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We investigate the influence of quark anomalous magnetic moments (AMMs) on the mass spectra of
neutral pseudoscalar mesons (π, K, η, η0) under external magnetic fields, finite temperatures, and quark
chemical potentials using the three-flavor Nambu-Jona-Lasinio model. By incorporating AMMs at the
quark level, we reveal that AMMs significantly alter the magnetic field dependence of constituent quark
masses, inducing first-order phase transitions for light quarks at critical fields, while strange quarks exhibit
nonmonotonic mass behavior. The inclusion of AMMs reshapes the QCD phase diagram, suppressing
chiral transition temperatures, and the strong magnetic field shifts critical endpoints toward lower μ and
higher T without AMMs. The crossover phase transition without AMMs is replaced by a first-order
transition with AMMs under strong fields. Moreover, the inverse magnetic catalysis (IMC) induced by the
introduction of AMMs qualitatively aligns with the predictions of lattice QCD (LQCD) for the dependence
of phase transition temperature on the magnetic field. For mesons, a larger AMM triggers abrupt mass
collapses and enhances flavor spitting at zero μ and T and accelerates chiral restoration for K and ηmesons
via thresholds tied to strange quark masses in finite μ and T. These findings underscore AMMs’ critical role
in reconciling effective model predictions with LQCD results, particularly in reproducing IMC and
explaining phase transition dynamics.

DOI: 10.1103/mv48-r99v

I. INTRODUCTION

Strong magnetic fields play a pivotal role in numerous
extreme physical environments. For instance, ultrastrong
magnetic fields (∼1023G) that may have existed in the early
Universe [1,2], the extreme magnetic field environments on
the surface (∼1015G) and interior (∼1018G) of magnetars
[3,4], and the instantaneous strong magnetic fields
(∼1018G) generated in relativistic heavy-ion collision
experiments, such as RHIC and LHC [5–11]. In these
scenarios, the nontrivial effects of magnetic fields on
quantum chromodynamics (QCD) matter have garnered
widespread attention, particularly their modulation of the
phase structure and dynamical behavior of strongly inter-
acting matter. Specifically, the presence of strong magnetic
fields has led to the emergence of numerous new and

observable physical effects in quark matter, which con-
tribute to a better understanding of QCD, the fundamental
theory of strong interactions, considered one of the most
promising theories. For instance, some of these effects
involve magnetic catalysis (MC) [12] and inverse magnetic
catalysis (IMC) [13] related to the dynamical chiral
symmetry breaking mentioned in this article, while others
involve related phenomena, such as the chiral magnetic
effect and chiral vorticity effect [14–16].
From a theoretical perspective, magnetic fields signifi-

cantly affect the properties of QCD vacuum and matter. For
instance, the MC effect indicates that magnetic fields can
enhance chiral symmetry breaking through dimensional
reduction mechanisms, leading to an increase in quark
condensation and a rise in phase transition temperature
[17–21].
However, lattice QCD (LQCD) simulations at finite

temperatures reveal an opposite trend: near the phase
transition region, chiral condensation exhibits nonmono-
tonic behavior with increasing magnetic fields, and the
phase transition temperature decreases as the magnetic field
increases [16,22–24]. This phenomenon is known as
IMC [25–28]. The microscopic mechanism underlying this
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anomalous behavior remains incompletely elucidated, pos-
ing a significant challenge for current theoretical research.
To explain the IMC effect, researchers have proposed

various phenomenological schemes, including introducing a
magnetic-field-dependent coupling constant in the Nambu-
Jona-Lasinio (NJL) model [29–32], considering the anoma-
lous magnetic moment (AMM) of quarks [28,33–41], or
going beyond themean-field approximation [42]. It is worth
noting that the physical origin of the AMM is closely related
to chiral symmetry breaking: studies have shown that the
AMM can not only be induced by an external magnetic
field [43–45], but its dynamic generation mechanism
may also be intrinsically linked to the magnetic catalytic
effect [45–51]. Therefore, once quarks obtain dynamical
mass, they should also obtain a dynamical AMM.
In recent years, the study of magnetic field effects on the

hadron spectra has induced widespread attention. As
Goldstone bosons with chiral (isospin) symmetry breaking,
the properties of pseudoscalar mesons under finite temper-
atures, magnetic fields, and densities have been extensively
studied [52–68]. However, existing research has mostly
focused on the two-flavor NJL model, and the correlation
between AMMs and the mass spectrum of neutral pseudo-
scalar mesons in the three-flavor system has not been
systematically explored, which limits the model’s predictive
ability for the phase structure of multiflavor quark systems.
Based on the three-flavor NJL model, this article

systematically investigates for the first time the influence
of quark AMMs on the mass spectra of neutral pseudo-
scalar mesons (π, K, η, η0) under the joint regulation of
magnetic field, temperature, and chemical potential. By
introducing the AMMs at the quark level, and without loss
of generality, two settings of AMMs, namely, AMM1 and
AMM2, are introduced. The aim is to reveal the following
key issues: (1) how AMM modifies the dependence of
quark mass on the magnetic field, thereby reshaping the
QCD phase diagram, (2) the enhancement effect of AMM-
induced flavor symmetry breaking on meson mixing (such
as π0 − η − η0 mixing), and (3) at finite μ and T, the
correlation mechanism between the abrupt change behavior
of meson mass and chiral symmetry restoration under
strong magnetic fields. This study not only provides a

new perspective for understanding the IMC effect but also
verifies the necessity of AMMs in effective models by
qualitatively comparing with LQCD results.
The structure of the full text is as follows: Sec. II

introduces the theoretical framework of the three-flavor
NJL model with AMMs, Sec. III presents numerical results
for quark masses, phase diagrams, and meson mass spectra,
and analyzes their physical implications, and Sec. IV
summarizes the main conclusions and presents discussions.

II. MODEL AND FORMALISM

The SU(3) NJL model with the AMM of quarks is
defined via following the Lagrangian density under an
external constant magnetic field,

LNJL ¼
X

f¼u;d;s

ψ̄f

�
iγμDðfÞ

μ −mf −
1

2
efκfσμνFμν

�
ψf

þ G
X8
a¼0

½ðψ̄λaψÞ2 þ ðψ̄iγ5λaψÞ2�

− Kðdet½ψ̄ð1þ γ5Þψ � þ det½ψ̄ð1 − γ5Þψ �Þ; ð1Þ

where ψ ¼ ðψu;ψd;ψ sÞ are Dirac spinor for u, d, and s
quarks, respectively, λa with a ¼ 1; 2;…; 8 are Gell-Mann

matrices with λ0 ¼
ffiffi
2
3

q
, mf is the current quark mass,

DðfÞ
μ ¼ ∂μ þ iqfAμ is the covariant derivative with quark

charge qf ¼ diagð2
3
e;− 1

3
e;− 1

3
eÞ, Fμν ¼ ∂μAν − ∂νAμ is

the electromagnetic field strength, and κf denotes the
AMM of quarks with flavor f ¼ u, d, s. Without loss of
generality, we consider the magnetic field along z direction
and take Landau gauge Aμ ¼ ð0; 0; xB; 0Þ. The last term in
Eq. (1) is the six-fermion Kobayashi-Maskawa-t0 Hooft
interaction [69–73] that breaks the UAð1Þ symmetry.
Under the mean-field approximation, the thermody-

namic potential is taken as

ΩMF ¼ Ωq þ 2Gðσ2u þ σ2d þ σ2sÞ − 4Kσuσdσs; ð2Þ

where

Ωq ¼ −3
X

f¼u;d;s

jqfBj
2π

X
n

X
s¼�1

Z
dpz

2π

h
Efns þ T ln

�
1þ e−

Efnsþμ

T

�
þ T ln

�
1þ e−

Efns−μ
T

�i
; ð3Þ

where Efns ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
pz þ ðMnf − sκfefBÞ2

q
; Mnf ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
M2

f þ 2njefBj
q

, and chiral condensates σf. The corresponding

effective quark masses satisfy

Mf ¼ mf − 4Gσf þ 2K
Y
f0≠f

σf0 : ð4Þ
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By minimizing the thermodynamic potential ∂ΩMF=∂σf ¼ 0, one can obtain the chiral condensates σf ¼ hψ̄fψfi as

hψ̄fψfi ¼ −
jefBj
ð2πÞ2

Z
dpz

X
n;s

Mf

Efns

�
1 −

sκfefB

Mnf

��
1 −

1

eðEfns−μÞ=T þ 1
−

1

eðEfnsþμÞ=T þ 1

�
; ð5Þ

where s ¼ þ1 for u quark, and s ¼ −1 for d and s quarks, respectively, at the lowest Landau level.
To obtain the expression for the meson propagator, it is necessary to introduce the self-consistent Bethe-Salpeter equation

with the random phase approximation (RPA) in the NJL model [74–79]. Under the mean-field approximation, it is
necessary to transform the six-fermion interaction into an effective four-fermion interaction [80]. The corresponding
Lagrangian density can be expressed as

LNJL ¼
X

f¼u;d;s

ψ̄f

�
iγμDðfÞ

μ −mf −
1

2
efκfσμνFμν

�
ψf þ

X8
a¼0

½K−
a ðψ̄λaψÞ2 þ Kþ

a ðψ̄ iγ5λaψÞ2�

þ K−
30ðψ̄λ3ψÞðψ̄λ0ψÞ þ Kþ

30ðψ̄iγ5λ3ψÞðψ̄iγ5λ0ψÞ þ K−
03ðψ̄λ0ψÞðψ̄λ3ψÞ þ Kþ

03ðψ̄iγ5λ0ψÞðψ̄ iγ5λ3ψÞ
þ K−

80ðψ̄λ8ψÞðψ̄λ0ψÞ þ Kþ
80ðψ̄iγ5λ8ψÞðψ̄iγ5λ0ψÞ þ K−

08ðψ̄λ0ψÞðψ̄λ8ψÞ þ Kþ
08ðψ̄iγ5λ0ψÞðψ̄ iγ5λ8ψÞ

þ K−
83ðψ̄λ8ψÞðψ̄λ3ψÞ þ Kþ

83ðψ̄iγ5λ8ψÞðψ̄iγ5λ3ψÞ þ K−
38ðψ̄λ3ψÞðψ̄λ8ψÞ þ Kþ

38ðψ̄iγ5λ3ψÞðψ̄ iγ5λ8ψÞ; ð6Þ

where the effective coupling constants are taken as

K�
0 ¼ G� 1

3
Kðσu þ σd þ σsÞ;

K�
1 ¼ K�

2 ¼ K�
3 ¼ G� 1

2
Kσs;

K�
4 ¼ K�

5 ¼ G� 1

2
Kσd;

K�
6 ¼ K�

7 ¼ G� 1

2
Kσu;

K�
8 ¼ G� 1

6
Kð2σu þ 2σd − σsÞ;

K�
30 ¼ K�

03 ¼ ∓ 1

2
ffiffiffi
6

p Kðσu − σdÞ;

K�
80 ¼ K�

08 ¼ �
ffiffiffi
2

p

12
Kðσu þ σd − 2σsÞ;

K�
83 ¼ K�

38 ¼ � 1

2
ffiffiffi
3

p Kðσu − σdÞ; ð7Þ

and chiral condensates are obtained as

σu ¼ hψ̄uψui; σd ¼ hψ̄dψdi; σs ¼ hψ̄ sψ si: ð8Þ

We only consider neutral mesons, whose quark propa-
gator Schwinger phase can be cancelled. For mesons that
do not mix with other mesons, their propagators can be
represented by polarization loops [76] through RPA as

1

i
½ΠpsðpÞ�ij

¼ −Nc

X
ff0

Z
d4k
ð2πÞ4 tr½γ

5ðTiÞffSfðpþ kÞγ5ðTjÞff0Sf0 ðkÞ�;

ð9Þ

where the flavor indices f and f0 are explicitly included,
and the trace corresponds to the spinor trace only, Sf is the
quark propagator of flavor f, and the vertex of nonmixing
mesons can be given as

Ti ¼

8>>><
>>>:

1ffiffi
2

p ðλ1 � iλ2Þ; for π�

1ffiffi
2

p ðλ6 � iλ7Þ; for K0; K̄0

1ffiffi
2

p ðλ4 � iλ5Þ; for K�
: ð10Þ

Therefore, the K0 meson propagator can be given as

M ¼ 2Kþ
6

1 − 2Kþ
6 Π

ps
K0ðpÞ ; ð11Þ

and the mass is determined by solving the equation

1 − 2Kþ
6 Π

ps
K0ðp0; p⃗ ¼ 0Þ ¼ 0: ð12Þ

The magnetic field can break isospin symmetry, and the
AMM of quarks can even enhance this breaking effect,
leading to the production of mixing states π0 − η − η0. For
the mixing mesons, the meson propagator [81] can be
expressed as

M ¼

2
64
M00 M03 M08

M30 M33 M38

M80 M83 M88

3
75 ¼ 2Kþð1 − 2ΠpsKþÞ−1; ð13Þ

where
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Kþ ¼

2
64
Kþ

00 Kþ
03 Kþ

08

Kþ
30 Kþ

33 Kþ
38

Kþ
80 Kþ

83 Kþ
88

3
75; ð14Þ

and

Πps ¼

2
64
Πps

00 Πps
03 Πps

08

Πps
30 Πps

33 Πps
38

Πps
80 Πps

83 Πps
88

3
75; ð15Þ

and they satisfy the following equations:
Kþ

03 ¼ Kþ
30; K

þ
08 ¼ Kþ

80; K
þ
38 ¼ Kþ

83, and

Πps
00 ¼ 2

3
ðΠps

uū þ Πps
dd̄

þ Πps
ss̄ Þ;

Πps
03 ¼ Πps

30 ¼
ffiffiffi
2

3

r
ðΠps

uū − Πps
dd̄
Þ;

Πps
08 ¼ Πps

80 ¼
ffiffiffi
2

p

3
ðΠps

uū þ Πps
dd̄

− 2Πps
ss̄ Þ;

Πps
33 ¼ Πps

uū þ Πps
dd̄
;

Πps
38 ¼ Πps

83 ¼
ffiffiffi
3

p

3
ðΠps

uū − Πps
dd̄
Þ;

Πps
88 ¼ 1

3
ðΠps

uū þ Πps
dd̄

þ 4Πps
ss̄ Þ: ð16Þ

The π0; η; η0 meson masses can be determined by solving
the equation as

det ½M−1ðp0; p⃗ ¼ 0Þ� ¼ 0: ð17Þ

One can simplify the inverse of meson propagator matrix
M as

M−1 ¼ 1

2 det Kþ

0
B@

D A B

A E C

B C F

1
CA; ð18Þ

with

A ¼ Kþ
08K

þ
38 − Kþ

03K
þ
88 − 2Πps

03 det Kþ;

B ¼ Kþ
08K

þ
38 − Kþ

08K
þ
33 − 2Πps

08 det Kþ;

C ¼ Kþ
08K

þ
03 − Kþ

00K
þ
38 − 2Πps

38 det Kþ;

D ¼ Kþ
33K

þ
38 − ðKþ

38Þ2 − 2Πps
00 det Kþ;

E ¼ Kþ
00K

þ
88 − ðKþ

08Þ2 − 2Πps
33 det Kþ;

F ¼ Kþ
00K

þ
33 − ðKþ

03Þ2 − 2Πps
88 det Kþ: ð19Þ

It is worth emphasizing that we can obtain the meson
mass through Eq. (17), where the three pairs of roots
correspond to the masses of π0; η; η0 mesons. To calculate
the polarization loop, we need to use the quark propagator.
We can first solve the Dirac equation corresponding to the
first term in Eq. (1). Then, the quark propagator is obtained
by employing the standard canonical quantization in
quantum field theory and the real-time formula of thermal
field theory. When n ¼ 0, the quark propagator of the
flavor f in momentum space with the real-time formula can
be obtained as [82]

Sf0ðkÞ ¼ e
− k⊥2

jefBj½ðk0γ0 − kzγ3Þ þ ðMf − sκfefBÞ�

× ð1þ signðefÞiγ1γ2Þ
�

1

k20 − Ef0s
2 þ iε

þ 2πinFðk0Þδðk20 − Ef0s
2Þ
�
; ð20Þ

and when n ≥ 1, the quark propagator of the flavor f in momentum space can be given as

SfðkÞ ¼ e
− k⊥2

jefBj
X
n;s

ð−1Þn 1

2Mnf

�
ðMnf þ sMfÞ½ðk0γ0 − kzγ3Þ þ ðsMnf − κfefBÞ�

× ð1þ signðefÞiγ1γ2ÞLn

�
2k⊥2

jefBj
�
− ðMnf − sMfÞ½ðk0γ0 − kzγ3Þ

− ðsMnf − κfefBÞ�ð1 − signðefÞiγ1γ2ÞLn−1

�
2k⊥2

jefBj
�

− 4½ðk0γ0 − kzγ3ÞsignðefÞiγ1γ2 þ ðsMnf − κfefBÞ�ð−kxγ1 − kyγ2ÞsL1
n−1

�
2k⊥2

jefBj
��

×

�
1

k20 − Ef0s
2 þ iε

þ 2πinFðk0Þδðk20 − Ef0s
2Þ
�
; ð21Þ
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where Efns represents the energy eigenvalue, Ln stands for the Laguerre polynomial of order n, the index s ¼ �1 denotes
the spin quantum number, and s ¼ þ1 for u quark and s ¼ −1 for d and s quarks at the lowest Landau level. nFðk0Þ that
appears in Eqs. (20) and (21) can be obtained as

nFðk0Þ ¼ θðk0Þ
1

eðk0−μÞ=T þ 1
þ θð−k0Þ

1

e−ðk0−μÞ=T þ 1
: ð22Þ

For the kaon meson, the polarization loop can be obtained as

Πps
K0ðp0 ¼ mK0Þ ¼ βNc

2ð2πÞ2
X
n;s;l

�
1þ sl

MdMs þ 2βn
MndMns

��Z
dkz

1

Edns

	
1 −

1

eðEdns−μÞ=T þ 1
−

1

eðEdnsþμÞ=T þ 1




þ
Z

dkz
1

Esnl

	
1 −

1

eðEsnl−μÞ=T þ 1
−

1

eðEsnlþμÞ=T þ 1




þ f½ðMnd − sκdedBÞ − slðMns − lκsesBÞ�2 − p2
0gBðmd;msÞ

�
; ð23Þ

where

Bðmd;msÞ ¼
Z

dkz

�
1

Edns

	
1

ðEdns þ p0Þ2 − Esnl
2

1

e−ðEdnsþμÞ=T þ 1
−

1

ðEdns − p0Þ2 − Esnl
2

1

eðEdns−μÞ=T þ 1




þ 1

Esnl

	
1

ðEsnl − p0Þ2 − Edns
2

1

e−ðEsnlþμÞ=T þ 1
−

1

ðEsnl þ p0Þ2 − Edns
2

1

eðEsnl−μÞ=T þ 1


�
: ð24Þ

For u, d, and s quarks, the polarization loops are obtained as

Πps
ff̄
ðp0 ¼ mÞ ¼ βNc

ð2πÞ2
X
n;s

Z
dkz

1

Efns

	
1 −

1

eðEfns−μÞ=T þ 1
−

1

eðEfnsþμÞ=T þ 1




þ p2
0

βNc

ð2πÞ2
X
n;s

Z
dkz

1

Efns

1

4E2
fns − p2

0

	
1 −

1

eðEfns−μÞ=T þ 1
−

1

eðEfnsþμÞ=T þ 1



; ð25Þ

and the detailed derivation of polarization loops is given in
the Appendix.

III. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

Since the NJL model is nonrenormalizable, a proper
regularization scheme is needed. In our work, we apply the
gauge-invariant Pauli-Villars (PV) regularization [83] in the
article, which can guarantee the law of causality and
effectively avoid the unphysical oscillation at the finite
magnetic field. Other schemes, like the proper-time regu-
larization scheme and (improved) magnetic-field-indepen-
dent regularization (MFIR) [35,36,65,84], which separates
the vacuum and magnetic contribution, are also effective
when dealing with system under a uniform magnetic field.
In the case of the finite magnetic field considering the
nonzero values of the AMM of the quarks, the energy
of quarks is given by Efns ¼ p2

z þ ðMnf − skfefBÞ2 ¼
p2
z þM2

eff ;Mnf ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
M2

f þ 2njefBj
q

. Therefore, under

the PV scheme we make the following replacement
[42,47,85–87]:

Xþ∞

n¼−∞

Z þ∞

−∞

dpz

2π
fðEfnsÞ→

XN
i¼0

ci
Xþ∞

n¼−∞

Z þ∞

−∞

dpz

2π
fðEfns;iÞ;

ð26Þ

where Efns;i ¼ p2
z þM2

eff þ biΛ2 and c0 ¼ 1; c1 ¼ −3;
c2 ¼ 3; c3 ¼ −1; b0 ¼ 0, b1 ¼ 1, b2 ¼ 2, b3 ¼ 3.
In this paper, we adopt the widely used parameter

set [88,89], which has been fitted to the vacuum values
of the π meson decay constant and the masses of
the π meson, K meson, and η0 meson, while fixing the
constituent light quark mass in vacuum to a value of
300 MeV at zero temperature. The parameter set is given
as mu;d ¼ 10.3 MeV, ms ¼ 236.9 MeV, Λ ¼ 781.2 MeV,
GΛ2 ¼ 4.90, and KΛ5 ¼ 129.8: To simplify the
discussion, we adopt constant κf values. Through the
Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation [90], one can show
that the quark magnetic moment is modified as
μf ¼ ð1þMfκfÞ ef

2Mf
, where Mf is the effective quark

masses. By fitting the magnetic moments of valence quarks
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[μu ¼ ð2.08 � 0.07ÞμN ; μd ¼ ð−1.31 � 0.06ÞμN ; μs ¼
ð−0.77 � 0.06ÞμN] obtained within the Geffen-Wilson
model [91] to experimental values of the baryonic magnetic
moments, one derives the following set of AMMs:
κu ¼ 0.123, κd ¼ 0.555, and κs ¼ 0.329, in units of the
nuclear magneton. These larger κf values were employed in
Refs. [89,92] and we take this AMM set as AMM2 in our
work. We also selected a second AMM set of smaller κf
values: κu ¼ 0.074, κd ¼ 0.127, and κs ¼ 0.053, labeled
AMM1 in our work. These values were derived within the
constituent quark model framework by first obtaining the
magnetic moments μf, then fitting them to experimental
values of the baryonic magnetic moments together with
effective quark masses estimated within the same frame-
work. This second AMM set has been briefly described and
utilized in Ref. [36] for related studies. The label AMM0 in
our article is used for the results of this work when the
AMM is not considered.
Figure 1 illustrates the dependence of the dynamical

quark masses of d quarks and s quarks on the magnetic
field at temperature T ¼ 0. It is worth noting that the AMM
sets in Fig. 1 correspond to three different settings, which
are AMM0, AMM1, and AMM2, respectively. AMM0
means that the AMM is not considered, that is, all κ values
are set to zero. AMM1 and AMM2 sets have been
mentioned above. This AMM1 set corresponds to smaller
κf values (with smaller AMMs), and the AMM2 set
corresponds to larger κf values (with larger AMMs).
The study finds that in the AMM0 (κf ¼ 0) and AMM1

(smaller κf) sets, the masses of both d quarks and s quarks
increase with the enhancement of the magnetic field at
T ¼ 0. However, when a larger κf value (AMM2 set) is
taken into account, a novel phenomenon is observed, where
the quark masses exhibit nonmonotonic behavior with
increasing magnetic field strength for AMM2. It is
observed that their masses increase with the enhancement

of the magnetic field for d quarks. But when the magnetic
field strength reaches eB ¼ 0.04 GeV2, their masses begin
to decrease with the increase of the magnetic field, which is
also shown by the IMC feature. When the magnetic field
strength increases to eB ¼ 0.33 GeV2, the dynamical mass
of d quarks drops sharply, directly to its current quark mass,
indicating a first-order phase transition in the mass of
light quarks because the thermodynamic potential has more
than one minimum point. For the s quark (AMM2 set), its
dynamical mass also exhibits nonmonotonic behavior
with the enhancement of the magnetic field, starting to
decrease when the magnetic field strength increases to
eB ¼ 0.06 GeV2. Within the entire range of magnetic
fields considered, no first-order phase transition occurs
for s quarks.
According to LQCD, IMC manifests in two aspects

[16,23,93]. First, the phase transition temperature decreases
with increasing magnetic field strength. Second, the light
quark chiral condensate exhibits nonmonotonic or decreas-
ing behavior with increasing magnetic field strength near
the phase transition temperature, differing from its behavior
at T ¼ 0, where MC occurs. However, this suppression of
the chiral condensate and the accompanied reduction of the
transition temperature Tc are not predicted by initial studies
based on effective models [12]. Subsequently, various
authors proposed different approaches within the frame-
work of effective models to reproduce this phenomenon—
one of which is the incorporation of the quark AMM, as
adopted in this work. To specifically illustrate the IMC
phenomenon induced by quark AMMs, we performed
numerical calculations of the transition temperature Tc.
As can be seen from Fig. 2(a), when the AMM is not

considered, the phase transition temperature increases with
the increase of the magnetic field, exhibiting MC for
different chemical potentials. However, the situation
becomes completely different when the AMM is intro-
duced. As shown in Figs. 2(b) and 2(c), it can be observed

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. The dependence of dynamical quark mass (M) on the magnetic field (eB) with and without values of AMM at zero
temperature. (a) and (b) are for d quark and s quark, respectively.
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that the AMM has an inhibitory effect on the phase
transition temperature Tc, exhibiting IMC characteristics.
Furthermore, we have also discovered that for different
chemical potentials in the ðTc − eBÞ phase diagram, there
exists critical endpoints (CEPs) of phase transition. The
CEP in the phase transition refers to the point where the
first-order phase boundary and the crossover phase boun-
dary intersect on the QCD phase diagram. This point marks
the transition of the phase transition nature, from a first-
order phase transition (discontinuous physical quantities) to
a crossover phase transition (continuous physical quantity
changes but with a critical point). We also discussed the
influence of AMMs on the ðTc − eBÞ phase diagram and
found that except in the weak magnetic field region
(eB < 0.08 GeV2 for AMM1 and eB < 0.12 GeV2 for
AMM2), the critical temperature of the chiral phase
transition decreases with the increasing magnetic field,
indicating the phenomenon of IMC.
Notably, the chiral phase transition exhibits crossover

behavior in weak magnetic fields, regardless of zero or
finite chemical potential, but evolves into a first-order
transition in strong magnetic fields. For the AMM1 set,
when μ ¼ 0 MeV, the CEP is located at eB ¼ 0.14 GeV2

and T ¼ 178.74 MeV, whereas when μ ¼ 150 MeV, the
CEP shifts to eB ¼ 0.14 GeV2 and T ¼ 153.5 MeV. For
the AMM2 set, when μ ¼ 0 MeV, the CEP is situated at
eB ¼ 0.09 GeV2 and T ¼ 175.1 MeV, whereas when
μ ¼ 150 MeV, the CEP moves to eB ¼ 0.09 GeV2

and T ¼ 151.2 MeV.
It is worth noting that, as shown in Fig. 1(a), the d quark

mass calculated with the AMM1 does not exhibit a first-
order phase transition under the considered magnetic fields,
whereas a first-order phase transition appears in Fig. 2(b).
This difference is readily understood: Fig. 1 presents the
quark mass evaluated at zero temperature, thereby reflect-
ing how the strength of chiral symmetry breaking evolves
with the magnetic field, whereas Fig. 2 investigates the
magnetic field dependence of the critical temperature Tc at
finite temperature. Previous systematic studies on quark

masses at finite temperature have shown that the magnetic
field required to trigger a first-order transition becomes
weak as the temperature increases [33]. Therefore, it can be
concluded that although no first-order phase transition
occurs for light quark masses with small AMM1 at zero
temperature, it is expected that at finite temperature, the
mass may undergo a first-order phase transition within the
considered magnetic field, consistent with the first-order
transition claimed in Fig. 2.
Taking the cases of AMM0 and AMM1 at zero chemical

potential as examples (other cases being similar), Fig. 3
shows the behavior of the thermal susceptibility χT in

different orders of phase transitions, χT ¼ ∂hψf ψ̄fi
∂T [94].

Since the chiral condensate hψfψ̄fi has dimensions

of MeV3, we employ a dimensionless form χT ¼ ∂hψf ψ̄fi1=3
∂T

for numerical convenience, which does not alter the physical
conclusions. Other types of susceptibility can be found in
Ref. [94]. Considering AMM1, when the magnetic field
increases to a certain value (like 0.14 GeV2 for AMM1), the
Ω first begins to have two local minimum points and a CEP
appears. χT diverge at the CEP. Along the first-order phase
transition line, the system’s thermodynamic potential Ω
exhibits two local minimum points and the thermal suscep-
tibility χT undergoes a discontinuous change. In the cross-
over phase, the thermal susceptibility χT remains strictly
continuous. When AMM1 is neglected, the NJL system
remains in the crossover phase throughout the entire range of
the magnetic field, and the thermal susceptibility χT always
remains continuous.Within the crossover phase, the thermo-
dynamic potential possesses only a single global minimum
point. The behavior of the susceptibility, multisolution inΩ,
and the order of phase transitions have been comprehen-
sively analyzed in Refs. [94–96].
At high density, where a first phase transition occurs, two

local minimum points of Ω remain σf finite without
considering AMMs. Unlike the case without considering
the AMM, the first-order transition is strikingly pro-
nounced and drastic when considering AMMs: one

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 2. The critical temperatures (Tc) for chiral phase transition as a function of the magnetic field for different chemical potentials
without AMM in panel (a), with AMM1 in panel (b), and with AMM2 in panel (c), respectively. The solid lines correspond to chiral
first-order transition, the full dots correspond to CEPs, and the other lines correspond to chiral crossover phase transition.
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minimum point remains σf finite, whereas the other drives
σf close to zero. Due to this reason, the thermal suscep-
tibility χT manifests two distinct characteristics. First, at a
first-order phase transition, thermal susceptibility χT
increases monotonically with temperature until it reaches
a specific value and then disappears. Nevertheless, in this
case, one can also state that the thermal susceptibility χT
exhibits a discontinuous change. Second, at the CEP, the
thermal susceptibility χT remains divergent. Similarly, the
thermal susceptibility χT also disappears for temperatures
above T > TCEP. This behavior differs from the scenario
observed at high chemical potential without the AMM [97].
Figure 4 illustrates the ðTc − μÞ phase diagram with

different magnetic fields (eB ¼ 0.15 and 0.25 GeV2) with-
out AMM (a), with AMM1 (b), and with AMM2 (c). Solid
and dashed lines represent first-order and crossover phase

transitions, respectively, with CEPs clearly marked.
Figures 4(b) and 4(c) show that with the introduction of
the quark AMM, the ðTc − μÞ phase diagram clearly
exhibits first-order phase transition for the magnetic fields
of eB ¼ 0.15 and 0.25 GeV2, respectively. This is in
contrast to the case shown in Fig. 4(a), where AMM is
not considered, where the crossover phase transitions
exist in the high-temperature and low chemical potential
region, and the first-order transitions exist in the low-
temperature and high chemical potential region. The CEPs
without the AMM are located at μCEP ≈ 291.2 MeV,
TCEP ¼ 42.6 MeV for eB ¼ 0.15 GeV2, and at μCEP ≈
263.3 MeV, TCEP ¼ 74.1 MeV for eB ¼ 0.25 GeV2.
Figures 4(b) and 4(c) show that the introduction of the

AMM suppresses chiral symmetry breaking, reduces the
critical temperature Tc, and destabilizes the crossover phase

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. The behavior of the thermal susceptibility χT in different orders of phase transitions for AMM0 and AMM1 at zero chemical
potential. Panel (a) corresponds to the case without considering the AMMs, while panel (b) corresponds to the case with the introduction
of AMM1. The dashed-dotted lines correspond to eB < 0.14 GeV2, the dotted lines correspond to eB ¼ 0.14 GeV2, and the dashed
lines correspond to eB > 0.14 GeV2.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 4. The critical temperatures (Tc) for chiral phase transition as a function of chemical potential for different magnetic fields. Panel
(a) is for that without considering the quark AMM, and panels (b) and (c) are for considering quark AMM1 and AMM2. The solid lines
correspond to chiral first-order transition, the full dots correspond to CEPs, and the other lines correspond to chiral crossover phase
transition.
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transition. Due to the coupling between AMMs and the
magnetic field, the constituent quark mass decreases
sharply [as shown in Fig. 1(a)], which favors first-order
phase transitions. Under the influence of AMMs, the
asymmetry in the mass of u − d quarks intensifies, thereby
altering the phase boundaries. From the above discussion,
especially in Fig. 2, one finds that an appropriate value of
the AMM induces IMC coupled with the magnetic field to
suppress the critical temperature Tc, which is partially
consistent with the results of LQCD [16,22–27], but an
unexpected first-order phase transition occurs.
Figure 5 illustrates the magnetic field dependence of

neutral pseudoscalar meson masses ðπ; K; η; η0Þ at zero
temperature and chemical potential, comparing cases with
and without the inclusion of quark AMMs. As shown in
Fig. 5(a), it is found that the π meson mass decreases
slightly with the increasing magnetic field (eB), reflecting
mild suppression due to the MC effect without AMMs. But
the π mass drops sharply and collapses to zero at a critical
magnetic field eBc ≈ 0.17 GeV2 with AMM1 and at eBc ≈
0.10 GeV2 with AMM2, signaling a first-order phase
transition of the pion mass. It is manifested that the π
meson, composed of light (u=d) quarks, is highly sensitive
to AMMs. Although the variation of the u quark mass with
the increasing magnetic field is not explicitly depicted in
Fig. 1 (due to the analogous behavior of u and d quark

masses governed by the gap equations), the presence of the
magnetic field induces flavor symmetry breaking between
u and d quarks, leading to an increasing mass splitting as
the magnetic field increases. Notably, the inclusion of
AMMs further exacerbates this flavor symmetry breaking.
Combined with numerical results for pions, one can
conclude that the behavior of the pion mass in vacuum
strongly depends on the rate at which the magnetic field
affects the flavor symmetry, in agreement with findings
reported in Refs. [35,55]. Additionally, the study of the
effective coupling of the neutral pion to quark-antiquark
pairs also plays some role in understanding the magnetic
field dependence of pion properties. This aspect is not
described in the present work, and also the detailed studies
can be founded in Ref. [35].
As shown in Fig. 5(b), it is found that the K meson mass

decreases gradually but remains finite across the studied eB
range without considering the AMM and with considering
AMM1. But theK mass declines more steeply and vanishes
at eBc ≈ 0.33 GeV2 with AMM2. It is manifested that the s
quark component of K meson reduces its sensitivity to
AMMs compared to π. According to recent LQCD studies
on meson masses [98], the observed reduction in neutral
meson masses under increasing magnetic field may be
linked to the IMC mechanism. Numerous LQCD simu-
lations have reported that MC dominates at zero

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 5. The magnetic field dependence of neutral pseudoscalar meson masses (π, K, η, η0) at zero temperature and chemical potential,
comparing cases with and without the inclusion of quark AMMs. Panels (a), (b), (c), and (d) are for π, K, η, and η0, respectively.
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temperature. In this work, in scenarios excluding the AMM
or incorporating moderate AMM1, the masses of π and K
mesons exhibit a mild decrease due to the influence of the
dominant MC effect. The inclusion of small AMM1 also
manifests MC effects, with IMC being secondary, and thus
suppresses the chiral condensate and consequently also the
strength of chiral symmetry breaking (shown in Fig. 1). As
a result, the mass decrease is more obvious in the case with
AMM1 compared to the case without the AMM, which
seems to further support the LQCD reports that the
decrease in neutral meson mass may be associated
with IMC.
However, we note a more surprising case with a larger

AMM (AMM2 set): even at zero temperature, AMM2
directly induces IMC, leading to a significantly accelerated
decline in meson masses and even triggering a mass
collapse. Prior to this, two NJL model studies also reported
the collapse of pion mass, where Ref. [55] employed a soft
cutoff scheme and Ref. [35] utilized an improved-MFIR
regularization scheme applicable to the AMM.
Additionally, it is crucial to emphasize that within the
studied magnetic field range, the cases without AMMs or
with AMM1 are acceptable results and consistent with
LQCD predictions for mass decline [98]. In contrast, the
AMM2 case shows a surprising feature in mass, which
make it less eligible. Moreover, together with the η meson
mentioned below, one finds that the larger the meson mass
is, the less the meson mass is affected by the magnetic field,
which has also been reported in lattice QCD simula-
tions [98].
The ηmass decreases slowly, maintaining a smooth trend

with AMM0 and AMM1, as shown in Fig. 5(c). But a rapid
mass reduction occurs with AMM2, culminating in a sharp
drop to zero at eBc ≈ 0.33 GeV2, similar to the K meson. It
is manifested that the η meson mixed flavor structure (the s
quark component) makes its mass less sensitive to quark
AMMs. AMM-induced isospin symmetry breaking ampli-
fies η coupling to the magnetic field, leading to a faster fall,
similarly reported for pion and K, as mentioned above. The
AMM affects the masses of meson by enhancing the
splitting of quark masses, especially for states dominated
by light flavors (π, K, η).
As shown in Fig. 5(d), the η0 mass increases monoton-

ically with eB but becomes undefined above eBc ≈
0.33 GeV2 due to divergences in polarization loops without
AMMs. Even with the introduction of AMMs, the η0 mass
still increases, but the magnitude is suppressed, and the
solution is lost at a lower eBc ≈ 0.27 GeV2 for AMM2.
The η0 meson, regarded as a resonance state in the NJL
model even for T ¼ 0 due to the lack of confinement [80],
exhibits strong sensitivity to the η0 decay width. The
presence of the AMM makes this limitation worse by
enhancing nonperturbative decay effects, thus restricting its
physical solutions in strong fields. Additionally, the NJL
model loses its validity at higher energies. At zero

temperature, the mass of the η0 meson slightly exceeds
the cutoff scale Λ, or in other words, the mass of the η0
meson lies in a region where the NJL model is close to
being invalid, resulting in insufficient predictive capability
for the η0 meson compared to other neutral mesons. For
these reasons, the η0 meson does not exhibit mass collapse,
as it may fail to support the formation of a physical mass
solution as magnetic fields increase.
To summarize briefly, the differences caused by the

AMM are obvious, like the observed collapse of the pion
mass for AMM1 and distinct behavior of the thermal
susceptibility χT. These differences may also be attributed
to our adoption of a constant AMM. To the best of our
knowledge, the latest study [99] indicates that the quark
AMM decreases with the increase of the magnetic field and
even apparently vanishes for extremely large magnetic
fields. Incorporating the magnetic-field-dependent AMM
κfðeBÞ into the calculations, the pion mass might not
vanish at a certain critical magnetic field or would only
vanish at a higher magnetic field. This could potentially
reconcile the differences observed in Figs. 1(a), 1(b), and
5(a). Moreover, this issue guides us toward deeper inves-
tigation in the future. One can expect that calculations of
the quark AMM from lattice QCD will serve as an
important input parameter. Similar to the fitting of the
magnetic-field-dependent coupling constant GðeBÞ within
the NJL model, we aim to obtain a magnetic-field-depen-
dent AMM κfðeBÞ. In this way, implementing magnetic-
field-dependent κfðeBÞ instead of a constant κf in the NJL
model framework will allow us to explore this area
rigorously and to see if any novel results emerge.
Figure 6 depicts the temperature dependence of neutral

pseudoscalar meson masses (K, η, and η0) under a constant
magnetic field (eBc ¼ 0.25 GeV2), comparing scenarios
with and without AMMs, at zero chemical potential. As
shown in Fig. 6(a), the K meson mass increases slightly
with temperature until reaching the Mott temperature
(Tmott ≈ 149 MeV), where it undergoes a discontinuous
mass jump without considering AMMs. This marks the
transition from a bound state to a resonance state.
Beyond Tmott, the mass first decreases slightly, then rises
again at T ∼ 190 MeV. Numerical results obtained with
the smaller AMM1 closely resemble those of AMM0.
But when considering the larger AMM2, the K mass
decreases slightly with temperature at low T (<102 MeV),
contrasting the AMM-free case. A sharp mass jump occurs
at the first-order phase transition temperature of light
quarks (u=d), followed by a gradual increase until
T ∼ 216 MeV, after which the mass declines for AMM2.
The larger AMM significantly affects the k meson mass by
coupling light quark dynamics to the magnetic field, and
the first-order quark mass drop directly triggers the K
mass jump.
As shown in Fig. 6(b), it is found that the η mass

decreases slowly with temperature until Tmott ≈ 198 MeV,
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where a mass jump occurs without considering AMMs.
Then, the mass continues to decline before rising again at
T ∼ 284 MeV. But when considering AMMs, the η mass
jumps abruptly at the light quark first-order transition
temperature, followed by a gradual decrease. For example,
at T ∼ 247 MeV for AMM2, the mass begins to rise.
At high temperature, the η mass is systematically lower
than in the AMM-free case. The η meson mixed flavor
composition (combining light and strange quarks) makes it
sensitive to both u=d quark phase transitions and
AMM-enhanced magnetic effects. The AMM shifts the
mass jump to a lower temperature, reflecting stronger chiral
symmetry restoration.
As shown in Fig. 6(c), it is found that the η0

mass decreases monotonically with temperature until
T ∼ 235 MeV without considering AMMs, after which it
begins to rise. But when considering AMMs, the η0 mass
decreases initially, exhibits a sudden drop at the light quark
first-order transition, then rises slightly at T > 164 MeV

for AMM1 and at T > 151 MeV for AMM2. The overall
mass reduction is more pronounced compared to the
AMM-free case. Similarly, as a resonance state in the
NJL model, the η0 is highly sensitive to its resonance state
decay widths. The AMM amplifies nonperturbative effects,
destabilizing the η0 through enhanced decay widths.
Figure 7 illustrates the dependence of the masses of

neutral pseudoscalar mesons (K, η, and η0) on the
quark chemical potential (μ) under a fixed temperature
(T ¼ 75 MeV) and magnetic field (eBc ¼ 0.25 GeV2),
comparing scenarios with and without the inclusion of
AMMs. As shown in Fig. 7(a), it is found that the K meson
mass increases continuously with μ, exhibiting a steep rise
near the CEP at μCEP ≈ 262.8 MeV without considering
AMMs. A Mott transition (discontinuous jump) occurs at
μ > μCEP, marking the transition from a bound state to a

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 7. The dependence of the masses of neutral pseudoscalar
mesons (K, η, and η0) on the quark chemical potential (μ) under
a fixed temperature (T ¼ 75 MeV) and magnetic field
(eBc ¼ 0.25 GeV2). Panels (a), (b), and (c) are for K, η, and
η0, respectively.

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 6. K, η, and η0 meson masses as a function of temperature
without and with considering AMMs at zero chemical potential.
Panels (a), (b), and (c) are for K, η, and η0, respectively.
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resonance state. But when considering AMMs, the
K meson undergoes an abrupt Mott transition
directly at μCEPðAMM1Þ ≈ 218.0 MeV for AMM1 and
at μCEPðAMM2Þ ≈ 124.9 MeV for AMM2. Consistent
with the finite temperature case, this shift highlights that
IMC induced by the AMM at finite chemical potential can
be seen as a catalyst to accelerate chiral symmetry
restoration.
As shown in Fig. 7(b), it is found that the η meson mass

decreases smoothly with μ, interrupted by a mass jump at
μCEP without considering AMMs. But when considering
AMM1 and AMM2, the mass jump shifts to μCEPðAMM1Þ
and μCEPðAMM2Þ, followed by a continued decline. The
mixed flavor composition of η (combining light and strange
quarks) makes it less sensitive to both u=d quark phase
transitions and AMM-enhanced magnetic effects. The
AMM amplifies isospin symmetry breaking, resulting in
lower mass compared to AMM0.
As shown in Fig. 7(c), it is found that the η0 meson mass

decreases monotonically with μ, with the steepest decline
aligning with μCEP without considering AMMs. But when
considering AMMs, a sudden mass drop occurs at
μCEPðAMMÞ, followed by a gradual decline. Similarly,
as a resonance state, η0 is highly sensitive to its decay
widths. The AMM amplifies nonperturbative effects, desta-
bilizing η0 through enhanced decay widths.
The shift from smooth crossovers to first-order transi-

tions under AMMs demonstrates how quark-level magnetic
interactions reshape the QCD phase diagram. This provides
insights into the competition between thermal, density, and
magnetic effects in chiral symmetry restoration. By repro-
ducing features like IMC predicted by numerical LQCD,
the inclusion of AMMs improves the predictive power of
effective models like NJL. It bridges gaps between theory
and experiments, guiding future refinements for charged
and vector meson studies.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we systematically investigated the effects of
quark AMMs on the mass spectra of neutral pseudoscalar
mesons (π, K, η, η0) under external magnetic fields, finite
temperatures, and quark chemical potentials within the
framework of the three-flavor NJL model. By incorporating
AMMs at the quark level, we explored the interplay
between magnetic catalysis, inverse magnetic catalysis,
and chiral symmetry restoration, addressing discrepancies
between conventional NJL predictions, i.e., not consider-
ing AMMs.
Key findings from our analysis include (1) quark mass

dynamics: the inclusion of AMMs significantly altered the
magnetic field dependence of constituent quark masses. For
light quarks (u=d), a first-order phase transition emerged at
critical magnetic fields (eBc ≈ 0.33 GeV2), where their
dynamical masses collapsed to current quark masses with
a larger AMM. In contrast, the strange quark exhibited

nonmonotonic mass behavior but avoided abrupt transi-
tions. These results highlight the critical role of AMMs in
suppressing chiral condensates (or quark masses by the gap
equation in the NJL model) and driving IMC. (2) Phase
diagram modifications: the introduction of AMMs
reshaped the QCD phase structure. At zero and finite
chemical potential (μ), AMMs suppressed the chiral phase
transition temperature (Tc), aligning more closely with
LQCD findings on IMC compared to the NJL model
without considering AMMs (AMM0). Moreover, crossover
transitions observed in the absence of AMMs were replaced
by first-order transitions with AMMs under strong mag-
netic fields. (3) Meson mass behavior: the π mass collapsed
abruptly at eBc ≈ 0.17 GeV2 with AMM1 and at eBc ≈
0.10 GeV2 with AMM2. AMMs enhanced flavor splitting,
leading to a significant impact on meson masses. As a
resonance state, η0 showed suppressed mass growth under
AMMs and lost stability at strong fields, reflecting limi-
tations of the NJL framework in handling nonperturbative
decay widths. (4) Temperature and chemical potential
dependence: at finite temperature and chemical potential,
meson masses underwent a Mott transition (discontinuous
mass jump) at Tmott (e.g., K and η). The AMM-induced
IMC shifted the Mott temperature toward lower temper-
atures. Regarding chemical potential dependence, the
AMM-induced IMC also caused the mass jump of mesons
to shift toward lower chemical potential.
In terms of experiments, chiral symmetry breaking gave

rise to rich mesonic and baryonic spectra, while the UAð1Þ
anomaly explained the nondegeneracy of the η and η0
mesons. The mass changes of mesons may enhance or
suppress their thermal production in relativistic heavy-ion
collisions, such as the yields and ratios of mesons. The
Mott transition may result in some fascinating phenomena
in relativistic heavy-ion collisions where strong magnetic
fields are generated.
Our results demonstrated that the AMM plays a pivotal

role in reconciling the NJL model predictions with LQCD
observations, particularly in reproducing IMC for transition
temperature. However, challenges remain in fully capturing
the η0 meson behavior, underscoring the need to incorporate
decay widths and beyond-RPA corrections. Future work
will extend this framework to charged and vector mesons,
which are crucial for understanding electromagnetic probes
in heavy-ion collisions and magnetar environments.
Additionally, refining the interplay between AMMs and
the UAð1Þ anomaly could further elucidate the chiral and
axial restoration mechanisms in magnetized QCD
matter.
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APPENDIX: THE CALCULATION OF
POLARIZATION LOOPS

In this appendix, we derive the main part of the
polarization function containing the quark AMMs at finite

temperature. We start with the following expression using
kaon meson as an example:

Z
d4k
ð2πÞ4 Trfγ

5Sdðq ¼ pþ kÞγ5SsðkÞg: ðA1Þ

Substitute Eq. (21) into Eq. (A1), and by doing the trace
operation on the gamma matrix, we get
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Now, considering p⃗ ¼ 0, and using the orthogonality relation of the Laguerre function,
Z
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We arrive at
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Performing the dk0 integral of Eq. (A4), we get

Πps
K0ðp0 ¼ mK0Þ ¼ βNc

2ð2πÞ2
X
n;s;l

�
1þ sl

MdMs þ 2βn
MndMns

��Z
dkz

1

Edns

	
1 −

1

eðEdns−μÞ=T þ 1
−

1

eðEdnsþμÞ=T þ 1




þ
Z

dkz
1

Esnl

	
1 −

1

eðEsnl−μÞ=T þ 1
−

1

eðEsnlþμÞ=T þ 1




þf½ðMnd − sκdedBÞ − slðMns − lκsesBÞ�2 − p2
0gBðmd;mdÞ

�
; ðA5Þ
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where

Bðmd;msÞ ¼
Z

dkz

�
1

Edns

	
1

ðEdns þ p0Þ2 − Esnl
2

1

e−ðEdnsþμÞ=T þ 1
−

1

ðEdns − p0Þ2 − Esnl
2

1

e−ðEdns−μÞ=T þ 1




þ 1

Esnl

	
1

ðEsnl − p0Þ2 − Edns
2

1

e−ðEsnlþμÞ=T þ 1
−

1

ðEsnl þ p0Þ2 − Edns
2

1

eðEsnl−μÞ=T þ 1


�
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