the Matsubara frequencies an hat the measured value bfTaan;on asymmetry; ~ 6.0 x
thenintggrqting over momentum (or if one uses dimensiqna}lo,lo [34] is too small to trigger any instability. The Sit-
regularization in 3-momentum integral and then takes atlimi . % ditterant for lepton asymmetry where only the up-
gf[_lj]& [9], see also[[11]) one obtains a well-defined ansWelser hounds at the epoch of primordial nucleosynthesis exist

np| < few x 1072 [35]. At earlier epochs even;, ~ 1 is
Moreover, the CH theorem uses the fact that the 3-p0|nL & i 4 : :
vertexT® (py ...) = O(p1). This is not true in our case, ossible (if this lepton asymmetry disappears later). This

the case e.g. in theMSM (see |[35] for review), where the
lepton asymmetry keeps being generated below the sphaleron
fixed vectork changes its parity-odd part by a finite amount)freeze_OUt temperature r_:mq as a result may reach the levels
A L™ A k. A 29] np ~ 10*2+10f1 before it disappears dt ~ few GeV ]. _
oc e Jimsty TERL e We see that significant magnetic fields can develop in this
Ground state. The presence ofl(0) # 0 leads to the case, which can play an important role for analysis of the cos
generation of magnetic fields. The Chern-Simons numbemological implications of the MSM.
Nes ~ kA? will increase until it reache$ Nes ~ (ng, — As a next application we consider a high density degenerate
nr) ~ Gr L (see e.gl[6]). At fixedVes the magnetic field  electron plasma (appearing e.g. in white dwarfs and neutron
tends to increase its wavelength to decrease the total gnergtars, [38]). Notice, that our consideration remains vidid
(B? ~ kNcs). As aresult, the system does not have a therthis regime, as Eq[17) makes no assumption about the rela-
modynamic (infinite volume) limit (c.f[6]): the value of¢h  tion between mass, temperature and chemical potentiatof th
field and the scale of the inhomogeneity will be determinedparticles. Only the numerical coefficient in Egl (9) changes
by the size of the system. It is clear, however, that in réalis and we checked that it is non-zero a@d1). The same re-
systems establishing of the long-range field is a complitatelation 115 (0) ~ 1=GF Loy holds, however nowLyo; = ne
process (see e.q. [20]), greatly affected by the dissipgiio-  (density of electrons) that can be quite essential, reachin
cesses and by existence of different relaxation channéfgof 1030 = 1035 cm~3 in the crust of neutron stars [39]. The
(resistivity of plasma, energy radiation, turbulence,,esee corresponding scale of the instability ~ TI5(0) is then in
e.g. [3013R]). This may significantly affect subsequentevo (sub)km size and the time of its development is much shorter
tion and even the final state of the system. than the lifetime of the star.

Discussion. In this work we demonstrated that the Standardr, g, mmarize: in this work we discussed a previously un-
Model plasma at finite densities of lepton and baryon numloerﬁnown effect that occurs in the Standard Model at finite tem-
becomes unstable and tends to develop large scale magne

. X . ; ngature and density. It implies that a number of processes
fields. We considered electrodynamics plus Fermi thedry (), the early Universe can be affected, including cosmolog-
a description of weak interactions valid whenw /T < ’

~ ical phase transition, baryogenesis, dark matter prodncti

DHie .
(a/”m/) * "%- alfjilsl 40 GeV. lf\thhlgher tgmpefratures ON€ This effect may in particular lead to the generation of hamiz
should consider full electroweak theory and perform twopo -0 pelical cosmic magnetic fielgsirely within the Stan-

computations ofl;(0). At even higher temperatures (in the 4,4 \odel Such fields may survive till present and serve as

Seeds for the observed magnetic fields in galaxies and cduste

We leave these qnalyses for f“t!”e WO.r.kS. We expect ho"\’e\/(ﬂ”’he effect may also be important for explanation of physics o
that our conclusion about the instability of a homogeneou%ompt,ict stars

state will hold.

Below we discuss several realistic systems in which the ef-
fects discussed here can become important. As a first exam-
ple, let us consider the primordial plasma at radiation domi Acknowledgments
nated epoch. Eq(9) givés, (0) ~ ¢ x a(GrT3)n. g where
nr,p < listheratio of the total lepton (baryon) numbertothe \ye acknowledge very helpful conversations with
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0) = 601 An,

Charged leptons{¢~* P
£) = 370(=Any)

Neutrinos: vy Pr) = 6"°An,
vi) = £ Plyo(—An,)
Quarks: qy Pq) = 6""1An,
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(
(
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TABLE I: Thermal averages of fermions. Particle-antipadiasymmetry is defined asn = £ f %)3 [fp = fol: fo(fp) is the
Fermi-Dirac distribution for particles (anti-particleahd the number of internal degrees of freedgm; 2 for neutrinosy;
g = 4 for charged lepton§; g = 12 for quarksg.

Appendix A: Fermi theory

For completeness we summarize in this Appendix the defimstaf charged and neutral currents in the Fermi theory (gge e.
Chapter 20 in[[40]). Theharged currentsire defined as

J;&% = — (eryuve + dryuur) + other generations (A1)

\/_

andneutral currentsare

TNC = "yt (ngL + gﬁPR) oy (A2)
"

HereP r = 5(11%) are chiral projectors, chargg% T —sin? i Q), gR = (—sin® 0w Q), Tz = i% is the 3rd generator
of SU(2), Q is theelectric chargeand the sum in{A2) goes over fermions in all flavours.

Appendix B: General expression for the Chern-Simons coeffient II2(0)

A general expression fdil;(0) is given through the asymmetries of all fermions (if somerfiens are absent in the plasma,
their asymmetry should be put to zero).

11 (0) = @ 4GF ( Z An,, — 1 — 2cos(20w) Z Ang,
+ i (17 — 62 cos(20w)) (An,, + Ane)
ol (B1)
+ 301 (91 + 134 cos(20w)) (Ang + Any)
+ ﬂ(1 + 2 cos(20w)) An
3921 w b

(herefyy, is the Weinberg's angle).
Once the asymmetries of all particlés: are expressed through the conserved chafgesd L., under the condition of
electric neutrality of the plasma [43], the expresslonl (B&uces to the forni]9):

I, (0) = 20; 45; [cLaL +cBB} (B2)

where the values of coefficients depend on the fermionicartdrtf the plasma. For example, if plasma contains 5 quarke &
for the top quark) and all leptons, then

8 (22 cos(20y) — 45) (53 cos(20w) + 430)

621 » CB= 621 (B3)
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