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Abstract

We study the constraints imposed on the electromagnetic response of general media by microcausality (commutators

of local fields vanish outside the light cone) and positivity of the imaginary parts (the medium can only absorb energy

from the external field). The equations of motion for the average electromagnetic field in a medium – the macroscopic

Maxwell equations – can be derived from the in-in effective action and the effect of the medium is encoded in the electric

and magnetic permeabilities ε(ω, |k|) and µ(ω, |k|). Microcausality implies analyticity of the retarded Green’s functions

when the imaginary part of the 4-vector (ω,k) lies in forward light cone. With appropriate assumptions about the

behavior of the medium at high frequencies one derives dispersion relations, originally studied by Leontovich. In the

case of dielectrics these relations, combined with the positivity of the imaginary parts, imply bounds on the low-energy

values of the response, ε(0, 0) and µ(0, 0). In particular the quantities ε(0, 0)− 1 and ε(0, 0)− 1/µ(0, 0) are constrained

to be positive and equal to integrals over the imaginary parts of the response. We discuss various improvements of these

bounds in the case of non-relativistic media and with additional assumptions about the UV behavior.

∗creminel@ictp.it
†oliver.janssen@epfl.ch
‡bsalehia@ictp.it
§lsenatore@phys.ethz.ch

ar
X

iv
:2

40
5.

09
61

4v
1 

 [
he

p-
th

] 
 1

5 
M

ay
 2

02
4



Contents

1 Introduction 1

2 Effective Maxwell equations in matter 3

3 Positivity and dissipation 10

4 Causality and analyticity 13

5 High-energy behavior 16

6 Bounds on the low-energy behavior 17

7 Analyticity of Πµν 20

8 Examples and improvements 22

9 Conclusions and future directions 26

A Review of the Closed Time Path formalism 28

B Linear response 32

C Lindhard function 34

D The absence of zeros 38

E Damped wave response 40

1 Introduction

The coefficients of operators in an effective field theory (EFT) are dictated by symmetries and by the requirement

of a healthy low-energy theory. More interestingly, other constraints, not readily discernible from the low-energy

regime, can be obtained by making general assumptions about the theory and its UV behavior. Under the mild

assumptions that the UV completion is Lorentz-invariant, local and unitary, one can derive various inequalities

that the low-energy coefficients must satisfy. The crucial link between low-energy properties and the UV

completion lies in the analyticity of the S-matrix, which ultimately stems from microcausality – the property

that local operators commute outside the light cone. Cauchy’s theorem allows one to relate low-energy and high-

energy contours in the complex plane. This, together with the positivity of the imaginary parts of the amplitude

implied by the optical theorem, establishes bounds on the low-energy coefficients. Ref. [1] put forward these

so-called “positivity bounds” and the general idea that “not everything goes” once one has made assumptions

about the UV. This has been generalized in many subsequent papers that aim at separating EFT’s that have a

conventional UV completion from those that do not (see the recent [2–7] and references therein). These ideas

have been used to constrain, for instance, higher-dimension operators in the Standard Model EFT (e.g. [8]),

massive gravity (e.g. [9]) and operators that correct General Relativity (e.g. [10]).

While this program has progressed under the assumption of (linearly realized) Lorentz invariance – a natural

assumption in particle physics – a significant portion of physics explores systems in which Lorentz invariance

is spontaneously broken. In cosmology, a preferred reference frame always exists – the one comoving with
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the energy density – resulting in the breaking of Lorentz invariance in EFT’s describing phenomena such as

inflation or dark energy. Condensed matter, almost by definition, constitutes a field of study characterized by

the spontaneous breaking of Lorentz invariance. Other examples include field theories at finite temperature

and/or chemical potential, like the LHC quark-gluon plasma and ordinary fluids, or EFT’s describing localized

objects such as black holes or defects. Clearly, it would be valuable to derive bounds on EFT’s without relying

on Lorentz invariance.

Without Lorentz invariance, generalizing the arguments above is not straightforward (attempts in this

direction include [11–13]). The issue is that, in general, the S-matrix cannot serve as the bridge between

UV and IR. The S-matrix that describes the scattering of low-energy excitations might not even exist at

high energy [14–16]. In the absence of Lorentz invariance states cannot be boosted and, generally, low-energy

excitations only exist up to a certain energy. Additionally, excitations are typically unstable so that the S-

matrix is, even at low energies, an approximate concept at best. One can restrict to situations in which the

low-energy excitations survive in the UV and are sufficiently stable so that the S-matrix exists at low and high

energies. A simple example of this situation has been studied in [15, 16]. Unfortunately, the conclusion is that

the S-matrix, in the absence of Lorentz invariance, does not enjoy the analytic properties that allowed one to

connect UV and IR in the presence of Lorentz invariance. The relation between the S-matrix and correlation

functions is non-local and microcausality is not sufficient to derive nice properties for the scattering amplitude,

like in the Lorentz-invariant case. Without analyticity connecting the UV and the IR becomes challenging, and

drawing general conclusions seems difficult.

These difficulties with the S-matrix suggest to go back and study a simpler object, in which microcausality is

manifest: the (retarded) two-point function. In the absence of Lorentz invariance, but preserving rotations and

spacetime translations, the two-point function is a rich object; a function of two variables, ω and |k|, similar to

the S-matrix in the Lorentz-invariant case. Using the analytic properties of the two-point function of conserved

currents and assuming the theory reaches a conformal fixed point in the UV, in [14] it was possible to derive

positivity bounds on the operators that describe a conformal superfluid.

The possibility of deriving positivity bounds in the absence of Lorentz invariance should not come as a

surprise. Indeed the use of analyticity and dispersion relations to connect UV with the IR goes back to Kramers

and Kronig [17,18] in their study of the electromagnetic response of media, in which Lorentz invariance is clearly

broken. In this paper we wish to revisit this old problem, focussing on the case of dielectrics, from the more

modern point of view of setting bounds on non-Lorentz-invariant EFT’s.

Returning to this well-studied problem (see [19] for an extended review) requires humility and a clarification

of motivation. Firstly, to the best of our knowledge, some of the results, notably the dispersion relations (6.6)

and (7.9) on the dielectric permittivity ε and magnetic permeability µ at low frequency and momentum, as well

as the summary in Fig. 4, are new. Secondly, we wish to describe the problem as an example of settings bounds

on Lorentz-breaking EFT’s: the assumptions and the language used in the condensed matter community are not

immediately extendable to more general setups. For instance, the assumptions about the UV behavior of the

system – and even the very definition of UV – are markedly different for a normal medium and, say, an EFT that

describes cosmic inflation. The derivation of “macroscopic” Maxwell equations in terms of the in-in effective

action should facilitate the extension to other contexts. We sense a similarity with the Lorentz-invariant case:

while dispersion relations for the S-matrix were routinely used since the ‘60s, their application to constrain

EFT’s is much more recent and required a change in perspective.

The Maxwell equations in a medium describe the evolution of the average electromagnetic field in a material

and they can be derived using the in-in effective action formalism. We present this derivation in §2, deferring
some background material to Apps. A and B. The response of the medium can be parametrized in terms of

ε(ω, |k|) and µ(ω, |k|), where both the electric and magnetic responses depend both on frequency and wave-

vector.1 S-matrix positivity bounds always stem from the fact that the imaginary part of the amplitude has

1In specific cases it may be a good approximation to neglect the dependence of ε and µ on |k|, keeping only the one on ω. For
instance, in the interaction of visible light with standard matter, the wavelength of the photon is α−1 ≃ 137 times longer than the
atomic size, so that one can approximate the response as local in space.
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a definite sign. In the present context, the analogous statement is that the medium can only absorb and

not emit energy when perturbed by an external electromagnetic field; we discuss this assumption in §3. As

we argued above, the crucial ingredient to relate UV and IR is analyticity. In §4, we study the domain of

analyticity of the photon propagator in the medium: as a consequence of microcausality, the propagator is

analytic when the imaginary part of the four-vector (ω,k) lies in the forward light cone. This generalizes the

textbook statement that a retarded Green’s function must be analytic in the upper half-plane of complex ω,

which is a consequence of retardation only. Microcausality is clearly more restrictive and, correspondingly, one

can generalize the celebrated Kramers-Kronig relations to a one-parameter family of relations, first derived by

M. Leontovich [20]. These relations are a general property of linear response theory (see for example [21] for

an introduction to the subject) and, as such, they should perhaps receive more attention. They are crucial

to constrain the electromagnetic response of a medium: the Kramers-Kronig relations only reflect causation,

allowing for immediate response at a distance, while, as we will see, bounds on the magnetic response require

microcausality.

Leontovich relations, like the Kramers-Kronig ones, require assumptions about the UV behavior. This is the

topic of §5. For a concrete model that describes the UV limit of the material, we study in App. C the case of

degenerate fermions: the so-called Lindhard function and its relativistic generalization. Notice that our study is

not confined to condensed matter: for instance one could have a medium of nuclear matter in which the charged

constituents are in relativistic motion. Microcausality (Leontovich relations) together with the assumption of

a “passive” medium (sign-definiteness of imaginary parts) can be combined to give bounds on the low-energy

and momentum limit of ε and µ (§6). (Notice that this low-energy limit exists since we confine our analysis to

dielectric materials; one would have divergences when studying conductors or superconductors.) We are unable

to prove that the one-particle irreducible (1PI) self-energy, the object that directly appears in the macroscopic

Maxwell equations, is analytic in the same region as the photon propagator (§7 and App. D), unless some

further physical assumption is added. We are however able to prove a more limited result regarding its domain

of analyticity, which is sufficient to re-derive the low-energy bounds on ε and µ via another route. Stronger

bounds can be derived by making further assumptions (§8). One way is to set a lower bound on dissipation, in

the same way one does in the S-matrix program where some knowledge on the total cross-section sharpens the

low-energy bounds. Another possible assumption is that the medium is non-relativistic, so that its response is

actually confined in a smaller region compared to what is allowed by relativistic microcausality. We discuss the

higher order terms in the low energy expansion of the response functions in §9, where we conclude the paper

with many open generalizations of these methods.

Notation We work with mostly plus metric signature (−+++). Our convention for Fourier transform is

f(p) =

∫
d4x e−ip·xf(x) , f(x) =

∫
d4p

(2π)4
eip·xf(p) .

2 Effective Maxwell equations in matter

The electromagnetic dynamics in matter is governed by the following action,

S = Sγ [a] + SM

[
a;ψ

]
. (2.1)

The first part is the free photon action

Sγ = − 1

4g2

∫
d4x f2µν , (2.2)

with aµ the vector field and fµν = ∂µaν − ∂νaµ the field strength, and we have pulled out the dimensionless

coupling g. The second term in Eq. (2.1) represents the dynamics of matter in which all matter fields are

collectively denoted by ψ. In what follows, we will not need to specify the precise form of SM apart from some

minimal assumptions (for instance on the high-energy behavior of response functions, see §5). For massless
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spin-one fields we must have gauge symmetry, i.e. aµ → aµ + ∂µΛ and ψ → ψ eiqΛ for a charge q. Most of the

time we will suppress dependences on the matter fields.

The action Eq. (2.1) specifies the dynamics but we still need to determine the state. Unlike the usual situation

in high energy physics where the vacuum state and its excitations are studied, here we are interested in a many-

body state described by a density matrix ρ. We assume that the system without external perturbations is in

equilibrium, therefore ρ commutes with the Hamiltonian.2 Moreover, we assume that the system is homogeneous

therefore it also commutes with the spatial components of the momentum operator. Notice that a generic density

matrix, with finite average energy density, breaks Lorentz boosts.3 By contrast, we will assume that rotation is

a good symmetry of the system.

A generic density matrix of this type can be written as ρ =
∑

n cn |n⟩ ⟨n| in terms of the eigenstates of the

four-momentum operator Pµ |n⟩ = pµn |n⟩ and cn non-negative numbers satisfying
∑

n cn = 1. The discussion

will not crucially depend on the form of the density matrix but an example to have in mind is the grand

canonical ensemble ρ = exp(−β(H − µQ))/Z, with Z = Tr exp(−β(H − µQ)), β the inverse temperature, H

the Hamiltonian, µ the chemical potential and Q a U(1) charge. In covariant form ρ ∝ exp(βuµ(P
µ − µJµ))

with uµ the normalized (uµu
µ = −1) velocity of the medium and Jµ the conserved current. In the rest frame

of the medium uµ = (1,0).

Effective action We are interested in studying the evolution of the average electromagnetic field in the

system, i.e. Fµν ≡ ⟨fµν⟩ = Tr(ρfµν). We emphasize that average fields are defined as an ensemble average

rather than spatial average (as for instance in [22]) since the latter are not well-defined at arbitrarily high

energies. We assume that the amplitude of macroscopic fields is small and therefore that it is sufficient to

consider the equation of motion linear in the fields – equivalently the action is quadratic. However, the coupling

to matter is not necessarily weak and therefore for most of the discussion we avoid performing any perturbative

expansion in the matter sector.

For the purpose of studying the evolution of the average electromagnetic fields taking into account the

presence of matter, the natural object to study is the Closed Time Path (CTP) effective action (also called

Schwinger-Keldysh or in-in effective action). Varying the effective action gives the equation of motion for the

average fields. We require the in-in, as opposed to in-out, effective action since it is only the former that

describes a causal equation of motion. For instance, the equation of motion following from the in-out effective

action can have complex solutions for real boundary conditions [23]. Moreover, dissipation cannot be described

in the usual in-out formalism. We review these concepts in App. A.

In the following we obtain an expression for the CTP effective action (hereafter simply called effective action)

up to quadratic order using the background field method. As explained in App. A, this is a straightforward

extension of the standard background field method to the CTP formalism. The purpose of this calculation is

to obtain Maxwell’s equations in matter from a top-down approach. The reader who is not interested in the

details can jump directly to Eq. (2.13).

A path integral representation of the effective action Γ[A1, A2] is obtained by combining Eq. (A.18) and

Eq. (A.21) as follows:

eiΓ[A1,A2] =

∫ CTP

ρ,1PI

Da1Da2Dψ1Dψ2 exp

(
iS[a1 +A1, ψ1]− iS[a2 +A2, ψ2]

)
. (2.3)

Here is an explanation of the relation: in the CTP formalism we calculate the path integral on a time contour

going from the initial time to the final time, taken to be −∞ and +∞ respectively, and then back to the initial

time (see the figure in Eq. (A.6)). The fields that live on the forward and backward contours are labeled by indices

1 and 2 respectively. We integrate over all the field configurations (for the gauge and matter fields) subject to

2In some cases, for example superfluids, a combination of time translation and an internal symmetry is broken into a diagonal
subgroup. In these situations, we call the unbroken symmetry “time translation”. We thank A. Podo for this comment.

3In fact, Lorentz boosts mix different energy states in the expansion ρ =
∑

n cn |n⟩ ⟨n| given below and does not commute with
the density matrix.
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the boundary condition that at the final time the forward and backward fields match, i.e. a1(tf ) = a2(tf ) and

ψ1(tf ) = ψ2(tf ) (writing “CTP” over the integral in Eq. (2.3) is a reminder of this final boundary condition).

The initial condition is fixed by the density matrix ρ. To implement the initial condition we multiply the

integrand by ⟨a1(ti), ψ1(ti)| ρ |a2(ti), ψ2(ti)⟩. S[a, ψ] is the total action in Eq. (2.1) for the photon and matter.

It is deformed by adding a background A1 and A2 for the photon.

Finally, the effective action, by construction, only produces 1PI diagrams in a perturbative expansion, which

we are reminded of by the “1PI” index in Eq. (2.3). It means that we can drop from the beginning terms that

can only generate non-1PI diagrams. That is why we have dropped the external current terms K1,2 present

in Eq. (A.18). We emphasize that by 1PI we mean diagrams that remain connected after cutting an internal

photon line: it could be that the matter itself has self-interactions for which we must keep all of them even

non-1PI ones.

A few comments about gauge invariance are in order. As is usual in the path integral approach to gauge

theories, we add a gauge fixing term to the action in Eq. (2.3) and integrate over all components of the gauge

fields, i.e. Da1Da2 = Daµ1Da
µ
2 . We choose the gauge fixing term to be Sgf [a] = − 1

2α
∫
(∂µa

µ)2 for an arbitrary

coefficient α. The exponent in Eq. (2.3) is then Sγ [a1 + A1] + SM [a1 + A1, ψ1] + Sgf [a1], similarly for the a2

fields, without shifting the gauge fixing part. Any dependence on the parameter α must drop out in a physical

quantity. It is easy to see that the effective action is invariant under the separate gauge transformations of the

background fields

Γ[A1 + ∂Λ1, A2 + ∂Λ2] = Γ[A1, A2] , (2.4)

for arbitrary functions Λ1 and Λ2 (we assume they vanish at infinity to make sure the boundary conditions are

not altered).

We would like to have an expression for the effective action Γ[A1, A2] up to quadratic order in the background

fields (but otherwise non-perturbative). Dropping vertices generating non-1PI terms, we obtain

S[a+A,ψ] = S[a, ψ] + Sγ [A] +

∫
d4xJµ(a, ψ)Aµ +

1

2

∫
d4xNµν(a, ψ)AµAν + . . . , (2.5)

in which we have defined

Jµ ≡ δSM [a, ψ]

δaµ(x)
, Nµνδ(x− y) ≡ δJµ[a(x), ψ(x)]

δaν(y)
. (2.6)

Both terms can depend on the internal photon fields aµ and the matter fields ψ. In the definition of Nµν we have

assumed that the current is a local function of the fields. We provide some examples for clarification. In scalar

QED, the relevant part of the matter action is SM =
∫
−|Dµψ|2 with ψ a complex scalar and Dµ = ∂µ − iaµ.

Then we have Jµ = −i(ψ†Dµψ−ψ(Dµψ)†) and Nµν = −2|ψ|2ηµν . For fermions, SM =
∫
iψ̄ /Dψ with ψ a Dirac

spinor. Then we obtain Jµ = ψ̄γµψ and Nµν = 0.

Since the Sγ [A] term only depends on the background field we factor it out in Eq. (2.3) and write the effective

action as follows,

Γ[A1, A2] = Sγ [A1]− Sγ [A2] + ΓM [A1, A2] , (2.7)

in which the last term is the contribution of matter and is given by

eiΓM [A1,A2] =

∫ CTP

ρ,1PI

Da1Da2Dψ1Dψ2 exp

(
iS[a1, ψ1] + i

∫
Jµ
1 A1µ +

i

2

∫
Nµν

1 A1µA1ν − {1 → 2}
)
. (2.8)

The leading term, corresponding to A1,2 = 0, vanishes due to the normalization of the effective action. The

linear term would be

i

∫ CTP

ρ,1PI

ei(S1−S2)

∫
d4x (Jµ

1 A1µ − Jµ
2 A2µ) = i

∫
d4x ⟨Jµ(x)⟩1PI (A1µ −A2µ) , (2.9)
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Figure 1: Schematic diagrams associated to the contribution from matter to the quadratic effective action. The blobs
correspond to correlation functions of J (left) and the contact term (right). External propagators are not included in
the diagrams.

where we have suppressed the measure of the path integral and S1 = S[a1, ψ1], etc. By translation invariance

⟨Jµ⟩1PI ∝ uµ is independent of the coordinates and can only be proportional to the uµ, the four-velocity of the

medium. This term is either zero, e.g. for neutral fluids, or it is canceled by a homogeneous background with

opposite charge, e.g. electrons in a solid.4 We must add a similar term to the effective action∫
d4x (A1µ −A2µ)J

µ
ext (2.10)

to model the external current controlled by the experimentalist, e.g. charges on a capacitor. The quadratic

terms can be written as follows:

ΓM [A1, A2] =
1

2

∫
d4xd4y

[
A1µ(x) A2µ(x)

]
Sµν(x, y)

[
A1ν(y)

A2ν(y)

]
+ . . . (2.11)

in which

Sµν(x, y) = i

[
⟨TJµ(x)Jν(y)⟩ − ⟨Jν(y)Jµ(x)⟩
− ⟨Jµ(x)Jν(y)⟩

〈
T̄ Jµ(x)Jν(y)

〉]
1PI

+ ⟨Nµν⟩1PI δ(x− y)

[
1 0

0 −1

]
, (2.12)

where we have used Eq. (A.8) to write the coefficient matrix Sµν in terms of the correlation functions of the

current Jµ plus contact terms.5 Diagrammatically this corresponds to the matter corrections to the effective

action with two external legs shown in Fig. 1. The effective Maxwell equation is obtained by varying Γ[A1, A2]

with respect to A1 (or equivalently A2) and then setting A1 = A2 = A (see also Eq. (A.17)), which will be the

value of the average field. Doing so we obtain

1

g2
∂αF

αµ +

∫
d4yΠµν(x, y)Aν(y) = −Jµ

ext(x) , (2.13)

where we have also added the external current as explained in Eq. (2.10).6 The influence of matter is captured

by the second term,

Πµν(x, y) = iθ(x0 − y0) ⟨[Jµ(x), Jν(y)]⟩1PI + ⟨Nµν⟩1PI δ(x− y) . (2.14)

Eq. (2.13) is the Maxwell equation in matter and its solution gives the average fields. As mentioned above,

here we have restricted to the quadratic effective action which is a good approximation in situations with weak

4For electrons in a solid the assumption of homogeneity is not completely correct since the presence of a lattice of ions breaks
spatial translations to a discrete subgroup. Most often this effect is ignored by assuming a homogeneous background with the
opposite charge without any dynamics, known as the Jellium model. For a discussion of possible granularity effects see [19].

5It is useful to compare Eq. (2.11) with similar expressions in App. A. First of all, in both Eq. (A.24) and Eq. (A.27), unlike
in Eq. (2.11), we have used the r/a representation. More importantly, the reader should note that Eq. (2.11) has similarities and
differences with both Eq. (A.24) and Eq. (A.27). It is similar to Eq. (A.24) because there is an external field Aµ (similar to K
in Eq. (A.24)) in which we are expanding. The difference is that in Eq. (A.24) there are external currents, needed to perform the
Legendre transform. That is why instead of simple correlation functions of the current in Eq. (2.12) we end up having only the 1PI
part. The presence of these external currents is the similarity to Eq. (A.27) while the difference is that in Eq. (2.11) we have not
included the free part of the action.

6The quadratic CTP effective action contains the information about all the two-point functions including the fluctuations. In
fact a standard approach is to solve for the variable Aa ≡ A1 − A2 and obtain a Langevin equation sourced by a noise term. In
this work we focus on the average fields and neglect fluctuations. An interesting question would be to study properties of the
fluctuations through the fluctuation-dissipation theorem. See §9.
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electromagnetic field compared to, for instance, typical interatomic electromagnetic fields.7 By considering

cubic or higher-order terms in the effective action one can study nonlinear effects (in the average field) as in

Eq. (A.28). We emphasize that by construction, the effective action contains the information at all-loop orders

in a perturbative expansion.

Comparison of Eq. (2.13) to the general form of the effective equation of motion in Eq. (A.28) shows that

the retarded Green’s function of the photon,

Gµν
γ ≡ iθ(x0 − y0) ⟨[aµ(x), aν(y)]⟩ ,

is expressed as

(G−1
γ )µν =

1

g2
(∆−1)µν −Πµν , (2.15)

with ∆µν the free retarded photon propagator. Πµν is called the photon self-energy tensor.

Self-energy tensor The self-energy can compactly be expressed as the second variation of the matter effective

action,

Πµν(x, y) =
δ2ΓM [Ar, Aa]

δAa,µ(x)δAr,ν(y)

∣∣∣∣∣
Aa=0,Ar=0

, (2.16)

where we have defined Ar ≡ (A1 + A2)/2 and Aa ≡ A1 − A2 (known as the r/a or physical representation,

discussed also in App. A). Reality of the effective action, ΓM [Ar, Aa]
∗ = −ΓM [Ar,−Aa], implies that the self-

energy is real, Πµν∗ = Πµν . It ensures that solutions to the effective Maxwell equation Eq. (2.13) with real

sources and boundary conditions are real. Gauge invariance of the effective action implies that the self-energy

is transverse,

∂xµΠµν(x, y) = ∂yνΠµν(x, y) = 0 . (2.17)

This ensures that if Aµ is a solution of Eq. (2.13) then Aµ + ∂µΛ is also a solution. Moreover, by translation

symmetry self-energy is only a function of the distance, i.e. Πµν(x, y) = Πµν(x− y). In Fourier space

Πµν(p) =

∫
d4x e−ip·xΠµν(x) , (2.18)

with pµ the four-momentum vector. As discussed above, Lorentz boosts are broken by the medium so Πµν can

be a function of Lorentz-invariant combinations made out of pµ and the four velocity uµ of the medium. Useful

combinations are

ω ≡ −pµuµ , k2 ≡ pµpµ + (pµuµ)
2 . (2.19)

In the rest frame of the medium uµ = (1,0) and then ω = p0 is the energy and k2 = p2 is the magnitude of

spatial momentum-squared. For this reason, most often we will simply write the four-momentum as pµ = (ω,k)

and the self-energy as Πµν(ω, k).

The condition Eq. (2.17) in Fourier space implies that pµΠ
µν = 0. In the Lorentz-invariant case, this

condition fixes the whole tensor structure up to a function known as the vacuum polarization. In the presence

of a medium we will have two functions as given below. The projection matrix onto the subspace transverse to

pµ is defined as

Pµν ≡ ηµν − pµpν

p2
. (2.20)

We denote the projection of the medium four-velocity onto this subspace by ūµ ≡ Pµνuν = uµ + ω
p2 p

µ. We

further decompose this subspace into longitudinal and transverse parts, with respect to ūµ, using the projection

matrices

Pµν
L ≡ ūµūν

ū2
, Pµν

T ≡ Pµν − Pµν
L . (2.21)

7For real materials, the interatomic electric field could be estimated as ∼ e2/a0 ∼ 102 eV in which e is the charge and a0 is the
Bohr radius. This turns out to be large compared to what can be produced experimentally.
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In the rest frame of the medium these projection matrices have the following components8

P00
L = −k

2

p2
, P0i

L = −ωk
i

p2
, Pij

L = −ω
2

p2
kikj

k2
, (2.22)

P00
T = P0i

T = 0 , Pij
T = δij − kikj

k2
. (2.23)

The generic form of the self-energy tensor is then9

Πµν = −πL(ω, k)p2Pµν
L + πT (ω, k)k

2Pµν
T , (2.24)

where the prefactors are for later convenience. The two functions πL(ω, k) and πT (ω, k) model the response of

the medium to an external current according to Eq. (2.13) at frequency ω and momentum k.

Phenomenological definitions The discussion of the previous section shows that the effect of the medium

can be described by two functions πL and πT which are related to the correlation function of the current as

given by Eq. (2.14). Phenomenologically the medium is usually modeled through the electric permittivity and

magnetic permeability. In this section we relate these two descriptions. See for instance [19]. The electric and

the magnetic field are defined as10

Ei = F 0i , Bi =
1

2
εijkFjk . (2.25)

It is easy to check that the electric field has transverse and longitudinal components but the magnetic field is

only transverse. The effect of the medium is modeled in terms of an induced current. This is compatible with

the effective Maxwell equation obtained in Eq. (2.13) re-written as

1

g2
∂νF

νµ = −(Jµ
in + Jµ

ext) , Jµ
in(x) ≡

∫
d4yΠµν(x, y)Aν(y) , (2.26)

where Jµ
in = (ρin,J in) is the induced current. Since pµΠ

µν = 0, the induced current is conserved. The

conventional approach is to relate Jµ
in to the electric and magnetic fields, written in the rest frame, as follows11

g2ρin ≡ (1− ε)∂iE
i , (2.27)

g2J i
in,T ≡ (ε̃− 1)∂tE

i
T +

(
1− 1

µ̃

)
εijk∂jBk , (2.28)

in which the index T refers to the transverse part of the vector. Notice that there is no need to have an

expression for J i
in,L since it is given by Eq. (2.27) using the current conservation. Moreover, ε, ε̃ and µ̃ must be

considered as (non-local) operators acting on the right-hand side; in Fourier space they will be general functions

of ω and k. We obtain the familiar Maxwell equations in the presence of matter,

ε∇ ·E = g2ρext ,
1

µ̃
∇×B − ε̃ ∂tET = g2Jext,T . (2.29)

8Another way to think about the decomposition is as follows. The condition of gauge invariance fixes Π00 in terms of Π0i, and
Π0i in terms of the Πij components. Then the spatial part of the tensor is decomposed into pieces in the direction of k (longitudinal
part) and orthogonal to it (transverse part).

9Another possible term is a projector constructed out of εµνρσ . The presence of this term signals that the medium breaks
parity, for instance because of the presence of chiral molecules (e.g. sugar), and distinguishes between right-handed and left-handed
polarizations of the photon. See [24]. Materials with this effect are called optically active. In real materials this effect does not
survive in the limit ω → 0, which will be the main focus of this paper. Therefore, we do not consider such terms here. An analogous
effect is cosmic birefringence with the coupling ϕFµν F̃µν studied for instance in [25,26]. The main difference is that in this case one
of the photon polarizations becomes unstable (which is harmless in cosmology since the instability gets regularized by the Hubble
scale).

10Alternatively, one can define four-vectors Ẽµ ≡ −uαFαµ and B̃µ ≡ −εαβλµFαβuλ/2 which in the rest frame reduce to

Eq. (2.25). However, in a boosted frame Ẽ and B̃ depend on bothE andB. One can show that Fµν = (uµẼν−uνẼµ)+εµναβB̃αuβ .
11This is the most general definition assuming invariance under parity. See footnote 9.
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It is important to note that the definition Eq. (2.28) is ambiguous. In fact one can show, using the source-

independent Maxwell equations, that the transformation ε̃ → ε̃ + δf and 1/µ̃ → 1/µ̃ + δf∂2t /∇
2 for any δf

leaves the equation invariant.12 Therefore one has to pick a convention. The two most widely used ones are:

• Set µ̃ = 1 and only keep ε̃ which in this context is usually called εT . In this case, the entire induced

current is written in terms of the electric field. The two quantities ε and εT are sometimes packed into a

tensor called the dielectric tensor.

• Set ε̃ = ε. In this context we simply write µ̃ as µ.

In the following we will mainly work with the second convention. Using the definition in Eq. (2.26), after a bit

of algebra, one can relate the above quantities to πL and πT as follows13:

ε− 1 = g2πL , 1− 1

µ
= g2

(
πT − ω2

k2
πL

)
. (2.30)

For later usage, we note that g2k2πT = p2 + ω2ε − k2/µ. By using the above relations we can re-write the

effective action defined in Eq. (2.7) with matter part given in Eq. (2.11). After a bit of algebra, using the r/a

representation defined below Eq. (2.16), we obtain

Γ[Ar, Aa] =
1

g2

∫
d4p

(2π)4

[
ε(ω, k)Ea(−p) ·Er(p)−

1

µ(ω, k)
Ba(−p) ·Br(p) + . . .

]
, (2.31)

in which we used the definition of electric and magnetic field given in Eq. (2.25) for both Aa and Ar accordingly.

We have also resorted to Fourier space for simplicity. The dots in Eq. (2.31) stand for a bunch of terms. First,

terms of the form ∼ AaAa which capture fluctuations (see footnote 6). Second, we should add a coupling to the

external current which we have suppressed here. Finally, there are also higher-order terms, e.g. ∝ A3, which we

neglect. We emphasize that we define ε and µ as the coefficients appearing in the effective action that are in

principle well-defined at all energies. It may happen that in some situations ε and µ are not the best variables

to work with. For instance, in a conductor it is more convenient to define a conductivity tensor. In those cases,

one can easily translate the discussion of this paper in terms of the more appropriate variables.

Photon propagator We can write an expression for the retarded photon propagator in the medium. The

free photon propagator, taking into account the gauge fixing term, is given by

∆µν =
1

p2

(
Pµν +

1

α

pµpν

p2

)
, (2.32)

where α depends on the gauge choice and we must use the correct iϵ prescription for the retarded Green’s

function, i.e. p2 = −(ω + iϵ)2 + k2. From Eq. (2.15) we obtain the photon retarded Green’s function in the

medium14

1

g2
Gµν

γ =
Pµν
T

p2 − g2k2πT
+

Pµν
L

p2(1 + g2πL)
+

1

α

pµpν/p2

p2
. (2.33)

Since the electromagnetic field is always coupled to a conserved current the last term in Eq. (2.33) drops out and

therefore the physical part of the propagator is independent of α. Dispersion relations for propagating degrees

of freedom correspond to poles of the propagator or equivalently, zeros of (Gµν
γ )−1. Calculating the inverse we

12The change in the equation will be δf∂t(∂t∇×B/∇2 −ET ) which vanishes using ∇×E + ∂tB = 0.
13In the first convention, the transverse part of the dielectric tensor εT can be obtained from Eq. (2.30) by using the transformation

rule discussed above. More precisely by choosing δf = k2/ω2(1− µ−1) we force µ̃ = 1 and get εT = 1 + g2k2πT /ω2.
14The inverse of a tensor aPµν

T + bPµν
L + cpµpν/p2 is Pµν

T /a+ Pµν
L /b+ pµpν/cp2 because different projectors are orthogonal to

each other.
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obtain the following dispersion relations15

ε(ω, k)ω2 − 1

µ(ω, k)
k2 = 0 , ε(ω, k) = 0 , (2.34)

corresponding to the transverse and longitudinal parts respectively. In the weak coupling limit the latter

corresponds to a collective behavior of the charged particles known as plasma oscillations [27].

Linear response It is useful to discuss a related but slightly different situation. Let us assume that we put

the system in a given external electromagnetic field. This induces a current in the system. The question is

how this current is related to the applied field at linear order. More formally, we are looking at the action

Sγ [a] + SM

[
a + Aext;ψ

]
for the applied electromagnetic field Aµ

ext (we drop the kinetic term for Aµ
ext since its

dynamics is controlled by the experimentalist) and we are after the response of the system. As discussed in

App. B we have

Jµ
in(x) =

∫
d4y Gµν

J (x, y)Aext,ν(y) , (2.35)

with the response function

Gµν
J (x, y) = iθ(x0 − y0) ⟨[Jµ(x), Jν(y)]⟩+ ⟨Nµν⟩ δ(x− y) , (2.36)

in which Jµ is the current operator and Nµν captures the dependence of the current on the electromagnetic field

as defined in Eq. (2.6). The response function Gµν
J looks similar to the self-energy Πµν as given in Eq. (2.14)

with the crucial difference that the latter includes only 1PI terms. In fact comparison between Eq. (2.35) and

Eq. (2.26) reveals that Gµν
J relates the induced current to the applied field, while Πµν relates it to the total

field. A relation between the two is easily obtained by noting that the total field is given by the external field

plus the field produced by the induced current,

Aµ(x) = Aµ
ext(x) + g2

∫
d4y∆µν(x− y)Jin,ν(y) . (2.37)

Combination of Eq. (2.35), Eq. (2.37) and Eq. (2.26) shows that16

(Π−1)µν = (G−1
J )µν + g2∆µν , (2.38)

where the α-dependent part of the photon propagator is dropped because it cancels from Eq. (2.37) due to

current conservation. In terms of the transverse and longitudinal parts we have

Gµν
J =

p2k2πT
p2 − g2k2πT

Pµν
T − p2πL

1 + g2πL
Pµν
L . (2.39)

In fact, as indicated in Fig. 2, this relation is the familiar resummation of the bubble diagrams.

3 Positivity and dissipation

Applying an external electromagnetic field to the system changes its energy. We have derived the general

expression for the change in the energy of the system as a consequence of an applied background field in

15Notice that, naively, the longitudinal dispersion relation must read p2ε = 0. However, p2 cancels out by the same factor in the
longitudinal projector as given in Eq. (2.22).

16This relation can also be derived more rigorously using the fact that Π ∼ δ2ΓM
δA2 and actually going through the Legendre

transform from the generating function W (in the notation of App. A) and expanding the currents.
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+ + + · · · =
1−

Figure 2: The retarded Green’s function of the current Gµν
J is given by the resummation of the self-energy tensor Πµν

with the free photon propagator ∆µν . External propagators (with lower opacity) are for shown for clarity and are not
included in the expression. The blob corresponds to Πµν (including the contact term).

Eq. (B.7). For the background field Aµ
ext, this gives

17

∆H =

∫
d4p

(2π)4
ωAext,µ(−p) ImGµν

J (p)Aext,ν(p) , (3.1)

where Gµν
J is the response function given in Eq. (2.36). Here we are assuming that the system is invariant under

spacetime inversion, i.e. parity and time reversal, and therefore the expression appearing in the integrand of

Eq. (B.7), known as the dissipative part of the response function, is equal to its imaginary part.18 Generally

∆H could be both positive or negative. However, we restrict ourselves to situations in which the system only

absorbs energy from the source and therefore ∆H ≥ 0. A system with this property is known as passive. This

implies that ω ImGµν
J (p) is a positive-(semi)definite matrix. Notice that by reality of the response function, we

conclude that Gµν
J (p)∗ = Gµν

J (−p) and therefore ImGµν
J (p) is odd in ω.

It is instructive to have a microscopic understanding of this result. First of all notice that the contact term

in Eq. (2.36) does not contribute to the imaginary part. Moreover, we have

ImGµν
J (p) =

1

2i

∫
d4x e−ip·x

(
Gµν

J (x)−Gµν
J (−x)

)
=

1

2

∫
d4x e−ip·x

(
θ(t) ⟨[Jµ(x), Jν(0)]⟩ − θ(−t) ⟨[Jν(−x), Jµ(0)]⟩

)
=

1

2

∫
d4x e−ip·x ⟨[Jµ(x), Jν(0)]⟩ .

(3.2)

In the second line we have used the fact that the response function is symmetric under µ ↔ ν (see Eq. (B.8))

and the contact term does not contribute. To obtain the last line we have used translation symmetry and

θ(t)+ θ(−t) = 1. In other words, the imaginary part of the linear response function in Fourier space is given by

the Fourier transform of the commutator of the operators without the theta function. By inserting a resolution

of the identity we obtain

2 ImGµν
J (p) =

∫
d4x e−ip·x Tr

(
ρ
(
Jµ(x)Jν(0)− Jν(0)Jµ(x)

))
=
∑
n

∫
d4x e−ip·x ⟨n| ρ

(
e−iP ·xJµ(0)eiP ·xJν(0)− Jν(0)e−iP ·xJµ(0)eiP ·x) |n⟩

=
∑
n,m

cn

(∫
d4x e−i(p+pn−pm)·x ⟨n| Jµ(0) |m⟩ ⟨m| Jν(0) |n⟩ − (µ↔ ν, pn ↔ pm)

)
=
∑
n,m

(2π)4δ(p+ pn − pm) ⟨n| Jµ(0) |m⟩ ⟨m| Jν(0) |n⟩ (cn − cm) .

(3.3)

In the second line we have used the definition of the trace and the spacetime translation operator Jµ(x) =

e−iP ·xJµ(0)eiP ·x. In the third line we have introduced a resolution of the identity between the two currents

17Equivalently we obtain the same result for ImGµν
γ using Jµ

ext as the external source and Gµν
γ as the linear response.

18As discussed below Eq. (B.8), this requires some knowledge about the phase factor under spacetime inversion of the operator
Jµ = δSM/δAµ. Since Aµ describes a spin-one particle which is its own anti-particle, all phases associated to spacetime inversion
must be real, i.e. ±1 (see [28]). For the photon it is +1.
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and used ρ |n⟩ = cn |n⟩. For the last line we have integrated over x and changed m ↔ n in the second term.

We construct a symmetric object by contracting with a set of real vectors V µ(p) and obtain

Vµ(p)Vν(p) ImGµν
J (p) =

1

2

∑
n,m

(2π)4δ(p+ pn − pm) | ⟨n| Jµ(0) |m⟩Vµ(p)|2(cn − cm) . (3.4)

We can see that for a generic choice of the cn coefficients ImGµν
J (p) does not have a definite sign. However, if

we assume that the cn are monotonically decreasing functions of the energies En then we can argue that the

above quantity has a definite sign as follows. For ω > 0 the argument of the delta function allows only for

terms with En < Em. Therefore the right-hand side is positive (similarly negative for ω < 0). This condition

holds for most interesting cases such as finite temperature19 with cn = e−βEn .20 We should note that unlike

the positivity condition in the Lorentz-invariant case, which is a consequence of positive norms in the Hilbert

space, here it requires certain conditions on the many-body state as well.

Remember that what appears in the effective Maxwell equations, Eq. (2.13), is the self-energy Πµν , which

is the 1PI part of Gµν
J . Here we will argue that ImΠµν has the same positivity property. First, we take V µ to

be transverse with respect to uµ, i.e. Pµν
T Vν = V µ. Therefore, from Eq. (2.39) we have

Vµ(p)Vν(p) ImGµν
J (p) = V 2 p4k2 ImπT

|p2 − g2k2πT |2
, (3.5)

where without loss of generality we have taken V µ = (0,V ). The positivity condition then implies that

ImπT > 0 for ω > 0 (and negative for ω < 0). If instead we take V µ = ūµ, i.e. along the longitudinal direction,

we obtain

Vµ(p)Vν(p) ImGµν
J (p) =

k2 ImπL
|1 + g2πL|2

, (3.6)

where we have used ū2 = −k2/p2. Therefore we conclude that ImπL > 0 for ω > 0 (and negative for ω < 0).

We emphasize that the same result could be obtained working with Gµν
γ .

While the imaginary parts of πL and πT are sign-definite, the imaginary part of the magnetic permeability

µ is not.21 This can easily be seen from Eq. (2.30): the combination Im(πT −ω2πL/k
2) does not appear to have

a definite sign. In contrast, the imaginary part of electric permittivity has the same sign as ImπL.

As a final comment, we conclude from Eq. (3.4) that generally ImGµν
J does not have a gap even if the

spectrum of the theory is gapped. By gap in the imaginary part we mean an energy scale below which the

imaginary part vanishes. The reason is that the delta function in Eq. (3.4) has support, focusing on the energy

part of the delta function, on En − Em as long as cn − cm is nonzero. Even if all energy eigenstates are larger

than a mass gap, i.e. En > m for a mass scale m, the differences δEmn ≡ Em − En could in principle be

arbitrarily small. Consider, for instance, a thermal ensemble cn = e−βEn with temperature much larger than

the gap so mβ ≪ 1. Then there is a nonvanishing contribution to the imaginary part at frequency ω = δEmn

with magnitude proportional to cn− cm ≃ βδEmne
−βEn which is not necessarily exponentially suppressed since

βEn could be small.

In contrast, when the temperature is much smaller than the gap, i.e. mβ ≫ 1, only the vacuum state will

be relevant and therefore cn ≃ δn,0. Then the expression Eq. (3.4) becomes

Vµ(p)Vν(p) ImGµν
J (p) =

1

2

∑
n

(2π)4
(
δ(p− pn)− δ(p+ pn)

)
| ⟨0| Jµ(0) |n⟩Vµ(p)|2 . (3.7)

Therefore, one recovers the usual statement that in a gapped theory the imaginary part of the response function

19In the presence of a conserved quantity we expand in terms of the eigenstates of Pµ − µJµ.
20Violations of this condition are possible if the system is prepared such that high-energy levels are more populated than low-

energy ones: in this case the cn coefficients will not be monotonic. Such population inversion phenomena happen, for instance, in
lasers.

21This last statement, while very well-known in the older literature (for instance [29]), appears to be a controversy in some recent
papers [30–32].
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vanishes below the gap.

4 Causality and analyticity

The principles of quantum mechanics and relativity state that measurements at spacelike separation must not

interfere. As a result, the commutator of any two local (bosonic) operators [Oa(x),Ob(x
′)] must vanish for

(x− x′)2 > 0, a fact known as microcausality. See also [33,34]. This implies that the current response function

Gµν
J (x) and the retarded photon propagator Gµν

γ (x) vanish for t < 0 (because of the theta function) and

x2 > 0. Notice that the contact term in Eq. (2.36) is relevant only in the coincident limit and does not affect

the conclusion. Moreover, for the photon we must project out the gauge dependent part (equivalently choose

α→ ∞ in Eq. (2.33)) since it is not a physical observable.

By using retardation and microcausality one can argue for the analyticity of the Fourier transform of Gµν
J (x)

and Gµν
γ (x) in the complex space of pµ = (ω,k). More precisely,

Gµν
J (p) =

∫
d4x e−ip·xGµν

J (x) , (4.1)

is a holomorphic function in the complex space of the argument, pµ ∈ C4, if ωI > 0 and p2I < 0, where we have

defined pµ = pµR+ ipµI . We refer to this condition as pµI ∈ FLC in which FLC is short for the forward light cone.

This is simple to argue: the integral of Eq. (4.1) is exponentially converging for pµI xµ = −ωIt+kI ·x < 0. Due

to causality the integrand has support only for t > 0 and x2 < 0 which implies that pµI xµ ≤ −t(ωI − |kI |). As a
result, a sufficient condition for convergence is that ωI > |kI | ≥ 0 or pµI ∈ FLC. An expression like Eq. (4.1) in

the region of convergence defines an analytic function simply because complex derivatives are well-defined. An

important assumption here is the polynomial boundedness of the response function at infinity, i.e. the Green’s

function does not grow exponentially fast at infinity.22 We emphasize that the region of analyticity does not

depend on the real part of the four-momentum pµR. In other words the analyticity region is R4 × FLC ⊂ C4,

however most of the time we just refer to it as the FLC. Needless to say that same results hold for the physical

part of Gµν
γ (p). In passing, we mention that the reality condition implies that Gµν

J (p)∗ = Gµν
J (−p∗). Notice

that if pµI ∈ FLC then Im(−pµ∗) ∈ FLC and therefore both sides are in the region of analyticity.

Since the tensor structures of Gµν
γ and Gµν

J are known as in Eq. (2.33) and Eq. (2.39), it is appropriate to

study the analyticity of the coefficients. Let us consider a general tensor of the form

fµν = A(ω, k)Pµν
T +B(ω, k)Pµν

L , (4.2)

for some functions A and B of the frequency and momentum. If fµν is analytic in pµI ∈ FLC, one can show

that A and B must be analytic in the FLC. Indeed, from Eq. (2.22) and Eq. (2.23) we have B = −p2kikjf ij/ω2

which implies that B is analytic in the FLC. Notice that the factor 1/ω2 is harmless since the pole at ω = 0

lies outside the FLC after the appropriate iϵ prescription. By looking at the trace of the spatial part we get

δijf
ij = 2A− ω2B/p2. Once again, the factor 1/p2 with appropriate iϵ prescription is harmless for analyticity:

in fact this is the propagator for a massless free particle (see also App. E). Therefore, we conclude that A must

be analytic in the FLC. However, the analyticity of A and B is not sufficient to guarantee that fµν is analytic.

If we look at fµν for i ̸= j we have

f ij = −k
ikj

k2

(
A+

ω2

p2
B

)
. (4.3)

The factor 1/k2 introduces singularities in the FLC. The reason is that the equation k2 = k2R − k2I + 2ikR ·
kI = 0 has nontrivial, i.e. ki ̸= 0, solutions which are independent of ωI and therefore one can find points

(ωR + iωI ,kR + ikI) with k2 = 0 that lie in the forward light cone. (In fact, 1/k2 is the Fourier transform

22If the system is unstable such that G(t) ∼ e+γt for t → +∞ then the region of analyticity shrinks to ωI ≥ γ. Similarly, if the
response of the system goes to zero exponentially fast G(t) ∼ e−γt for t → +∞ then it is analytic in a larger region ωI ≥ −γ.
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of −1/∇2 which describes instantaneous action at a distance.) These poles must be removed by zeros of the

numerator to ensure analyticity of f ij . We conclude that the combination A+ω2B/p2 must be zero at k2 = 0.

Application of the above results to Gµν
γ given in Eq. (2.33) shows that the combinations 1/(1 + g2πL) and

1/(p2 − g2k2πT ) are analytic in the FLC. We will use this fact in §6 to bound the low-energy limits of ε and µ.

Moreover, from the discussion below Eq. (4.3) we require that the combination

1

k2

[
1

p2 − g2k2πT
+

ω2/p4

1 + g2πL

]
k2=0∼ 1

k2
g2(k2πT − ω2πL)

ω2(1 + g2πL)(ω2 + g2k2πT )
, (4.4)

is regular near k2 = 0. To obtain the second expression we have used p2 = −ω2 in the limit k2 → 0. We

conclude that the combination k2πT −ω2πL must go to zero at least like k2 when k2 → 0.23 This indicates that,

as a consequence of microcausality, the two functions πL and πT cannot be completely unrelated. Similarly, the

coefficients in the expression for Gµν
J given in Eq. (2.39) are analytic; since these are slightly more complicated

and do not give new information we do not report them here. We will deal with the analyticity of Πµν in §7.
In order to avoid dealing with several complex variables at the same time we parametrize the FLC by several

single-complex-variable subspaces. More precisely, we write

pµ = (ω, q + ωξ) (4.5)

for complex ω and real vectors q and ξ with the condition that ξ ≡ |ξ| < 1. It is easy to see that every point

pµ = (ω,k) in the FLC can be written in the form (4.5) for appropriate values of q and ξ, i.e. ξ = kI

ωI
and

q = kR − ωRξ. As discussed in [14], the form (4.5) is the most general single-variable parametrization. Any

other choice for k(ω) would either change the analyticity region (by mixing the real and imaginary parts) or

spoil the behavior at infinity. Then we see that Gµν
γ (ω, q + ωξ) and Gµν

J (ω, q + ωξ), now regarded as functions

of ω, are analytic in the UHP of ω ∈ C, i.e. ωI > 0. The same holds for the coefficients appearing in Eq. (2.33)

and Eq. (2.39) as discussed above.

For a generic function χ(z) that is analytic in the UHP (and continuous onto the real line) and decays at

infinity one can use Cauchy’s theorem, applied to χ(z)/(z − zR), to prove the following relation

z

zR

χ(zR) =
1

iπ
PV

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

z − zR
χ(z) , (4.6)

in which zR is real, and PV means the principal value of the integral for the pole at z = zR. An important

assumption here is that χ(z) → 0 when |z| → ∞, which implies that we can neglect the contour at infinity.

Taking the real part of Eq. (4.6) gives an expression for Reχ(zR) in terms of an integral over the Imχ(z) over

the real axis. We can apply this general result to the analytic functions that we found above by using the

parametrization of Eq. (4.5). Let us denote by χ(ω, q+ ωξ) such an analytic function, e.g. 1/(1 + g2πL). Then

Eq. (4.6) gives24

23The reader may wonder how one can exclude the possibility of the denominator of Eq. (4.4) having a singularity. For instance,
if πL ∼ 1/k2 as k2 → 0 then it removes the unwanted 1/k2 factor in front of Eq. (4.4). Notice that, apparently, this possibility is
harmless for the analyticity of the combination 1/(1 + g2πL) required by causality. However, as we will argue in §7 and App. D,
πL(ω, q + ωξ) is analytic in the upper-half plane (UHP) of complex ω as long as q · ξ = 0 and |ξ| < 1. This is a consequence of
both causality and positivity. In this parametrization k2 = q2 + ω2ξ2, and therefore it is not possible to have πL ∼ 1/k2 since it
implies a pole at ω = +iq/ξ in the UHP. A similar discussion applies to k2πT .

24One can also derive this relation by noting that χ(x) = χ(x)θ(t− ξ ·x) for any ξ < 1 as required by microcausality. Taking the
Fourier transform of both sides gives Eq. (4.7). See [20,35] for details.
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χ(ω, q + ωξ) =
1

iπ
PV

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

z − ω
χ(z, q + zξ) , (4.7)

for real ω as well as real q and ξ with ξ < 1 as required by Eq. (4.5). By shifting the spatial momentum

q → q − ωξ and relabeling it we can rewrite Eq. (4.7) as

χ(ω,k) =
1

iπ
PV

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

z − ω
χ(z,k + (z − ω)ξ) . (4.8)

We emphasize that in this relation all independent variables are real. Eq. (4.8) was initially written by

M. Leontovich [20] and we will call it (as well as Eq. (4.7)) Leontovich’s relation. This relation is the gener-

alization of the famous Kramers-Kronig formula, derived assuming only retardation, taking into account the

condition of microcausality. In fact, for ξ = 0 one recovers the Kramers-Kronig relations. Taking the real part

of the both sides in Eq. (4.8), as mentioned above, gives an expression for Reχ(ω,k) in terms of an integral of

Imχ(z,k + (z − ω)ξ) for any ξ. In §6 we will apply Leontovich’s relation to the various analytic combinations

of πL and πT .

Before closing this section let us mention two more points regarding Leontovich’s relation. First, as we said,

Eq. (4.7) gives the real part of the function in terms of its imaginary part and vice versa. Therefore, we can

express the whole function in terms of the imaginary part as follows

χ(ω,k + ωξ) =
1

π
PV

∫
dz

z − ω
Imχ(z,k + zξ) + i

∫
dz δ(z − ω) Imχ(z,k + zξ)

=
1

π

∫
dz

z − ω − iϵ
Imχ(z,k + zξ) ,

(4.9)

where in the first line we have replaced the real part using Eq. (4.7) and to obtain the second line we have used

Sokhotski-Plemelj. Although we have derived Eq. (4.9) for real ω, it remains valid for complex ω as well in

the domain of analyticity, i.e. in the UHP.25 The reason is that the right-hand side of Eq. (4.9) is a sum over

functions 1/[ω − (z − iϵ)] which do not have poles in the UHP.26 Eq. (4.9) will be used in §7 and App. D to

study the analyticity of the self-energy tensor Πµν .

Finally, we note that the condition of microcausality, equivalently Leontovich’s relation, restricts the form

of the imaginary part of the function. We have already seen in the previous section that ω ImGµν
γ and ω ImGµν

J

are positive definite (for passive materials). However, one can ask: does any positive matrix give an eligible

imaginary part of a causal function? Interestingly, the answer is no. This can be seen from Eq. (4.8). The fact

that the left-hand side in Eq. (4.8) is independent of ξ is a restriction on the imaginary part from causality.

More precisely, the integral over the imaginary part along two different lines in the (ω,k) space associated with

two different vectors ξ1 and ξ2, as shown below, must give the same result27

k⃗

ω

(ω, k)

ξ = 0ξ1 ξ2

PV

∫
dz

Imχ(z,k + (z − ω)ξ1)

z − ω
= PV

∫
dz

Imχ(z,k + (z − ω)ξ2)

z − ω
. (4.10)

25We should note that we can write the analog of Eq. (4.9) for Eq. (4.8), i.e. ξ only appears on the right-hand side, assuming ω
is real. However, this form does not continue to hold for complex ω simply because the right-hand side involves an integral over
Imχ(z,k + (z − ω)ξ) which is not an analytic function of ω.

26More rigorously one can start from χ(ω) for complex ω by writing it in terms of an integral over the real axis using Cauchy’s
theorem. The function over the real axis can then be written in terms of an integral over the imaginary part as given in Eq. (4.9).
After some algebra one recovers Eq. (4.9) now with ω complex.

27Equivalently, one can show that Eq. (4.10) is a direct consequence of the fact that the imaginary part is given by the Fourier
transform of a commutator which vanishes outside the full light cone as given in Eq. (3.2).
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Notice that this restriction does not exist if we only consider retardation (ξ = 0) as we do for Kramers-Kronig

relations. A more detailed study of this set of constraints is beyond the scope of this paper and will be explored

elsewhere.

5 High-energy behavior

One of the assumptions required for the Leontovich relation Eq. (4.8) to be valid is that the arc at infinity

can be neglected. This requires some knowledge about the high-energy behavior of the two-point function of

Jµ, or equivalently of Aµ. We stress that we require the high-energy behavior for complex pµ in the domain of

analyticity. As was argued in [14], the behavior at high energies in the complex plane is dictated by the short

distance behavior of the two-point function in position space.

Unfortunately, as far as we know, there is no universal bound on the asymptotic behavior of the two-point

function. By contrast, for the S-matrix such a bound exists [36, 37], at least for gapped theories, only by

requiring unitarity, causality and Lorentz invariance. One possible assumption, as studied in [14], is that at

high energies the system is well-described by a conformal field theory which implies that the two-point function

of a conserved current behaves as ∼ pd−2 in d spacetime dimensions (and as ∼ p2 log p2 in d = 4).

In condensed matter systems one can usually assume that the Green’s functions vanish at high energies

[22,27,38], i.e. that the medium becomes irrelevant at high frequencies. The main idea is that at high energies one

can think of the system as a collection of charged particles (say, electrons). In this limit, i.e. ω ≫ νc in which νc is

the average collision frequency [27], one can also neglect interactions among the particles. Therefore, the system

is described as a gas of free electrons. The dielectric response function of this system has been calculated long

ago by Lindhard [39] in the non-relativistic limit. We provide a first-principle derivation, including relativistic

effects, in App. C; the calculation is basically the one-loop correction to the photon propagator (see Fig. 6)

assuming a finite chemical potential for electrons. As explained in Eq. (C.6), there are two contributions to the

response function: one is the standard quantum electrodynamics correction and the other is the contribution

from the finite electron density. The finite density contribution, as given in Eq. (C.20), at high energies

ω, k → ∞, behaves as

g2πL → −
ω2
p

ω2
+ . . . , g2πT → −

ω2
p

k2
+ . . . , (5.1)

in which ω2
p ≡ g2n/m is called the plasma frequency with n the number density and m the mass of the electrons.

Notice that from Eq. (5.1) we conclude that the imaginary part decays even faster, as 1/ω3. Eq. (5.1) implies

that ε(T ) = 1− ω2
p/ω

2 + . . . at high frequencies both for the longitudinal and transverse parts of the dielectric

tensor (see footnote 13) and we will refer to it as “plasma behavior”. We should note that in general there are

different components present in the medium that have different plasma frequencies. In Eq. (5.1) we take ω2
p to

be the largest one, usually associated with the lightest particles.

What about the Lorentz-invariant contribution? As given in Eq. (C.8), at energies below the mass ω, k ≪ m,

its value is very small, πL,qed ≈ −p2/(60π2m2) and negligible. However, for energies above the mass it grows

as log p2. Therefore we are forced to close the contour at moderately high energies in which the description

by means of a non-relativistic plasma is a good approximation, and avoid extremely high energies in which

relativistic effects become important. This is shown in Fig. 3 for the real parts of πL and πT . There is a

window of energies in which relativistic corrections are not important and we can trust the plasma behavior of

non-relativistic fermions. Moreover, the error in neglecting the relativistic corrections is controlled by the ratio

ω2
p/m

2 which is of order 10−12 for typical materials. If we close the contour of integration at, say, ∼ O
(
102
)
ωp

the contribution from Eq. (5.1) is negligible.

For media of “higher energies”, for example nuclear matter, one cannot close the contour below the electron

mass. One can still make use of the Kramers-Kronig and Leontovich relations, however, as we will discuss in

§8.

16



0.01 0.10 1 10 100 1000 104
-0.5

-0.4

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.0

0.1

0.001 10
0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

Figure 3: Real (left) and imaginary (right) parts of the functions πL and πT obtained from Eq. (C.6) and Eq. (C.7)
for the system of non-interacting fermions at leading order in the coupling to the photon. We have chosen k = ωξ
and set |ξ| = 0.5 but other values result in qualitatively similar behavior. We have chosen m/kF = 100 which is a
typical value in materials. We observe that the relativistic growth starts from energies ω ∼ m which is much larger than
the non-relativistic plasma regime. The region above the pair production threshold p2 = −4m2 is shaded. There is a
guaranteed range of energies where Eq. (5.1) applies since ω2

p/m
2 = g2k3

F /3π
2m3 ≪ 1 for kF /m ≪ 1.

6 Bounds on the low-energy behavior

In this section we bound ε(0, 0) and µ(0, 0) using the Leontovich relation Eq. (4.8) and positivity conditions on

the imaginary parts. Notice that both ε and µ can in principle have singularities like 1/ωn as ω → 0 without

violating causality. For instance, in the case of conductors we have ε ∼ iσ/ω where σ denotes the conductivity.

For superconductors, we have ε, µ ∼ 1/(ω2 − c2sk
2) associated to the propagation of the Goldstone mode with

speed of sound cs (see [40,41]). In this paper, we restrict ourselves to cases in which there is no singularity at the

origin. In other words, our results will be applicable only to insulators (dielectrics) where at low energies there

is no other dynamical degree of freedom than photons and leave other – perhaps more interesting – cases to

future studies.28 From Eq. (2.30) we see that g2πL = ε(0, 0)− 1 and g2k2πT = 0 at low energies. Moreover, the

combination of Eq. (2.30) and the causality condition Eq. (4.4) implies that g2(k2πT −ω2πL) = (1−µ(0, 0)−1)k2

at low energies.

In the following we use the longitudinal and transverse parts of Gµν
γ to write dispersion relations involving

ε(0, 0) and µ(0, 0). It is possible to obtain similar (and equivalent) relations using Gµν
J . We do not apply the

Leontovich relation directly to Πµν since we still need to argue for its analyticity. This will be discussed in §7.
We note that many of these results have been derived in the literature on this subject [19,43,44].

Longitudinal part Applying the discussion around Eq. (4.2) to the longitudinal part of Gµν
γ given in

Eq. (2.33) implies that 1/(p2ε(ω,k)) is analytic when Im p lies in the FLC, where, recall, ε = 1 + g2πL.

Let us consider the function 1/ε− 1. This function is analytic in the same region and, according to Eq. (5.1),

goes to zero at infinity. Eq. (4.7) implies

1

ε(ω, q + ωξ)
− 1 = − 1

iπ
PV

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

z − ω

g2πL(z, q + zξ)

1 + g2πL(z, q + zξ)
. (6.1)

Setting ω = q = 0 we find
1

ε(0, 0)
− 1 = −2g2

π

∫ +∞

0

dz

z

ImπL(z, zξ)

|1 + g2πL(z, zξ)|2
. (6.2)

To obtain Eq. (6.2) we used the reality condition πL(−z,−zξ) = πL(z, zξ)
∗, from which it follows that

ImπL(z, zξ) = Im ε(z, zξ) is odd in z and so also that ε(0, 0) is real. In this way we have written 1/ε in

terms of ImπL which has a positivity property as discussed in §3. A similar relation can be obtained for

nonzero q.29 We should note that for our purposes ξ on the right-hand side is not necessary and can be set

28See [42] for a discussion of the classification of low-energy degrees of freedom based on the derivative expansion.
29Notice that ε(0, q) is also real due to rotational invariance, ε(0, q)∗ = ε(0,−q) = ε(0, q).
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to zero; as discussed in Eq. (4.10), by causality the integral turns out to be independent of ξ (for ξ < 1). It

may be useful, however, to keep ξ in case something is known about the imaginary part at finite momentum.

Finally, from Eq. (6.2) one can argue that 1/ε(0, 0) ≤ 1 which implies

ε(0, 0) ≥ 1 . (6.3)

The latter possibility of ε(0, 0) < 0 is ruled out following the discussion of §7. Noticeably, since ε(0, 0) ≥ 1,

there is no electric analog of paramagnetism.

Transverse part The coefficient of the transverse part of Gµν
γ in Eq. (2.33) is 1/(p2 − g2k2πT ), which is

analytic following the discussion in §4. Since this is divergent at low energies when k = ωξ, we instead consider

the combination

χ1 ≡ ω2

p2 − g2k2πT
=

1

−ε+ k2

ω2
1
µ

. (6.4)

Next, we parametrize the momentum according to Eq. (4.5), χ1(ω, q + ωξ). By using Eq. (5.1), which implies

that k2πT → const. at infinity, we see that in the limit ω → ∞ the function approaches −1/(1− ξ2). Therefore,
for the combination χ1 + 1/(1 − ξ2), we are able to neglect the contour at infinity in the Leontovich relation.

Using Eq. (4.7) we obtain

1

−ε(ω, q + ωξ) + (q+ωξ)2

ω2µ(ω,q+ωξ)

+
1

1− ξ2
=

1

iπ
PV

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

z − ω

[
z2

−z2 + (q + zξ)2(1− g2πT (z, q + zξ))
+

1

1− ξ2

]
.

(6.5)

Setting q = 0 and taking the limit ω → 0, from the real part of Eq. (6.5) we obtain

1

−ε(0, 0) + ξ2

µ(0,0)

+
1

1− ξ2
=

2g2ξ2

π

∫ +∞

0

dz

z

ImπT (z, zξ)

| − 1 + ξ2 − g2ξ2πT (z, zξ)|2
. (6.6)

Like before we can restrict the integration range to positive z because πT (−z,−zξ) = πT (z, zξ)
∗. In the limit

ξ → 0, this equation reproduces the longitudinal dispersion relation. The reason is that, as argued below

Eq. (4.4), by causality the combination k2πT − ω2πL ∼ k2 as k → 0. Therefore, ξ2πT (z, zξ) ∼ πL(z, zξ) as

ξ → 0 at fixed z. However, for finite ξ this equation has new information. By the positivity condition on the

imaginary part of πT the right-hand side must be positive. Therefore we obtain

ε(0, 0) ≥ ξ2

µ(0, 0)
+ 1− ξ2 . (6.7)

Another possibility would be ε(0, 0) < ξ2µ(0, 0) but this cannot happen as we will argue in §7. Optimal bounds

are found by setting ξ = 0 and ξ = 1. Again we observe that ξ = 0 yields the longitudinal bound given in

Eq. (6.3). On the other hand at ξ = 1 we obtain

ε(0, 0) ≥ 1

µ(0, 0)
. (6.8)

One can also consider, instead of χ1 in Eq. (6.4), another function defined as

χ2 ≡ k2

p2 − g2k2πT
=

1
1
µ − ω2

k2 ε
, (6.9)

which is analytic in the FLC since 1/(p2 − g2k2πT ) is analytic in that region. Once again we parametrize it as

χ2(ω, q + ωξ) and use the Leontovich relation in the symmetric form given in Eq. (4.7). In the limit ω → ∞,
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Figure 4: The allowed region for ε and µ from positivity and analyticity. The horizontal boundary results from Eq. (6.2)
(or equivalently Eq. (7.4)) and the positivity of ImπL while the vertical boundary results from Eq. (6.6) (or equivalently
Eq. (7.9)) and the positivity of ImπT in the limit ξ → 1. While ε is forced to be larger than unity, µ could be both
less than 1, in which the medium is called diamagnetic, or larger than 1, for a paramagnetic medium. Notice that only
diamagnetism is constrained by causality and positivity.

χ2 → −ξ2/(1− ξ2). Therefore, we use Leontovich’s relation for the combination χ2 + ξ2/(1− ξ2) and get

1
1

µ(ω,q+ωξ) −
ω2ε(ω,q+ωξ)

(q+ωξ)2

+
ξ2

1− ξ2
=

1

iπ
PV

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

z − ω

[
(q + zξ)2

−z2 + (q + zξ)2(1− g2πT (z, q + zξ))
+

ξ2

1− ξ2

]
.

(6.10)

Setting q = 0 and then taking ω → 0 limit gives Eq. (6.6) where both sides are multiplied by ξ2. However, we

can also take the limit ω → 0 but keep q finite:

µ(0, q) +
ξ2

1− ξ2
=
g2

π
PV

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

z

(q + zξ)4 ImπT (z, q + zξ)

| − z2 + (q + zξ)2 − g2(q + zξ)2πT (z, q + zξ)|2
. (6.11)

Since the right-hand side is positive, this gives a lower bound on the magnetic permeability at finite momentum

q in the static limit (ω = 0). Setting ξ = 0 and then taking30 q → 0 we conclude

µ(0, 0) ≥ 0 . (6.12)

The bounds obtained above on ε(0, 0) and µ(0, 0) are summarized in Fig. 4 in which the shaded region is

allowed. The horizontal and vertical boundaries correspond to the analyticity and positivity of the longitudinal

and transverse parts of the Green’s function respectively. Notice that the inequality ε(0, 0)µ(0, 0) ≥ 1 is nothing

but the condition of subluminal speed of propagation of photons inside the medium, since the transverse photon

propagator at low energies can be written as 1/(−ε(0, 0)ω2 + k2/µ(0, 0)). Moreover, ε(0, 0) > 0 is required

to avoid a ghost, and µ(0, 0) > 0 to avoid a gradient instability. The fact that one can recover bounds from

subluminality condition has been observed in the Lorentz-invariant context as well [1]. However, we emphasize

that here we obtain dispersion relations which in principle could be estimated or measured, and thereby, the

bounds could get stronger. We will see an example below. Moreover, it should be pointed out that the

vertical boundary cannot be obtained only by using retardation, i.e. the Kramers-Kronig relation, since that

corresponds to setting ξ = 0 while to obtain the vertical boundary we needed to take ξ → 1. Therefore, while

30The limit q → 0 of Eq. (6.11) is subtle, since the RHS is discontinuous at q = 0. The correct procedure is to take the limit
after integration.
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Lorentz symmetry is broken by the presence of the medium, Lorentz invariance of the theory has nontrivial

consequences.

7 Analyticity of Πµν

In the previous section we used the photon Green’s function to bound the values of ε and µ at low energies.

Since these quantities are defined through the self-energy tensor Πµν , one may wonder why we have not used

Πµν directly. The reason is that we do not have a general argument for the analyticity of Πµν , and we will

elaborate on this issue here.

The argument for the analyticity of Gµν
J (p) and Gµν

γ (p) is that microcausality requires commutators to

vanish for spacelike separated points. However, there is no representation of Πµν in terms of a commutator

of local operators. We emphasize that Eq. (2.14) is not such an expression, because we restrict to the 1PI

part of the commutator (up to a contact term) and it is not clear that this has the same property. In fact,

we remind the reader that 1PI correlation functions are calculated from the effective action, which requires

adding a background external current which is in principle a non-local function of the fields. As a result, it

is not obvious that the ⟨[J(x), J(y)]⟩1PI vanishes for spacelike separated points x, y. More physically, Πµν , in

contrast to Gµν
γ and Gµν

J , does not describe the reaction of the system to an external source and as such its

microcausality is not guaranteed (cf. the contribution of Kirzhnitz in [19]).

In fact, by definition, the self-energy tensor is given by the difference of the inverse of the photon propagator

in the full and the free theory as given in Eq. (2.15). From this relation any pole of Πµν corresponds to a zero

of Gµν
γ which seems to be harmless. On the other hand, a pole in Πµν might imply a singularity in Gµν

γ at a

different point. The reason is that near a pole Πµν diverges and therefore the equation 1
g2 (∆

−1)µν − Πµν = 0

likely has a solution. By Eq. (2.15) this means that Gµν
γ is singular. However, we could not find a reason for

this singularity to necessarily lie in the FLC (and therefore not be allowed).31

However, in the perturbative limit this additional pole is always near the singularity of Πµν and is thus not

allowed. More precisely, in the limit that one can expand perturbatively in the coupling, it easy to see that the

self-energy tensor must have the same analyticity region as the photon propagator by the following argument.

Manipulating Eq. (2.15) yields

g2Π = ∆−1 −

[
1 +

∑
n=1

g2n∆−1 ·G(n)

]−1

·∆−1 , (7.1)

where we have written Gγ = g2∆+
∑

n=1 g
2(n+1)G(n) and for brevity we have resorted to matrix notation for

the spacetime indices with dot being matrix multiplication. By expansion we get

Π(0) = ∆−1 ·G(1) ·∆−1 , (7.2)

Π(1) = ∆−1 ·G(2) ·∆−1 −∆−1 ·G(1) ·∆−1 ·G(1) ·∆−1 , etc. , (7.3)

where we have written Π =
∑

n=0 g
2nΠ(n). Notice that since the full photon propagator Gµν

γ vanishes outside

the light cone in real space, and so is analytic when its imaginary part lies in the FLC in Fourier space, all

the terms in the perturbative expansion are separately causal. This must be true since in the limit that the

coupling goes to zero each term is parametrically smaller than the previous order, i.e. if one of them is acausal

this cannot be removed by the addition of other terms. As a result, by looking at Eq. (7.3) and higher orders,

we see that at each order Π(i) is constructed out of causal contributions and therefore it must be causal.

So a singularity of Πµν in the FLC, if it exists, must be non-perturbative in the coupling. Notice that this

singularity cannot be of the form of a branch point or essential singularity. The presence of a branch point or

essential singularity in Πµν spoils the analyticity of Gµν
γ . As a result, if there is a singularity in the FLC it must

31As an example take Πµν of the form Πµν = 1
g2

(∆−1)µν + pole. Then everything is perfectly consistent for Gµν
γ .
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be a pole.

The situation is different if we take into account the condition of positivity. In App. D we show that a

response function, parametrized as (ω, q+ωξ) with the condition q · ξ = 0, cannot have any zeros in the region

of analyticity, i.e. ω ∈ UHP. Applying this to Gµν
γ , we conclude that G−1

γ is analytic and therefore, by using

Eq. (2.15), so is Πµν(ω, q+ωξ) with q ·ξ = 0. Unfortunately, the theorem is not conclusive beyond the condition

q · ξ = 0. In the following, we will exploit this fact to write other forms of dispersion relations directly using

Πµν .

Self-energy dispersion Although we are not able to prove the analyticity of Πµν in FLC ⊂ C4, even

taking into account positivity, one can still write dispersion relations directly using Πµν . For instance, we

concluded above that the coefficient of the longitudinal part, p2πL, is analytic in the UHP of ω assuming the

parametrization (ω, q + ωξ) with q · ξ = 0. Therefore, we can apply Leontovich’s relation Eq. (4.7) to the

combination g2πL = ε− 1, and get

ε(ω, q + ωξ)− 1 =
1

iπ
PV

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

z − ω
g2πL(z, q + zξ) , (q · ξ = 0) . (7.4)

Therefore, setting q = 0 and ω = 0, we obtain

ε(0, 0)− 1 =
2g2

π

∫ +∞

0

dz

z
ImπL(z, zξ) . (7.5)

This relation is analogous to Eq. (6.2) which was obtained from the analyticity of the photon propagator. In

particular, from the positivity of the right-hand side we conclude that ε(0, 0) ≥ 1; this rules out the other

possibility ε(0, 0) < 0 discussed after Eq. (6.2).

Similarly, from the coefficient of the transverse part of Πµν we conclude that k2πT is analytic with the same

parametrization as above. Therefore, we can consider the combination32

χ3 ≡ g2k2πT
ω2

= (ε− 1) +
k2

ω2

(
1− 1

µ

)
. (7.6)

Assuming ε → 1 and µ → 1 at high energy (see Eq. (5.1)) this function goes to zero at infinity. By using

Leontovich’s relation we obtain

(ε(ω, q + ωξ)− 1) +
q2 + ω2ξ2

ω2

(
1− 1

µ(ω, q + ωξ)

)
=

1

iπ
PV

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

z − ω

g2(q2 + z2ξ2)

z2
πT (z, q + zξ) , (7.7)

where we have used q · ξ = 0. For nonzero q the limit ω → 0 is not well-defined. Setting q = 0 we obtain

(ε(0, 0)− 1) + ξ2
(
1− 1

µ(0, 0)

)
=

2g2ξ2

π

∫ +∞

0

dz

z
ImπT (z, zξ) . (7.8)

This is analogous to Eq. (6.6). Once again, taking the limit ξ → 0 gives the same relation as Eq. (7.5). However,

sending ξ → 1 we obtain

ε(0, 0)− 1

µ(0, 0)
=

2g2

π

∫ +∞

0

dz

z
ImπT (z, z) . (7.9)

Using the positivity of ImπT , we find ε(0, 0) ≥ 1/µ(0, 0) which is compatible with Eq. (6.6).

32This combination is actually εT − 1.
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8 Examples and improvements

In this section we discuss further the results derived above, focussing on the possibility of saturating the bounds

and improving them under some stronger assumptions.

Models living on the boundaries One can ask: is it possible, at least conceptually, to lie on the boundaries

of the allowed region shown in Fig. 4? The horizontal boundary with ε(0, 0) = 1 corresponds to a medium

without any electric response at low energies. Therefore, it would suffice to set πL ≡ 0. Different points along

the boundary ε(0, 0) = 1 then correspond to different limiting values of πT . To have a mathematically consistent

example let us consider the following form:

g2πT (ω,k) =
ω2
T

−ω2 − iγω + c2sk
2 + ω2

0

. (8.1)

As discussed in App. E, as long as γ > 0, 0 ≤ c2s ≤ 1, ω2
0 > 0 and ω2

T > 0 this is an analytic function

when Im(ω,k) lies in the FLC, with the correct positivity condition. Moreover, from µ−1 = 1 − g2πT we see

that the condition µ(0, 0) > 0 implies that ω2
T < ω2

0 . More physically, an ensemble of magnetic dipoles does

not contribute to ε and results in paramagnetism. The paramagnetic response can be arbitrarily large as we

approach the Curie point, µ→ ∞.

The vertical boundary of Fig. 4 corresponds to ε(0, 0)µ(0, 0) = 1. Therefore, we need both an electric and

magnetic response to lie on the vertical boundary. Since it implies that the speed of light is unity, perhaps

the easiest way is to start from imposing Lorentz invariance on πL and πT : πL = −k2

p2 πT . Therefore, we can

consider

g2πL(ω, k) = −k
2

p2
g2πT =

ω2
L

−ω2 − iεω + k2 + ω2
0

, (8.2)

which for ω2
0 > 0 and ω2

L > 0 has the correct analyticity and positivity properties. In the Lorentz-invariant case

we have ε = µ−1 = 1 + g2πL at all energies. One may wonder whether in Eq. (8.2) any other function, with

the correct properties, will also work. However, one must be careful about the positivity of πT = −p2πL/k2

since the prefactor p2 changes sign. For instance, adding a subluminal speed of sound cs or finite decay width

γ to Eq. (8.2), while being consistent for πL, is not consistent for πT . It is, in fact, possible to provide a more

physical example. Consider the theory

L = − 1

4g2
FµνF

µν − 1

2
(∂µϕ)

2 − 1

2
m2ϕ2 +

α

Λ2
ϕ2FµνF

µν , (8.3)

in which ϕ is a massive scalar field. Integrating it out, say in some nontrivial background, gives corrections

to the photon kinetic term that are always proportional to FµνF
µν . As a result, the condition ε = µ−1 is

satisfied. The Lagrangian above describes a scalar particle with electric and magnetic polarizabilities which are

equal and opposite, since FµνF
µν ∝ E2 − B2. This situation is rather common, since it corresponds to the

dimension-6 operator above. In order to deviate from this relation one has to consider higher-order operators

like FµαF β
µ ∂αϕ∂βϕ, which are naturally suppressed. For instance pions and kaons have polariazabilities which

are approximately equal and opposite, see for example [45].

Lower bound on dissipation The bounds of Fig. 4 can be improved if one has some knowledge about the

right-hand side of Eq. (7.5) and Eq. (7.9) (equivalently (6.2) and (6.6)). In particular one needs a lower bound

on dissipation. One possibility is to assume the “plasma” behavior at large ω as discussed in Sec. 5. At high

energy one has πL ∼ −ω2
p/ω

2. This implies that the function ω2πL(ω, 0) + ω2
p is analytic in the UHP of ω

and decays at infinity. Writing the dispersion relation (4.6) for zR = 0 gives the well-known sum rule (see for

instance [22]):

ω2
p =

2g2

π

∫ ∞

0

ωdω ImπL(ω, 0) . (8.4)
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One can use this equality to give a lower bound on the right-hand side of Eq. (7.5). If dissipation happens at

higher and higher frequencies, one can have an arbitrarily small right-hand side of Eq. (7.5) while preserving

the constraint Eq. (8.4). If we assume that the imaginary part is zero above some ωUV then Eq. (7.5), for ξ = 0,

becomes

ε(0, 0)− 1 =
2g2

π

∫ ωUV

0

dz

z
ImπL(z, 0) ≥

2g2

π

∫ ωUV

0

z dz

ω2
UV

ImπL(z, 0) =
ω2
p

ω2
UV

. (8.5)

In reality the imaginary part will not vanish exactly above the frequency ωUV, but it will decay typically as ω−3.

Anyway the integrals over frequency are convergent, so the bound above will only receive relative corrections of

order unity. In real materials this ratio is roughly of order unity. One can follow the same logic for πT , which

at high energy goes as πT ∼ −ω2
p/(ξ

2ω2), see Eq. (5.1). One obtains another sum rule for ω2
p, viz.

ω2
p =

2g2ξ2

π

∫ +∞

0

z dz ImπT (z, zξ) . (8.6)

This can be used in Eq. (7.9) to give

(ε(0, 0)− 1) + ξ2
(
1− 1

µ(0, 0)

)
≥

ω2
p

ω2
UV

. (8.7)

Notice this does not give a bound on the low-frequency speed of light in the medium, given by 1/
√
ε(0, 0)µ(0, 0).

In passing it is worthwhile to mention another relation for µ(0, q) (other than Eq. (6.11)) which involves the

plasma frequency. Let us consider the function

χ4 ≡ g2k2πT = ω2(ε− 1) + k2
(
1− 1

µ

)
. (8.8)

From Eq. (5.1), in the limit ω → ∞ we have χ4 → −ω2
p. Therefore, we can apply Leontovich’s relation to

χ4 + ω2
p which gives

ω2(ε(ω, q+ωξ)−1)+(q2+ω2ξ2)

(
1− 1

µ(ω, q + ωξ)

)
+ω2

p =
1

iπ
PV

∫ +∞

−∞

dz

z − ω

[
g2(q2 + z2ξ2)πT (z, q + zξ) + ω2

p

]
,

(8.9)

assuming q · ξ = 0. For nonzero q, taking the ω → 0 limit gives

q2
(
1− 1

µ(0, q)

)
+ ω2

p =
2g2

π

∫ +∞

0

dz

z
(q2 + z2ξ2) ImπT (z, q + zξ) . (8.10)

Restricting to ξ = 0 we obtain

q2 + ω2
p

q2
− 1

µ(0, q)
=

2g2

π

∫ +∞

0

dz

z
ImπT (z, q) . (8.11)

This relation was derived in [19]. In particular, assuming the positivity condition, it implies µ(0, q) > q2/(q2 +

ω2
p).

Wider “light”cone Most materials consist of non-relativistic particles, i.e. their typical velocity is much

smaller than the speed of light. Does this fact have any implications for the allowed values for electric and

magnetic response of the medium? The answer is probably yes. Let us consider a system of charged particles.

In certain limits, the behavior of the system is described, in kinetic theory, by a single-particle distribution

function f(V ) (see [27] for details). In this limit one can calculate the dielectric tensor, defined above Eq. (2.30),

as follows

εij(ω,k) ≡ 1 +
g2

ω2
Πij =

(
1−

ω2
p

ω2

)
δij +

ω2
p

ω2

∫
d3V

V iV j

ω + iϵ− V · k
kℓ
∂f(V )

∂V ℓ
. (8.12)
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Figure 5: Left: Improved (speculative) bound on ε and µ from lower speed of particles. The new curve is for v2 = 0.1.
For more realistic values like v2 ∼ 10−4 the diamagnetic region will be extremely small. Right: Inverse Fourier transform
of the longitudinal Lindhard function, given in Eq. (C.16). The plot shows that the response is very small outside a
narrow cone (controlled by vF ) compared to the relativistic cone (corresponding to c = 1).

Notice that the dielectric tensor contains all the information about the electromagnetic properties of the medium.

Eq. (8.12) has the remarkable property that it is analytic in a larger region than the FLC; poles of Eq. (8.12)

are located at ωI = V · kI which are far from the FLC for non-relativistic velocities |V | ≪ 1. Intuitively,

the reason is that a change in the total electromagnetic field at a point x can induce a current in a different

point x′, mainly due to the movement of charged particles from x to x′, and this occurs at low velocity. More

precisely, in the weak field limit, one has to solve the linearized equation of motion for f(V ) perturbations,

i.e. the Vlasov equation, to obtain Eq. (8.12). This equation predicts a slower propagation of information; the

factor (ω + iϵ− V · k)−1 is in fact the propagator of the linearized Vlasov equation.

The above description is only valid if one can neglect (thermal or quantum) fluctuations in the system.

Indeed in order to be able to solve for the single-particle distribution function, f(V ), one generally requires

the knowledge of multi-particle correlation functions. It turns out that for sufficiently dense systems, all the

multi-particle correlation functions are expressible in terms of f(V ), as for instance in Eq. (8.12), which is

the two-point function of the current. In particular the process of exchanging a photon from x to x′, which

propagates relativistically, can be neglected.33

In a situation where the above effects are negligible, the analyticity region is effectively larger. This means

that the parameter ξ used in the dispersion relations can take on values larger than unity. Equivalently, in real

space, it corresponds to a response function that vanishes outside a narrower cone than the relativistic cone.

For a non-relativistic system with typical velocity v ≪ 1, the parameter ξ can be as large as 1/v. The allowed

region for ε(0, 0) and µ(0, 0) shrinks as the vertical boundary is modified as

ε(0, 0) ≥ 1

v2µ(0, 0)
− 1− v2

v2
, (8.13)

where we have set ξ = 1/v in Eq. (6.7). The modified vertical boundary is shown in Fig. 4. Notice that this

affects the allowed region only on the diamagnetic side while the paramagnetic side remains unchanged. This

is in particular very interesting since the experimentally measured values for |µ− 1| for diamagnetic materials,

in most cases, are extremely small ∼ 10−5.

As an example, we can consider the non-relativistic Lindhard function given in Eq. (C.16) and Eq. (C.17).

For small momenta k ≪ kF , the function involves log(ω ± vF k). Therefore, it has larger region of analyticity;

33In the condensed matter literature, this is usually called the random phase approximation (RPA).
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the parameter ξ can be increased up to values ∼ 1/vF . However, for larger momenta quantum mechanical

effects become important and the above statement is no longer true; remember that, as discussed in App. C,

the relativistic expressions Eq. (C.10) and Eq. (C.11) have the correct analyticity properties. We have checked

explicitly for the Lindhard function that, although the region of analyticity is not strictly speaking larger,

Leontovich’s relation is still satisfied for values 1 ≪ ξ ≲ 1/(3vF ), to a very good approximation. This is

consistent with the fact that the Lindhard response function in real space is very small outside the r = 3vF t

cone as depicted in Fig. 5.

Closure of the contour at high energy As we discussed above, for condensed matter media one can close

the arc in the upper half-plane of Fig. (4.6) at energies below the electron mass and thus disregard the vacuum

loops of electrons and other charged particles. However, this is not possible in general: in the case of nuclear

matter, for instance, only going to energies well above MeV the medium becomes negligible and the contour

in the complex plane can be closed.34 The vacuum polarisation due to loops of electrons and other charged

particles is effectively a medium, with the only difference that the response is now Lorentz-invariant. This

symmetry implies that quantities can only depend on p2, and not separately on ω and k, and enforces the

relation πL = −k2πT /p2. For energies well above the mass of the electron the longitudinal response reads [46]

πL,qed(p
2) =

1

12π2

[
log

(
−(ω + iϵ)2 + k2

m2

)
− 5

3
+O

(
m2

p2

)]
, (8.14)

where we took the iϵ prescription appropriate for the retarded Green’s function. This expression does not

decay at infinity so one cannot neglect the integration over the large circle, which is a necessary step to derive

the Kramers-Kronig and Leontovich relations. One is forced to limit the integration over the real line up to

a maximum frequency, |ω| < ωUV, and at the same time keep the contribution of the semicircle with radius

ωUV. Notice that the effects of vacuum loops are perturbative, i.e. suppressed by the QED coupling g2, so one

can disregard them if the effect of the medium of interest gives corrections which are parametrically larger. It

is however quite simple and physically instructive to take into account the effects which are enhanced by the

potentially large logarithm.

Let us study for instance how Eq. (7.5) is modified including the contribution from the arc at large energies

ε(0, 0)− 1 =
2g2

π

∫ ωUV

0

dz

z
ImπL(z, 0) +

g2

π
Im

∫
∩UV

dz

z
πL(z, 0) , (8.15)

where we took ξ = 0 for simplicity. The last term evaluates to g2

12π2

[
log
(
ω2
UV/m

2
)
− 5

3

]
. This equals Re ε(ωUV, 0)−

1 (see Eq. (8.14)) and gives the QED coupling at the scale ωUV (notice that one usually defines the running

coupling for Euclidean momenta, while here we have timelike momenta and this is the reason why we also have

an imaginary part). Therefore one can rewrite the dispersion relation as

ε(0, 0)− Re ε(ωUV, 0) =
2g2

π

∫ ωUV

0

dz

z
ImπL(z, 0) . (8.16)

This result makes perfect sense physically. In the presence of vacuum loops, the value of ε runs with the energy:

the dispersion relation gives the increase of ε compared to the UV, as a consequence of the medium.35 One

expects this to hold at any order in perturbation theory. Going back to Fig. 4, one can say that the horizontal

boundary becomes energy-dependent, since it corresponds to the value of ε at the UV scale. The other boundary,

which corresponds to the speed of light, is not affected by vacuum loops, because they are Lorentz-invariant.

34We assume to remain below the energies that characterise the spontaneous breaking of the electroweak symmetry, otherwise
one should take into account the full SU(2)× U(1) structure. For a non-Abelian group the discussion is qualitatively different, as
for instance in asymptotic freedom; this is related to the fact the current is no longer a gauge-invariant operator.

35The right-hand side of the equation above is always positive both in vacuum, where only loops of charged particles are present,
and when extra matter is present. However one cannot, in general, separate the two contributions and argue that each one gives
a positive contribution to the imaginary part. In particular there is no guarantee that the right-hand side increases when adding
matter to the vacuum.

25



9 Conclusions and future directions

In this paper we studied bounds on the electromagnetic properties of a homogeneous, isotropic and passive

medium by using the requirements of microcausality and assuming that the effect of the medium is negligible

at high energies. This is a classic topic in condensed matter physics and we revisited it with a scope and a

language which are more connected with high-energy physics and the recent activity in the S-matrix bootstrap.

From this point of view, our results are constraints on the leading operators in the low-energy effective field

theory of photons after integrating out the medium. The main results are the dispersion relations for ε and µ,

Eqns. (7.5) and (7.9), and Fig. 4.

To conclude we comment on various possible extensions of our work.

Derivatives What about higher-order terms in the effective theory? In the Lorentz-invariant case, in a

weakly coupled theory with a gap, all the higher-order terms in the low-energy expansion of the amplitude are

positive [1]. As we will argue below, this is not generally true in the present case. Let us consider a generic

response function χ(ω), where for simplicity we have ignored spatial dispersion (or set ξ = 0). By using Eq. (4.9)

we can write
dnχ

dωn

∣∣∣∣
ω=0

=
n!

π

∫ +∞

−∞
dz

Imχ(z)

(z − iϵ)n+1
. (9.1)

If the imaginary part has a gap, i.e. Imχ(z) = 0 for |z| < m, then Eq. (9.1) implies that the derivatives are zero

for odd n and positive for even n. However, as discussed in §3, generally this is not the case and the imaginary

part is nonzero at all energies down to ω → 0 where it goes to zero. (This is similar to what happens in the

S-matrix case, when considering loops in the EFT, see for instance [2].) More explicitly, for n = 1, we conclude

from Eq. (9.1), using the fact that the imaginary part is an odd function, that

χ′(0) =
4i

π

∫ +∞

0

dz
ϵz

(z2 + ϵ2)2
Imχ(z) , (9.2)

which is of the form i × positive. The positivity of χ′(0)/i is consistent with the fact that we can write

i Imχ(ω) = χ′(0)ω + . . . as ω → 0. On the other hand, for n = 2 we obtain

χ′′(0) =
4

π

∫ +∞

0

dz
z(z2 − 3ϵ2)

(z2 + ϵ2)3
Imχ(z) , (9.3)

from which we cannot deduce a definite sign for χ′′(0). The same conclusion holds for higher orders. Notice

that for this result, it is crucial to take ϵ → 0 only after performing the integral. More precisely, one can split

the integral into two pieces (0, R) and (R,+∞) for some finite value R. For the interval (R,+∞) the ϵ terms

can be neglected and the result is positive. We choose R such that the imaginary part can be approximated

linearly in the first interval. Therefore, we obtain

χ′′(0) =
4

π

(
−χ

′(0)/i

R
+

∫ +∞

R

dz
Imχ(z)

z3

)
. (9.4)

The first term is always negative, so χ′′(0) is either positive or negative depending on which term is dominant.

One arrives at the same conclusion by considering the “arc” variables introduced in [2] as follows. Consider

integrating the function χ(z)/z3 along the contour shown below. Neglecting the arc at infinity we obtain

z

CR

∫
CR

dz
χ(z)

z3
= 2i

∫ +∞

R

dz
Imχ(z)

z3
. (9.5)
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For small enough R, let us say below a cutoff Λ, an effective description exists such that we can expand

χ(z) ≃ χ(0)+χ′(0)z+χ′′(0)z2/2+. . . which can be used to evaluate the integral over the arc CR in Eq. (9.5). One

can check that, except for χ′′(0), the contribution of all the even derivatives vanishes while for the odd derivatives,

except for χ′(0), they are suppressed by powers of R/Λ which can be neglected. Rearranging these terms results

in Eq. (9.4). Even though Eq. (9.4) does not fix the sign of χ′′(0), the inequality χ′′(0) + 4/(πR) · χ′(0)/i > 0

contains valuable information. If χ′′(0) < 0, it puts an upper bound on R and therefore on Λ: for larger values of

R the EFT must break down so that the expansion of χ used to derive Eq. (9.4) is not valid anymore. Eq. (9.4)

also implies that even higher derivatives are positive in cases where dissipation at low energies can be made

parametrically small.36 As an example, let us consider the Drude model studied in App. E (see also Eq. (8.1)).

One can check that for small friction γ ≪ ω0 all even higher derivatives are positive, while for γ ≫ ω0 there is

no definite sign for the even derivatives.

One interesting direction to explore is based on the knowledge of the sign of the imaginary part in the

complex plane, see Eq. (D.3). This property is related to the so-called typically real functions, which have been

instrumental to the S-matrix bootstrap, see for instance [47]. One might be able to derive two-sided bounds on

the relative coefficients in the above low-energy expansion.37

Several complex variables While the retarded Green’s function is analytic in an open domain of C4, we

have only used single-variable complex analysis. It would be interesting to try to use the complete power

of complex analysis with multiple variables, e.g. writing dispersion relations involving integration over the

boundary of the forward light cone. Among others this could be useful for completing the proof of analyticity

of Πµν , deriving more powerful results on the domain of analyticity (see [48] for the Lorentz-invariant case) and

understanding the constraints on the imaginary part from causality (Eq. (4.10)). Notice that constraints on the

imaginary part of the response can be converted into statements about the fluctuations of the system via the

fluctuation-dissipation theorem.

Other systems In the discussion above we stuck to the case of dielectrics. It would be natural to apply

the same methods to media with a different low-energy limit, namely conductors and superconductors, or to

crystals where translations are broken to a discrete subgroup. Studying the two-point function of the stress-

energy tensor one should be able to derive constraints on transport and on the EFT that describes fluids

(see [49–52] for progress in this regard). In this case one could test the results with many examples of fluids

derived from strongly coupled theories via the AdS/CFT correspondence. The bounds derived above can also be

interpreted, in the limit in which the system is made of a dilute collection of particles, as bounds on the electric

and magnetic polarizability of single particles. It would be interesting to explore the connection between these

statements and the positivity bounds derived using the S-matrix. Eventually the same logic can be applied to

the interaction with the gravitational field.

Inflation We have been discussing systems in which there is a spontaneous breaking of Lorentz invariance. In

inflation one is interested in the breaking of de Sitter isometries preserving rotations, spacial translations and

(approximate) dilations. As a starting point in the study of the bounds in this setup, one should investigate

the general properties of two-point functions imposed by microcausality and positivity.

We hope to make progress in all these directions.
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A Review of the Closed Time Path formalism

The Closed Time Path (CTP) formalism is useful for studying the evolution of expectation values of operators.

We assume the initial state of the system is specified by a density matrix ρ. The expectation value of a local

Hermitian operator ϕ is then given by

⟨ϕ(x)⟩ρ ≡ Tr[ρϕ(x)] = Tr[U(ti, t)ϕ(x)U(t, ti)ρ] . (A.1)

In the first expression ϕ(x) is the Heisenberg operator at x = (t,x) while in the last expression ϕ(x) is the

Schrödinger operator defined at some initial time ti. The operator U(t2, t1) accounts for the time evolution

from t1 to t2. Using the definition of trace and introducing resolutions of the identity 1 =
∫
Dϕ |ϕ⟩ ⟨ϕ| – the

integration is over field configurations at constant time – this can be expressed as

⟨ϕ(x)⟩ρ =

∫
DϕDϕ′Dϕ′′ ⟨ϕ′′|U(ti, t) |ϕ⟩ϕ(x) ⟨ϕ|U(t, ti) |ϕ′⟩ ⟨ϕ′| ρ |ϕ′′⟩ . (A.2)

This expression is useful because we have a path integral representation for the amplitudes,

⟨ϕ|U(t, ti) |ϕ′⟩ =
∫ φ(t)=ϕ

φ(ti)=ϕ′
DφeiS[φ]

∣∣t
ti , (A.3)

similarly for the other factor. Plugging this back into Eq. (A.2) we obtain

⟨ϕ(x)⟩ρ =

∫ ϕ1(t)=ϕ2(t)

Dϕ1 Dϕ2 ⟨ϕ1(ti)| ρ |ϕ2(ti)⟩ϕ1(t,x) e
i(S[ϕ1]−S[ϕ2])

∣∣t
ti . (A.4)

Note that in the integrand the factor ϕ1(t,x) can be replaced by ϕ2(t,x) since the two variables are forced to be

equal at time t. Also notice there are no restrictions on the initial conditions of the variables; this information

is encoded in ρ. This expression has a convenient graphical representation as follows:

⟨ϕ(x)⟩ρ =
ti t

ρ

ϕ(t,x)

. (A.5)

Every portion of the graph corresponds to a factor in the path integral Eq. (A.4). A better way to express this

is to add a forward and backward integration to some final time tf ,

⟨ϕ(x)⟩ρ = Tr[U(ti, tf )U(tf , t)ϕ(x)U(t, ti)ρ]

=

∫ ϕ1(tf )=ϕ2(tf )

Dϕ1 Dϕ2 ⟨ϕ1(ti)| ρ |ϕ2(ti)⟩ϕ1(t,x) e
i(S[ϕ1]−S[ϕ2])

∣∣tf
ti

=
ti tf

ρ
t

=
ti tf

ρ

t
.

(A.6)

In this way the only dependence on t appears in the location of the operator insertion and one can send the

initial and final times to infinity. Finally, notice that the insertion may be put either in the forward or the

backward path. In fact, more generally, as long as we do not pass through other insertions we can slide points

from forward to backward paths and vice versa.
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Adding more points is straightforward. For instance for two points we have

⟨ϕ(x)ϕ(x′)⟩ρ = Tr[U(ti, t)ϕ(x)U(t, t′)ϕ(x′)U(t′, ti)ρ]

=


t > t′ ρ

ti tf

t′ t

or ρ

ti tf

t′

t

t < t′ ρ

ti tft

t′

or ρ

ti tft t′

=

∫ ϕ1(tf )=ϕ2(tf )

Dϕ1 Dϕ2 ⟨ϕ1(ti)| ρ |ϕ2(ti)⟩ e
i(S[ϕ1]−S[ϕ2])

∣∣tf
ti

×

 t > t′ ϕ1(x
′)ϕ1(x) or ϕ1(x

′)ϕ2(x)

t < t′ ϕ1(x
′)ϕ2(x) or ϕ2(x

′)ϕ2(x)
.

(A.7)

The important point here is whether the evolution U(t, t′) is forward or backward, and notice we have used the

sliding trick to obtain the other representation. The ϕ2’s correspond to anti time-ordering. Moreover, the fields

associated to ϕ2’s always appear to the left of the ϕ1’s. More generally we have38

〈
T̄ (ϕ(x′1) . . . ϕ(x

′
n))T (ϕ(x1) . . . ϕ(xm))

〉
ρ
= ρ

ti tf

t1 . . . tm

t′1 . . . t′n

=

∫
ρ

Dϕ1 Dϕ2 ei(S[ϕ1]−S[ϕ2]) ϕ2(x
′
1) . . . ϕ2(x

′
n)ϕ1(x1) . . . ϕ1(xm) .

(A.8)

For brevity we have suppressed the initial and final boundary conditions of the path integral.

Generating functional A convenient way to deal with this type of observable is to define a generating

functional39,

Z[K1,K2] ≡
∫

Dϕ1 Dϕ2 ei(S[ϕ1]−S[ϕ2]) ei
∫
x
(K1(x)ϕ1(x)−K2(x)ϕ2(x))

=
〈
T̄
(
e−i

∫
x
K2(x)ϕ(x)

)
T
(
ei

∫
x
K1(x)ϕ(x)

)〉
,

(A.9)

where in the second line we have used Eq. (A.8) (from now on we suppress the dependence on the density

matrix). Assuming K is real, OK ≡ T
(
ei

∫
x
K(x)ϕ(x)

)
is unitary and it follows that Z[K,K] = Tr

[
ρO†

KOK

]
= 1

is normalized. Taking variations of Z with respect to the arguments gives various correlation functions. More

specifically, we have〈
T̄ (ϕ(x′1) . . . ϕ(x

′
n))T (ϕ(x1) . . . ϕ(xm))

〉
= i

δ

δK2(x′1)
. . . i

δ

δK2(x′n)

1

i

δ

δK1(x1)
. . .

1

i

δ

δK1(xm)
Z[K1,K2]

∣∣
K1=K2=0

.
(A.10)

We can interpret the current term as a deformation of the action, i.e. SK ≡ S +
∫
x
K(x)ϕ(x) and therefore

Z[K1,K2] = Tr
[
U†
K2
UK1

ρ
]
in which UK is the time evolution with the deformed action. As a result, we can

obtain correlation functions in the deformed theory by varying Z and setting K1 = K2 = K rather than zero.

For instance
1

i

δ

δK1(x)
Z
∣∣
K1=K2=K

= i
δ

δK2(x)
Z
∣∣
K1=K2=K

= ⟨ϕ(x)⟩K , (A.11)

similarly for higher orders.

Another useful object is the logarithm of the generating function, i.e. Z[K1,K2] ≡ exp(iW [K1,K2]). Similar

38To get an even more general observable one can add more forward and backward paths.
39We used K1,2 as the argument of the generating function to save J as the electromagnetic current in the main text.

29



to the standard case, W [K1,K2] generates connected correlations functions. Notice that

Z[K1,K2]
∗ =

〈
O†

K2
OK1

〉∗
=
〈
O†

K1
OK2

〉
= Z[K2,K1] , (A.12)

which implies W [K1,K2]
∗ = −W [K2,K1]. More generally we can consider complex currents. In that case we

have W [K1,K2]
∗ = −W [K∗

2 ,K
∗
1 ].

Effective action Another useful object is the effective action. As is well-known, the effective action is the

generating functional for 1PI diagrams. As a result, at tree level it may be used to give all loop corrections to an

observable. In particular, it yields the quantum equation of motion. (For a review in standard QFT see [53,54]

and in the context of CTP see [23, 55, 56].) The effective action is defined as the Legendre transform of W , as

follows:

Γ[ϕ1, ϕ2] ≡W [K1,K2]−
∫

(K1ϕ1 −K2ϕ2) , (A.13)

when the currents satisfy the following;

δW

δK1(x)
− ϕ1(x) = 0 and

δW

δK2(x)
+ ϕ2(x) = 0 . (A.14)

It follows that
δΓ

δϕ1(x)
= −K1(x) and

δΓ

δϕ2(x)
= K2(x) . (A.15)

Moreover, the second variation of Γ gives the inverse of the full connected propagator as follows:

δ2Γ

δϕiδϕj
= −δKi

δϕj
= −

(
δϕj

δKi

)−1

= −
(

δ2W

δKiδKj

)−1

, (A.16)

where we have used Eq. (A.14) and Eq. (A.15). We also used the notation ϕ1 = ϕ1 and ϕ2 = −ϕ2 to account

for minus signs. Taking more derivatives reveals that any connected correlation function can be constructed out

of tree diagrams with edges corresponding to the full propagator and vertices corresponding to Γ as the action,

hence the name quantum effective action.

Taking the complex conjugate of Eq. (A.14) and using the relation below Eq. (A.12) we conclude that if the

pair (ϕ1, ϕ2) corresponds to (K1,K2) then (ϕ2, ϕ1) is associated to (K∗
2 ,K

∗
1 ). Therefore, from the definition we

have Γ[ϕ1, ϕ2]
∗ = −Γ[ϕ2, ϕ1]. In addition, since ϕ1 = ϕ2 corresponds to K1 = K2 we have Γ[ϕ, ϕ] = 0 (note

that by definition W [K,K] = 0). Finally, notice that

δΓ

δϕ1

∣∣∣
ϕ1=ϕ2=ϕ

= − δΓ

δϕ2

∣∣∣
ϕ1=ϕ2=ϕ

= −K , (A.17)

is the quantum-corrected equation of motion for the field expectation value in the presence of a current K,

i.e. ⟨ϕ⟩K = ϕ. It is worthwhile to contrast this with the expectation value we calculate in the standard in-out

formalism. In the latter case, the assumption is that interactions turn on and off adiabatically in the far past and

the far future. Therefore, the initial and final states only are equal up to a phase. This is a good approximation

for particle physics but it is incapable of taking into account out-of-equilibrium processes, e.g. dissipation.

For perturbative calculations one has to add all 1PI diagrams for a given number of external legs. Another

approach, more useful for non-perturbative results, is the background field method. Consider the original theory

in the presence of a given background. We have

exp
(
iW [K1,K2]ϕ̄1,ϕ̄2

)
≡
∫

Dϕ1 Dϕ2 ei(S[ϕ1+ϕ̄1]−S[ϕ2+ϕ̄2]) ei
∫
x
(K1(x)ϕ1(x)−K2(x)ϕ2(x)) . (A.18)
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From the generating function in the presence of the background we can define the effective action as before,

Γ[ϕ1, ϕ2]ϕ̄1,ϕ̄2
=W [K1,K2]ϕ̄1,ϕ̄2

−
∫

(K1ϕ1 −K2ϕ2) , (A.19)

with K1 and K2 defined by the same equations as in Eq. (A.14) with W replaced by Wϕ̄1,ϕ̄2
. Now it is a

straightforward exersise to show that

Γ[ϕ1, ϕ2]ϕ̄1,ϕ̄2
= Γ[ϕ1 + ϕ̄1, ϕ2 + ϕ̄2] , (A.20)

where the right-hand side is the effective action of the theory without the background field as defined in

Eq. (A.13). An important consequence of this is that we can use the theory with the background to calculate

the effective action. In other words we have

Γ[ϕ1, ϕ2] = Γ[0, 0]ϕ1,ϕ2
=W [K1,K2]ϕ1,ϕ2

, (A.21)

where the last equality follows from Eq. (A.19). Notice that by means of a field redefinition in Eq. (A.18) we

have W [K1,K2]ϕ1,ϕ2
=W [K1,K2]−

∫
(K1ϕ1 −K2ϕ2), and therefore Eq. (A.21) is consistent with Eq. (A.13).

Perturbation in the background field It is useful to write a perturbative expansion, in the background

field, for the effective action. As discussed in the main text, this is useful for situations in which the average field

is weak (compared to some microscopic scale in the problem). We start by expanding W [K1,K2] perturbatively

in the currents. It is very convenient to work, instead of Ki for i = 1, 2, with linear combinations

Kr ≡ 1

2
(K1 +K2) , Ka ≡ K1 −K2 . (A.22)

(Working with these new variables is sometimes referred to as the r/a or physical representation.) Normalization

and reality conditions implyW [Kr,Ka = 0] = 0 andW [Kr,Ka]
∗ = −W [Kr,−Ka]. ExpandingW [Kr,Ka] gives

W [Kr,Ka] =
1

2

∫
dxdy

δ2W

δKI(x)δKJ(y)

∣∣∣
K=0

KI(x)KJ(y) + . . . , (A.23)

in which the indices I, J, . . . are either r or a as introduced above. Notice that the zeroth order term vanishes

by normalization. The coefficient of the linear term, i.e. δW
δKI

∝ δZ
δKI

, is related to the expected value of the field

in the absence of any external sources, which we assume vanishes (or is compensated for by a counter-term).

Therefore, the leading term is quadratic as indicated above. It requires a little algebra to express the coefficients

of the expansion in terms of the correlation functions of the fields:

W [Kr,Ka] =
1

2

∫
dxdy

[
Kr(x)Ka(x)

] [ 0 GA(x, y)

GR(x, y) iGS(x, y)

][
Kr(y)

Ka(y)

]
+ . . . , (A.24)

where we have defined

GR(x, y) = iθ(tx − ty) ⟨[ϕx, ϕy]⟩ , GA(x, y) = −iθ(ty − tx) ⟨[ϕx, ϕy]⟩ , GS(x, y) =
1

2
⟨{ϕx, ϕy}⟩ , (A.25)

referred to as retarded, advanced and symmetric Green’s functions. Note that the θ-functions come from the

(anti-)time ordering in the closed time path. The fact that the coefficient of K2
r vanishes is a consequence of the

normalization condition. More generally the coefficient of Kn
r is identically zero. The coefficient of K2

a is purely

imaginary which is a consequence of the reality condition. More generally, the coefficient of Kn
rK

m
a is purely

imaginary for even m. It is possible to show that all the coefficients in the above expansion can be written in

terms of nested commutators and/or anti-commutators. For details we refer the reader to [55,57].

Similar to the (connected graphs) generating function W [Kr,Kr], we can expand Γ[ϕr, ϕa] in terms of the
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fields,

ϕr ≡ ϕ1 + ϕ2
2

, ϕa ≡ ϕ1 − ϕ2 . (A.26)

In the r/a representation, the normalization and reality condition read Γ[ϕr, ϕa = 0] = 0 and Γ[ϕr, ϕa]
∗ =

−Γ[ϕr,−ϕa]. Coefficients of the expansion can be obtained by using the same trick as in Eq. (A.16). Up to

quadratic order, by using Eq. (A.24) and Eq. (A.16), we have

Γ[ϕr, ϕa] =
1

2

∫
dx dy

[
ϕr(x)ϕa(x)

] [ 0 −G−1
A (x, y)

−G−1
R (x, y) iG−1

R GSG
−1
A (x, y)

][
ϕr(y)

ϕa(y)

]
+ . . . , (A.27)

in which it is was used that
∫
dy GR(x, y)G

−1
R (y, z) = δ(x − z). Once again, the vanishing of ϕ2r term results

from normalization and the coefficient of ϕ2a is purely imaginary because of reality, with similar generalizations

to higher orders. The effective equation of motion in the presence of an external current K, given in Eq. (A.17),

is now obtained:

δΓ

δϕa(x)

∣∣∣
ϕa=0,ϕr=ϕ

=
δ2Γ

δϕa(x)δϕr(y)

∣∣∣
ϕ=0

ϕ(y) +
1

2

δ3Γ

δϕa(x)δϕr(y)δϕr(z)

∣∣∣
ϕ=0

ϕ(y)ϕ(z) + · · · = −K(x) , (A.28)

where we have included the next-to-leading order for illustration. The solution is the expectation value of the

field in the presence of the external current K, that is

⟨ϕ⟩K (x) =
δW

δKa(x)

∣∣∣
Ka=0,Kr=K

=

∫
dy GR(x, y)K(y) +

∫
dy dz CR(x, y, z)K(y)K(z) + . . . , (A.29)

with GR given in Eq. (A.25) and CR(x, y, z) = −θ(tx − ty)θ(ty − tz) ⟨[[ϕx, ϕy], ϕz]⟩. More generally, all the

higher-order terms involve nested commutators [55, 57]. This result can also be obtained from a direct in-in

calculation [58]. In this paper, we focus on the leading term which is linear in the external current. In the

statistical mechanics literature, the linear approximation is usually referred to as the Kubo formula [59].

B Linear response

In this section we review some standard results in linear response theory. Consider an action S which has been

deformed by adding a set of background fields Kn to be called SK . We do not restrict the way the action is

deformed but we assume that it remains local. We define a set of composite operators as

On(x) ≡
δSK

δKn(x)
. (B.1)

A simple example is the addition of external currents S[ϕ] → S[ϕ]+
∫
K(x)ϕ(x) as discussed below Eq. (A.10) in

which case the operator O is the dynamical field ϕ. In general On can be a function of the dynamical fields and

their (spatial and time) derivatives as well as the background fields. For real background fields, the operators

are Hermitian. We would like to study the evolution of the expectation value ⟨On(x)⟩, in some given density

matrix, up to linear order in the background fields Kn. Notice that On(x) is the Heisenberg operator evolved

with the full Hamiltonian including the effect of background fields. From Eq. (A.8), ⟨On(x)⟩K is given by

⟨On(x)⟩K =

∫
Dϕ1Dϕ2 ei(SK [ϕ1]−SK [ϕ2]) On(x) , (B.2)

in which ϕ collectively represents the dynamical degrees of freedom in the system. We notice that up to linear

order in the background fields

On(x) = O(0)
n (x) +

∫
d4yO(1)

nm(x, y)Km(y) + . . . (B.3)
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in which O(0)
n (x) = δSK

δKn(x)

∣∣
K=0

and O(1)
nm(x, y) = δ2SK

δKn(x)δKm(y)

∣∣
K=0

. Although we have used a more general

notation here, there is an implicit delta function (or its derivatives) hidden in the second term of Eq. (B.3)

resulting from the locality assumption. In addition, up to linear order, the deformed action is SK = S +∫
d4yO(0)

n (y)Kn(y) + . . . . Therefore, expansion of Eq. (B.2) up to linear order gives

⟨On(x)⟩K − ⟨On(x)⟩K=0 =

∫
d4x′Gnm(x, x′)Km(x′) , (B.4)

with

Gnm(x, x′) ≡ iθ(t− t′)
〈
[O(0)

n (x),O(0)
m (x′)]

〉
+
〈
O(1)

nm(x, x′)
〉
. (B.5)

Equivalently, this result can be derived from the standard in-in formalism using the interaction picture. The

linear term in Eq. (A.29) is a special case of Eq. (B.4) when the deformation is an external current. The

relevant example in this work is matter coupled to an external electromagnetic field Aµ
ext. This is equivalent

to considering the following deformation of the action we started with in Eq. (2.1): Sγ [a] + SM [a + Aext, ψ].

Then it is simply seen that O(0) and O(1) corresponds to Jµ and Nµν respectively defined in Eq. (2.6) and the

analogue of Eq. (B.5) will be Eq. (2.36).

Introducing background fields changes the energy of the system. At each moment in time, the total energy of

the system is the expectation value of the Hamiltonian Tr(ρHK) where HK is the Hamiltonian modified by the

background fields Kn. Let us assume that the background fields vanish at t = ±∞ and are turned on for some

period of time. The change in the energy of the system is calculated by ∆H =
∫ +∞
−∞ dt d

dt Tr(ρHK). The time

derivative of the density matrix, switching to the Schrödinger picture, is iρ̇ = [HK , ρ], so that its contribution

vanishes after taking the trace. The remaining term comes from the explicit time dependence in HK associated

to the background fields Kn. We note that

∂HK

∂Kn
= π

∂ϕ̇

∂Kn
−

[
∂LK

∂ϕ̇

∂ϕ̇

∂Kn
+
∂LK

∂Kn

]
= −∂LK

∂Kn
, (B.6)

in which HK and LK are Hamiltonian and Lagrangian densities and π ≡ ∂LK/∂ϕ̇ is the momentum conjugate

to ϕ. For simplicity of notation we have only used one dynamical field ϕ, with an obvious generalization to more

complicated systems. We should note that for constructing the Hamiltonian we regard ϕ̇(ϕ, π,K) as a function

of π as well as the background fields. Therefore, we can write

∆H =

∫
d4xTr

(
ρḢK

)
=

∫
d4xTr

(
ρ
∂HK

∂Kn

)
K̇n = −

∫
d4x ⟨On(x)⟩K K̇n

= −
∫

d4p

(2π)4
iωKn(−p)Gnm(p)Km(p)

=

∫
d4p

(2π)4
ωKn(−p)

(
Gnm(p)−Gmn(−p)

2i

)
Km(p) .

(B.7)

In the first line, we have used Eq. (B.6) and Eq. (B.1). In the second line, we have restricted to the linear

response formula Eq. (B.4) assuming, as it is relevant for the context of this paper, that ⟨On(x)⟩K=0 = 0

and switched to Fourier space. In the last line, we have used the reality of the integral to replace Gnm with

the expression in the parenthesis. Notice that for Hermitian On, the Green’s function is real implying that

Gnm(−p) = Gnm(p)∗. The expression inside the parenthesis is called the dissipative part of the response

function. This can be simplified assuming spacetime inversion (parity and time reversal) symmetry of the state.

First of all, note that the contribution of the contact term in Eq. (B.5) is symmetric under n↔ m. The reason

is that it is symmetric under (n, x) ↔ (m,x′) but because of the delta function it is also symmetric under
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x↔ x′. Focusing on the first term of Eq. (B.5) we have (see also [60])

Gmn(x) = iθ(t) Tr
(
ρ[O(0)

m (x),O(0)
n (0)]

)
= −iθ(t) Tr

(
ρ[O(0)

n (−x),O(0)
m (0)]

)
= −iθ(t)(ηnηm)∗ Tr

(
Θρ[O(0)

n (x),O(0)
m (0)]Θ−1

)
= −iθ(t)(ηnηm)∗ Tr

(
(ρ[O(0)

n (x),O(0)
m (0)])†

)
= (ηnηm)∗Gnm(x) .

(B.8)

In the first line we have used spacetime translation invariance to shift the argument inside the commutator.

In the second line we have used the spacetime inversion operator Θ and that the operator transforms as

ΘO(0)
m (x)Θ−1 = ηmO(0)

m (−x) with some phase ηm which depends on the operator. Moreover, we have used

invariance of the density matrix under spacetime inversion, i.e. ΘρΘ−1 = ρ.40 Finally, we use the fact that

Tr
(
ΘAΘ−1

)
= Tr

(
A†) for any linear operator A.41 Hence we conclude that the response function is symmetric

in its indices up to some phase factors. In cases in which the phase factors are unity, the expression for the

dissipative part of the response function in Eq. (B.7) is simply ImGnm(p).

C Lindhard function

In this section we study the electromagnetic properties of a gas of fermions, e.g. electrons, at finite density and

zero temperature. For finite temperature calculations see for example [62]. The condition of finite density of

charged particles can be modeled by adding a chemical potential to the Lagrangian. See also [63–65]. Therefore

a Dirac fermion ψ at finite chemical potential µ can be described by

L = iψ̄(/∂ + iµ/u)ψ −mψ̄ψ (C.1)

in which uµ = (1, 0) is the rest frame velocity of the fermions and m their mass. We assume µ > m > 0. Then

the ground state of the system consists of fermions filling up to energy EF =
√
m2 + k2F = µ, known as the

Fermi energy, where kF is called the Fermi momentum.

The photon coupling is similar to the Lorentz-invariant case, i.e. ∂µ → ∂µ − iAµ. We want to calculate the

photon (retarded) self-energy which is given by ⟨[Jµ, Jν ]⟩1PI with J
µ = ψ̄γµψ, perturbatively in the coupling

to the photon. At leading order we can can drop the 1PI index, corresponding to the diagram shown in Fig. 6.

Moreover, it is easier to first calculate the diagram using the usual Feynman rules for the S-matrix (which

gives the time ordered correlation function) and then obtain the retarded response function by moving the

singularities with an appropriate iϵ prescription [66]. The Feynman propagator of the modified Lagrangian

Eq. (C.1) is

S(x− y) ≡ i
〈
Tψ(x)ψ̄(y)

〉
=

∫
d4p

(2π)4
eip·(x−y)

−/p′ +m

p′2 +m2 − iϵ sgn(ω(ω + µ))
, (C.2)

in which p′µ = pµ + µuµ = (ω + µ,k). Notice that in the absence of the chemical potential we recover the

Lorentz-invariant iϵ prescription for the propagator. Therefore, by using the standard Feynman rules of quantum

electrodynamics, for the diagram of Fig. 6 we get

iΠµν = −
∫

d4q

(2π)4
Tr(γµS(q)γνS(q + p)) . (C.3)

40If the set of operators are in the trivial representation under spacetime transformations, i.e. scalar operators, then it is enough
that the system is invariant under time-reversal and the role of parity is played by rotation symmetry. Otherwise, we also need
invariance under parity to rewrite Eq. (B.7) in terms of ImGmn. For instance, in the case of the current operator Jµ, it is possible
to have a parity violating term in the two point function (see Footnote 9). This term, while contributing to the expression for the
imaginary part, does not contribute to the dissipative part in Eq. (B.7).

41Remember that for an antiunitary operator Θ, if we define |ã⟩ ≡ Θ |a⟩ and |b̃⟩ ≡ Θ |b⟩, we have ⟨a|b⟩ = ⟨b̃|ã⟩. Then it is
easy to see that for any linear operator A, we have ⟨b|A† |a⟩ = ⟨ã|ΘAΘ−1|b̃⟩. The trace TrA† =

∑
n ⟨n|A† |n⟩ can be written as∑

ñ ⟨ñ|ΘAΘ−1 |ñ⟩, which is Tr
(
ΘAΘ−1

)
. See also [61].
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q0
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Figure 6: Left: Leading order correction to the photon self-energy from the gas of fermions at finite chemical potential.
Right: The contour of integration in the presence of the chemical potential.

After some algebra one finds that

iΠµν = −
∫

d4q

(2π)4
4Iµν(q)

[−(q0 + iϵ sgn(q0 − µ))2 + E2
q][−(q0 + ω + iϵ sgn(q0 + ω − µ))2 + E2

q+k]
, (C.4)

with Eq =
√
m2 + q2. To obtain Eq. (C.4) we have changed the variable of integration q0 → q0 − µ and used

properties of the gamma matrices, e.g. {γµ, γν} = −2ηµν in our metric signature, to simplify the numerator as

Iµν(q) = qµ(p+ q)ν + qν(p+ q)µ − (q · (p+ q) +m2)ηµν . (C.5)

The denominator has poles at q0 = ±Eq − iϵ sgn(q0 − µ) and q0 + ω = ±Eq+k − iϵ sgn(q0 + ω − µ). One can

think of the effect of the nonzero chemical potential in terms of deforming the q0−integration contour. This is

shown in Fig. 6 with the solid line. An illustrative way to perform the integral is to decompose it into a contour

used in the Lorentz-invariant case with µ = 0 (dashed line in Fig. 6) plus a closed curve which captures the

effect of the chemical potential (dash-dotted line). Thus we can write the result as follows

Πµν = Πµν
qed +Πµν

F . (C.6)

To extract the longitudinal and transverse parts we use definition Eq. (2.24) which implies that

πL =
1

k2
Π00 , πT =

1

2k2
(δijΠ

ij − ω2πL) . (C.7)

The longitudinal and transverse parts can be decomposed similarly to Eq. (C.6). The first term is the Lorentz-

invariant result which can be found in any quantum field theory textbook. The condition of Lorentz invariance

implies that there is no distinction between longitudinal and transverse directions, i.e. πL = −k2πT /p2, therefore
Πµν

qed = πL,qed(p
µpν − p2ηµν), with42

πL,qed = −k
2

p2
πT,qed = − 1

2π2

∫ 1

0

dxx(1− x) log

(
x(1− x)p2 +m2

m2

)
. (C.8)

The next term comes from the finite chemical potential and can be calculated as

Πµν
F (ω, k) = −2

∫
d3q

(2π)3
θ(EF − Eq)

Eq

[
Iµν(q0 = Eq, q)

(Eq + ω)2 − E2
q+k

+
(
ω → −ω,k → −k

)]
. (C.9)

We can now obtain the retarded correlation functions by imposing the appropriate iϵ prescription; in both

expressions Eq. (C.8) and Eq. (C.9), it is understood that ω → ω+ iϵ to have the correct analyticity properties.

For the longitudinal part we can perform the angular part of the integral and obtain

πL,F =

∫ kF

0

q2 dq

2π2k2Eq

[
1− (ω + 2Eq)

2 − k2

4kq
log

(
ω(ω + 2Eq) + 2kq − k2

ω(ω + 2Eq)− 2kq − k2

)]
+
(
ω → −ω

)
. (C.10)

42This is the result of on-shell renormalization scheme, Πµν
qed(0) = 0.
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Similarly, for the transverse component we obtain

πT,F =

∫ kF

0

q2 dq

4π2k2Eq

[
−
(
1 +

ω2

k2

)
+
ω2(ω + 2Eq)

2 − k2(k2 + 4q2 + 4ωEq)

4k3q
×

log

(
ω(ω + 2Eq) + 2kq − k2

ω(ω + 2Eq)− 2kq − k2

)]
+
(
ω → −ω

)
.

(C.11)

The above integrals can also be performed analytically but the expressions are not very illuminating so we do

not report them here.

It is instructive to check the conditions of analyticity and positivity for these functions. Let us first focus on

the Lorentz-invariant piece in Eq. (C.8). Since this is the outcome of a perturbative calculation, following the

discussion in §7, πL,qed (and similarly k2πT,qed) must be analytic in the FLC. The only source of non-analyticity

is the branch cut of the log function which for the principal branch locates along the negative real axis of the

argument. Therefore, from Eq. (C.8) it is easy to see that the location of the branch cut is p2+m2/(x(1−x)) ≤ 0

or equivalently −(ω + iϵ)2 + k2 +M2 = 0 for any M2 ≥ 4m2. As we will argue in detail in App. E, solutions

to this equation always lie outside the FLC and therefore πL,qed is analytic in the FLC. We can calculate the

imaginary part of Eq. (C.8) for real ω and k as follows

ImπL,qed = − 1

2π2

∫ 1

0

dxx(1− x)θ
[
− x(1− x)p2 −m2

]
πsgn(−ω)

=
1

24π

[
1 +

(
1 +

2m2

−p2

)√
1− 4m2

−p2

]
sgn(ω)θ(−p2 − 4m2) .

(C.12)

In the first line we have used log(−|x| ± iϵ) = log(|x|)± iπ and the fact that the imaginary part of the argument

of the log in Eq. (C.8) comes with the combination ∼ −iϵ ω which gives the sign function. As is well-known, the

imaginary part is nonzero only for timelike momenta larger than the pair production threshold, i.e. −p2 > 4m2,

after which it grows positive and saturates to 1/12π for ω > 0.

The contribution of the finite chemical potential in Eq. (C.10) and Eq. (C.11) is slightly more involved. First

we deal with the log which has a similar structure both for the longitudinal and transverse parts. Notice that

one can re-write the argument of the logarithm, in a more suggestive way, as (ω ± Eq + iϵ)2 − (k ± q)2 −m2.

Therefore, the location of the branch cut is similar to the Lorentz-invariant case and therefore outside the FLC.

Notice that the shifts ω → ω ± Eq and k → k ± q do not affect this conclusion as Eq and q are real. Another

source of non-analyticity are the factors 1/k2. However, it is straightforward to take the k2 → 0 limit of the

integrand

πL,F =

∫ kF

0

q2 dq

[
4(−3E2

q + q2)

3π2Eq(4E2
q − ω2)ω2

+O
(
k2
)]

(C.13)

k2πT,F =

∫ kF

0

q2 dq

[
4(−3E2

q + q2)

3π2Eq(4E2
q − ω2)

+O
(
k2
)]

, (C.14)

which is regular. Further, one could also worry about the appearance of k =
√
k2 in Eq. (C.10) and Eq. (C.11).

The absence of an O(k) term in the expansion above shows that k = 0 is not a branch point. Therefore, both

πL,F and k2πT,F are analytic in the FLC as required by causality, as discussed in §4. In addition, we see from

Eq. (C.13) and Eq. (C.14) that the combination k2πT,F − ω2πT,F = O
(
k2
)
, a consequence of causality. The

imaginary parts of πL,F and πT,F can be obtained by a similar calculation presented in Eq. (C.12), although

the result will be more complicated. We will calculate the imaginary part in the non-relativistic limit below.
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Non-relativistic limit We note that if all the energies are much smaller than the mass, i.e. ω, k ≪ m, one

can neglect the Lorentz-invariant piece and the integrand of the second term can be expanded as follows

Πµν
F ≃ −

∫
d3q

(2π)3
θ(ẼF − Ẽq)

m2

[
Iµν(m+ Ẽq, q)

Ẽq − Ẽq+k + ω
+
(
ω → −ω,k → −k

)]
, (C.15)

where we have defined Eq = m + Ẽq with Ẽq ≈ q2/2m in the non-relativistic limit and ẼF ≡ EF − m ≈
k2F /2m ≪ m. For the longitudinal component we have I00 ≃ 2m2 and therefore we can do the integrals and

obtain

πL =
mkF
2π2k2

[
1

2
− (k2 − 2mω)2 − 4k2F k

2

8kF k3
log

(
k2 + 2kF k − 2mω

k2 − 2kF k − 2mω

)]
+
(
ω → −ω

)
. (C.16)

This result has famously been obtained by Lindhard [39] and is known as Lindhard function. The prefactor

is sometimes written in terms of the plasma frequency ω2
p ≡ g2n/m and the Fermi velocity vF ≡ kF /m,

i.e. mkF

2π2 =
3ω2

p

2g2v2
F
. To derive this we use the fact that the number density of fermions is n = k3F /3π

2. Similarly,

for the transverse piece we obtain δijI
ij ≃ 3mω+q · (2q−k). Notice that in the non-relativistic approximation

we keep terms like mω ∼ k2 ∼ kkF . The rest of the calculation is very similar to the longitudinal case. The

final answer is

πT =
kF

32π2mk4

[
1

2
(3k4 − 12m2ω2 − 4k2F k

2)

− (4k4 − [(k2 − 2mω)2 − 4k2F k
2])[(k2 − 2mω)2 − 4k2F k

2]

8kF k3
log

(
k2 + 2kF k − 2mω

k2 − 2kF k − 2mω

)]
+
(
ω → −ω

)
.

(C.17)

The above expression differs slightly from what was given by Lindhard [39]; the reason is likely due to the fact

that the spin of fermions has been neglected in his calculation. It is useful to look at the above results in the

low-energy and high-energy limits. We are mainly interested in the functions parametrized as πL(ω, ωξ) and

πT (ω, ωξ) for ξ < 1 (see §4). Taking ω → 0 in this parametrization we obtain

g2πL(ω, ωξ) = −
ω2
p

ω2
+ . . . , g2πT (ω, ωξ) = −

ω2
p

ω2ξ2
+ . . . . (C.18)

Equivalently, in terms of electric permittivity and magnetic permeability we get

ε = 1−
ω2
p

ω2
+ . . . ,

1

µ
= 1−

(
2k2F
5m2

)
ω2
p

ω2
+ . . . , (ω → 0) . (C.19)

To obtain the expansion for µ one needs to be careful about the expansion of the combination πT −ω2πL/k
2 as

naively the leading order terms given in Eq. (C.19) vanish. Moreover, the transverse part of dielectric tensor, as

defined in footnote 13, is εT = 1− ω2
p/ω

2 + . . . . One can understand this result by noting that all the charged

particles in this system are freely moving. Therefore, at low energies it behaves like a conductor which in this

case is very well modeled by the simple Drude model (see the discussion in §8). We remind the reader that the

iϵ prescription is understood here as (ω + iϵ)2 = ω2 + iϵω. The effect of interaction with a background lattice

or with the other fermions can be modeled by adding a finite decay width, i.e. ω2 + iγω. In that case, a useful

quantity is conductivity σ(T ) ≡ iω(1− ε(T )) which in the present case gives, at low frequencies, σ(T ) = ω2
p/γ.

For high energies, we note that the main interest is in the range kF ≪ ω ≪ m for the non-relativistic limit.

In that case one obtains

g2πL(ω, ωξ) = −
ω2
p

ω2
+ . . . , g2πT (ω, ωξ) = −

ω2
p

ω2ξ2
+ . . . , (ω → ∞) . (C.20)
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Moreover, we have g2(πT − ω2πL/k
2) = 2k2Fω

2
p/(5m

2ω2) + . . . relevant for µ. We will use these relations in §5
and §6. The fact that the low and high energy limits in Eq. (C.18) and Eq. (C.20) turn out to be the same is a

consequence of taking the non-relativistic limit, i.e. kF ≪ m or vF ≪ 1. Setting k = ωξ for ξ ≪ 1/vF and for

energies ω ≪ m is effectively equivalent to taking k → 0 limit for all ω in this range.

Finally, let us calculate the imaginary part of the Lindhard function in the non-relativistic limit. A nonzero

imaginary part comes from the logs in Eq. (C.16) and Eq. (C.17). We can see that

Im log

(
k2 + 2kF k − 2mω

k2 − 2kF k − 2mω

)
= −π

[
θ
(
2mω − k2 − 2kF k

)
− θ
(
2mω − k2 + 2kF k

)]
= πθ

(
2kF k − |2mω − k2|

)
.

(C.21)

To obtain the first line we have used log(· · ·) → log(· · · − iϵ). To obtain the second line we note that if

|2mω + k2| > 2kF k both of the theta functions are either zero or one. Notice that for the part (ω → −ω)
in both Eq. (C.16) and Eq. (C.17), we have log(· · ·+ iϵ) and therefore the imaginary part has a minus sign

compared to Eq. (C.21). After some algebra we obtain

ImπL =
m

16πk5

[
[4k2F k

2 − (k2 − 2mω)2]θ
(
2kF k − |2mω − k2|

)
− [4k2F k

2 − (k2 + 2mω)2]θ
(
2kF k − |2mω + k2|

)]
,

(C.22)

and for the transverse part

ImπT =
1

256πmk7

[
(4k4 + [4k2F k

2 − (k2 − 2mω)2])[4k2F k
2 − (k2 − 2mω)2]θ

(
2kF k − |2mω − k2|

)
− (4k4 + [4k2F k

2 − (k2 + 2mω)2])[4k2F k
2 − (k2 + 2mω)2]θ

(
2kF k − |2mω + k2|

)]
.

(C.23)

Gapped Lindhard As mentioned above, at low energies, the Lindhard function describes a conductor rather

than an insulator. However, starting from the Lindhard function, it is possible to build a model for an insulator

by introducing a gap. Following [67], we modify the imaginary part of the Lindhard function as follows

Im π̃L(ω,k) =

ImπL

(
sgn(ω)

√
ω2 − E2

g ,k
)
, |ω| ≥ Eg ,

0 , |ω| < Eg ,
(C.24)

with Eg the energy gap. A similar modification can be done for the transverse part. Next, one can construct

the modified real part from Eq. (C.24) by using the Kramers-Kronig relations (or equivalently Leontovich’s

relation with ξ = 0). One can verify that, for instance, we obtain ε(0, 0) = 1 + ω2
p/E

2
g . See [67] for details.

Notice that this construction is non-relativistic and it is not obvious how it can be generalized for the relativistic

cases Eq. (C.10) and Eq. (C.11). The modification must be such that the modified imaginary part satisfies the

condition Eq. (4.10).

D The absence of zeros

In this section we argue that a response function χ(ω) cannot have zeros in the UHP of complex ω. Notice

that by causality, the response χ(t) must vanish for t ≤ 0 which implies that χ(ω) is analytic in the upper half

ω-plane. We also assume that it vanishes in the high-energy limit, χ(ω) → 0 for |ω| → ∞. Moreover, χ must

satisfy a positivity condition, that is, ω Imχ ≥ 0 for ω ∈ R. Finally, by reality of the response function χ(t)

we have χ(ω)∗ = χ(−ω∗). In particular, this implies that χ is real on the imaginary axis. Using the above

assumptions it is possible to argue that χ(ω) does not have zeros in the UHP. A stronger version of this was

provided by Landau [68] (apparently it was first proposed by N. N. Měıman): the equation χ(ω) = a for real

a has, at most, one solution in the UHP. Therefore, χ(ω) along the imaginary axis is monotonically decreasing

from χ(0) to zero and elsewhere is always complex. This argument is very well explained in [68] (§123) and we

do not repeat it here. Instead we give a simpler version of the proof and discuss a possible extension when we
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also have nonzero momentum.

It has been argued in Eq. (4.9) that we can always write the response function in the domain of analyticity

as an integral over its imaginary part. Restricting to the single-variable case we get

χ(ω) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

dz2

z2 − (ω + iϵ)2
Imχ(z) , (D.1)

where we have used the fact that Imχ(ω) is odd. The above relation is valid for complex ω in the UHP.

Restricting to the imaginary axis ω = iωI we obtain

χ(iωI) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

dz2

z2 + ω2
I

Imχ(z) > 0 , (D.2)

which is strictly positive (otherwise it means that the imaginary part is always zero and therefore the function

is everywhere zero) and monotonically decreasing. On the other hand, away from the imaginary axis we can

calculate the imaginary part from Eq. (D.1)

Imχ(ω) =
Imω2

π

∫ ∞

0

dz2

|z2 − ω2|2
Imχ(z) , (D.3)

which means that Imχ(ω) has the same sign as Imω2 = 2ωIωR and in particular it is nonzero. We conclude

that χ(ω) cannot have any zeros in the UHP.

When we have momentum dependence, as in the main text, one can use the parameterization χ̃(ω) ≡
χ(ω, q + ωξ). Then for any real q and ξ with ξ < 1 the function χ̃(ω) is analytic in the UHP for complex ω.

Moreover, the positivity condition for χ implies the same also for χ̃. However, the reality property is slightly

different for χ̃. Remember that for a generic four-momentum pµ = (ω,k) we have χ(p)∗ = χ(−p∗) and, in

particular, for pµ = ipµI then χ(p) is real. But in terms of χ̃, assuming rotational invariance, we have

χ̃(ω)∗ = χ(ω, (q + ωξ)2)∗ = χ(−ω∗, (−q − ω∗ξ)2) ̸= χ̃(−ω∗) . (D.4)

Therefore, the reality condition does not imply that χ̃(ω)∗ and χ̃(−ω∗) are equal for general q and ξ. However,

if we restrict ourselves to the points for which q · ξ = 0 then χ̃(ω)∗ = χ̃(−ω∗). With this condition the function

χ̃(ω) will be real on the imaginary axis. By using Eq. (4.9), we write

χ(ω, q + ωξ) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

dz2

z2 − (ω + iϵ)2
Imχ(z, q + zξ) , (q · ξ = 0) , (D.5)

using Im χ̃(−z) = − Im χ̃(z). Then the analog of Eq. (D.2) and Eq. (D.3) can be easily derived. We conclude

that χ(ω, q + ωξ) cannot have any zeros in the UHP of complex ω when q · ξ = 0.

One may wonder how restrictive this is. Is it possible to find appropriate q and ξ such that k2 = (q+ωξ)2,

with q · ξ = 0, for any point in the analyticity region? If this is true then the function cannot have zeros in the

whole region of analyticity. Unfortunately the answer is no. A little algebra shows that in order to relate any

point (ω,k) to a form (ω, q + ωξ) with q · ξ = 0, keeping k2 fixed, we need

ξ2 =
kR · kI

ωRωI
, q2 = k2R − k2I − (ω2

R − ω2
I )ξ

2 . (D.6)

From the above expression it is clear that the conditions 0 < ξ2 < 1 and q2 > 0 are not satisfied for many

points in the analyticity region. Therefore, we cannot exclude the possibility of having zeros, at least from the

arguments given above, for χ(ω,k) in the whole analyticity region.

Notice that the condition of positivity is crucial for the above argument. For instance, let us consider the

following function
log
(
−(ω + iϵ)2 + c21k

2 + ω2
0

)
− log

(
ω2
1

)
−(ω + iϵ)2 + c22k

2 + ω2
2

. (D.7)
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This function goes to zero at infinity and it is analytic in the FLC provided that 0 < ci < 1 and ω2
i > 0. This

ensures that the poles of the denominator and the branch cut of the log function lie outside the FLC. However,

we see that it has zeros at −(ω + iϵ)2 + c21k
2 + (ω2

0 − ω2
1) = 0 which for ω2

0 − ω2
1 < 0 lie in the FLC (see App. E

for details). However, if we calculate the imaginary part of this function we see that in order to have positivity

we must have c1 > c2 and ω2
0 − ω2

2 > ω2
1 > 0, i.e. ω2

0 > ω2
1 . Therefore, the condition of positivity forbids zeros

for the log function in the FLC, consistent with the above result.

E Damped wave response

The simplest possible retarded Green’s function is the one associated to the wave equation with damping,

ψ̈ + γψ̇ − c2s∇2ψ + ω2
0ψ = F . (E.1)

The Green’s function in Fourier space is given by

G(ω, k) =
F

ψ
=

1

−ω2 − iγω + c2sk
2 + ω2

0

=
1

−(ω + iγ/2)2 + c2sk
2 + (ω2

0 − γ2/4)
≡ 1

P 2 +m2
,

(E.2)

where in the second line we have rearranged the terms to write it similarly to the Lorentz-invariant case. We

have defined Pµ ≡ (Ω,k) with Ω = ω+ iγ/2, k = csk and m2 = ω2
0 −γ2/4. We would like to find the conditions

on the parameters γ, c2s and ω2
0 (assuming they are real numbers) such that it corresponds to a physical Green’s

function, i.e. with no singularities in the FLC of the imaginary part of pµ = (ω,k). Singularities of Eq. (E.2)

satisfy

P 2
1 − P 2

2 +m2 = 0 , Pµ
1 P2µ = 0 , (E.3)

where we have decomposed Pµ = Pµ
1 +iP

µ
2 into real and imaginary parts. Next, we consider different possibilities

for Pµ
1 . If it is spacelike then it can be written as Pµ

1 = (0,k1) and therefore we have

P 2
2 = m2 + k21 , k1 · k2 = 0 . (E.4)

If it is timelike we can write it as Pµ
1 = (Ω1, 0) and therefore the location of the singularities must satisfy

P 2
2 = m2 − Ω2

1 , Ω2 = 0 , (E.5)

which, in particular, means that P2 is necessarily spacelike. Finally, for null vectors we write Pµ
1 = Ω1(1, n̂),

where n̂2 = 1, and we have

P 2
2 = m2 , −Ω2 + (n̂ · k2) = 0 . (E.6)

In the cases above we have assumed nonzero Pµ
1 ; otherwise we would get P 2

2 = m2 without any further restriction.

Let us for the moment assume that c2s ≥ 0 then in components Pµ
1 = (ωR, cskR) and P

µ
2 = (ωI + γ/2, cskI).

Case 1: m2 > 0. This means ω2
0 > γ2/4. In all the cases discussed above we can see that if a solution exists

(for some choice of Pµ
1 ) then P

µ
2 must be spacelike. Therefore, we must have

−cskI < ωI +
γ

2
< cskI . (E.7)

Notice also that all Pµ
2 that satisfy (E.7) correspond to poles: it is indeed straightforward to see that for any Pµ

2

one can find a solution for Pµ
1 . But then it means that we must require γ > 0 and cs ≤ 1 to avoid singularities

in the FLC in the plane of (ωI ,kI).
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FLC

Figure 7: Singularities of G(ω, k) defined in Eq. (E.2) are located in the grey region. The solid gray lines correspond
to the upper limit in Eq. (E.8) while the dashed lines are associated to Eq. (E.7) (or lower limit of Eq. (E.8)). For a
physical Green’s function singularities must be outside the FLC (pink shade).

Case 2: m2 < 0. This means that ω2
0 < γ2/4. Then solutions for Pµ

2 can be spacelike, timelike or null. We

have already discussed the spacelike solutions above, see Eq. (E.7), so there is nothing new here. For timelike

or null solutions we note that they always satisfy 0 ≥ P 2
2 ≥ m2 and therefore we have

cskI ≤
∣∣∣ωI +

γ

2

∣∣∣ ≤√c2sk2I + γ2

4
− ω2

0 . (E.8)

It is straightforward to check that all timelike Pµ
2 that satisfy this correspond to poles. But then it means that

we must require γ > 0, ω2
0 ≥ 0 and cs ≤ 1 to avoid singularities in the FLC in the plane of (ωI ,kI). See Fig. 7.

The case m2 = 0 does not give further constraints.

Case 3: c2s < 0. In this case we write cs = ic̃s which means that in components Pµ
1 = (ωR,−c̃skI) and

Pµ
2 = (ωI +γ/2, c̃skR). Then the location of poles will be the same as Eq. (E.7) and Eq. (E.8) with kI replaced

with kR. It means that the singularities always appear in the FLC in the plane of (ωI ,kI). Therefore, c2s < 0

is not a valid possibility.

In summary, we need γ > 0, 0 ≤ c2s ≤ 1 and ω2
0 ≥ 0 for a consistent Green’s function of the form Eq. (E.2).

The locations of the poles are shown in Fig. 7. Before closing this section we write the imaginary part of

Eq. (E.2) for later usage. If the damping parameter is finite we have

ImG(ω, k) =
γω

(−ω2 + c2sk
2 + ω2

0)
2 + γ2ω2

. (E.9)

Notice that the positivity condition on the imaginary part implies γ > 0. For infinitesimal damping we must

replace γ → ϵ. Then the imaginary part becomes

ImG(ω, k) = π
|ω|
ω
δ(−ω2 + c2sk

2 + ω2
0) . (E.10)
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