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Abstract

We scatter a meson off of a scalar kink in quantum field theory, at leading order in

perturbation theory. We calculate the full quantum state, at leading order, at all times

and also check that the reflection and transmission coefficients agree with those which

would be obtained in relativistic quantum mechanics.

1 Introduction

Classical kink-(anti)kink scattering has been a major industry since the discovery of a

fractal pattern of resonance windows in the φ4 double well model in Ref. [1]. For example,

there has recently been a flurry of activity trying to understand whether the resonances are

caused by the shape modes of individual kinks or collective bound modes of the combined

kink-antikink system [2, 3, 4].

In contrast, the much simpler process of kink-meson scattering has received relatively

little attention [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10]. In classical φ4 field theory, Refs. [11, 12] discovered that the

mesons apply a negative pressure to the kinks. The reason for this negative pressure is quite

simple. Inside of the kink, n mesons of frequency ω can fuse into one meson of frequency

nω, which as a result of the mass shell condition has more momentum than the sum of the

initial n mesons. Conservation of momentum demands that this excess momentum comes

from the kink, forcing the kink to move in the opposite direction.

This meson fusion appears to be the only phenomenon which occurs in meson-kink scat-

tering in the classical φ4 model. However in the case of reflective kinks, the mesons may
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also reflect, leading to a positive pressure [13]. Thus, in general, two processes are allowed

in classical kink-meson scattering, fusion and reflection.

In the quantum theory, we expect a much richer phenomenology. For one, an infinite

tower of unstable excited states corresponding to multiple shape mode excitations is ex-

pected. These should appear as narrow resonances in elastic kink-meson scattering. Inelastic

kink-meson scattering is also expected to be rich. For example, Raman spectroscopy will be

possible, in which a monochromatic meson scatters off of the kink, exciting an internal shape

mode. The kink’s excitation spectrum can be read off of the observed energy decreases of

the scattered meson. Deexcitation of a shape mode is also possible, in the inverse process.

Finally, in the quantum theory, one expects not only meson fusion, but also meson fission.

All of these processes are expected to occur at tree level in the kink Hamiltonian, intro-

duced in Ref. [14]. However, in traditional approaches which allow multiloop calculations,

such as the collective coordinate method of Refs. [15, 16], they have been prohibitively dif-

ficult to calculate. Recently a new approach, linearized kink perturbation theory, has been

introduced at one-loop in Ref. [17] and beyond in Ref. [18]. This new formalism is particu-

larly simple1 in the one-kink sector, which contains a single kink and any number of mesons

and impurities. It is thus well suited to the scattering of a meson with a nonrelativistic kink.

We plan to investigate all of these new tree-level phenomena in the near future. However,

so far applications of the formalism have suffered from two limitations. First, all explicit

calculations have considered only kinks described by reflectionless potentials2 and second,

all calculations so far have been time-independent.

In the present note, we treat kink-meson scattering using the free kink Hamiltonian. As

will be reviewed below, the free kink Hamiltonian describes a free theory in the sense that it

is a sum of quantum harmonic oscillators, but it has a position-dependent mass term which

leads to some dynamics. Clearly, this is a calculation which needs to be performed before

our general study of tree level interactions. In doing so, we treat the two shortcomings noted

above. In particular, we treat not only reflectionless but also reflective kinks. We evolve the

system in time, and so we observe that our treatment of reflective kinks, in the free theory,

reproduces the same reflection and transmission coefficients that would be calculated in

relativistic quantum mechanics.

1It requires a choice of base point in moduli space. If the kink moves too far from the base point, as

will happen in kink-(anti)kink scattering, then one must compose the evolutions calculated at distinct base

points.
2An exception to this is Ref. [19], however the treatment of the particular features of reflective normal

modes was handled inside of the code that performed the numerical integrals, and only described roughly in

an Appendix. The treatment here is related to that which was used inside the numerical code.

2



2 Review

Consider a (1+1)-dimensional Schrodinger picture quantum field theory of a scalar meson

field φ(x) with conjugate π(x) defined by the Hamiltonian H

H(x) =
1

2
: π(x)π(x) :a +

1

2
: ∂xφ(x)∂xφ(x) :a +

1

g2
: V (gφ(x)) :a

H =

∫
dxH(x), m2 = V (2)(gf(±∞)). (2.1)

Here ::a is the usual normal-ordering with mass m, V (n)(gf(x)) is the nth derivative of V

with respect to its argument and f(x) is a kink solution

φ(x, t) = f(x), −gf ′′
(x) + V (1)(gf(x)) = 0. (2.2)

If the two sign choices in the definition of m2 lead to different values, then the quantum-

corrected vacuum energies will differ on the two sides of the kink and so the kink will

accelerate [20]. In this case the kink states are never Hamiltonian eigenstates and so we will

not consider this case further.

In terms of the defining Hamiltonian, the kink states are nonperturbative. In classical

field theory this corresponds to the fact that the classical field φ(x) is far from a minimum of

the potential, and it would be fixed by writing the Hamiltonian in terms of φ(x)−f(x). In the

quantum theory such a replacement is ill-defined as a result of the regularization, which in

this case is achieved via normal ordering. Indeed a naive application of the replacement can

change the spectrum of the Hamiltonian [21] and so lead to wrong answers. To ensure that

the spectrum of the Hamiltonian is not changed, we transform it to the kink Hamiltonian

H ′ by conjugating with a unitary displacement operator

Df = Exp

[
−i
∫
dxf(x)π(x)

]
, H ′ = D†fHDf . (2.3)

This displacement operator plays the same role in the quantum theory as the shift in the

classical theory

: F [φ(x), π(x)] :a Df = Df : F [φ(x) + f(x), π(x)] :a . (2.4)

In summary, we have constructed a kink Hamiltonian H ′ which has the same spectrum

as the defining Hamiltonian H. While the defining Hamiltonian generates time evolution in

the defining frame of the Hilbert space, the unitary transformation D†f takes this defining

frame to the kink frame. Masses may be measured and time may be evolved in the kink

frame using H ′. The isospectral property means that these masses will be the correct ones

H|K〉 = E|K〉 ⇒ H ′D†f |K〉 = ED†f |K〉 (2.5)
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and an application of Df after time evolution yields the time evolution that would be calcu-

lated using the defining Hamiltonian [22]

Dfe−iH
′tD†f = e−iHt. (2.6)

Thus nonperturbative problems using H can be transformed into problems which, in the

one-kink sector, are perturbative using H ′.

One can use Eq. (2.3) to calculate the kink Hamiltonian H ′. Let us decompose it into

terms H ′j which, when normal ordered, have j factors of φ and its conjugate π. These terms

will be of order gj−2. Then H ′0 is the classical kink mass Q0, while the tadpole H ′1 vanishes

as a result of the classical equations of motion (2.2). The first nontrivial term is the free

kink Hamiltonian

H ′2 =
1

2

∫
dx
[
: π2(x) :a + : (∂xφ(x))2 :a +V (2)(gf(x)) : φ2(x) :a

]
. (2.7)

It is free, in the sense that it is quadratic in the fields, but notice that the mass term depends

on x. This means that the constant frequency solutions of its classical equations of motion

V (2)(gf(x))g(x) = ω2g(x) + g′′(x), φ(x, t) = e−iωtg(x) (2.8)

are not plane waves, but rather are normal modes.

In general there are three kinds of normal mode, classified by their frequencies ω. There

is always a zero mode gB(x) = f ′(x)/
√
Q0 with zero frequency ωB = 0. Sometimes there

will be real shape modes gS(x) with frequencies 0 < ωS < m. For each real k there will be

a continuum mode with frequency ωk

ωk =
√
m2 + k2. (2.9)

As ωk = ω−k one needs to define the decomposition into these two modes. We will require

g−k(x) = g∗k(x) (2.10)

and we will fix the normalization and decomposition of all modes using the completeness

relations3 in k space∫
dx|gB(x)|2 = 1,

∫
dxgk1(x)g∗k2(x) = 2πδ(k1 − k2),

∫
dxgS1(x)g∗S2

(x) = δS1S2 (2.11)

and in x space

gB(x)gB(y) +

∫∑ dk

2π
gk(x)g∗k(y) = δ(x− y),

∫∑ dk

2π
=

∫
dk

2π
+
∑
S

(2.12)

3Completeness follows from the fact that (2.8) is a Sturm-Liouville equation.
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where we have defined
∫∑

to be an integral over k together with a sum over shape modes S.

As the normal modes are a complete basis of bounded functions of x, and we are working

in the Schrodinger picture where the fields only depend on x, we may follow Ref. [23] and

decompose the fields in terms of normal modes

φ(x) = φ0gB(x) +

∫∑ dk

2π

(
B‡k +

B−k
2ωk

)
gk(x) (2.13)

π(x) = π0gB(x) + i

∫∑ dk

2π

(
ωkB

‡
k −

B−k
2

)
gk(x)

where B‡k = B†k/(2ωk) and B−S = BS. Thus any operator in the theory may be expanded

in terms of the operators φ0, π0, BS, B
‡
S, Bk and B‡k which, as a result of the canonical

commutation relations satisfied by φ(x) and π(x), satisfy the algebra

[φ0, π0] = i, [BS1 , B
‡
S2

] = δS1S2 , [Bk1 , B
‡
k2

] = 2πδ(k1 − k2).

Inserting the decomposition (2.13) into the formula (2.7) for the free kink Hamiltonian,

we find an enormous simplification

H ′2 = Q1 +
π2
0

2
+

∫∑ dk

2π
ωkB

‡
kBk (2.14)

where

Q1 = −1

4

∫∑ dk

2π

∫
dp

2π

(ωp − ωk)2

ωp
g̃2k(p)−

1

4

∫
dp

2π
ωpg̃B(p)g̃B(p), g̃(p) =

∫
dxg(x)eipx.

(2.15)

We have found that the free kink Hamiltonian H ′2 is the sum of three terms. The first, Q1,

is the one-loop kink mass in the form found in Ref. [23]. The second describes the quantum

mechanics of a free particle, in this case the center of mass of the kink. The third is an

infinite sum of quantum harmonic oscillators, one for each continuum mode gk(x) and also

one for each shape mode gS(x) if there are any. The ground state |0〉0 of the free kink

Hamiltonian therefore corresponds to the ground state of each of these quantum mechanical

systems

π0|0〉0 = Bk|0〉0 = BS|0〉0 = 0. (2.16)

This state is the first approximation in a semiclassical expansion of the kink ground state,

in the kink frame. At this order, continuum normal modes and shape modes can be excited

in the kink frame by acting with B‡k and B‡S respectively. We remind the reader that the

corresponding states in the defining frame of the Hilbert space are then obtained by acting

with Df , so that Df |0〉0 is the leading term in the kink ground state.

5



3 Normal Modes

Consider normal modes with asymptotic behavior

gk(x) =

{
Bke

ikx + Cke
−ikx if x� −1/m

Dke
ikx + Eke

−ikx if x� 1/m
(3.1)

B∗k = B−k, C∗k = C−k, D∗k = D−k, E∗k = E−k.

The coefficients B, C, D and E are constrained by the completeness relations (2.11) and

(2.12). Normal modes at distinct values of |k| will automatically be orthogonal as they

satisfy the same Sturm-Liouville equation with a distinct eigenvalue. However some care

needs to be taken to ensure that gk(x) and g−k(x) are orthogonal and correctly normalized.

As the nonvanishing integrals are infinite, we only consider the large |x| region.

Let us impose the k-space completeness relation (2.11) for the modes gk. Since we are

only interested in large |x|, it is sufficient to impose

lim
L→∞

[∫ x=−L

x=−2L
+

∫ x=2L

x=L

]
dxgk1(x)gk2(x) =

{
2L if k1 = −k2
0 if k1 6= −k2.

(3.2)

This is easily evaluated

lim
L→∞

[∫ x=−L

x=−2L
+

∫ x=2L

x=L

]
dx

L
gk1(x)gk2(x) =


|Bk|2 + |Ck|2 + |Dk|2 + |Ek|2 if k = k1 = −k2
2BkCk + 2DkEk if k = k1 = k2

0 if k1 6= ±k2.
(3.3)

Then we learn that

|Bk|2 + |Ck|2 + |Dk|2 + |Ek|2 = 2, BkCk +DkEk = 0. (3.4)

Next we impose the completeness relation in position space (2.12). When |x|, |y| � 1/m

only the continuum modes contribute, leaving∫
dk

2π
gk(x)g−k(y) = δ(x− y). (3.5)

Evaluating the left hand side we find

∫
dk

2π
gk(x)g−k(y) =

∫
dk

2π


(|Bk|2 + |Ck|2) eik(x−y) if x, y � −1/m

(|Dk|2 + |Ek|2) eik(x−y) if x, y � 1/m

(B∗kEk + CkD
∗
k) e

−ik(x+y) if x� −1/m, 1/m� y.

(3.6)
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We are interested in the case in which |x| and |y| are very large and so Bk, Ck and Dk and Ek

vary much more slowly than the plane wave factors with respect to k. To avoid an unwanted

contribution at x = −y we impose the constraint

B∗kEk + CkD
∗
k = 0. (3.7)

In addition, to arrive at the correct normalization of the delta function in the limit of large

|x| and |y|, one finds the constraints

|Bk|2 + |Ck|2 = |Dk|2 + |Ek|2 = 1. (3.8)

We can summarize all of these constraints with the condition that the matrix

U =

(
Bk C∗k
Ek D∗k

)
, U †U = 1 (3.9)

is unitary.

4 Propagating Wave Packets

Consider a moving wave packet

Φ(x) = Exp

[
−(x− x0)2

4σ2
+ ixk0

]
, x0 � −1/m, k0 �

1

σ
, σ � |x0|. (4.1)

This corresponds to a meson beginning far to the left of a kink, at x = x0, and moving to

the right with momentum k0. We will assume that it moves fast enough that smearing can

be neglected.

The completeness of the normal modes implies that, at |x| � 1/m, any wave packet may

be decomposed

Φ(x) =

∫
dk

2π
αkgk(x), αk =

∫
dxΦ(x)g∗k(x). (4.2)

The wave packet (4.1) is supported at x � −1/m and so one may insert the asymptotic

formula for g∗k(x) valid at x� −1/m. Therefore

αk = 2σ
√
π
(
B∗ke

−i(k−k0)x0e−(k−k0)
2σ2

+ C∗ke
i(k+k0)x0e−(k+k0)

2σ2
)
. (4.3)

In Dirac notation, in the kink frame, the wave packet corresponds to the one-meson state

|Φ〉 =

∫
dxΦ(x)|x〉 =

∫
dk

2π
αk|k〉, |k〉 = B‡k|0〉0, |x〉 =

∫
dk

2π
g∗k(x)|k〉 (4.4)
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which is part of the meson Fock space decomposition of the one-kink sector. Thus we begin

with a meson at x = x0 moving towards a kink at x ∼ 0. We remind the reader that |0〉0,
defined in Eq. (2.16), is the lowest order approximation to the ground state of a single kink,

as expressed in the kink frame of the Hilbert space.

At time t the wave packet evolves to

|Φ(t)〉 =

∫
dxΦ(x, t)|x〉, Φ(x, t) =

∫
dk

2π
e−iωktαkgk(x). (4.5)

With σ large enough, k is always close to k0 or −k0. Therefore we will expand in powers of

(k ± k0), out to first order. Wave packet smearing appears only at second order and so will

be missed by this approximation. At first order

ωk = ωk0 + (±k − k0)
k0
ωk0

. (4.6)

Inserting (4.3) and (4.6) into Eq. (4.5) we find the wave packet evolution.

At x� 0 we obtain the wave packet

Φ(x, t) = 2σ
√
πe−iωk0

t

∫
dk

2π

(
B∗ke

−i(k−k0)
(
x0+

k0
ωk0

t

)
e−(k−k0)

2σ2

+C∗ke
i(k+k0)

(
x0+

k0
ωk0

t

)
e−(k+k0)

2σ2

)(
Bke

ikx + Cke
−ikx) . (4.7)

For σ large enough, the first Gaussian is supported at k = k0 and the second at k = −k0
and so we approximate the coefficients Bk and Ck by their values at k = ±k0, yielding

Φ(x, t) = e−iωk0
t

(|Bk0|
2 + |Ck0|

2)Exp

−
(
−x+ x0 + k0

ωk0
t
)2

4σ2
+ ik0x



+2B∗k0Ck0Exp

−
(
x+ x0 + k0

ωk0
t
)2

4σ2
− ik0x


 . (4.8)

The two Gaussian factors are supported, respectively, when the position x is equal to

plus or minus

xt = x0 +
k0
ωk0

t. (4.9)

Here we recognize k0/ωk0 as the group velocity of the wave packet and t as the propagation

time. We are now considering the case x � 0, and so the first Gaussian is only supported

when xt � 0 and the second when xt � 0.
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Thus at early times t � ωk0|x0|/k0, only the first Gaussian factor may contribute and

we find

Φ(x, t) = e−iωk0
t+ik0xExp

−
(
−x+ x0 + k0

ωk0
t
)2

4σ2

 = e−i(m
2/ωk0)tΦ

(
x− k0

ωk0
t

)
(4.10)

where we have used (3.8). The interpretation is that, to this order in the (k−k0) expansion,

the wave packet simply moves rigidly to the right before arriving at the kink. At times

t � ωk0|x0|/k0, after the meson and kink have interacted, only the second Gaussian may

contribute. Thus, at x� −1/m, the wave function becomes

Φ(x, t) = 2e−iωk0
t−ik0xB∗k0Ck0Exp

−
(
x+ x0 + k0

ωk0
t
)2

4σ2

 . (4.11)

We see that the kink’s momentum has changed sign, now the part of the wave packet at

x < 0 is traveling in the opposite direction. Also the position is x = −xt, it has reflected from

the kink. However the entire wave packet has not reflected. Here we have only calculated

the contribution to the wave packet at x < 0 and the amplitude has been damped by the

factor 2B∗C. We interpret this factor as the reflection coefficient.

What happens on the right side of the kink? One need only insert gk(x) from Eq. (3.1),

at x� 0, into Eq. (4.5) to obtain

Φ(x, t) = e−iωk0
t

(B∗k0Dk0 + Ck0E
∗
k0

)
Exp

−
(
−x+ x0 + k0

ωk0
t
)2

4σ2
+ ik0x



+
(
B∗k0Ek0 + Ck0D

∗
k0

)
Exp

−
(
x+ x0 + k0

ωk0
t
)2

4σ2
− ik0x


 . (4.12)

The second line vanishes as a result of the constraint Eq. (3.7). The Gaussian on the first

line has support when x = xt.

Since we are considering x > 0, this only occurs when xt > 0 and so at t � ωk0 |x0|/k0,
after the meson has interacted with the kink. This is reasonable, the meson cannot get to

the right of the kink before they have interacted. At these late times, the position is xt,

implying that at this order the meson has continued to move past the kink at its initial

velocity. We interpret the (B∗D + CE∗) factor as the transmission coefficient.
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5 Comparison with Quantum Mechanics

The above calculation was equivalent to one in relativistic quantum mechanics. This

is because the kink frame of quantum field theory reduces the leading order problem of

meson-kink scattering in the full quantum field theory to a simple quantum mechanical

exercise. Of course the above calculation has the advantage that it can be generalized to

higher orders, revealing for example the backreaction of the meson on the kink, which is

invisible in quantum mechanics where the kink is replaced by a potential well.

But is the reflection coefficient really 2B∗C? Usually in quantum mechanics one does not

use a normal mode basis for such a problem, as it complicates the derivation and obscures

the physics. It was only used here because of the simple connection to the kink-frame meson

Fock space in Eq. (4.4).

For simplicity, let us consider quantum mechanics with a symmetric potential. This

corresponds to a symmetric mass term in H2, which arises from an antisymmetric kink in

a symmetric potential in quantum field theory. Beyond such cases, in general the quantum

corrections to the vacuum energies on the two sides of the kink will disagree and so the

kink will accelerate [24], and will not correspond to a Hamiltonian eigenstate. While such

problems are invisible at the low order of perturbation theory considered here, and anyway

do not prevent the application of our formalism, nonetheless they justify our interest in

symmetric potentials.

In quantum mechanics, the kink at this order is replaced by a potential well and scattering

is described by a symmetric and unitary S-matrix

S =

(
t r

r t

)
(5.1)

where t and r are the complex transmission and reflection coefficients such that, as a result

of the unitarity of S,

|t|2 + |r|2 = 1, Arg(r) = Arg(t)± π

2
. (5.2)

Consider k > 0. Then Bk and Ek have the interpretations of particles incident on the

well from the left and right respectively, while Ck and Dk correspond to particles moving

away from the well on the left and right. The S matrix relates these(
Ck

Dk

)
= S

(
Ek

Bk

)
. (5.3)
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The vectors (Ck, Dk) and (Bk, Ek) are orthogonal (3.4). This fixes (Ck, Dk) up to a phase φ

S

(
Ek

Bk

)
=

(
Ck

Dk

)
= eiφ

(
−Ek
Bk

)
. (5.4)

This linear set of equations is solved by

Bk = −t+ eiφ

r
Ek, Ek =

eiφ − t
r

Bk. (5.5)

Writing

t = |t|eiθ, r = iε1|r|eiθ, ε1 = ±1 (5.6)

and combining the two equations (5.5) one finds

Ek =
e2iφ − |t|2e2iθ

|r|2e2iθ
Ek (5.7)

implying

eiφ = ε2e
iθ, ε2 = ±1 (5.8)

and so

Bk = iε1ε2
1 + ε2|t|
|r|

Ek = iε1ε2

√
1 + ε2|t|
1− ε2|t|

Ek. (5.9)

The condition |Bk|2 + |Ek|2 = 1 then leads to

|Bk| =
√

1 + ε2|t|
2

, |Ek| =
√

1− ε2|t|
2

. (5.10)

Then, for some phase λ,

Bk = eiλ
√

1 + ε2|t|
2

, Ek = −ieiλε1ε2

√
1− ε2|t|

2
. (5.11)

Now using the original equation (5.4) we find

Ck = −eiφEk = iei(λ+φ)ε1ε2

√
1− ε2|t|

2
, Dk = eiφBk = ei(λ+φ)

√
1 + ε2|t|

2
. (5.12)

Therefore

2B∗kCk = 2ieiφε1ε2

√
1 + ε2|t|

2

√
1− ε2|t|

2
= ieiφε1ε2|r| = r. (5.13)

Thus the quantum field theory coefficient for reflection, 2B∗C, agrees with the usual result

from quantum mechanics. Similarly

B∗kDk + CkE
∗
k = eiφ

(
|Bk|2 − |Ek|2

)
= eiφε2|t| = t (5.14)

and so the transmission coefficient also agrees with the usual result from quantum mechanics.

11



6 Remarks

This calculation has been trivial. It is a calculation that has been performed countless

times in relativistic quantum mechanics over the past century, corresponding to the scattering

of a particle through a symmetric barrier or well. The interpretation of the calculation is

somewhat novel, as the particle plays the role of the fundamental meson field φ(x) and the

well is a leading approximation to a quantum kink. The marvel of the kink frame is that

it transforms a nonperturbative quantum field theory computation into an old exercise in

quantum mechanics. However it is likely expected that kink-meson scattering can, at leading

order in the kink Hamiltonian, be treated in quantum mechanics.

So what has been gained by repeating this old calculation? We have extended the formal-

ism of Refs. [17, 18] to include both time-evolution and also reflective potentials. Reflective

potentials are obviously interesting because they describe most kinks. However, more to

the point, we expect reflection at tree level even for kinks which are reflectionless in the free

theory, and so this development is necessary in our opinion even for a perturbative treatment

of reflectionless kinks such as those of the φ4 theory and the Sine-Gordon model.

More importantly, we have finally introduced time evolution into the formalism of lin-

earized kink perturbation theory. It has always used the Schrodinger picture, where operators

are time-independent. In addition, except for Ref. [19], it has restricted attention to Hamil-

tonian eigenstates, so that even the states do not evolve. Even in Ref. [19], only time t = 0

was considered, although instantaneous accelerations were computed. The present note, on

the other hand, describes for the first time how to apply this formalism to finite-time time

evolution.

The leading order state in quantum field theory has been found at each time t, even

during the interaction itself although the asymptotic formula for gk(x) cannot be applied

there. The analytic formula for gk(x) are anyway known in the Sine-Gordon and φ4 models,

and very good numerical approximations have been found in many other models. Therefore

Eqs.(4.3) and (4.5) indeed give the full state, at leading order in the semiclassical expansion,

at any time during the evolution. This is progress with respect to Euclidean time methods,

which are generally applied to the calculation of the S-matrix and so are essentially restricted

to infinite-time evolution. These leading order expressions for the states at each time, as

well as the general formalism for kink-frame time evolution introduced here, of course are

necessary to compute the perturbative corrections, which include the new physics that we

intend to investigate in the near future.
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