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Abstract

We study the θ -vacuum of QCD using two-flavor chiral perturbation theory (χPT) in the pres-
ence of a uniform, background magnetic field calculating the magnetic field-dependent free energy
density, the topological density, the topological susceptibility and the fourth cumulant at one-loop
order. We find that the topological susceptibility is enhanced by the magnetic field while the
fourth topological cumulant is diminished at weak fields and enhanced at larger fields when θ = 0.
However, in the QCD vacuum with θ 6= 0, the topological susceptibility can be either monotoni-
cally enhanced or diminished relative to their θ -vacuum values. The fourth cumulant also exhibits
monotonic enhancement or suppression except for regions of θ near 0 and 2π , where it is both
diminished and enhanced. Finally, the topological density is enhanced for all magnetic fields with
its relative shift being identical to the relative shift of the up and down quark condensates in the
θ -vacuum.

1. Introduction

The vacuum of quantum chromodynamics (QCD) possesses topological properties as a conse-
quence of the axial U(1) anomaly [1, 2, 3, 4, 5], which is closely connected to the yet unresolved
strong CP problem, see Ref. [6] for a recent discussion. The n-flavor QCD Lagrangian in the chiral
limit is symmetric under SU(n)V × SU(n)A, which is broken dynamically by the QCD vacuum
to SU(n)V giving rise to 2n2− 1 Goldstone bosons. Furthermore, the QCD Lagrangian is also
symmetric under U(1)V , which ensures the conservation of baryon current. Finally and of most
relevance to this paper, the QCD Lagrangian in the chiral limit is symmetric under U(1)A, which
would imply that all hadrons possess opposite parity partners. However, the lightest quarks have
small masses that break SU(n)V and give rise to pseudo-Goldstone bosons (also pseudo-scalars)
instead of massless bosons. But there are no scalar counterparts, not even approximate ones, and
the U(1)A symmetry is not spontaneously broken since this should give rise to a pseudoscalar isos-
inglet [7], suggesting that the U(1)A symmetry of the Lagrangian is broken strongly via a different
mechanism, namely instantons [8, 9]. Unlike the QCD Lagrangian (in the massless limit), the
QCD partition function is not symmetric since the path integral measure transforms under U(1)A
rotations [10]. As a consequence of this U(1)A anomaly, there exists a θ -term in the QCD partition
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function

Z =
∫

DADqD q̄exp
[

i
∫

d4xLQCD

]
, (1)

where the functional integral DqD q̄≡∏ f Dq f q̄ f , and the QCD Lagrangian including the θ -term
is

LQCD =− 1
4

Ga
µνGaµν −

g2θ

32π2 G̃aµνGa
µν + q̄

(
i /D−M

)
q . (2)

Ga
µν = ∂µAa

ν − ∂νAa
µ + g fabcAb

µAc
ν is the gluon field tensor, G̃a

µν = 1
2εµναβ Gaαβ is the dual field

strength tensor, the covariant derivative is /Dµ = /∂ µ − ig/Aa
µ

λ a

2 , M is the diagonal, real quark mass
matrix and q is the quark field with flavor, Dirac and color indices suppressed. In the presence of
an external magnetic field, the covariant derivative is modified to /D→ /D− ieQ/A, where Q is the
diagonal quark charge matrix and Aµ is the external electromagnetic gauge field. Under an axial
U(1) rotation the quark fields transform as

q→ e−iΘγ5q , (3)

with a corresponding transformation of the integration measure in the partition function [10]

D q̄Dq→ exp
[
−i
∫

d4x
g2Θn
16π2 G̃aµνGaµν

]
D q̄Dq , (4)

where the additional factor of n arises due to the transformation of quark (and anti-quark) field
measures associated with each flavor. The diagonal mass term in the Lagrangian, on the other
hand, transforms as

Lmass =−
n

∑
f=1

m f q̄ f q f →−
n

∑
f=1

m f q̄ f e−i2Θγ5q f , (5)

where m f is the mass of the quark with flavor f . Choosing Θ =− θ

2n removes the explicit θ depen-
dent term containing the dual field strength tensor in the Lagrangian at the expense of modifying
the quark mass matrix term. 1

Since the contribution of the θ -vacuum can be codified into the modified mass term in QCD
and this rotation is unaffected by the presence of a U(1) vector potential, we can use χPT with
a modified scalar source to study the effects of the magnetic field on the topological cumulants.
For quark masses and magnetic fields (strictly speaking

√
eH, where H is the external field) that

are small compared to the typical hadronic scale, ΛHad ∼ 4π fπ , where fπ is the pion decay con-
stant, χPT [12, 13, 14] provides an effective field theoretic description with corrections that are
systematically controlled. As such they have been previously used to characterize the topological

1For an elementary discussion of the structure of the QCD Lagrangian in the presence of a complex mass term, see
for instance Ref. [11]
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susceptibility and other cumulants [15, 16, 17, 18]. The goal of this paper is to include the effect
of a uniform background magnetic field.

QCD has been studied in a background magnetic field due to their relevance to a wide range
of phenomenological settings including magnetars, the quark-gluon plasma of the early universe
and more recently for heavy-ion collisions. In the former two, the focus has been on the nature
of chiral symmetry breaking while in the latter the focus has been on the chiral magnetic effect
(CME), which leads to charge separation due to an external magnetic field and a chirality imbalance
induced either by an electric field or an axial chemical potential (i.e. θ̇ , the time evolution of the
vacuum angle). While the properties of the QCD vacuum in the presence of an axial chemical
potential (see for instance Ref. [19]), has been studied, to the best of our knowledge, the effect
of the magnetic field on the axial properties (as characterized by topological cumulants) in the
confined phase of QCD appears to have been ignored. While the θ -parameter of the universe
is small as suggested by the experimental constraints on the neutron dipole moment [20] (with
a recent estimate of θ . 10−11 [21]), we need not restrict ourselves to the θ = 0 vacuum – in
heavy ion collisions, θ is expected to be finite for small time scales within the QGP fireball [22].
Furthermore, one of the proposed solutions to the strong CP problem, i.e. the axion resolution [23,
24], involves a finite θ parameter relaxing to zero [25, 26].

The paper is organized as follows: we begin with the calculation of the two-flavor free energy
density at O(p4) in Section 2, which we use to calculate the topological susceptibility, the fourth
cumulant, the up and down quark condensates and susceptibilites. In Section 3, we characterize
the relative shift of the topological susceptibility and fourth cumulant for general values of θ . We
also discuss low energy theorems that relate the shift in the topological susceptibility and fourth
cumulant to that of the chiral condensate and susceptibility (for θ = 0) and the the relation of the
relative shift in the topological susceptibility to that of the chiral condensate before concluding the
paper with a summary, some final thoughts and speculations.

2. Two-Flavor χPT

We begin our analysis with the O(p2) Lagrangian [12, 14]

L2 =−
1
4

FµνFµν +
f 2

4
Tr
[
∇µΣ(∇µ

Σ)†
]
+

f 2

4
Tr
[
χΣ

† +Σχ
†
]
, (6)

where Σ is an SU(n) matrix, f is the tree-level pion decay constant, χ is the scalar-pseudoscalar
source and F is the electromagnetic tensor. The covariant derivative is defined as

∇µΣ = ∂µΣ− ieAµ [Q,Σ] , (7)

where Q = diag
(
+2

3 ,−
1
3

)
is the quark charge matrix. In the θ -vacuum,

χ = 2Be−iθ/nM , (8)

where n is the number of quark flavors. In the two-flavor case, the mass matrix,

M = diag(mu,md) =
1
2(mu +md)1+

1
2(mu−md)τ3 . (9)
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Figure 1: Left: Plot of the ground state value of α for 0≤ θ ≤ 2π . Right: Plot of the tree-level pion mass (normalized
by the tree-level pion mass when θ = 0) for PDG values of quark masses given in Eq. (50).

points in the 1 and τ3 directions. As such, we anticipate the possibility of the ground state, Σα ,
also pointing in the τ3 direction. In order to study this explicity, we proceed by parameterizing the
most general form for the ground state in the presence of the θ term

Σα = cosα 1+ isinα φ̂iτi , (10)

where we adopt the Einstein summation convention with an implied sum over the isospin index a
and φ̂aφ̂a = 1 which guarantees unitarity, i.e. Σ

†
αΣα = 1. Then the tree-level free energy (excluding

the external magnetic field) is

F̃tree =− f 2B
[
(mu +md)cosα cos θ

2 +(md−mu)φ̂3 sinα sin θ

2

]
, (11)

which is minimized when φ̂3 = 1, assuming md > mu. Then φ̂1 = φ̂2 = 0 and

F̃tree =− f 2B [mu cosφu(θ)+md cosφd(θ)] , (12)

where φu(θ) =
θ

2 +α(θ) and φd(θ) =
θ

2 −α(θ) with their values adding to the vacuum angle, θ .
α is found by minimizing the tree-level free energy, F̃tree,

tanα = md−mu
mu+md

tan θ

2 , (13)

which is a well-known result in χPT, for instance see Ref. [11]. In the left panel of Fig. 1, we plot
the α for values of θ between 0 and 2π assuming realistic values of quark masses with md > mu
extracted from the Particle Data Group [27], see Eq. (50). The ground state value of α is non-zero
for all values of θ except 0, π and 2π . For 0 < θ < π , α > 0 and for π < θ < 2π , α < 0.

In order to study the effect on the topological susceptibility due to a uniform magnetic field,
which first appears at next-to-leading order in the chiral expansion, we proceed by parameterizing
the fluctuations of the pion fields using

Σ = Aαei φaτa
f Aα , where Aα = ei α

2 τ3 (14)
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and there is an implied sum over the isospin index a = 1,2,3 and φa are the fluctuations around
the ground state value of α , which is altered from the tree-level value of Eq. (13) due to quantum
fluctuations. Using the standard definition of charge eigenstates,

φaτa =

(
π0

√
2π+

√
2π− −π0

)
, (15)

the linear contribution to the Lagrangian is

L2,linear = B f [mu sinφu(θ)−md sinφd(θ)]π
0 (16)

and the quadratic contribution is

L2,quad =−
1
2

H2 +Dµπ
+Dµ

π
−− m̊2

π±(θ)π
+

π
−+

1
2

∂µπ
0
∂

µ
π

0− 1
2

m̊2
π0(θ)π

0
π

0 , (17)

where Dµπ± ≡ (∂µ ± ieAµ)π
± and the tree-level charged and neutral pion masses, m̊2

π±(θ) and
m̊2

π0(θ), respectively are degenerate,

m̊2
π±(θ) = m̊2

π0(θ) = B [mu cosφu(θ)+md cosφd(θ)] = B
√

m2
u +m2

d +2mumd cosθ , (18)

with the second equality following from using the tree-level value of α(θ) from Eq. (13). In the
right panel of Fig. 1, we plot the ratio of the degenerate pion mass, m̊π(θ) in the θ vacuum to the
pion mass in the θ = 0 vacuum. The pion mass is even about θ = 0 with a minimum at θ = π .
This is straightforward to note by factoring out (mu +md)

2 from the square root in Eq. (18) and
identifying m̊π(0) with

√
B(mu +md). The resulting expression

m̊π(θ) = m̊π(0) 4
√

1− 4mumd
(mu+md)2 sin2 θ

2 , (19)

makes transparent the salient features depicted in the figure.
For a next-to-leading order calculation that incorporates the effects of a background magnetic

field, we need the one loop contributions arising from L2,quad, which are of O(p4) and the tree-
level contributions that arise from L4. The divergences from the latter exactly cancel the one-loop
divergences. For two-flavor χPT, we need the tree-level contribution from the O(p4) Lagrangian

L4 =
l3 + l4

16
Tr
[
χΣ

† +χ
†
Σ

]2
+

h1 +h3− l4
4

Tr(χχ
†)− l7

16

[
Tr(χΣ

†−χ
†
Σ)
]2

+
h1−h3− l4

16

{[
Tr(χΣ

† +χ
†
Σ)
]2

+
[
Tr(χΣ

†−χ
†
Σ)
]2
−2Tr

(
Σχ

†
Σχ

† +χΣ
†
χΣ

†
)}

− 4h2 + l5
2

Tr
[
FR

µνFRµν +FL
µνFLµν

]
+ l5 Tr

[
ΣFL

µνΣ
†FRµν

]
,

(20)

where FR
µν = FL

µν =−e τ3
2 Fµν and Fµν is the electromagnetic tensor. The low energy constants, on

the other hand, required for renormalization are

li = lr
i + γiλ , hi = hr

i +δiλ , λ =− Λ−2ε

2(4π)2

(
1
ε
+1
)

, (21)
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where both lr
i and hr

i are scale-dependent. They are defined as

lr
i =

γi

2(4π)2

[
l̄i + log

2Bm̂
Λ2

]
, hr

i =
δi

2(4π)2

[
h̄i + log

2Bm̂
Λ2

]
, (22)

where m̂ = mu+md
2 is the average light quark mass, Λ is the renormalization scale in the MS-scheme

and the constants γi and δi required for renormalization are

γ3 =−
1
2
, γ4 = 2, γ5 =−

1
6
, γ7 = 0, δ1 = 2, δ2 =

1
12

, δ3 = 0 , (23)

with the definitions of lr
i and hr

i suspended when either γi or δi are zero.
With all the ingredients for renormalization in place, we next require the one-loop contribution

to the effective potential. For the charged pion, this requires summing over the Landau energy
levels. The contribution to the effective potential for a pair of charged meson with bare mass m is

IH(m) =
eH
2π

∞

∑
k=0

∫
p0,pz

ln[p2
0 + p2

z +m2
H ] (24)

where m2
H = m2 +(2k + 1)|eH| and

∫
p0 pz
≡
∫ d p0

2π

d pz
2π

. We proceed by first taking the derivative
with respect to m2, introducing Schwinger’s proper time variable, s, summing over all the Landau
level, i.e. k, and finally integrating over p0, pz and m2. We get

IH(m) =− µ2ε

(4π)2

∫
∞

0
ds

1
s3−ε

e−m2s
[

eHs
sinheHs

]
, (25)

where we have written in the Schwinger proper-time integral in d = 2−2ε dimensions with µ =√
eγE Λ2, which is convenient for dimensional regularization. We note that the integral is divergent

in the ultraviolet: for small values of s, the integrand diverges as s−3 even when the external
magnetic field is absent. Isolating both the m and H dependent divergences we get,

IH(m) =Idiv
H (m)+ Ifin

H (m) (26)

Idiv
H (m) =− m4

2(4π)2

[
1
ε
+

3
2
+ log

Λ2

m2

]
+

(eH)2

6(4π)2

[
1
ε
+ log

Λ2

m2

]
(27)

Ifin
H (m) =− 1

(4π)2

∫
∞

0

ds
s3 e−m2s

[
eHs

sinheHs
−1+

(eHs)2

6

]
. (28)

We have not only isolated the standard m4 divergence in the absence of an external magnetic field
but the divergent H-dependent contribution ensures that the finite term, Ifin

H , is consistent with that
of Ref. [28] – it also turns out to be the most convenient choice for charge renormalization.

We now calculate the 1-loop free energy at finite H in terms of φu(θ) and φd(θ) using the
tree-level contribution to the free energy Ftree, the contribution from one-loop graphs, F1 and the
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counterterms, Fct,

Ftree(θ) =
1
2

H2− f 2B [mu cosφu(θ)+md cosφd(θ)] (29)

F1(θ) = IH [m̊π±(θ)]+
1
2

I0[m̊π0(θ)] (30)

Fct(θ) =−(l3 + l4) [B{mu cosφu(θ)+md cosφd(θ)}]2

− l7 [B{−mu sinφu(θ)−md sinφd(θ)}]2− (h1 +h3− l4)
[
B2(m2

u +m2
d)
]

−2(h1−h3− l4)
[
B2mumd cosθ

]
+4h2(eH)2 , (31)

where Ftree =
1
2H2+F̃tree, is the full tree-level contribution to the free energy including the exter-

nal magnetic field, with F̃tree is the contribution due to the H = 0 vacuum from Eq. (12). F1 is the
contribution to the free energy arising through one-loop diagrams – the first term arises through
the interaction of the charged pions with the external magnetic field and the second through the
neutral pion, which does not interact with the magnetic field. Finally, Fct represents the tree-level
counterterms and has divergences that arise through the low-energy-constants of Eq. (21). These
are cancelled exactly by the ones arising through the one-loop contributions, which includes di-
vergences quadratic in the magnetic field. The resulting one-loop free energy in the presence of
the θ -term and a uniform magnetic field can be written in terms of H-independent and dependent
contributions

F (θ ,H) =F0(θ)+FH(θ) . (32)

where the H-independent contribution is

F0(θ) =− f 2m̊2
π(θ)− (lr

3 + lr
4)m̊

4
π(θ)−

3m̊4
π(θ)

4(4π)2

[
1
2
+ log

Λ2

m̊2
π(θ)

]
− (hr

1− lr
4−h3)

[
B2{m2

u +m2
d +2mumd cosθ}

]
−2h3

[
B2{m2

u +m2
d}
]
− l7 [B{mu sinφu(θ)+md sinφd(θ)}]2 , (33)

which is in agreement with Ref. [16]. The magnetic field dependent contribution is

FH(θ) =
1
2

H2
R +

(eH)2

(4π)2 IH(
m̊2

π (θ)
eH ) , (34)

where HR = ZHH is the renormalized magnetic field, IH is the Schwinger integral defined in
Eq. (A.1) and Z−1

H is the charge renormalization wave function, which ensures that eH remains
invariant,

ZH = 1+4e2hr
2 +

e2

6(4π)2

(
log

Λ2

m̊2
π(θ)

−1
)

. (35)

The θ -dependence in F0 enters through φu(θ) =
θ

2 +α and φd(θ) =
θ

2 −α , where α is the
vacuum orientation that also depends on θ and is modified from its tree-level value of Eq. (13)
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due to one-loop effects. This change in the value of α is straightforward to calculate at one loop
level for all values of θ and depends only on the LEC l7 since all other terms in the NLO free
energy depend on θ only through m̊π(θ): the leading value of α is found by setting the derivative
of − f 2m̊2

π(θ) to zero. In the next-to-leading order calculation of α , this ensures that terms that
depend on θ purely through m̊π(θ) do not contribute to an NLO change in the tree-level ground
state value of α . Since all contributions in the free energy including terms-dependent on H do, with
the exception of the term proportional to l7, the NLO value of α depends only on l7 [29]. However,
this change in the value of α does not contribute to the free energy at O(p4). We, therefore get,
including the H-dependent contribution, FH , the following free energy

F (θ ,H) =
1
2

H2
R− f 2m̊2

π(θ)− (lr
3 +hr

1−h3)m̊4
π(θ)−

3m̊4
π(θ)

4(4π)2

[
1
2
+ log

Λ2

m̊2
π(θ)

]
−2h3

[
B2{m2

u +m2
d}
]
− l7

4B4m2
um2

d sin2
θ

m̊4
π(θ)

+
(eH)2

(4π)2 IH(
m̊2

π (θ)
eH ) ,

(36)

where m̊π(θ) is the same as in Eq. (19). The term proportional to l7 contributes to the free energy
at finite θ mod π .

2.1. Topological Density, Susceptibility and Fourth Cumulant
The free energy can be used to calculate the topological density, susceptibility and fourth cumulant
up to O(p4). They are defined in terms of the full free energy, F as

ρt =
∂F (θ ,H)

∂θ
, χt =

∂ 2F (θ ,H)

∂θ 2 , c4 =
∂ 4F (θ ,H)

∂θ 4 , (37)

respectively. Using the definitions, we get for the topological density

ρt(θ ,H) =
B2 f 2mumd sinθ

m̊2
π(θ)

+2B2mumd sinθ(lr
3 +hr

1−h3)+
3B2mumd

2(4π)2 log
Λ2

m̊2
π(θ)

sinθ

−8l7

(
B2mumd

m̊2
π(θ)

)2

sinθ

[
cosθ +

B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

sin2
θ

]
− (eH)2

(4π)2
B2mumd

m̊2
π(θ)

sinθIH,2(
m̊2

π (θ)
eH ) ,

(38)

with each term proportional to sinθ and suggesting that the topological density vanishes when
θ = 0 and becomes finite for θ > 0 and excluding θ = π and 2π with the latter equivalent to
θ = 0. The topological susceptibility, on the other hand, is

χt(θ ,H) =
B2 f 2mumd

m̊2
π(θ)

(
cosθ +

B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

sin2
θ

)
+2B2(lr

3 +hr
1−h3)mumd cosθ

− 3B2mumd

2(4π)2

[
B2mumd sin2

θ

m̊4
π(θ)

+ cosθ log
Λ2

m̊2
π(θ)

]
− l7

8B4m2
um2

d
m̊4

π(θ)

[
cos2θ +

5B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

cosθ sin2
θ +

4B4m2
um2

d

m̊8
π(θ)

sin4
θ

]
− eH

(4π)2
B2mumd

m̊2
π(θ)

(
cosθ +

B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

sin2
θ

)
IH,2(

m̊2
π (θ)
eH )− 1

(4π)2

(
B2mumd

m̊2
π(θ)

sin2
θ

)
IH,1(

m̊2
π (θ)
eH ) ,

(39)
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and the fourth cumulant is

c4(θ ,H) =−B2 f 2mumd

m̊2
π(θ)

cosθ

(
1− 3B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

cosθ

)
−2B2(lr

3 +hr
1−h3)mumd cosθ

− 3B2mumd

2(4π)2

[
cosθ log

Λ2

m̊2
π(θ)

+
B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

(
−3cos2

θ +4sin2
θ
)

−
4B4m2

um2
d sin2

θ

m̊8
π(θ)

(
3cosθ +

2B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

sin2
θ

)]

+ l7
32B4m2

um2
d

m̊4
π(θ)

[
cos2θ +

B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

{
−3cos3

θ +
53
4

sin2
θ cosθ

}
+

(
B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

)2{
16sin4

θ − 39
4

sin2
θ

}
−
(

B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

)3

84sin4
θ cosθ −

(
B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

)4

48sin6
θ

]

+

(
B2mumd

m̊2
π(θ)

)[
cosθ +

B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

(4sin2
θ −3cos2

θ)−
(

B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

)2

9sinθ sin2θ

−
(

B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

)3

15sin4
θ

]
eH

(4π)2 IH,2(
m̊2

π (θ)
eH )

+

(
B2mumd

m̊2
π(θ)

)2[
(4sin2

θ −3cos2
θ)−

(
B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

)
9sinθ sin2θ

−
(

B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

)2

15sin4
θ

]
1

(4π)2 IH,1(
m̊2

π (θ)
eH )

−
(

B2mumd

m̊2
π(θ)

)3[
6sin2

θ

{
cosθ +

(
B2mumd

m̊4
π(θ)

)
sin2

θ

}]
1

(4π)2eH
IH,0(

m̊2
π (θ)
eH )

−
(

B2mumd

m̊2
π(θ)

)4

sin4
θ

1
(4π)2(eH)2 IH,−1(

m̊2
π (θ)
eH ) ,

(40)

where the integrals IH,2(y), IH,1(y), IH,0(y) and IH,−1(y) are defined in Eqs. (A.3), (A.4), (A.5)
and (A.6) respectively. The pion mass m̊π(θ) is defined in Eqs. (18) and (19).

2.2. Quark Condensates and Susceptibilities
The topological observables can be related to the light quark condensates and susceptibilities. They
are defined as

〈q̄ f q f 〉=
∂F (θ ,H)

∂mq f

, χq f =
∂ 2F (θ ,H)

∂m2
q f

(41)
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where q f = u or d. The up and down quark condensates in the θ -vacuum with a background
magnetic field is

〈ūu〉(θ ,H) =−B2 f 2(mu +md cosθ)

m̊2
π(θ)

−2B2(mu +md cosθ)(lr
3 +hr

1)−2B2(mu−md cosθ)h3

− 3B2(mu +md cosθ)

2(4π)2 log
Λ2

m̊2
π(θ)

− l7
8B4mum2

d sin2
θ

m̊4
π(θ)

(
1− B2mu(mu +md cosθ)

m̊4
π(θ)

)
+

eH
(4π)2

B2(mu +md cosθ)

m̊2
π(θ)

IH,2(
m̊2

π (θ)
eH ) ,

(42)

〈d̄d〉(θ ,H) =−B2 f 2(md +mu cosθ)

m̊2
π(θ)

−2B2(md +mu cosθ)(lr
3 +hr

1)−2B2(md−mu cosθ)h3

− 3B2(md +mu cosθ)

2(4π)2 log
Λ2

m̊2
π(θ)

− l7
8B4mdm2

u sin2
θ

m̊4
π(θ)

(
1− B2md(md +mu cosθ)

m̊4
π(θ)

)
+

eH
(4π)2

B2(md +mu cosθ)

m̊2
π(θ)

IH,2(
m̊2

π (θ)
eH ) ,

(43)

where IH,2(y) is defined in Eq. (A.3). The chiral susceptibilities are

χu(θ ,H) =− B2 f 2

m̊2
π(θ)

[
1− B2(mu +md cosθ)2

m̊4
π(θ)

]
−2B2(lr

3 +h2
1 +h3)

+
3B2

2(4π)2

[
B2(mu +md cosθ)2

m̊4
π(θ)

− log
Λ2

m̊2
π(θ)

]
− l7

8B4m2
d

m̊4
π(θ)

sin2
θ

[
1− B2mu(5mu +4md cosθ)

m̊4
π(θ)

+
4B4m2

u(mu +md cosθ)2

m̊8
π(θ)

]
+

eH
(4π)2

B2

m̊2
π(θ)

[
1− B2(mu +md cosθ)2

m̊4
π(θ)

]
IH,2(

m̊2
π (θ)
eH )

− 1
(4π)2

B4(mu +md cosθ)2

m̊4
π(θ)

IH,1(
m̊2

π (θ)
eH ) ,

(44)

10



χd(θ ,H) =− B2 f 2

m̊2
π(θ)

[
1− B2(md +mu cosθ)2

m̊4
π(θ)

]
−2B2(lr

3 +h2
1 +h3)

+
3B2

2(4π)2

[
B2(md +mu cosθ)2

m̊4
π(θ)

− log
Λ2

m̊2
π(θ)

]
− l7

8B4m2
u

m̊4
π(θ)

sin2
θ

[
1− B2md(5md +4mu cosθ)

m̊4
π(θ)

+
4B4m2

d(md +mu cosθ)2

m̊8
π(θ)

]
+

eH
(4π)2

B2

m̊2
π(θ)

[
1− B2(md +mu cosθ)2

m̊4
π(θ)

]
IH,2(

m̊2
π (θ)
eH )

− 1
(4π)2

B2(md +mu cosθ)2

m̊2
π(θ)

IH,1(
m̊2

π (θ)
eH ) ,

(45)

where IH,1(y) is defined in Eq. (A.4). We note that the up and down quark condensates and chiral
susceptibilities in the θ -vacua are related by an interchange of the up and down quark masses.

3. Discussion

In this section, we characterize and discuss the relative shifts in the topological density, topological
susceptibility and the fourth cumulant not only the θ vacuum and but also in the normal θ = 0
vacuum. In order to do, we begin by defining the relative shift of the quantity, Q, as

RQ =
QH

Q0
, (46)

where Q = Q0 +QH , with QH being the absolute shift of the quantity Q from its H = 0 vacuum
value, Q0, due to the background magnetic field at next-to-leading order or O(p4). Since we are
interested in the leading order relative shifts and QH is of O(p4), we can proceed by choosing Q0
to be of O(p2), i.e. tree-level.

3.1. θ = 0
The relative shifts of the topological susceptibility and the fourth cumulant in the θ = 0 vacuum
are easily found using Eqs. (39) and (40),

Rχt =−
eH

(4π f )2 IH,2(
m̊2

π (0)
eH ) (47)

Rc4 =−
eH

(4π f )2 IH,2(
m̊2

π (0)
eH )+

3
(4π f )2

Bm[3]

m̄2 IH,1(
m̊2

π (0)
eH ) , (48)

where m̊π(0) is the bare pion mass in the θ = 0 vacuum defined in Eq. (18), and the integrals IH,2
and IH,1 are defined in Eqs. (A.3) and (A.4) respectively. The reduced mass, m̄, and the quantity,
m[3], with mass dimension 3, are defined as

m̄ =

(
1

mu
+

1
md

)−1

, m[3] =

(
1

m3
u
+

1
m3

d

)−1

. (49)
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Figure 2: Plots of the relative shift in the topological susceptibility (fourth cumulant) relative to their H = 0 vacuum
values as a function the background magnetic field, eH, on the left (right) panel.

In Fig. 2, we plot the relative shifts of the topological susceptibility and the fourth cumulant as
a function of the external magnetic field in the θ = 0 vacuum. In order to do so, we replace the
bare pion mass and decay constant in the relative shifts with the physical ones since the corrections
that arise are an order higher than our calculations. Furthermore, we use the following values for
the pion mass and decay constant extracted from the Particle Data Group review [27],

mπ = 139.6 MeV,
√

2 fπ = 130.2 MeV, mu = 2.32 MeV, md = 3.71 MeV . (50)

The relative shifts are plotted up to eH = 4m2
π , which is within the regime of validity of χPT.

As can be seen in the left panel of Fig. 2, the topological susceptibility increases monotically
with a change of approximately 2% for a magnetic field, eH = 4m2

π . The monotonic increase is
anticipated from Eq. (47) since the integrals, IH,n, are negative definite, vanishing in the absence
of a background field.

In the right panel of Fig. 2, we plot the relative shift of the fourth cumulant. It is suppressed
at low magnetic fields up to approximately eH ≈ 3.2m2

π and is monotonically enhanced thereafter.
This can be anticipated from Eq. (47) since the two terms come with opposite signs with the second
term dominating for weak magnetic fields and the first term for larger ones. It is also worth noting
that the relative shift of the topological susceptibility has a structure very similar to that of the
well-known relative shift of the light quark condensates in a uniform magnetic field, which has the
form

R〈q̄ f q f 〉 =−
eH

(4π f )2 IH,2(
m̊2

π (0)
eH ) , (51)

where q f = u or d, as can be deduced easily from Eqs. (42) and (43). The relative shift of the
topological susceptibility in Eq. (47) is precisely equal to that of the quark condensates. As we
note in the following subsection, this is a manifestation of a sum rule whereby the topological
susceptibility shift is proportional to the quark condensate shifts.
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3.1.1. Sum Rules (θ = 0)
There are sum rules that connect the topological susceptibility shift to the quark condensate

shifts and the fourth cumulant shift to the shifts of the quark condensates and quark susceptibili-
ties [31].

We first proceed by using Eqs. (39) and (40) to find the absolute shifts of the topological
susceptibility and the fourth cumulant, which gives

χt,H =− Bm̄
(4π)2 (eH)IH,2(

m̊2
π (0)
eH ) (52)

c4,H =
Bm̄4

(4π)2

(
eH
m[3]

)
IH,2(

m̊2
π (0)
eH )− 3B2m̄2

(4π)2 IH,1(
m̊2

π (0)
eH ) , (53)

where m̄ is the reduced mass defined in Eq. (49) and m̊π(0) is the bare pion mass in the θ = 0
vacuum. Similarly, using Eqs. (42), (43), (44), we get for the up quark and down quark condensates
and susceptibilities,

〈q̄ f q f 〉H =
B(eH)

(4π)2 IH,2(
m̊2

π (0)
eH ) , χq f ,H =− B2

(4π)2 IH,1(
m̊2

π (0)
eH ) , (54)

where q f is either u or d. Since both the topological shift and quark condensate shifts are propor-
tional to the integral IH,2 we can straightforwardly relate these shifts. We find

χt,H =−m̄〈q̄ f q f 〉H , (55)

which shows that the topological susceptibility shift is directly proportional to the chiral condensate
shift and the shifts have opposite signs. While the quark condensates become more negative in the
presence of a magnetic field, i.e. magnetic catalysis, the topological susceptibility is enhanced as
we have previously observed.

Similarly, the shift in the fourth cumulant is proportional to In,2 and In,1 and consequently can
be related to the quark condensate shifts, which are proportional to In,2 and the quark susceptibility
shifts, which are proportional to In,1. We get the following sum rule,

c4,H = m̄4

(
∑

q f=u,d

〈q̄ f q f 〉H
m3

q f

)
+3m̄2

χq f ,H , (56)

where m̄ is the reduced mass defined in Eq. (49). As anticipated, the shift in the fourth cumulant is
proportional to both the quark condensate shifts and the chiral susceptibility shifts.

Interestingly, the sum rule for the topological susceptibility shift is a manifestation of a Ward-
Takahashi identity that relates the topological susceptibility shift to the shift of the quark conden-
sates and the shift of an integrated two-point correlation function of q̄ f γ5q f , which is proportional
to the squares of the quark masses, and is consequently suppressed for small quark masses relative
to the term linear in the quark mass, which is also proportional to the quark condensate. The exact
result can be derived using the QCD partition function with the θ -term. We refer the interested
reader for a full discussion in Ref. [31].
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Figure 3: Plot of the relative shift of the topological density as a function of the magnetic field, eH.

3.2. θ 6= 0
In the θ -vacuum of QCD, i.e. 0 < θ < 2π , CP-odd quantities, which are zero when θ = 0

become finite. For instance, the topological density calculated in Eq. (38) is proportional to sinθ ,
which means it is an odd function about θ = π , and possesses the following relative shift (compared
to its tree-level value)

Rρt =−
(eH)2

(4π f )2 IH,2(
m̊2

π (θ)
eH ) . (57)

The structure is quite similar to that of the topological susceptibility shift in Eq. (47) with the
bare pion mass here belonging to θ vacuum. (It is also important to note that the relative shift
relationship does not apply for θ mod 2π = 0 and π since we would be dividing by zero.) Since
IH,2 is negative for finite values of H, the topological density is enhanced (monotonically) by the
magnetic field with the relative shift being symmetric (even) about θ = π . In Fig. 3, we plot the
relative shift of the topological density in the θ -vacuum for different values of the magnetic field
(eH). The magnitude of the topological density is enhanced for each value of θ . For each value of
the magnetic field, the topological density first increases from 0 to π , then decreases from π to 2π .
This is due to Eq. (57) and the fact that the pion mass in the θ -vacuum decreases from 0 to π and
then decreases from π to 2π as can be seen in the right panel of Fig. 1.

In Fig. 4, we plot the relative shifts in the topological susceptibility and the fourth cumulant
relative to their tree-level, θ -dependent values for four different values of the magnetic field eH

m2
π

=

1.0,2.0,3.0,4.0. These are denoted by red (solid), blue (dashed), green (dotted) and brown (dot-
dashed) lines. Using Eqs. (39) and (46), the relative shift of the topological susceptibility is

Rχt ,θ =− eH
(4π f )2 IH,2(

m̊2
π (θ)
eH )− 1

(4π f )2

(
B2mumd
m̊2

π (θ)
sin2

θ

)
(

cosθ + B2mumd
m̊4

π (θ)
sin2

θ

)IH,1(
m̊2

π (θ)
eH ) , (58)

where we note that for θ = 0, the result reduces to that of Eq. (47), unlike which it also contains a
term proportional to IH,1, which becomes divergent for two values of θ between 0 and 2π . These

14



��=�π
�

��=��π
�

��=��π
�

��=��π
�

� � � � � � �

-����

-����

����

����

����

θ

ℛ
χ
��
θ

��=�π
�

��=��π
�

��=��π
�

��=��π
�

� � � � � � �

-����

-����

-����

����

����

����

����

θ

ℛ
� �
�θ

Figure 4: Plots of the relative shift in the topological susceptibility (left panel) and the relative shift of the fourth
cumulant (right panel) as a function of the magnetic field, eH.

divergences arise from the topological susceptibility at tree-level, i.e. the first term of Eq. (39),
which are the values at which the tree-level topological susceptibility changes sign. As such in
the left panel of Fig. 4, we observe two points for each magnetic field where the relative shifts
diverge. The divergences shift from the tree-level values at finite H due to the additive, first term
in Eq. (58). The relative shift is positive and increases with increasing magnetic field except for a
narrow range of values of θ near the zeroes of the tree-level susceptibility.

In the right panel of Fig. 4, we plot the relative shift of the fourth cumulant, where the absolute
shift is given by the last four terms of Eq. (40) (which are proportional to IH,n) and the tree-
level fourth cumulant is the first term. We forgo the explicit writing of the relative shift since it is
cumbersome and not very informative. The tree-level fourth cumulant is negative with zeroes at
two different values of θ . As such we notice divergences in the relative shift of the fourth cumulant
in the right panel of Fig. 4. The magnetic field both enhances and diminishes the magnitude of the
fourth cumulant: in the region near the zeroes of its tree-level value, the fourth cumulant is either
monotonically enhanced and suppressed. This behavior is different from the behavior at θ = 0,
where the fourth cumulant is suppressed for small magnetic fields and enhanced for large fields as
previously seen in the right panel of Fig. 2. This behavior holds for θ ≥ 0 and approximately less
than 0.75 (and similarly for θ ≤ 2π and approximately greater than 2π minus 0.75).

4. Summary

With the discussion complete, we summarize and present some outlook on the key findings of
the study conducted in this paper: we have characterized the topological density, the topological
susceptibility and fourth cumulant of the QCD θ vacuum using a model-independent calculation
in χPT performed in the simultaneous presence of both θ and a background magnetic field. Our
results are valid for weak fields and small masses within the regime of validity of χPT. In the
simultaneous presence of the QCD θ angle and a magnetic field, QCD suffers from the fermion
sign problem – as such the results presented here are not amenable to lattice studies unlike at θ = 0
– see Ref. [30] for a discussion of previous lattice studies at H = 0. Furthermore, in this study,
we have identified sum rules (valid for θ = 0), first noted in Ref. [31], for completeness and also
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found a new sum rule that the relative shift of the topological density is equal to that of the up and
down quark condensates. Finally, we also found that the magnetic field enhances the size of the
topological susceptibility (except for narrow values of θ ) while it can either diminish or enhance
the fourth cumulant with the result depending on the values of θ and the magnetic field. The
topological density, on the other hand, if non-zero in the θ -vacuum is monotonically enhanced for
all magnetic fields within the regime of validity of χPT.
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Appendix A. Useful Integrals

The finite part of the one-loop effective potential of a charged particle in Eq. (28) is most conve-
niently characterized as

Ifin
H (m) =

(eH)2

(4π)2 IH(
m2

eH )

IH(y) =−
∫

∞

0
dz

e−yz

z3

[
z

sinhz
−1+

z2

6

]
= 4ζ

(1,0)(−1, y+1
2 )+( y

2)
2(1−2log y

2)+
1
6(log y

2 +1) ,

(A.1)

where y ≡ m2

eH and ζ (s,a) is the Hurwitz zeta function. In characterizing the topological suscepti-
bility and the fourth cumulant the following dimensionless integrals are useful,

IH,n(y) =
∫

∞

0
dz

e−yz

zn

(
z

sinhz
−1
)

. (A.2)

in particular for n = 2,1,0, and −1. They are

IH,2(y) = 2ζ
(1,0)(0, y+1

2 )− y(log y
2 −1) (A.3)

IH,1(y) = log y
2 −ψ0

(
y+1

2

)
(A.4)

IH,0(y) =−1
y +

1
2ψ1(

y+1
2 ) (A.5)

IH,−1(y) =− 1
y2 − 1

4ψ2(
y+1

2 ) , (A.6)

where ζ (s,a) is the Hurwitz zeta function with the two superscripts on the function representing
derivatives with respect to the first variable s and the second variable a respectively, ψn(y) is the
polygamma function, which is defined as the derivative of the log of the gamma function: ψn(y) =
dn+1 logΓ(y)

dyn+1 . It is also worth noting that the integrals, IH,n are negative definite and asymptote to
zero as y→ ∞, i.e. vanish in the absence of a magnetic field. Finally, IH,n satisfy the following
simple derivative identity

∂IH,n(y)
∂y

=−IH,n−1(y) , (A.7)

where y is a dimensionless ratio, y≡ m2

eH .
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