arXiv:2305.11432v2 [hep-ph] 25 Oct 2023

Chiral anomaly in a (1+1)-dimensional Floquet system under high-frequency electric fields

Kenji Fukushima^a, Yoshimasa Hidaka^{b,c,d,e}, Takuya Shimazaki^a, Hidetoshi Taya^d

aDepartment of Physics, The University of Tokyo, 7-3-1 Hongo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan bKEK Theory Center, Tsukuba 305-0801, Japan cGraduate University for Advanced Studies (Sokendai), Tsukuba 305-0801, Japan dRIKEN iTHEMS, RIKEN, Wako 351-0198, Japan eInternational Center for Quantum-field Measurement Systems for Studies of the Universe and Particles (QUP), KEK, Tsukuba, 305-0801, Japan

Abstract

We investigate the chiral anomaly in a Floquet system under a time-periodic electric field in (1+1) dimensions. Using the van Vleck high-frequency expansion, we analytically calculate the chiral current and the pseudo-scalar condensate for massless/massive fermions and how they are balanced with the topological charge. In the high-frequency limit, we find that finite-mass effects are suppressed and the topological charge is dominated by the chirality production. Our calculations show that the information about the chiral anomaly is stored not in the static Floquet Hamiltonian but in the periodic kick operator. The computational steps are useful as the theoretical foundation for higher-dimensional generalization.

Keywords: Chiral anomaly, Floquet theory, High-frequency expansion, Weyl fermions

Contents

1 Introduction 2

2 Basics of the chiral anomaly and the Floquet theory 5 2.1 Chiral anomaly . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5 2.2 Floquet theory and van Vleck expansion . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 6

3 Weyl fermions 8 3.1 Weyl equation and Hamiltonian . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8 3.2 Van Vleck expansion to arbitrary orders . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9 3.3 Chiral current . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 3.4 Chiral anomaly . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13

Email address: hidetoshi.taya@riken.jp (Hidetoshi Taya)

Preprint submitted to Elsevier October 27, 2023

4 Massive Dirac fermions 14 4.1 Dirac equation and Hamiltonian . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 15 4.2 Fourth order in the van Vleck expansion in the A^1 = 0 gauge . . . . . . . . . . . 15 4.3 Chiral current . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 4.4 Pseudo-scalar condensate . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 4.5 Chiral anomaly . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21

5 Standard perturbation theory 22

6 Summary and discussion 23

Appendix A Derivation of the fourth-order Floquet Hamiltonian and kick operator within the van Vleck expansion in A^1 = 0 gauge 25

1. Introduction

Chiral anomaly violates chiral symmetry in the classical Lagrangian through quantization [1, 2]. This anomalous violation of symmetry has received intensive attention since its discovery in a triangle diagram of π^0 → 2γ decay [3, 4]. Among various applications, the anomalyinduced transport phenomenon attracts recent interest. This is particularly important, for the chiral anomaly in the quantum sector causes a macroscopic observable which is detectable at the classical level. Typical examples of anomaly-induced transport include the quantum Hall effect and its counterpart with the chiral anomaly is the chiral magnetic effect. In chiral systems, the chiral magnetic effect gives rise to a finite electric current along the magnetic field. A similar effect known as the chiral separation effect exhibits charge separation along the magnetic field. We note that such induced current and charge separation are prohibited by parity and time-reversal symmetries in classical electromagnetism. In nuclear physics, a possibility of anomaly-induced observables has been pursued in the context of relativistic heavy-ion collisions [5–7]. Non-central collisions of heavy ions create a gigantic but transient magnetic field, and also gluonic configurations with nonzero topological charge density spread over transverse space, leading to local chiral imbalance through conversion from the topological charge density. It is a critical question whether the chiral magnetic effect is really realized or not in the experimental setup [8, 9]. For this purpose, nuclear isobar experiments aiming to extract the genuine signal from backgrounds by changing the magnetic strength have been conducted, as reported in Ref. [10]. Even though we need to make better digestion of data from the heavy-ion experiments, it is certainly true that anomalous transport phenomena are ubiquitous in various physics systems beyond nuclear field. Weyl semimetals are characterized by fermionic excitation with the relativistic (i.e., nearly massless) dispersion relation [11]. Then, a finite chiral imbalance can be injected externally through electromagnetic fields with E · B � 0. A signature for the chiral anomaly is the negative magneto-resistance [12], and several experiments using Weyl semimetals have confirmed that resistivity could decrease with the increasing magnetic field as expected from theory [12–15].

For the chiral magnetic effect, the key issue is how to accumulate nonzero chiral imbalance. In a setup with electromagnetic configurations with E · B � 0, the background field pumps a finite magnetic helicity and the helicity is converted into nonzero chirality after all. This conversion process is microscopically understood from the particle production under parallel E and B. Hence, the problem of pair particle production, which can be traced back to a celebrated work of the Schwinger mechanism [16], has been investigated also in the context of the chiral anomaly; 2 see Refs. [17, 18] for reviews. The formula for the Schwinger mechanism is of great use to examine real-time dynamics of the chiral anomaly [19–22]. In particular, there were controversial disputes about the absence of the chiral magnetic effect in equilibrium [23, 24], but they have been resolved by theoretical treatments in and out of equilibrium such as the Schwinger mechanism [19–22], the chiral kinetic theory [25, 26], the anomalous hydrodynamics [27], and the brute-force method of solving the Dirac equation [28, 29]. In most cases, constant (i.e., spatially homogeneous and time-independent) electromagnetic fields are assumed for technical reasons, and only little is known about realistic situations with inhomogeneous and time-varying fields. If the time dependence is steep enough and the frequency exceeds the mass gap threshold, the pair production dynamically occurs [30]. Such a perturbative process is qualitatively distinct from the Schwinger mechanism or quantum tunneling. In this work, specifically, we focus on the high-frequency limit of time-dependent external fields.

In this work, we consider fast-oscillating electric fields and employ the Floquet theory to discuss the chiral anomaly for Weyl fermions and also massive Dirac fermions. Namely, we shall explicitly calculate the chiral current and the pseudo-scalar condensate, which gives an extra contribution to the chiral-anomaly relation for the massive Dirac case, and discuss how they make up the chiral anomaly relation. We emphasize that it is crucially important for the chiral-anomaly physics to separately and explicitly calculate the two contributions, since the anomaly relation is an equation for the total sum of the two and does not know the amount of each contribution. Besides, what does matter in actual observables and the chiral-anomaly-induced phenomena such as the chiral magnetic effect is the chiral current, which cannot be obtained directly from the anomaly relation without explicit field-theoretical calculations. As far as we are aware, this is the first study of the use of the Floquet theory to the chiral anomaly and also the massive chiral anomaly under a periodic driving.

The Floquet theory is a promising formulation to attack nonequilibrium phenomena under theoretical control [31–38]. The Floquet theorem states that the time evolution operator in periodically-driven systems can be decomposed into a time-independent effective Hamiltonian, called the Floquet Hamiltonian, and a periodic unitary operator, called the kick operator. Using the Floquet Hamiltonian, we can solve a static problem to identify the “vacuum” even though the original Hamiltonian varies with time. When the frequency of external fields is higher than other typical scales, we can make use of a sophisticated method to construct the Floquet Hamiltonian as a power series of the inverse frequency. As we briefly review later, the inverse frequency expansion still has a “gauge” ambiguity. In the present work, we choose the van Vleck expansion in which the time average of the kick operator vanishes by construction.

The idea of Floquet engineering is to adjust the periodic perturbation and design the Floquet Hamiltonian. Then, an immediate question we would like to raise is the following: starting from the periodically-driven system with the chiral anomaly, we can map the physics problem to the static system according to the Floquet theory. How can we retain the (3+1)-dimensional chiral anomaly in the mapped static system? We may well say that this question of chiral anomaly preservation over systems in different dimensions is a Floquet analog of the anomaly inflow.

Our explicit calculations will reveal an interesting structure, i.e., the chiral anomaly is indeed washed out from static dynamics and is recovered solely from the kick operators at the edges of the time evolution. In this paper, we dedicate ourselves to a simple version of the chiral anomaly in (1+1) dimensions. There are two reasons for this choice. First, we can solve the (1+1)- dimensional problem analytically without approximation. Precisely speaking, for massless Weyl fermions in (1+1) dimensions, all quantities of our interest in this paper are analytically solvable. Therefore, as a platform to test our ideas and methods, (1+1)-dimensional systems are simple but 3 nontrivial enough. Interestingly, the common technique of the high-frequency expansion in the Floquet theory can be continued to infinite order, and the full analytical structure will be transparently manifested. Second, we would point out the possibility to realize (1+1)-dimensional systems experimentally. When a strong magnetic field is applied to (3+1)-dimensional systems, the transverse motion is so restricted that the system effectively responds in (1+1) dimensions. For example, in heavy-ion collisions where gigantic magnetic fields are transiently created, matter at the early stage should be subject to (1+1)-dimensional dynamics. Also, the direct setup of (1+1)-dimensional systems is feasible with e.g. quantum wires as well as synthetic gauge fields.

In this paper, we first make a brief review of the chiral anomaly and the Floquet theory. Then, we examine massless Weyl fermions and proceed to massive Dirac fermions. The calculations for massless Weyl fermions show a profound structure of the high-frequency expansion. That is, we find that the chiral anomaly is saturated by the first few terms in the expansion and the residual terms cancel out in the sum. Therefore, to extract the chiral anomaly, we can simply neglect the higher-order terms even when the frequency is not large at all. For massive Dirac fermions, the mass term and the pseudo-scalar condensate explicitly violate chiral symmetry, but the chiral anomaly is not lost. The chiral anomaly itself is again captured by the first few terms of the chirality production as in the case of massless fermions. Furthermore, the mass effect stems from the higher-order terms that do not cancel out.

In this work, we shall propose an interpretation of the chiral anomaly relation as the equation between the gauge and the matter sectors, where the latter is a sum of the chirality production and the pseudo-scalar condensate. We discover that these two contributions behave very differently for electric fields with slow and rapid changes in time by explicitly calculating the two contributions separately using the Floquet theory for the first time. Under slowly changing electric fields, the conventional Schwinger mechanism gives a clear explanation for the chiral anomaly due to quantum tunneling. The chirality production through tunneling is exponentially suppressed, so the pseudo-scalar condensate dominates. Meanwhile, in the high-frequency regime with rapid oscillations, the chirality production dominates. There, the decay channel from energetic photons into fermions is open, and the chirality production is no longer exponentially suppressed. For the chiral anomaly hunt in general, the mass effect always brings about the most subtle obstacle in interpretation. Even for the Weyl semimetals a nonzero residual mass is unavoidable. The present calculations would provide us with a clue to cope with the mass effect and probe the chiral anomaly in ideally designed environments.

Notations and conventions.— We use the natural units, c = ℏ = 1. In this work we focus on (1+1)-dimensional spacetime: x^μ = (x^0, x^1) � (t, x), with a metric g_{μν} � diag(+1, −1). We occasionally use light-cone variables, v^±, which are defined as

v^± � v^0 ± v^1 √ 2 � v_∓ . (1)

We also define the Fourier transformation, f (t, x) → f̃_l(x), as

f̃_l(x) �

�_T 0 dt T f (t, x) e^{− 2πilT t} , (2)

where T is the period (or the inverse frequency) of the Hamiltonian such that H(t, x) = H(t+T, x).

2. Basics of the chiral anomaly and the Floquet theory

To make the paper self-contained, we start with a brief review of the chiral anomaly and the Floquet theory based on the van Vleck high-frequency expansion (see Refs. [35, 37, 38] for more details).

2.1. Chiral anomaly

Let us consider the massless Weyl fermions in (1+1) dimensions. The essence of the chiral anomaly lies in the spectral flow of the Dirac sea in the presence of electric fields [39]. To explain this, we remind that in the massless (1+1)-dimensional case only two types of fermions exist, i.e., they move to either the right or the left with the linear dispersion, E(p) = ±p. The rightand left-moving fermions have right- and left-handed chirality, respectively. In the absence of chemical potential, the Dirac sea is filled with negative-energy fermions up to E = 0. An external electric field accelerates the fermions to obtain momentum Δp =

�_t dt^′eE(t^′). Thus, fermions occupy the band spectra up to the energy level E ≤ +Δp (right-handed) and E ≤ −Δp (lefthanded). This means that the number of right-handed (and left-handed) fermions is increased (and decreased, respectively) by the amount of ΔN =^{Δp}_{2π} =^1_{2π}

�_t dt^′eE(t^′), that is nothing but the topological charge. The differential representation of chirality change reads ∂_tN_{R/L} = ±eE/2π. In the covariant form, the chirality non-conservation is expressed as

∂_μ J^μ_R = −∂_μ J^μ_L = − ε^{μν}F_{μν} 4π = eE 2π . (3)

This is the chiral anomaly relation for Weyl fermions in (1+1) dimensions [3, 4].

For massive Dirac fermions, the anomaly relation (3) is modified by the finite mass contribution. A nonvanishing Dirac mass makes right- and left-handed fermions coupled and explicitly breaks chiral symmetry, giving rise to an extra term in the anomaly relation as follows:

∂_μ J^μ_5 = eE π + 2mP, (4)

where J^μ_5 � J^μ_R − J^μ_L and P � ⟨ ^̄ψiγ_5ψ̂⟩ with ψ̂ the Dirac field. We call J^μ_5 the chiral current and P the pseudo-scalar condensate. Although Eq. (4) is a conventional form, we can reorganize terms so that the sum of the divergence of the chiral current (which we call the chirality production, hereafter) and the pseudo-scalar condensate amounts to the topological charge density, eE/π. This is a natural reorganization for the interpretation of the anomaly relation as the helicity conversion process from the gauge sector to the matter sector. In other words, the anomaly relation is a sum rule to quantify how the topological charge is saturated. Thus, the sum rule does not care about the anatomy of each contribution in the matter sector. To estimate each contribution to the sum rule, we must proceed to explicit computations.

In the slow limit case, where the spacetime variation of electric field is negligibly small, it is well understood how Eq. (4) is saturated. The chirality production for massive Dirac fermions is then driven mainly by the Schwinger mechanism [19, 20, 22, 29, 40–42]; that is, pairs of particles and anti-particles are produced via quantum tunneling. The pair production number for slowly varying electric fields is estimated by Schwinger’s classic calculation [43] (in the so-called locally-constant-field approximation [44, 45]) as

N_{pair}(t, x) ≃ 1 2π �_t dt^′eE(t^′, x) e^{−πm2/|eE(t,x)|} . (5) 5

After the pair production, the particles and the anti-particles are accelerated along the parallel and the anti-parallel directions with respect to the electric field, respectively, i.e., the spectral flow occurs. Accordingly, the chirality is produced by the unit of +2 whenever a pair pops up from the vacuum. Therefore, we expect J^0_5 ≃ 2N_{pair} in the slow limit. This identification can be formulated in the covariant form, which is expressed as

∂_μ J^μ_5 ≃ eE(t, x) π e^{−πm2/|eE(t,x)|} . (6)

We can also determine the pseudo-scalar condensate P in the slow limit as

P ≃ − eE(t, x) π 1 − e^{−πm2/|eE(t,x)|} 2m . (7)

Therefore, the chiral anomaly in the slow-frequency limit can be saturated in the following way [21]: eE π� topological charge density slow limit

−−−−−−−→ eE π e^{−πm2/|eE|} � chirality production ∂_μ J^μ_5 + eE π � 1 − e^{−πm2/|eE|} � � pseudo-scalar condensate −2mP

. (8)

The massive chiral anomaly relation (4) generally holds, but the splitting relation as discussed above depends on the detailed shapes of applied electric fields. In fact, the estimate (6) is reasonable only in the slow limit. When the electric field is rapidly varying in the high-frequency limit, the pair production is no longer driven by the Schwinger mechanism, but the production mechanism is similar to the photoelectric effect [30, 45–49]. Moreover, when the frequency is high enough to be comparable to the typical lifetime of virtual particles, Δt ∼ 1/m, real and virtual particles may not be clearly distinct. Therefore, the physics picture of the spectral flow of real particles based on the Schwinger mechanism does not make sense in the high-frequency regime and additional contributions from virtual particles (e.g., the Zitterbewegung effect) need to be included. After explicit calculations in the subsequent sections, we will come back to the question of how the chiral anomaly is saturated [see Eq. (88) for our final result].

2.2. Floquet theory and van Vleck expansion

We are interested in a periodic system such that

H(t) = H(t + T ) . (9)

The Floquet theorem [50] states that there exists a time-independent operator H_F called the Floquet Hamiltonian and a periodic operator K(t) = K(t + T ) called the kick operator, with which the unitary time-translation operator U(t, t^′) (which we define as evolving the system from t to t^′) is expressed as

U(t, t^′) = e^{−iK(t′ )} e^{−i(t′ −t)HF} e^{+iK(t)} . (10)

We note that H^†_F = H_F and K^† = K. We can make use of perturbative expansion to solve H_F and K from −i∂_tU(t, t^′) = U(t, t^′)H(t) and 1 = U(t, t) iteratively. In the common assumption, the small expansion parameter is identified as the sufficiently small inverse frequency. Namely, we add a book-keeping parameter ε only in the explicit time derivative ∂_t to count the order of the expansion, i.e.,

U(t, t^′)H(t) = −iε^{−1}e^{−iK(t′ )}e^{−i(t′ −t)HF}

∂ e^{+iK(t)} ∂t + e^{−iK(t′ )} H_Fe^{−i(t′ −t)HF} e^{+iK(t)} . (11)

Rearranging this expression, we find,

H_F = e^{+iK(t)} H(t)e^{−iK(t)} + iε^{−1}

∂ e^{+iK(t)} ∂t e^{−iK(t)} . (12)

We aim to perform the power series expansion in the following form:

H_F � ∞� n=0 ε^nH^{(n)}_F , K(t) � ∞� n=0 ε^n K^{(n)}(t) . (13)

The expansion with respect to ε, which we refer to as the high-frequency expansion, can be conveniently regarded as the expansion using the period T ; the time derivative ∂_t picks up the frequency in Fourier space that is inversely proportional to T . The high-frequency expansion is thus expected to be reasonable if 1/T is sufficiently large compared to the other energy scales of the system.

To evaluate the series coefficients H^{(n)}_F and K^{(n)}, we use the following identities:

e^{+iK(t)} H(t)e^{−iK(t)} = H + i[K, H] − 1 2 [K, [K, H]] − i 6 [K, [K, [K, H]]] + O(K^4) , (14a)

∂ e^{+iK(t)} ∂t e^{−iK(t)} = iK̇ − 1 2 [K, K̇] − i 6 [K, [K, K̇]] + 1 24 [K, [K, [K, K̇]]] + O(K^5) . (14b)

Then, the lowest-order term of O(ε^{−1}) in Eq. (12) gives

0 = K̇^{(0)} ⇒ K^{(0)} = const. (15)

This constant is arbitrary, in principle, and can be understood as “gauge ambiguity” related to the arbitrariness of the origin of time. To fix the constant, the van Vleck expansion requires, �_T 0 dt K(t) = 0 , (16)

which yields K^{(0)} = 0. Note that the physical results are independent of the Floquet gauge fixing, and different choices like the Floquet-Magnus gauge fixing condition with K(0) = 0 lead to the Floquet Hamiltonian H_F and the kick operator K, which are related to the van Vleck results through an appropriate Floquet gauge transformation [35]. Thanks to K^{(0)} = 0, we can identify O(K^{(n)}) = O(ε^n) and can expand Eq. (12) to obtain,

H^{(0)}_F = H − K̇^{(1)} , (17a)

H^{(1)}_F = +i[K^{(1)}, H] − K̇^{(2)} − i 2 [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(1)}] , (17b)

H^{(2)}_F = +i[K^{(2)}, H] − 1 2 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, H]] − K̇^{(3)} − i 2 [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(2)}] − i 2 [K^{(2)}, K̇^{(1)}] + 1 6 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(1)}]] (17c) 7 up to O(ε^3). Equation (17) can be solved uniquely under the Floquet gauge fixing condition (16), and the first few terms of H^{(n)}_F and K^{(n)} in terms of the given Hamiltonian H read [34, 35, 51]

H^{(0)}_F = H̃_0 , (18a)

H^{(1)}_F = i 2 � l�0 T 2πil � H̃_l, H̃_{−l} � , (18b)

H^{(2)}_F = 1 2 � l�0 � T 2πil

�2 �

H̃_{−l}, � H̃_l, H̃_0 � − 1 3 � l�0 � l^′ �0,−l T 2πil^′ T 2πil � H̃_l, � H̃_{l′} , H̃_{−l−l′} � , (18c) and K^{(0)}(t) = 0 , (19a)

K^{(1)}(t) = � l�0 T 2πil e^{i 2πlT t}H̃_l , (19b)

K^{(2)}(t) = + i 2 � l�0 � l^′ �0,l T 2πil T 2πil^′ e^{i 2πlT t} � H̃_{l′} , H̃_{l−l′} � + i � l�0 � T 2πil �2 e^{i 2πlT t} � H̃_l, H̃_0 � . (19c)

We can continue the expansion to higher-order terms with n ≥ 3 systematically.

3. Weyl fermions

We first consider a simple case of the Weyl fermions in (1+1) dimensions to make it clear how the van Vleck high-frequency expansion in the Floquet theory can correctly reproduce the chiral anomaly and explain for the first time how the chiral anomaly relation can be understood in terms of the Floquet theory. We then proceed to discussions for a more nontrivial case of the massive Dirac fermions in the next section. Using the Weyl fermions in (1+1) dimensions is advantageous for theoretical consideration since the Weyl equation is analytically solvable for any background fields. We can therefore write down the explicit forms of the Floquet Hamiltonian H_F and the kick operator K to arbitrary orders. We show that the chiral anomaly in the van Vleck highfrequency expansion has an intriguing structure; only low-order terms up to n = 2 encompass the chiral anomaly and higher-order terms with n > 2 eliminate redundant terms in the previous order. We also clarify the convergence condition for the van Vleck expansion, and discuss how we can extend the radius of convergence via resummation or considering a “Hamiltonian” in the spatial direction.

3.1. Weyl equation and Hamiltonian

The Weyl equation in (1+1) dimensions reads,

i∂_t χ_{R/L}(t, x) = H_{R/L}(t, x) χ_{R/L}(t, x) (20)

with the Weyl Hamiltonian expressed in terms of the light-cone variables,

H_{R/L} � ∓i∂_x + eA^0(t, x) ∓ eA^1(t, x) = ∓i∂_x + √ 2eA^∓(t, x) . (21)

The upper and the lower signs refer to the right- and the left-handed [or the right- and the leftmoving in (1+1) dimensions] fermions, i.e., χ_R and χ_L, respectively. We will fix the gauge later 8 and the gauge background A^μ is not in any particular gauge yet for the moment. In our problem setup the electric field is periodic in time and thus A^μ satisfies,

A^μ(t + T, x) = A^μ(t) , (22)

so as the Hamiltonian; H(t + T, x) = H(t, x). We may then express H_{R/L} in Eq. (21) as a Fourier series as

H_{R/L} = H̃_0 + � l�0 e^{+ 2πilT t}H̃_{l�0} = ∓i∂_x + √ 2eÃ^∓_0 + � l�0 e^{+ 2πilT t} √ 2eÃ^∓_l . (23)

Here, the first two terms in the right-hand side constitute the zero mode H̃_0. We also assume that the period T is sufficiently small compared to the typical length scale of the electric field L, i.e.,

T/L ≪ 1 , (24)

so that the van Vleck high-frequency expansion can converge as we shall demonstrate below.

3.2. Van Vleck expansion to arbitrary orders

We can compute the Floquet Hamiltonian H_F and the kick operator K to arbitrary orders for the Weyl equation in (1+1) dimensions. As reviewed in Sec. 2.2, the Floquet Hamiltonian H_F and the kick operator K are obtained by perturbatively solving Eq. (12). For this, we notice that only the zero mode of the Hamiltonian, H̃_0 = ∓i∂_x + √ 2eÃ^∓_0 , can have nontrivial commutation relations, which results in only the c-numbers (no derivative terms). Therefore, the kick operator K is a c-number as well and commutes with anything except for H̃_0. We can simplify Eq. (14) as

e^{+iK} He^{−iK} = H + i[K, H̃_0] ,

∂ e^{+iK} ∂t e^{−iK} = iK̇ , (25)

which in turn simplifies Eq. (12) as

H_F = H + i[K, H̃_0] − ε^{−1}K̇ . (26)

Applying

�_T 0 dt T and imposing the van Vleck gauge fixing condition (16), we arrive at

H_F = H̃_0 , (27)

i.e., there are no higher order corrections to the Floquet Hamiltonian H_F within the van Vleck expansion scheme. We then understand that K^{(n)} satisfies a recursive equation as follows:

K̇^{(n+1)} = i[K^{(n)}, H̃_0] = ∓∂_xK^{(n)} (28)

with an initial condition given by

K̇^{(1)} = H − H̃_0 = √ 2 � eA^∓ − eÃ^∓_0 � . (29)

The solution to this recursive equation is found to be

K^{(n)}(t, x) = (∓∂_x)^{n−1}

�_t

dt_n

�_{tn} dt_{n−1} · · ·

�_{t2}

dt_1 √ 2 � eA^∓(t_1, x) − eÃ^∓_0 (x) � . (30)

Throughout this work we write indefinite integrals dropping undetermined integration constants for notational simplicity. For example,

�_t

dt^′e^{− 2πiT t′} �^T_{−2πi} e^{− 2πiT t′} in our convention. Note that the integration constant must be vanishing in Eq. (30) to satisfy the van Vleck gauge fixing condition (16). Summing up with respect to n, we find,

K(t, x) = ∞� n=1 (∓∂_x)^{n−1}

�_t

dt_n

�_{tn}

dt_{n−1} · · ·

�_{t2} dt_1 √ 2 � eA^∓(t_1, x) − eÃ^∓_0 (x) �

= ∞� n=1 (∓∂_x)^{n−1}

�_t

dt^′

(t − t^′)^{n−1} (n − 1)! √ 2 � eA^∓(t^′, x) − eÃ^∓_0 (x) �

= �_t

dt^′ √ 2 � eA^∓(t^′, x ∓ (t − t^′)) − eÃ^∓_0 (x ∓ (t − t^′)) �

= �_x± dx^{′±} � eA^∓ � x^{′±} + x^∓ √ 2 , ± x^{′±} − x^∓ √ 2 � − eÃ^∓_0 � ± x^{′±} − x^∓ √ 2 � , (31)

where we used an identity,

�_t dt_n

�_{tn}

dt_{n−1} · · ·

�_{t2}

dt_1 f (t_1) =

�_t

dt^{′ (t−t′ )n−1}_{(n−1)!} f (t^′) from the first to the second line, and changed the integration variable t^′ → x^{′±} � √ 2t^′ − x^∓ to get the last line. Also, we omitted the book-keeping parameter ε for brevity.

We emphasize that K receives nontrivial corrections with A^μ, while H_F does not. This already implies that nontrivial physics such as the chiral anomaly comes out from the kick operator. Interestingly, the series expression in the first line has a finite radius of convergence, which means that the van Vleck expansion is not necessarily convergent. Nevertheless, once the resummation with respect to n is performed, the final expression can be analytically continued beyond the original radius of convergence and is well-defined on the whole parameter space. This is an example of how we can extend the finite radius of convergence via resummation in the van Vleck high-frequency expansion. Note that the Weyl equation in (1+1) dimensions is analytically solvable and this enables us to obtain K^{(n)}’s to arbitrary orders and take the summation exactly here. In general, it is a difficult task to compute K^{(n)}’s for large n. In such cases, we should resort to some approximations, e.g., Páde approximation, Borel-Páde approximation, etc. to carry out the resummation. We also note that we can directly obtain the resummed expression (31) by directly solving the differential equation (26) instead of using the recursive relation (28). Indeed, Eq. (27) simplifies Eq. (26) as ∂_±K = eA^∓ − eÃ^∓_0 , whose exact solution agrees with Eq. (31).

We continue discussions about the convergence condition in the van Vleck expansion for the Weyl-fermion case (31). For simplicity, we take the axial gauge A^1 = 0 for the moment^1. We may estimate the typical magnitude as A^0 = O(eEL), where L is the typical length scale for the electric field variation, and accordingly K^{(n)} as K^{(n)} = O(A^0T^n/L^{n−1}) = O(eET^n/L^{n−2}). We may thus estimate the magnitude of the ratio between successive K^{(n)}’s as � � � K^{(n)} K^{(n−1)} � � � = O(T/L) . (32)

According to d’Alembert’s criterion, the van Vleck expansion is convergent for

T/L < 1 . (33)

1We may estimate the magnitude as A^1 = O(eET ), which is different by T/L compared to A^0. Accordingly, in a different gauge choice in which A^1 is nonvanishing, the power counting of K^{(n)} becomes cumbersome, though our final conclusion is not modified. 10

Although the van Vleck expansion fails to converge for T/L > 1, as mentioned above, a remedy for T/L ≥ 1 is to complete the resummation for T/L < 1 and perform the analytical continuation. An alternative resolution is to consider the van Vleck expansion in the x-direction instead of the t-direction. Namely, we first rewrite the Weyl equation (20) as

i∂_xχ = � ∓i∂_t ± √ 2eA^∓ � χ � Hχ . (34)

We then apply the Floquet theory to the “Hamiltonian” H under the periodic condition in the x-direction, i.e., H(t, x) = H(t, x + L). Repeating similar calculations, we can readily show that the corresponding Floquet Hamiltonian H_F and the kick operator K are given by

H_F = H̄_0 , (35a)

K(t, x) = ± ∞� n=1 (∓∂_t)^{n−1}

�_x dx_n

�_{xn}

dx_{n−1} · · ·

�_{x2}

dx_1 √ 2 � eA^∓(t, x_1) − eĀ^∓_0 (t) � , (35b)

where the Fourier transformation is applied in the spatial direction, f̄_l(t) �

�_L 0 dx L f (t, x) e^{− 2πilL x}.

An essential change here compared to the van Vleck expansion in the t-direction (31) is that the roles of t and x are interchanged. The power counting is modified accordingly and the van Vleck expansion in the x-direction (35) leads to a convergent series for T/L > 1. In general, for systems having more than one coordinate variable, we may identify the appropriate linear combination of the variables with which the Hamiltonian varies the most rapidly.

Coming back to the expansion along the t-direction, we can construct the wavefunction χ using the full expressions for H_F in Eq. (27) and K in Eq. (31). To do this, it is convenient to introduce,

ϕ(x) � e^{+iK(0,x)}χ(0, x) , (36)

and choose ϕ to be an eigenfunction of the Floquet Hamiltonian (27) as

λϕ(x) = H_F(x) ϕ(x) . (37)

Note that we may interpret Eq. (36) as an initial condition for the wavefunction at t = 0. The solution to Eq. (37) is

ϕ_p(x) = e^{±ipx} √ 2π exp � ∓i �_x

dx^′ √ 2eÃ^∓_0 (x^′) � , (38)

which is labeled by kinetic momentum p. The corresponding energy eigenvalue λ is simply λ = p. Note that we normalized ϕ as δ(p − p^′) = � dx ϕ^†_pϕ_p′ = � dx χ^†_pχ_p′ . Now, by applying the time-translation operator U onto χ_p(0, x), we obtain,

χ_p(t, x) = U(0, t; x)χ_p(0, x)

= e^{−iK(t,x)}e^{−iHF (x)t}ϕ_p(x)

= exp � � �−i ∞� n=1 (∓∂_x)^{n−1}

�_t dt_n

�_{tn}

dt_{n−1} · · ·

�_{t2}

dt_1 √ 2 � eA^∓(t_1, x) − eÃ^∓_0 (x) � � � � e^{−ipt}ϕ_p(x) .

(39)

We may explicitly carry out the n-summation in Eq. (39), as done in Eq. (31). The result is,

χ_p(t, x) = e^{−ip √2x∓} √ 2π exp � � �−i �_x±

dx^{′±}eA^∓ � � � , (40)

which reproduces the exact solution to the Weyl equation (20) in (1+1) dimensions, i.e., 0 = � i∂_± − eA^∓ � χ. We can canonically quantize the field χ → χ̂ via the standard canonical quantization procedure. We then expand the field operator χ̂ in terms of the wavefunctions (39) to define creation and annihilation operators as

χ̂ �

�_{+∞} −∞ dp χ_pâ_p =

�_{+∞} 0 dp � χ_pâ_p + χ_{−p}b̂^†_p � , (41)

where b̂^†_p � â_{−p} (with p > 0 for Weyl fermions). Since χ_p (and χ_{−p}) has positive (and negative) energy eigenvalue λ = p (and λ = −p, respectively), we may identify â_p and b̂^†_p as annihilation operators for a Weyl fermion and a creation operator for an anti-Weyl fermion, respectively. Accordingly, the vacuum state |0⟩ is defined by

0 = â_p |0⟩ = b̂_p |0⟩ (42)

for any positive p. The commutation relations for the annihilation operators â_p and b̂_p read

δ(p − p^′) = {â_p, â^†_p′ } = {b̂_p, b̂^†_p′ } , (others) = 0 . (43)

Note that the Floquet Hamiltonian H_F is independent of time, implying that a system under periodic driving may be regarded as a steady state. Thus, we may naturally define a steady “vacuum” state, as in Eq. (42), via the creation/annihilation operators (41), though they are defined for the eigenstates of the Floquet Hamiltonian H_F.

3.3. Chiral current

We compute the vacuum expectation value of the chiral current J^μ_5 based on the all-order van Vleck results obtained previously in Sec. 3.2. In general, expectation values suffer from ultraviolet (UV) divergences, which should be regularized in a physically meaningful way. As a regularization scheme, we adopt the point-splitting regularization scheme, which manifestly preserves the gauge invariance. Namely, we define the chiral current J^μ_5 as

J^μ_5 � J^μ_R − J^μ_L (44)

where J^μ_R and J^μ_L are contributions from right- and left-handed fermions, respectively, and are given by

J^μ_R � � N_R N_R � and J^μ_L � � N_L −N_L � (45)

with

N_{R/L} � ⟨N̂_{R/L}⟩ (x^μ)

� ⟨χ̂^†_{R/L}χ̂_{R/L}⟩ (x^μ)

� lim_{ϵμ →0} e^{−i}

�_xμ_{+ϵ}μ_{/2}

xμ −ϵμ /2 dx

νeA_ν ⟨0|χ̂†

R/L(x^μ + ϵ^μ/2)χ̂_{R/L}(x^μ − ϵ^μ/2)|0⟩ . (46)

Unless needed, we do not specify the subscripts R and L in what follows. In the point-splitting

regularization (46), the Wilson-line factor e^{−i}

�_xμ_{+ϵ}μ_{/2}

xμ −ϵμ /2 dx

νeA_ν is inserted so as to guarantee the gauge

invariance. It is important to note that the ϵ^μ → 0 limit should be taken symmetrically with respect to the Lorentz indices, so that expectation values can be covariant under Lorentz transformation [52]; this requires,

lim_{ϵμ→0} ϵ^μϵ^ν ϵ^2 = 1 2 g^{μν} , (47)

for example. Now, using the mode expansion (41), we may evaluate the expectation value (46) explicitly as

N = lim_{ϵμ →0}

�_{+∞} 0 dp 2π e^{−ip √2ϵ∓} � 1 − iϵ^μeA_μ ± iϵ^1 √ 2eÃ^∓_0 + iϵ^μ∂_μK + O(|ϵ|^2) �

= 1 2π lim_{ϵμ→0} −i √ 2 1 ϵ^∓ � 1 − iϵ^μeA_μ ± iϵ^1 √ 2eÃ^∓_0 + iϵ^μ∂_μK + O(|ϵ|^2) �

= 1 2π √ 2 � (const. div.) − eA^± − eÃ^∓_0 + ∂_∓K � , (48)

where and hereafter the upper and lower signs and indices refer to the right- and the left-handed fermions, respectively. We remark that the time derivative ∂_t appears from the point-splitting regularization procedure. This means that, if we compute N = ⟨N̂⟩ using the van Vleck expansion truncated at a certain order n = n_{max}, the computed J becomes an expansion truncated at n = n_{max} − 1 because of ∂_t = O(ε^{−1}). Since physical currents should be zero in the absence of electric fields, it is physically sensible to subtract the constant divergence. After the subtraction N → [N] (we enclose the expectation value by square brackets to denote the subtracted quantity) and substituting Eq. (31), we obtain,

[N] = 1 2π √ 2 � � �−eA^± − eA^∓ + 2 ∞� n=0 (∓∂_x)^n

�_t dt_n · · ·

�_{t2} dt_1 � eA^∓(t_1, x) − eÃ^∓_0 (x) � � � � , (49)

where in the summation with respect to n above,

�_t

dt_n · · ·

�_{t2}

dt_1 � eA^∓(t_1, x) − eÃ^∓_0 (x) � for n = 0 should be understood as eA^∓ − eÃ^∓_0 . Note that, similarly to Eq. (31), it is possible to carry out the n-summation to find,

[N] = 1 2π √ 2 � � �−eA^± +

�_x±

dx^±∂_∓eA^∓ � � � . (50)

The resummed expression (50) can be analytically continued to any values of T/L, while the series expression (49) converges only for T/L < 1.

3.4. Chiral anomaly

We proceed to the chiral anomaly relation based on the van Vleck high-frequency expansion. Taking the total derivative of the current J^μ, we immediately recover,

∂_μ[J^μ] = (∂_t ± ∂_x)[N] = 1 2π ∂_± � � �−eA^± − eA^∓ + 2 ∞� n=0 (∓∂_x)^n

�_t

dt_n · · ·

�_{t2}

dt_1 � eA^∓(t_1, x) − eÃ^∓_0 (x) � � � � = ± eE 2π , (51) 13 where E � F_{01} = F_{−+} is the electric field, and hence ∂_μ[J^μ_5 ] = eE/π. This is nothing but the chiral anomaly relation for Weyl fermions in (1+1) dimensions.

The interesting structure in Eq. (51) is that the higher order terms with n > 2 cancel with each other. Thus, it is sufficient to truncate the van Vleck expansion at n = 2 to capture the full information about the chiral anomaly relation for Weyl fermions in (1+1) dimensions, which motivates general speculation that the chiral anomaly could be dominantly encoded in the low-order terms in the high-frequency expansion in the Floquet theory. To see the cancellation explicitly in the present case, let us truncate the series expression for the kick operator K in Eq. (31) at n = n_{max} ≥ 2, which yields, K = n_{max}�

n=1 ε^n(∓∂_x)^{n−1}

�_t dt_n

�_{tn} dt_{n−1} · · ·

�_{t2} dt_1 √ 2 � eA^∓(t_1, x) − eÃ^∓_0 (x) � + O(ε^{nmax +1}) , (52)

where we took the book-keeping parameter ε back. Correspondingly, the truncated number density [N] reads,

[N] = 1 2π √ 2 � � � �−eA^± − eA^∓ + 2

N−1� n=0 ε^n(∓∂_x)^n

�_t dt_n · · ·

�_{t2}

dt_1 � eA^∓(t_1, x) − eÃ^∓_0 (x) � � � � � + O(ε^{nmax} ) .

(53)

As stressed before, the truncation lowers the order as O(ε^{nmax+1}) → O(ε^{nmax} ) because of ∂_t = O(ε^{−1}) involved in the point-splitting regularization. Then, we can evaluate the total derivative as ∂_μ[J^μ] = (ε^{−1}∂_t ± ∂_x) 1 2π √ 2 × � � � �−eA^± − eA^∓ + 2

n_{max}−1�

n=0 ε^n(∓∂_x)^n

�_t dt_n · · ·

�_{t2}

dt_1 � eA^∓(t_1, x) − eÃ^∓_0 (x) � � � � � + O(ε^{nmax−1}) = ± E 2π + O(ε^{nmax−1}) . (54)

It is easy to observe the general cancellation pattern that the term acted by ∂_x is exactly eliminated by the next order term acted by ε^{−1}∂_t. The nontrivial feature we would like to emphasize is that both K and [J^μ] receive higher-order corrections, while the cancellation occurs only after taking ∂_μ on [J^μ], which reflects the fact that the anomaly relation is exact.

4. Massive Dirac fermions

We turn to the chiral anomaly for massive Dirac fermions in (1+1) dimensions using the van Vleck high-frequency expansion. We present our novel results for the chiral current and the pseudo-scalar condensate for massive Dirac fermions in the high-frequency limit (with/without spatial inhomogeneity) in which T^{−1} ≫ m, √ |eE|, L^{−1} is satisfied. We observe that the mass effects are suppressed strongly in the high-frequency limit. Accordingly, the chirality production is not exponentially suppressed, which makes a contrast to the low-frequency limit. Also, the chiral anomaly is saturated by the chirality production, and the pseudo-scalar condensate is subleading. This is opposite to what we have seen in Eq. (8) in the low-frequency limit. We 14 also demonstrate that the chiral anomaly can be reproduced precisely with the low-order truncation in the van Vleck high-frequency expansion in a way similar to the previous case with Weyl fermions. We here again emphasize that the chiral anomaly relation does not tell us about the separate contributions from the chiral current and the pseudo-scalar condensate, for which we need explicit calculations, and that the chiral current has more information than the chiral anomaly relation in the sense that it is more directly related to the observables of chiral physics, e.g., chiral magnetic effect. Therefore, the results presented here is not a mere reproduction or confirmation of the anomaly relation but does have physics significance beyond it.

4.1. Dirac equation and Hamiltonian

Throughout this section, we employ the axial gauge, A^1 = 0, and assume that the zero mode of A^0 is vanishing, i.e., Ã^0 = 0, for simplicity. For the application of the Floquet theory, the gauge background is assumed to be periodic in time as

A^0(t + T, x) = A^0(t, x) . (55)

We assign the power counting for the electric field as E = O(ε^0) and thus A^0 = −

�_x

dx^′E(t, x^′) = O(ε^0). The typical length scale of the electric field L should be large enough to satisfy T/L ≪ 1, but the concrete shape can be arbitrary. This condition would give us a convergent result in the van Vleck expansion. If we need the expansion for T/L ≫ 1, we may reiterate the Floquet analysis in the spatial direction, as discussed previously in Sec. 3.2.

We adopt the following representation for γ^μ, i.e.,

γ^0 � σ_x = � 0 1 1 0 � , γ^1 � −iσ_y = � 0 −1 1 0 � , γ_5 � γ^0γ^1 = σ_z = � 1 0 0 −1 � . (56)

From the Dirac equation [iγ^μ(∂_μ + ieA_μ) − m]ψ = 0, the Hamiltonian can be identified as

i∂_tψ(t, x) = H(t, x)ψ(t, x) , H = +∞� l=−∞

e^{i 2πlT t} H̃_l (57)

with

H̃_0 = −i∂_xσ_z + mσ_x , H̃_{l�0} = eÃ^0_l . (58)

Note that we can decompose the Dirac field ψ into the right- and the left-handed components as ψ =^t(χ_R, χ_L) and confirm that the Dirac equation (57) reduces to the Weyl equation (20) in the m → 0 limit.

4.2. Fourth order in the van Vleck expansion in the A^1 = 0 gauge

The massive Dirac equation (57) is not analytically solvable even in (1+1) dimensions unlike the Weyl equation (20). Therefore, we need to truncate the van Vleck expansion at a certain order. Later we shall demonstrate that the mass effect in the chiral anomaly relation appears from the O(ε^2) terms. As checked in the Weyl fermion case, we should continue the van Vleck expansion until the (n + 2)-th order for the purpose to recover the chiral anomaly relation up to the n-th order. This is because both the point-splitting regularization and the divergence of the chiral current lower the expansion order involving O(ε^{−1}) corrections. Thus, we should calculate the current at least to the fourth order in the van Vleck expansion to consider the mass effect. 15

In the fourth-order van Vleck expansion, the Floquet Hamiltonian H_F for the massive Dirac fermion is given by

H_F(x) = H̃_0(x) + δm(x)σ_x + O(ε^5) (59)

with

δm(x) = −2m � l�0 � T 2πil

�_4 �

�∂_xeÃ0_l (x)�^2 = −2m � l�0 � T 2πil

�_4 � �eẼ_l(x)�^2 . (60)

For the derivation, see Appendix A. Accordingly, the kick operator is found as

K(t, x) = κ_0(t, x) + κ_x(t, x)σ_x + κ_y(t, x)σ_y + κ_z(t, x)σ_z , (61)

where, up to the corrections of O(ε^5),

κ_0 = � l�0 e^{i 2πlT t} � T 2πil eÃ^0_l + � T 2πil �3 (∂^2_xeÃ^0_l ) � , (62a)

κ_x = � l�0 e^{i 2πlT t} � T 2πil �4 2mi � 2(∂_xeÃ^0_l )∂_x + (∂^2_xeÃ^0_l ) � , (62b)

κ_y = � l�0 e^{i 2πlT t} � T 2πil �3 2m(∂_xeÃ^0_l ) � , (62c)

κ_z = � l�0 e^{i 2πlT t} � − � T 2πil �2 (∂_xeÃ^0_l ) + � T 2πil

�4 �

−(∂^3_xeÃ^0_l ) + 4m^2(∂_xeÃ^0_l ) � . (62d)

It is worthwhile noting that δm is negative definite and hence it effectively reduces the Dirac mass m → m + δm < m. This makes a contrast with the Volkov state under a plane-wave background in (3+1) dimensions, which predicts a positive mass shift [53].

We can construct a wavefunction ψ by using the Floquet Hamiltonian H_F in Eq. (59) and the kick operator K in Eq. (61) as we did for the massless case. Namely, we introduce,

φ(x) � e^{+iK(0,x)}ψ(0, x) , (63)

and take φ to be an eigenfunction of the Floquet Hamiltonian (59) satisfying

λφ(x) = H_F(x)φ(x) . (64)

We can readily solve the eigenvalue equation (64) by employing the perturbation theory with respect to δm. Including the leading correction of δm = O(ε^4), we find that the energy eigenvalue λ is given by

λ = λ_± = ± � ω_p + m ω_p δm(0) � + O(ε^5) , (65)

where ω_p � � m^2 + p^2 with the kinetic momentum p, and

δm(p) �

�_{+V/2}

−V/2 dx V e^{−ipx}δm(x) (66) 16 with V the total length [which equals the spatial volume in (1+1) dimensions] of the system and

we take V → ∞ in the thermodynamic limit. Dropping O(ε^5) corrections, we can write down the corresponding φ = φ_{p,±} as

φ_{p,+} = u_p e^{+ipx} √ 2π + V 2π �_{+∞} −∞ dp^′δm(p^′ − p) � � � � � u^†_p′ σ_xu_p � � 1 −^{2π}_V δ(p − p^′) � ω_p − ω_p′ u_p′ + v^†_p′ σ_xu_p

ω_p + ω_p′ v_p′ � � � � e^{+ip′ x} √ 2π , (67a)

φ_{p,−} = v_p e^{+ipx} √ 2π − V 2π �_{+∞} −∞ dp^′δm(p^′ − p) � � � � u^†_p′ σ_xv_p

ω_p + ω_p′ u_p′ + � v^†_p′ σ_xv_p � � 1 −^{2π}_V δ(p − p^′) � ω_p − ω_p′ v_p′ � � � � e^{+ip′ x} √ 2π , (67b)

where u_p and v_p are the Dirac spinors, i.e.,

u_p = 1 √ 2 � � � � � 1 +^p_{ωp} � 1 −^p_{ωp} � � � � , vp = 1 √ 2 � � � � � 1 −^p_{ωp} − � 1 +^p_{ωp} � � � � . (68)

Note that our normalization convention gives u^†_pu_p = v^†_pv_p = 1, u^†_pv_p = 0, so that � dx φ^†_{p,±}φ_p′_{,±} =

δ(p − p^′) and � dx φ^†_{p,±}φ_p′_{,∓} = 0. We can explicitly evaluate the bispinor products as

u^†_p′ σ_xu_p = −v^†_p′ σ_xv_p = 1 2 � � � � � 1 + p ω_p � � 1 − p^′

ω_p′ � + � 1 − p ω_p � � 1 + p^′

ω_p′ � � � � , (69a)

u^†_p′ σ_xv_p = v^†_p′ σ_xu_p = 1 2 � � � � � 1 − p ω_p � � 1 − p^′

ω_p′ � − � 1 + p ω_p � � 1 + p^′

ω_p′ � � � � . (69b)

Note that in general the mode function φ_{p,±} in Eq. (67) cannot be simplified further. For spatially

homogeneous E(t, x) = E(t), the mass correction becomes diagonal in momentum space as δm(p) =^{2π}_V δ(p)δm and hence we can explicitly carry out the p^′ integration to simplify them as

φ_{p,+} = � � �u_p − δm p 2ω^2_p v_p � � � e^{+ipx}√ 2π , (70a)

φ_{p,−} = � � �v_p + δm p 2ω^2_p u_p � � � e^{+ipx} √ 2π , (70b)

dropping O(ε^5) terms. Now, we can compute ψ_{p,±} at time t by applying the time-translation

operator U as

ψ_{p,±}(t, x) = U(0, t; x)ψ_{p,±}(0, x) = e^{−iK(t,x)}e^{−iλ±t}φ_{p,±}(x) . (71)

We can canonically quantize the Dirac field ψ → ψ̂ in the usual manner. The mode-expansion form of the field operator ψ̂ is given by

ψ̂(t, x) =

�_{+∞} −∞ dp � â_pψ_{p,+}(t, x) + b̂^†_{−p}ψ_{p,−}(t, x) �

= �_{+∞} −∞ dp e^{−iK(t,x)} � â_pφ_{p,+}(x) e^{−iλ+t} + b̂^†_{−p}φ_{p,−}(x) e^{−iλ−t} � , (72) 17 where â_p and b̂^†_{−p} are interpreted as an annihilation operator for the Dirac fermion and a creation operator for the Dirac anti-fermion, respectively. The annihilation operators â_p and b̂_p satisfy the same commutation relations as Eq. (42). The corresponding vacuum state can be defined in the same manner as Eq. (43). Note that the momentum p runs from −∞ to +∞ in the mode expansion (72), which is distinct from the Weyl case in Eq. (41). For the Weyl fermions, the momentum and the energy are locked as λ = p and hence anti-particles are negative-momentum states. This correspondence does not hold for the massive Dirac case, in which positive and negative energy states can have either positive or negative momentum.

4.3. Chiral current

We explicitly evaluate the vacuum expectation value of the chiral current J^μ_5 , using the fourthorder van Vleck results obtained in Sec. 4.2 and properly subtracting/renormalizing UV divergences based on the point-splitting regularization procedure. We show that the finite mass effects are suppressed strongly by the period T . We also point out that J^μ_5 in the high-frequency limit exhibits distinct parameter dependence compared to the low-frequency limit.

The expectation value of the chiral current, J^μ_5 (x) � ⟨ ^̄ψγ^μγ_5ψ̂(x)⟩, for a massive Dirac fermion ψ is defined as

J^μ_5 (x^ν) � lim_{ϵν→0} e^{−i}

�_xν_{+ϵ}ν_{/2}

xν −ϵν /2 dx

σ eA_σ ⟨0| ^̄ψ(xν + ϵν/2)γμγ

5ψ̂(x^ν − ϵ^ν/2)|0⟩ . (73)

Plugging the fourth-order van Vleck results, we find,

J^μ_5 = lim_{ϵν→0} e^{−iϵσ eAσ(xν)}

�_{+∞} −∞ dp e^{−iωpϵ0} × � φ^†_{p,−}(x + ϵ^1/2)e^{+iK(xν+ϵν /2)}γ^0γ^μγ_5e^{−iK(xν −ϵν/2)}φ_{p,−}(x − ϵ^1/2) � + O(ε^4) . (74)

From this expression we arrive at

J^0_5 = 1 2π lim_{ϵν →0} e^{−iϵνeAν} � −I_2 + 2I_1κ_y + iϵ^ν∂_ν (−I_2κ_0 + I_0κ_z) + 2iϵ^νI_1κ_y∂_νκ_0 � + O(ε^4) , (75a)

J^1_5 = 1 2π lim_{ϵν →0} e^{−iϵνeAν} � I_0 + iϵ^ν∂_ν � κ_0I_0 − I_2κ_z − I_2mκ_{x,p} − I_1κ_{x,0} � + O(ε^4) , (75b)

where

I_0(ϵ^ν) �

�_{+∞} −∞ dp e^{−i}(^{ωpϵ0+pϵ1}) = − i √ 2 � 1 ϵ^+ + 1 ϵ^− � + O(|ϵ|), (76a)

I_1(ϵ^ν) �

�_{+∞} −∞ dp e^{−i}(^{ωpϵ0+pϵ1}) m ω_p

= −2m � 1 2 ln m^2|ϵ^2| 4 + γ_E � + O(|ϵ|), (76b)

I_2(ϵ^ν) �

�_{+∞} −∞ dp e^{−i}(^{ωpϵ0+pϵ1}) p ω_p = − i √ 2 � 1 ϵ^+ − 1 ϵ^− � + O(|ϵ|) (76c)

with γ_E ≈ 0.5772 being Euler’s constant. As in the Weyl-fermion case, ∂_t = O(ε^{−1}) appears from the point-splitting regularization, and the expectation value becomes one order lower than the original truncation order O(ε^5) → O(ε^4) in the van Vleck expansion. Therefore, the O(ε^4) terms in the Floquet Hamiltonian, H_F in Eq. (59), can safely be neglected during the calculation. This means that the effects of the mass shift δm = O(ε^4) are suppressed at this order, and they 18 can be manifest from the fifth-order van Vleck calculation in the A^1 = 0 gauge. Note that κ_x in Eq. (62b) contains a derivative ∂_x and that its coefficient is of the order of O(ε^4). Thus, ∂_x can act only onto O(ε^0) terms, and all other terms are of higher order and should be neglected within our approximation. In the present case, ∂_x can act only onto e^{+ipx} out of ψ̂, and hence we can replace ∂_x in κ_x with +ip, that is,

κ_x → p � l�0 e^{il 2πT t} � −4m � T 2πil �4 (∂_xeÃ^0_l ) � � �κ_{x,p} + � l�0 e^{il 2πT t} � T 2πil �4 2mi(∂^2_xeÃ^0_l ) � � �κ_{x,0}

. (77)

The chiral current J^μ_5 in Eq. (75) is UV divergent, which should be removed for a physically meaningful observable. In other words, we need to make the divergent integrals I_0, I_2 ∝ 1/|ϵ| and I_1 ∝ ln |ϵ| well-defined by properly subtracting the divergences. The former divergences are constants independent of the electric field. Hence, as we did for the Weyl-fermion case, we can simply subtract them as I_0, I_2 → O(|ϵ|), so that the chiral current is vanishing in the absence of the electric field. The remaining logarithmic divergence goes vanishing in the absence of the electric field, and thus the same reasoning cannot be used. To find out a reasonable subtraction scheme, we calculate the energy density in the absence of the electric field and obtain

E|_A0_{=0} � ⟨ψ̂^† i 2 ↔ ∂_tψ̂⟩ |_A0_{=0}

= − lim_{ϵμ→0}

�_{+∞} −∞ dp 2π e^{−i}(^{ϵ0ωp+ϵ1 p})ω_p = 1 2π lim_{ϵμ →0} � 2 � 1 (ϵ^+)^2 + 1 (ϵ^−)^2 � − m 2 I_1 + O(|ϵ|^1) � . (78)

The vacuum state should have vanishing energy density in the absence of the electric field. Hence, it is natural to require

E|_A0_{=0}^{subtraction}

−−−−−−−→ 0 . (79)

This means that both of the quadratic divergences ∝ 1/(ϵ^±)^2 and the integral I_1 in Eq. (78) should be subtracted to be zero. This naturally fixes the subtraction scheme for the integral I_1 in Eq. (75), i.e., I_1 → O(|ϵ|).

After subtracting the UV divergences in J^μ_5 → [J^μ_5 ], we find

[J^0_5 ] = 1 π � −∂_x

�_t dt^′eA^0 − (∂^3_x − 2m^2∂_x)

�_t

dt^′

�_t′ dt^{′′}

�_t′′ dt^{′′′}eA^0 � + O(ε^4) = 1 π �_t

dt^′eE + (∂^2_x − 2m^2)

�_t

dt^′

�_t′

dt^{′′}

�_t′′ dt^{′′′}eE � + O(ε^4) , (80a)

[J^1_5 ] = 1 π ∂^2_x

�_t

dt^′

�_t′

dt^{′′}eA^0 + O(ε^4) = − 1 π ∂_x

�_t

dt^′

�_t′ dt^{′′}eE + O(ε^4) . (80b)

Compared to the slow-frequency result in Eq. (7) with the exponential suppression by m^2/eE, the high-frequency result in Eq. (80) predicts more abundant chirality production as seen in [J^0_5 ]. Therefore, a sizable number of chirality can be produced from the vacuum when the frequency 19 is high enough, even if the electric field does not exceed the mass threshold. The mass m appears as an O(ε^3) effect in [J^0_5 ] and the spatial component, [J^1_5 ], has no mass dependence at this order. All the other terms are consistent with Eq. (49) in the Weyl-fermion case. This implies that mass effects are minor contributions in the high-frequency limit. To see the relationship between the results in the massive Dirac and the Weyl cases, it is convenient to decompose [J^μ_5 ] into the right-handed and the left-handed contributions [see Eq. (44)]. Namely,

J^μ_5 = J^μ_R − J^μ_L = � N_R − N_L N_R + N_L � , (81)

which yields

[N_R] =

[J^0_5 ] + [J^1_5 ] 2 = 1 2π � + �_t dt^′eE − ∂_x

�_t dt^′

�_t′ dt^{′′}eE + (∂^2_x − 2m^2)

�_t dt^′

�_t′ dt^{′′}

�_t′′

dt^{′′′}eE � + O(ε^4),

(82a)

[N_L] =

−[J^0_5 ] + [J^1_5 ] 2 = 1 2π � − �_t dt^′eE − ∂_x

�_t dt^′

�_t′ dt^{′′}eE − (∂^2_x − 2m^2)

�_t dt^′

�_t′ dt^{′′}

�_t′′

dt^{′′′}eE � + O(ε^4),

(82b)

which in the limit of m → 0 agree with the Weyl results in Eq. (49).

Incidentally, we can confirm that Eq. (80) is compatible with gauge invariance, as it should be. The charge current J^μ is related to the chiral current J^μ_5 in (1+1) dimensions as

J^μ � ⟨ ^̄ψγ^μψ̂⟩ = J^μ_R + J^μ_L = � � � J^1_5 J^0_5 � � � . (83)

Thus, we can explicitly compute the divergence of the (subtracted) charge current ∂_μ[J^μ] with Eq. (80) as

∂_μ[J^μ] = ∂_t[J^1_5 ] + ∂_x[J^0_5 ] = 0 , (84)

up to the accuracy of our calculation, i.e., O(ε^3) with the time derivative ∂_t ∼ O(ε^{−1}) taken into account. The charge current [J^μ] is therefore conserved, which is the manifestation of gauge invariance.

4.4. Pseudo-scalar condensate

Now we turn to evaluate the pseudo-scalar condensate P defined as

P � ⟨ ^̄ψiγ_5ψ̂⟩ � lim_{ϵμ→0} e^{−i}

�_xμ_{+ϵ}μ_{/2}

xμ −ϵμ /2 dx

ν eA_ν ⟨0| ^̄ψ(xμ + ϵμ/2)iγ

5ψ̂(x^μ − ϵ^μ/2)|0⟩ . (85)

Using the fourth-order van Vleck results, we find:

P = lim_{ϵμ →0} e^{−iϵνeAν(xμ )}

�_{+∞} −∞ dpe^{−iωpϵ0} × � φ^†_{p,−}(x + ϵ^1/2)e^{+iK(xμ+ϵμ/2)}iγ^0γ_5e^{−iK(xμ −ϵμ /2)}φ_{p,−}(x − ϵ^1/2) � + O(ε^4) = 1 2π lim_{ϵμ →0} e^{−iϵνeAν} � −2I_1κ_z − 2iϵ^νI_1κ_z(∂_νκ_0) + iϵ^ν(∂_νκ_y)I_0 � + O(ε^4) , (86)

which is UV divergent. We remove the UV divergence in the same manner as the chiral current J^μ_5 → [J^μ_5 ] [see Eq. (80) above], which yields

[P] = m π ∂_x

�_t

dt^′

�_t′

dt^{′′}eA^0 + O(ε^4) = − m π �_t dt^′

�_t′

dt^{′′}eE + O(ε^4). (87)

This high-frequency result in Eq. (87) has distinct parameter dependence compared to Eq. (7) in the slow limit. Notably, Eq. (87) is suppressed by the factor of T^2 and hence the pseudoscalar condensate [P] goes vanishing in the high-frequency limit. This makes a sharp contrast to Eq. (7) in the slow-frequency limit, where the pseudo-scalar condensate [P] takes a finite value and eventually gives the dominant contribution to the chiral anomaly.

4.5. Chiral anomaly

We shall discuss the massive chiral anomaly relation with the van Vleck high-frequency expansion. Taking the total derivative of the chiral current in Eq. (80), we find: eE π� topological charge density = 1 π � eE − 2m^2

�_t

dt^′

�_t′ dt^{′′}eE + O(ε^3) � � = ∂_μ[J^μ_5 ]: chirality production + 1 π � +2m^2

�_t dt^′

�_t′

dt^{′′}eE + O(ε^3) � � = −2m[P]: pseudo-scalar condensate ,

(88)

where we identified higher-order corrections as O(ε^3), not O(ε^4), because of the time derivative ∂_t ∼ O(ε^{−1}). It is evident that Eq. (88) reproduces the chiral anomaly relation with massive fermions. The topological charge is saturated by the contribution from the chirality production in the high-frequency limit, which is qualitatively different from the slow-frequency limit as seen from Eq. (8) that implies that the anomaly is dominated by the pseudo-scalar condensate. Intuitively, the mass effects are negligible in the high-frequency limit because the typical energy scale in the system is overridden by the frequency. Hence, the existence of the mass gap should be compared with not the field strength but the frequency and would become negligible after all. Thus, the frequency makes the massive Dirac system rather behave like a massless system, and the pseudo-scalar condensate turns out to be a minor contribution to the anomaly relation. Equation (88) also indicates that the information about the topological charge is encoded only in the low-order terms from the high-frequency expansion, as we have observed in the Weylfermion case. As a matter of fact, the anomaly term eE/π originates from the lowest order term in Eq. (80) for [J^0_5 ] and higher-order terms in the right-hand side of Eq. (88) cancel out with each other.

5. Standard perturbation theory

It is instructive to see how our Floquet treatment of the chiral anomaly is related to the standard perturbation theory with respect to the small coupling in eA. We here demonstrate explicitly that two expansions are equivalent at the leading order in eA. Albeit equivalent, an advantage of the Floquet treatment is that the expansion parameter is the inverse frequency ε ∼ 1/T , not eA, and hence the Floquet-based treatment can be technically advantageous to look into non-linear effects in terms of eA. Indeed, the Floquet wavefunction, ψ^{Floquet}_{p,±} in Eq. (71), has non-linear dependence on eA through, e.g., the exponential factor e^{−iK} , which is expanded in the standard perturbative treatment, as we shall see below. Conversely, the standard perturbation theory would be useful to see some non-linear corrections in terms of ε ∼ 1/T for a certain fixed order in eA. In general, both the chiral current and the pseudo-scalar condensate may have nonlinear dependence on eA, e.g., Eq. (8) for slow electric fields clearly exhibits non-linearity. Our Floquet results, Eqs. (80) and (87), can be regarded as a theoretical verification that the chiral current and the pseudo-scalar condensate for fast electric fields do not receive any non-linear corrections in eA up to O(ε^4). It is not easy to prove this statement within the framework of the standard perturbation theory.

Let us compute the wavefunction ψ^{pert}_{p,±} based on the standard perturbation theory at the leading order in eA and it is interesting to compare it with the Floquet wavefunction, ψ^{Floquet}_{p,±} in Eq. (71). Introducing the retarded Green’s function, S_R, such that

[i/∂ − m]S_R(t − t^′, x − x^′) = δ(t − t^′)δ(x − x^′) and S_R(t − t^′ < 0) = 0 , (89)

we can readily solve the Dirac equation (57) as

ψ^{pert}_{p,±} (t, x) = � u_pe^{−iωpt} v_pe^{+iωpt} � e^{+ipx} √ 2π + �_{+∞} dt^′dx^′S_R(t − t^′, x − x^′)e /A(t^′, x^′) � u_pe^{−iωpt′} v_pe^{+iωp t′} � e^{+ipx′} √ 2π + O(|eA|^2) .

(90)

By using the expansion of the translation operator, eA(t^′, x^′) =

�_{∞n=0 (x}′_{−x)}n n! ∂^n_xeA(t^′, x), we can carry out the x^′ integration, which yields ∂^n_pδ(p). Also, we note that an explicit form of the retarded Green’s function reads:

S_R(t − t^′; x − x^′)

= −iΘ(t − t^′) � dp e^{+ip(x−x′)} 2π � u_pū_pe^{−iωp (t−t′ )} + v_pv̄_pe^{+iωp(t−t′ )} �

= −iΘ(t − t^′) � dp e^{+ip(x−x′)} 2π ∞� n=0 (iω_p)^{2n} � σ_x

(t − t^′)^{2n} (2n)!

+ (pσ_y − im)

(t − t^′)^{2n+1} (2n + 1)! � , (91)

where Θ(t − t^′) is the Heaviside step function. Using the Dirac equations, +iω_pσ_xu_p = (pσ_y + im)u_p and −iω_pσ_xv_p = (pσ_y + im)v_p, we can cast the perturbative solution (90) into the form of

ψ^{pert}_{p,±} (t, x) = � 1 − i ∞� n=0 ∞� n^′=0 ∞� n^{′′} =0 1 n^′!n^{′′}!

�_t

dt^′ � (−i∂_p)^{n′} (iω_p)^{2n} � σ_x

(t − t^′)^{2n+n′′} (2n)!

+ (pσ_y − im)

(t − t^′)^{2n+1+n′′} (2n + 1)! � (∂^{n′}_x e /A(t^′, x))(piσ_z + imσ_x)^{n′′} � u_pe^{−iωpt} v_pe^{+iωpt} � e^{+ipx} √ 2π + O(|eA|^2) . (92) 22

Note that terms with n^′ > 2n + 1 are vanishing because the largest power of p inside the curly brackets appears from ω^{2n}_p p ∼ p^{2n+1}. Using the identity

�_t dt_n

�_{tn} dt_{n−1} · · ·

�_{t2} dt_1 f (t_1) = �_t

dt^{′ (t−t′ )n−1}_{(n−1)!} f (t^′) and introducing ℓ � 2n + n^{′′}, we find:

ψ^{pert}_{p,±} (t, x) = � 1 − i ∞� ℓ=0 ∞� n^′ =0 � n^{′′} =ℓ,ℓ−2,··· 1 n^′!n^{′′}! � (−i∂_p)^{n′} (iω_p)^{ℓ−n′′} � σ_x ℓ! (ℓ − n^{′′})! × �_t dt_{ℓ+1}

�_{tℓ+1} dt_ℓ · · ·

�_{t2} dt_1 + (pσ_y − im)

(ℓ + 1)!

(ℓ + 1 − n^{′′})!

�_t

dt_{ℓ+2}

�_{tℓ+2} dt_{ℓ+1} · · ·

�_{t2}

dt_1 �

× (∂^{n′}_x e /A(t_1, x))(piσ_z + imσ_x)^{n′′} � u_pe^{−iωp t} v_pe^{+iωpt} � e^{+ipx} √ 2π + O(|eA|^2) . (93)

It is tedious but is straightforward to evaluate Eq. (93) order-by-order in ℓ. Identifying � dt ∼ O(ε), we see that the computation up to ℓ = 4 suffices for the O(ε^5) result. The final expression is ψ^{pert}_{p,±} (t, x) = [1 − iK(t, x)] � u_pe^{−iωpt} v_pe^{+iωp t} � e^{+ipx} √ 2π + O((eA)^2, ε^5) (94)

with K given by Eq. (61). This is in perfect agreement with the Floquet wavefunction, ψ^{Floquet}_{p,±} in Eq. (71), after expanding e^{−iK} = 1 − iK + O((eA)^2) and dropping the mass shift δm ∼ O((eA)^2).

6. Summary and discussion

We have investigated the chiral anomaly for the Weyl and the massive Dirac fermions in (1+1) dimensions using the Floquet theory for the first time on the basis of the van Vleck highfrequency expansion.

As a first study of the application of the Floquet theory to the chiral anomaly, we first considered the Weyl fermion (see Sec. 3), which is exactly solvable and can be discussed in detail by analytical means. To understand how the chiral anomaly can be understood in the Floquet language and also the mathematical structure behind there, we have computed the Floquet Hamiltonian, H_F, and the kick operator, K, to arbitrary orders; see Eqs. (27) and (31), respectively, for the final results. We have shown that only K receives corrections from the periodic driving, and therefore nontrivial physics including the chiral anomaly can arise from the kick operator K. Using these all-order expressions and employing the point-splitting regularization scheme to compute the vacuum expectation values in a gauge-invariant manner, we have exactly reproduced the chiral anomaly relation and found that only the first two terms in the high-frequency expansion contain the full information about the topological charge and that the higher-order terms with n > 2 cancel out with each other. This implies an intriguing possibility that the information on the chiral anomaly could be dominantly encoded in the low-order terms generally in the high-frequency expansion. We have also discussed the convergence condition for the van Vleck expansion, noticing that it converges only for T/L < 1, with T and L being the period and the typical spatial length of the applied electric field, respectively, and that we may investigate even the apparently nonconvergent regime T/L > 1 via resummation and/or applying the Floquet theory to the most rapidly oscillatory direction.

We then turn to a more non-trivial and realistic situation of the massive Dirac fermion (see Sec. 4). We have employed the fourth-order van Vleck expansion in the axial A^1 = 0 gauge and 23 appropriately subtracted/renormalized the UV divergence to obtain analytical expressions for the chiral current (80) and the pseudo-scalar condensate (87). To the best of our knowledge, this is the very first study presenting the analytical expressions for the chiral current and the pseudoscalar condensate (for the massive Dirac system) in the high-frequency limit, with or without spatial inhomogeneity. We have found that the mass effects are suppressed by powers of the period (or the inverse frequency). Accordingly, the chirality production is enhanced compared to the slow-frequency limit in which the chirality production is exponentially suppressed. Also, we have shown that the chiral anomaly relation can be reproduced by the low-order terms in the highfrequency expansion, as implied from the Weyl fermion result. Unlike the slow-frequency limit, the anomaly relation is saturated by the contribution from the chirality production. Therefore, the physical composition of the topological charge changes, depending on the frequency of the applied electric field. Moreover, we have demonstrated that the Dirac mass effect is in practice reduced due to the periodic driving in the high-frequency limit. As a technical outcome, we have revealed that, similarly to the Weyl case, the information of the chiral anomaly is stored in the kick operator, not in the Floquet Hamiltonian, in the high-frequency limit. This is theoretically important, as it means that the kick operator is the essence of the chiral anomaly in driven systems and that the chiral anomaly can never be accessed simply by analyzing the Floquet Hamiltonian, which is often the calculation target of the literature of the Floquet analysis.

There are several interesting implications/applications of our results. The first example is the application to condensed-matter systems: (1+1)-dimensional systems including fermionic degrees of freedom could be realized with actual experiments/materials by utilizing, e.g., synthetic gauge fields and quantum wires. Loosely speaking, the chiral current in (1+1) dimensions amounts to the number difference between right- and left-moving fermions, and hence our predictions may be directly tested by counting the number difference at the right- and the left-edge of a (1+1)-dimensional material under consideration. As far as we are aware, the massive chiral anomaly relation, in particular, the physical composition of the topological charge, has not been tested in measurable condensed-matter setups. Also, they may provide suggestive information to high-energy phenomena such as the chiral magnetic effect in relativistic heavy-ion collision experiments. In this context, the mass effect is still an open issue and it could modify the actual observables. As chirality in (1+1) dimensions is equivalent to the number of rightand left-moving fermions, our prediction on the chirality production can be tested by counting the number difference at the right- and left-edges of a (1+1)-dimensional material under consideration. Our results indicate that the chirality production (i.e., the number difference at the edges) will be enhanced by making the fields faster and faster and shows power dependence on the field strength, which is in contrast to the strong exponential suppression for the slow electric fields; see Eqs. (8) and (88). Our formula (88) also quantifies how much the chirality production deviates from the topological charge density due to the pseudo-scalar contribution. This can be used to remove the contamination by the residual-mass effect in experiments with Weyl semi-metals, as the pseudo-scalar contribution cannot be measured directly in experiments and therefore the theory input, i.e., Eq. (88), is needed. Conversely, it is possible to determine the value of the pseudo-scalar condensate indirectly in a given periodic system by measuring the chirality production with Eq. (88) and a given field strength eE. To the best of our knowledge, the value of the pseudo-scalar condensate has never been measured in experiments, and therefore it is of interest. Our result (88) predicts that the pseudo-scalar contribution vanishes in the high-frequency limit as ∝ T^2 → 0. The condensed-matter application discussed above may provide suggestive information to high-energy phenomena such as the chiral-magnetic effect in relativistic heavy-ion collision experiments, where the mass effect is still an open issue and might 24 affect the actual observables. Another interesting implication of our results is a possible negative mass shift due to high-frequency electric fields. There have been proposals to measure the effective mass in intense-laser facilities such as the Extreme Light Infrastructure (ELI). The Volkov state is the widely-used description for the mass shift, which predicts that the mass shift is definitely positive [53]. Our results would suggest that the mass shift is not necessarily positive definite, depending on profiles and/or parameters of the applied field. Unfortunately, it is still challenging to produce such high-frequent electric fields with intense lasers within the current technology [where the frequency is roughly around O(1 eV - 1 keV)]. The reachable frequency is much smaller compared to the electron mass scale [18, 54]) and hence our predictions may be unable to be confirmed right away. Nevertheless, it is an important theoretical step to clarify the conditions when/how the effective mass can become different from that in the Volkov state for future developments (see also Ref. [55]). Meanwhile, the reduction of mass by high-frequency fields implies that the Schwinger mechanism by slow electric fields should be enhanced in a more straightforward manner than the dynamically assisted Schwinger mechanism [56–59], when our Floquet vacuum is exposed to both fast and slow electric fields. In the literature, there are not many studies on the dynamical assistance with such high-frequency fields exceeding the mass scale [41, 60–62], and our Floquet approach may found a novel theoretical ground for this problem.

Finally, we mention that our (1+1)-dimensional Floquet analysis is a first step toward attacking the chiral anomaly in more complicated (1+3)-dimensional [or general (1+d)-dimensional] systems under a periodic driving including the mass effects. The massive chiral anomaly relation, including the physical composition of the topological charge, has not been fully understood particularly in the high-frequency regime, where the conventional physics picture based on the spectral flow and the Schwinger mechanism should be replaced by the expansion with the complete basis of the Floquet states. According to our (1+1)-dimensional results, the Floquet approach provides a powerful framework to discuss the chiral anomaly, as complementary to the standard perturbation. Since the essential feature of the chiral anomaly is captured even in the present (1+1)-dimensional consideration, we may naturally expect that the Floquet approach should extend well to the generic (1+d)-dimensional problems. This deserves future investigations.

acknowledgments

The authors thank the domestic molecule-type workshop “Chiral Anomaly in Periodically Driven Systems” (YITP-T-21-04) at the Yukawa Institute for Theoretical Physics in Kyoto University. The authors also thank Takashi Oka for enlightening discussions. This work was supported by Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS) KAKENHI Grant Numbers 22H01216, 22H05118 (K.F.), 21H01084 (Y.H.), 21J11298 (T.S.), 22K14045 (H.T.), and by the RIKEN special postdoctoral researcher program (H.T.). Y.H. and H.T. thank iTHEMS NEW working group for fruitful discussions.

Appendix A. Derivation of the fourth-order Floquet Hamiltonian and kick operator within the van Vleck expansion in A^1 = 0 gauge

We here explain some details of the derivation of the fourth-order van Vleck expressions for the Floquet Hamiltonian (59) and the kick operator (61) in A^1 = 0 gauge. Up to the second order, the general expressions for the Floquet Hamiltonian and the kick operator are given in

Eqs. (18) and (19), respectively. Just by substituting the Hamiltonian (58) into them, we can obtain H^{(0)}_F , H^{(1)}_F , H^{(2)}_F , K^{(0)}, K^{(1)}, and K^{(2)}. It is also easy to obtain the third-order kick operator K^{(3)}, which can be achieved by integrating Eq. (17c). In such a manner, we can show,

H̃^{(0)}_F = H̃_0, H̃^{(1)}_F = H̃^{(2)}_F = 0, (A.1) and K̃^{(1)}_l = T

2πil

H̃_l, (A.2a)

K̃^{(2)}_l = +i � T 2πil

�2 �

H̃_l, H̃_0 � , (A.2b)

K̃^{(3)}_l = + � T 2πil

�_3 �

H̃_0, � H̃_l, H̃_0 � , (A.2c)

for l � 0 and K̃^{(n)}_0 = 0.

Below, we compute the remaining objects H^{(3)}_F , K^{(3)}, and K^{(4)}. The basic strategy is completely the same as what we have outlined in Sec. 2.2: we solve Eq. (12) order by order in ε under the van Vleck gauge fixing condition (16), i.e., K̃^{(n)}_0 = 0. At the third and fourth orders, the equations that we need to solve are

H^{(3)}_F = +i[K^{(3)}, H] − 1 2 [K^{(2)}, [K^{(1)}, H]] − 1 2 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(2)}, H]] − i 6 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, H]]]

− K̇^{(4)} − i 2 [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(3)}] − i 2 [K^{(2)}, K̇^{(2)}] − i 2 [K^{(3)}, K̇^{(1)}] + 1 6 [K^{(2)}, [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(1)}]] + 1 6 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(2)}, K̇^{(1)}]] + 1 6 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(2)}]] + i 24 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(1)}]]], (A.3) and H^{(4)}_F = +i[K^{(4)}, H] − 1 2 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(3)}, H]] − 1 2 [K^{(2)}, [K^{(2)}, H]] − 1 2 [K^{(3)}, [K^{(1)}, H]] − i 6 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, [K^{(2)}, H]]] − i 6 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(2)}, [K^{(1)}, H]]] − i 6 [K^{(2)}, [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, H]]] + 1 24 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, H]]]] − K̇^{(5)} − i 2 [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(4)}] − i 2 [K^{(2)}, K̇^{(3)}] − i 2 [K^{(3)}, K̇^{(2)}] − i 2 [K^{(4)}, K̇^{(1)}] + 1 6 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(3)}]] + 1 6 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(2)}, K̇^{(2)}]] + 1 6 [K^{(2)}, [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(2)}]] + 1 6 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(3)}, K̇^{(1)}]] + 1 6 [K^{(2)}, [K^{(2)}, K̇^{(1)}]] + 1 6 [K^{(3)}, [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(1)}]] + i 24 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(2)}]]] + i 24 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, [K^{(2)}, K̇^{(1)}]]] + i 24 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(2)}, [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(1)}]]] + i 24 [K^{(2)}, [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(1)}]]] − 1 120 [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, [K^{(1)}, K̇^{(1)}]]]]. (A.4) 26

For our Hamiltonian (58), H̃_l’s (l � 0) are just scalars and thanks to this many of the commutations in Eqs. (A.3) and (A.4) are vanishing. After simplifying Eq. (A.3), we find,

H^{(3)}_F = +i[K^{(3)}, H̃_0] − K̇^{(4)} = � l e^{il 2πT t} � +i[K̃^{(3)}_l , H̃_0](1 − δ_{l,0}) −

2πil T K̃^{(4)}_l (1 − δ_{l,0}) � , (A.5)

where

[K̃^{(3)}_l , H̃_0] = + � T 2πil

�3 �

+i(∂^3_xeÃ^0_l ) − 4im^2(∂_xeÃ^0_l ) � σ_z + � 4m(∂_xeÃ^0_l )∂_x + 2m(∂^2_xeÃ^0_l ) � σ_x � . (A.6)

The zero mode and nonzero modes of the right-hand side of Eq. (A.5) give H^{(3)}_F and K^{(4)}, respectively. Thus,

H^{(3)}_F = 0, (A.7) and K̃^{(4)}_l = i � T 2πil

�_4 � +i(∂^3_xeÃ^0_l ) − 4im^2(∂_xeÃ^0_l ) � σ_z + � 4m(∂_xeÃ^0_l )∂_x + 2m(∂^2_xeÃ^0_l ) � σ_x � . (A.8)

Notice that K̃^{(4)}_l contains a derivative operator ∂_x in the third term. Next, we turn to simplify Eq. (A.4) to determine H^{(4)}_F . Since H^{(4)}_F contains only the zero mode, we may neglect nonzero modes in the right-hand side of Eq. (A.4). It is straightforward to show

H^{(4)}_F = +i � l^′ �0

[K̃^{(4)}_{−l′} , H̃_l′ ] − 1 2 � l^′�0

[K̃^{(1)}_{−l′} , [K̃^{(3)}_{l′} , H̃_0]] − 1 2 � l^′ �0

[K̃^{(2)}_{−l′} , [K̃^{(2)}_{l′} , H̃_0]] − 1 2 � l^′ �0

[K̃^{(3)}_{−l′} , [K̃^{(1)}_{l′} , H̃_0]] − i 2 � l^′ �0

2πil^′ T [K̃^{(1)}_{−l′} , K̃^{(4)}_{l′} ] − i 2 � l^′ �0

2πil^′ T [K̃^{(2)}_{−l′} , K̃^{(3)}_{l′} ] − i 2 � l^′ �0

2πil^′ T [K̃^{(3)}_{−l′} , K̃^{(2)}_{l′} ] − i 2 � l^′ �0

2πil^′ T [K̃^{(4)}_{−l′} , K̃^{(1)}_{l′} ]

= � l�0 � T 2πil

�4 1 2 [H̃_{−l}, [[H̃_0, [H̃_l, H̃_0]], H̃_0]]

= −2m � l�0 � T 2πil

�4 �

�∂_xeÃ0_l �^2 σ_x. (A.9)

Collecting everything above, we arrive at the fourth-order expressions, (59) and (61), in the main text.

References

[1] K. Fujikawa, Path Integral Measure for Gauge Invariant Fermion Theories, Phys. Rev. Lett. 42 (1979) 1195–1198.

doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.42.1195.

[2] K. Fujikawa, Path Integral for Gauge Theories with Fermions, Phys. Rev. D 21 (1980) 2848, [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 22, 1499 (1980)]. doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.21.2848. 27

[3] S. L. Adler, Axial vector vertex in spinor electrodynamics, Phys. Rev. 177 (1969) 2426–2438.

doi:10.1103/PhysRev.177.2426.

[4] J. S. Bell, R. Jackiw, A PCAC puzzle: π^0 → γγ in the σ model, Nuovo Cim. A 60 (1969) 47–61.

doi:10.1007/BF02823296.

[5] D. Kharzeev, A. Zhitnitsky, Charge separation induced by P-odd bubbles in QCD matter, Nucl. Phys. A 797 (2007) 67–79. arXiv:0706.1026, doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2007.10.001.

[6] D. E. Kharzeev, L. D. McLerran, H. J. Warringa, The Effects of topological charge change in heavy ion collisions: ’Event by event P and CP violation’, Nucl. Phys. A 803 (2008) 227–253. arXiv:0711.0950,

doi:10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2008.02.298.

[7] K. Fukushima, D. E. Kharzeev, H. J. Warringa, The Chiral Magnetic Effect, Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 074033.

arXiv:0808.3382, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.78.074033.

[8] D. E. Kharzeev, The Chiral Magnetic Effect and Anomaly-Induced Transport, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 75 (2014) 133–151. arXiv:1312.3348, doi:10.1016/j.ppnp.2014.01.002.

[9] J. Zhao, F. Wang, Experimental searches for the chiral magnetic effect in heavy-ion collisions, Prog. Part. Nucl.

Phys. 107 (2019) 200–236. arXiv:1906.11413, doi:10.1016/j.ppnp.2019.05.001. [10] M. Abdallah, et al., Search for the Chiral Magnetic Effect with Isobar Collisions at √ s_{NN} = 200 GeV by the STAR Collaboration at RHIC (8 2021). arXiv:2109.00131.

[11] N. P. Armitage, E. J. Mele, A. Vishwanath, Weyl and dirac semimetals in three-dimensional solids, Rev. Mod.

Phys. 90 (2018) 015001. doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.90.015001. URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.90.015001 [12] D. T. Son, B. Z. Spivak, Chiral Anomaly and Classical Negative Magnetoresistance of Weyl Metals, Phys. Rev. B 88 (2013) 104412. arXiv:1206.1627, doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.88.104412.

[13] Q. Li, D. E. Kharzeev, C. Zhang, Y. Huang, I. Pletikosic, A. V. Fedorov, R. D. Zhong, J. A. Schneeloch, G. D. Gu, T. Valla, Observation of the chiral magnetic effect in ZrTe5, Nature Phys. 12 (2016) 550–554. arXiv:1412.6543,

doi:10.1038/nphys3648.

[14] B. Q. Lv, et al., Experimental discovery of Weyl semimetal TaAs, Phys. Rev. X 5 (3) (2015) 031013.

arXiv:1502.04684, doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.5.031013.

[15] X. Huang, et al., Observation of the Chiral-Anomaly-Induced Negative Magnetoresistance in 3D Weyl Semimetal TaAs, Phys. Rev. X 5 (3) (2015) 031023. arXiv:1503.01304, doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.5.031023.

[16] J. Schwinger, On gauge invariance and vacuum polarization, Phys. Rev. 82 (1951) 664–679.

doi:10.1103/PhysRev.82.664.

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.82.664 [17] G. V. Dunne, Heisenberg-Euler effective Lagrangians: Basics and extensions, 2004, pp. 445–522.

arXiv:hep-th/0406216, doi:10.1142/9789812775344_0014.

[18] A. Fedotov, A. Ilderton, F. Karbstein, B. King, D. Seipt, H. Taya, G. Torgrimsson, Advances in QED with intense background fields (2 2022). arXiv:2203.00019.

[19] K. Fukushima, D. E. Kharzeev, H. J. Warringa, Real-time dynamics of the Chiral Magnetic Effect, Phys. Rev. Lett.

104 (2010) 212001. arXiv:1002.2495, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.212001.

[20] H. J. Warringa, Dynamics of the Chiral Magnetic Effect in a weak magnetic field, Phys. Rev. D 86 (2012) 085029.

arXiv:1205.5679, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.86.085029.

[21] P. Copinger, K. Fukushima, S. Pu, Axial Ward identity and the Schwinger mechanism – Applications to the realtime chiral magnetic effect and condensates, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121 (26) (2018) 261602. arXiv:1807.04416,

doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.261602.

[22] P. Copinger, S. Pu, Chirality production with mass effects — schwinger pair production and the axial ward identity, International Journal of Modern Physics A 35 (28) (2020) 203005. doi:10.1142/s0217751x2030015x. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X2030015X [23] M. M. Vazifeh, M. Franz, Electromagnetic response of weyl semimetals, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111 (2013) 027201.

doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.027201.

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.111.027201 [24] N. Yamamoto, Generalized Bloch theorem and chiral transport phenomena, Phys. Rev. D 92 (8) (2015) 085011.

arXiv:1502.01547, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.92.085011.

[25] M. A. Stephanov, Y. Yin, Chiral Kinetic Theory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109 (2012) 162001. arXiv:1207.0747,

doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.162001.

[26] D. T. Son, N. Yamamoto, Kinetic theory with Berry curvature from quantum field theories, Phys. Rev. D 87 (8) (2013) 085016. arXiv:1210.8158, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.87.085016.

[27] D. T. Son, P. Surowka, Hydrodynamics with Triangle Anomalies, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103 (2009) 191601.

arXiv:0906.5044, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.191601.

[28] K. Fukushima, T. Shimazaki, L. Wang, Mode decomposed chiral magnetic effect and rotating fermions, Phys. Rev.

D 102 (1) (2020) 014045. arXiv:2004.05852, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.102.014045. 28

[29] H. Aoi, K. Suzuki, Chirality imbalance and chiral magnetic effect under a parallel electromagnetic field, Phys. Rev.

D 103 (3) (2021) 036002. arXiv:2101.09504, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.103.036002. [30] H. Taya, H. Fujii, K. Itakura, Finite pulse effects on e^+e^− pair creation from strong electric fields, Phys. Rev. D

90 (1) (2014) 014039. arXiv:1405.6182, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.90.014039.

[31] J. H. Shirley, Solution of the schrödinger equation with a hamiltonian periodic in time, Phys. Rev. 138 (1965)

B979–B987. doi:10.1103/PhysRev.138.B979.

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRev.138.B979 [32] H. Sambe, Steady states and quasienergies of a quantum-mechanical system in an oscillating field, Phys. Rev. A 7

(1973) 2203–2213. doi:10.1103/PhysRevA.7.2203. URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.7.2203 [33] S. Rahav, I. Gilary, S. Fishman, Effective hamiltonians for periodically driven systems, Phys. Rev. A 68 (2003)

013820. doi:10.1103/PhysRevA.68.013820.

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.68.013820 [34] N. Goldman, J. Dalibard, Periodically-driven quantum systems: Effective Hamiltonians and engineered gauge

fields, Phys. Rev. X 4 (3) (2014) 031027, [Erratum: Phys.Rev.X 5, 029902 (2015)]. arXiv:1404.4373,

doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.4.031027.

[35] M. Bukov, L. D’Alessio, A. Polkovnikov, Universal high-frequency behavior of periodically driven systems: from dynamical stabilization to floquet engineering, Advances in Physics 64 (2) (2015) 139–226. doi:10.1080/00018732.2015.1055918. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2015.1055918 [36] A. Eckardt, E. Anisimovas, High-frequency approximation for periodically driven quantum systems from a floquet-space perspective,

New Journal of Physics 17 (9) (2015) 093039. doi:10.1088/1367-2630/17/9/093039. URL https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/17/9/093039 [37] E. S. Mananga, T. Charpentier, On the floquet–magnus expansion: Applications in solid-state nuclear magnetic resonance and physics,

Physics Reports 609 (2016) 1–49, on the Floquet–Magnus expansion: Applications in solid-state nuclear magnetic resonance and physics. doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2015.10.005. URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0370157315004378 [38] T. Oka, S. Kitamura, Floquet engineering of quantum materials, Annual Review of Condensed Matter Physics

10 (1) (2019) 387–408. doi:10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013423. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev-conmatphys-031218-013423 [39] H. B. Nielsen, M. Ninomiya, ADLER-BELL-JACKIW ANOMALY AND WEYL FERMIONS IN CRYSTAL,

Phys. Lett. B 130 (1983) 389–396. doi:10.1016/0370-2693(83)91529-0.

[40] N. Tanji, Quark pair creation in color electric fields and effects of magnetic fields, Annals of Physics 325 (9)

(2010) 2018–2040. doi:10.1016/j.aop.2010.03.012. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2010.03.012 [41] H. Taya, Dynamically assisted Schwinger mechanism and chirality production in parallel electromagnetic field,

Phys. Rev. Res. 2 (2) (2020) 023257. arXiv:2003.08948, doi:10.1103/PhysRevResearch.2.023257. [42] J. Ambjorn, J. Greensite, C. Peterson, The Axial Anomaly and the Lattice Dirac Sea, Nucl. Phys. B 221 (1983)

381–408. doi:10.1016/0550-3213(83)90585-0.

[43] J. S. Schwinger, On gauge invariance and vacuum polarization, Phys. Rev. 82 (1951) 664–679.

doi:10.1103/PhysRev.82.664.

[44] S. S. Bulanov, N. B. Narozhny, V. D. Mur, V. S. Popov, On e+ e- pair production by a focused laser pulse in

vacuum, Phys. Lett. A 330 (2004) 1–6. arXiv:hep-ph/0403163, doi:10.1016/j.physleta.2004.07.013. [45] G. V. Dunne, C. Schubert, Worldline instantons and pair production in inhomogeneous fields, Phys. Rev. D 72

(2005) 105004. arXiv:hep-th/0507174, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.72.105004.

[46] H. Taya, T. Fujimori, T. Misumi, M. Nitta, N. Sakai, Exact WKB analysis of the vacuum pair production by

time-dependent electric fields, JHEP 03 (2021) 082. arXiv:2010.16080, doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2021)082. [47] E. Brezin, C. Itzykson, Pair production in vacuum by an alternating field, Phys. Rev. D 2 (1970) 1191–1199.

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.2.1191.

[48] L. V. Keldysh, Ionization in the Field of a Strong Electromagnetic Wave, J. Exp. Theor. Phys. 20 (5) (1965) 1307–

1314.

[49] V. S. Popov, Production of e+e- Pairs in an Alternating External Field, JETP Lett. 13 (1971) 185–187. [50] G. Floquet, Sur les équations différentielles linéaires à coefficients périodiques, Annales scientifiques de l’École

Normale Supérieure 2e série, 12 (1883) 47–88. doi:10.24033/asens.220. URL http://archive.numdam.org/articles/10.24033/asens.220/ [51] K. Mizuta, K. Takasan, N. Kawakami, High-frequency expansion for floquet prethermal phases with emergent symmetries: Application to time crystals and floquet engineering, Physical Review B 100 (2) (Jul 2019). doi:10.1103/physrevb.100.020301. URL http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.020301 [52] M. E. Peskin, D. V. Schroeder, An Introduction to quantum field theory, Addison-Wesley, Reading, USA, 1995. [53] D. M. Wolkow, Uber eine Klasse von Losungen der Diracschen Gleichung, Z. Phys. 94 (1935) 250–260. 29

doi:10.1007/BF01331022.

[54] A. Di Piazza, C. Muller, K. Z. Hatsagortsyan, C. H. Keitel, Extremely high-intensity laser interactions with fundamental quantum systems, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84 (2012) 1177. arXiv:1111.3886,

doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.84.1177.

[55] C. Harvey, T. Heinzl, A. Ilderton, M. Marklund, Intensity-dependent electron mass shift in a laser field: Existence, universality, and detection, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109 (2012) 100402. doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.100402. URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.100402 [56] R. Schutzhold, H. Gies, G. Dunne, Dynamically assisted Schwinger mechanism, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 (2008) 130404. arXiv:0807.0754, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.101.130404.

[57] A. Di Piazza, E. Lotstedt, A. I. Milstein, C. H. Keitel, Barrier control in tunneling e+ - e- photoproduction, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 103 (2009) 170403. arXiv:0906.0726, doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.170403. [58] G. V. Dunne, H. Gies, R. Schutzhold, Catalysis of Schwinger Vacuum Pair Production, Phys. Rev. D 80 (2009) 111301. arXiv:0908.0948, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.80.111301.

[59] P. Copinger, K. Fukushima, Spatially Assisted Schwinger Mechanism and Magnetic Catalysis, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 117 (8) (2016) 081603, [Erratum: Phys.Rev.Lett. 118, 099903 (2017)]. arXiv:1605.05957,

doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.081603.

[60] H. Taya, Franz-Keldysh effect in strong-field QED, Phys. Rev. D 99 (5) (2019) 056006. arXiv:1812.03630,

doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.99.056006.

[61] X.-G. Huang, M. Matsuo, H. Taya, Spontaneous generation of spin current from the vacuum by strong electric fields, PTEP 2019 (11) (2019) 113B02. arXiv:1904.07593, doi:10.1093/ptep/ptz112.

[62] S. Villalba-Chávez, C. Müller, Signatures of the Schwinger mechanism assisted by a fast-oscillating electric field, Phys. Rev. D 100 (11) (2019) 116018. arXiv:1907.06438, doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.100.116018.