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SOLVING THE LINEARIZED FIELD EQUATIONS OF THE

CAUSAL ACTION PRINCIPLE IN MINKOWSKI SPACE

FELIX FINSTER

APRIL 2023

Abstract. The linearized field equations for causal fermion systems in Minkowski
space are analyzed systematically using methods of functional analysis and Fourier
analysis. Taking into account a direction-dependent local phase freedom, we find
a multitude of homogeneous solutions. The time evolution of the inhomogeneous
equations is studied. It leads to the dynamical creation of retarded solutions as well
as to the generation of non-propagating perturbations.
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1. Introduction

The theory of causal fermion systems is a recent approach to fundamental physics
(see the basics in Section 2, the reviews [26, 20], the textbooks [13, 25] or the web-
site [1]). In this approach, spacetime and all objects therein are described by a mea-
sure ρ on a set F of linear operators on a Hilbert space (H, 〈.|.〉H). The physical
equations are formulated by means of the so-called causal action principle, a nonlinear
variational principle where an action S is minimized under variations of the measure ρ.
A minimizing measure satisfies corresponding Euler-Lagrange (EL) equations, being
nonlinear equations for ρ. The linearized field equations describe first variations of a
minimizing measure which preserve the EL equations. Similar to usual linearizations of
physical equations (like for example the equations of linearized gravity), the linearized
field equations describe the dynamics of small perturbations of a causal fermion sys-
tem. The goal of the present paper is to develop a systematic procedure for solving
the linearized field equations for causal fermion systems in Minkowski space.

The linearized field equations play a central role in the analysis of causal fermion
systems, both conceptually and computationally. From the conceptual point of view,
the analysis of the linearized field equations reveals the causal nature of the dynamics
and thereby clarifies the causal structure of spacetime itself. From the computational
point of view, being a linear equation, it becomes possible to analyze the equations
explicitly using methods of functional analysis and Fourier analysis. Moreover, the lin-
earized field equations are an important first step toward the analysis of the nonlinear
dynamics as described by the EL equations.

In order to put our results into context, we first note that, even before the name
“linearized field equations” was phrased, the computations in [10] and [13] implicitly
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involved an analysis of the linearized field equations. Indeed, the methods to be devel-
oped in the present paper are closely connected to and follow up on these computations.
The systematic study of the linearized field equations was initiated in [28], where these
equations were derived in the setting of causal variational principles, a mathematical
generalization of the causal action principle. In [4] the analytic foundations were es-
tablished by showing that methods of hyperbolic partial differential equations can be
adapted to the linearized field equations such as to prove that the Cauchy problem is
well-posed and that solutions propagate with finite speed. This analysis was extended
and refined in [23, 30]. These studies clarified the analytic structure of the linearized
field equations from an abstract point of view. However, a systematic constructive
method for solving these equations was still lacking. The purpose of the present paper
is to fill this gap. Combined with the perturbative treatment in [15], our methods and
results also open the door for a detailed and systematic study of nonlinear effects of
the causal action principle.

Our setup is as follows. The underlying spacetime is Minkowski space M = R1,3.
In this spacetime, we consider a family of four-component spinorial wave functions.
Identifying all spinor spaces, these wave functions take values in a four-dimensional
complex vector space V , which we refer to as the spinor space. The spinor space is
endowed with an inner product of signature (2, 2), which we denote by ≺.|.≻ (using
common notation in physics, this inner product can also be written as ≺ψ|φ≻ = ψφ
with the usual adjoint spinor ψ := ψ†γ0). Then the causal fermion system can be
described by the

wave evaluation operator Ψ : H → C0(M,V ) ,

which to every vector u in an abstractly given Hilbert space H associates the corre-
sponding physical wave function ψu := Ψu, being a continuous four-component wave
function in Minkowski space (for the general setup see Section 2.2). The EL equations
can be written as (see Section 3.1)

QΨ = rΨ , (1.1)

where r is a real parameter and Q is an integral operator whose integral kernel is
denoted by Q(x, y), i.e.

(Qψ)(x) =

ˆ

M
Q(x, y)ψ(y) d4y . (1.2)

The integral kernel Q(x, y) and consequently also the corresponding integral opera-
tor Q depend nonlinearly on Ψ; we write symbolically Q = Q(Ψ). Linearizing the EL
equations (1.1) gives the

linearized field equations QδΨ − r δΨ +DQ|Ψ(δΨ)Ψ = Ξ , (1.3)

where DQ|Ψ is the total derivative of Q (which is real-linear in δΨ, but not complex-
linear; for details see Section 3.2). Here Ξ : H → C0(M,V ) is an inhomogeneity,
which typically describes perturbations of small deviations in the EL equations (1.1).
Multiplying the linearized field equations from the right by a vector u ∈ H, one obtains
an equation for the variation of each physical wave function δψu,

Qδψu − r δψu +DQ|Ψ(δΨ)ψu = Ξu . (1.4)

All these equations are coupled together by the first variation of the kernel δQ =
DQ|Ψ(δΨ).
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From the physical perspective, the linearized field equations (1.3) give a unified
description of the dynamics of all physical wave functions and of all bosonic fields (for
details see Section 3.4). The connection to the fermionic wave functions is made by
multiplying the EL equations (1.1) by a vector u ∈ H to obtain

(Q− r)ψu = 0 .

This equation can be regarded as the analog of the Dirac equation for the wave func-
tion ψu. Likewise, the linearized field equation (1.4) can be regarded as the equation
for the first order perturbation δψu, where DQ|Ψ(δΨ) takes the role of an interaction
potential. In order to get the connection to bosonic fields in the simplest possible set-
ting, let us assume that the unperturbed system is built up of solutions of the vacuum
Dirac equation1

(i∂/x −m)Ψ(x) = 0

(for the notation and the general setup see Section 4.2 or the textbooks [3, 39, 43]).
Introducing an electromagnetic potential A, this Dirac equation is modified to

(i∂/x + /A−m)Ψ(x) = 0 ,

giving rise to a first variation of the wave evaluation operator given by

δΨ = −sm /AΨ (1.5)

(where sm denotes a Dirac Green’s operator defined by the relation (i∂/ −m)sm = 11;
for example one can choose the retarded Green’s operator (6.5)). We take the point
of view that the potential A merely is a device for describing the variation δΨ in
a convenient way. In a more graphic language, classical potentials are a useful tool
for describing collective variations of all the physical wave functions. The linearized
field equations (1.3) determine the admissible variations δΨ directly, without using
bosonic potentials. Nevertheless, describing a resulting variation in terms of a bosonic
potential, the linearized field equations determine the potential A, thereby taking the
role of Maxwell’s equations.

Before stating our results, we make a few general comments on the mathematical
structure of the linearized field equations. As one sees immediately from (1.3) and (1.2),
the linearized field equations are integral equations and are therefore nonlocal. In a
limiting case studied in detail in [13], the so-called continuum limit, the linearized
field equations give rise to hyperbolic partial differential equations (like the Dirac and
Maxwell equations). Nevertheless, as already observed in [13, Sections 3.7 and 3.10],
even in this limiting case the linearized field equations also involve genuinely nonlocal
effects. In the present paper, we study this phenomenon systematically by analyzing
the linearized field equations as an integral equation with a specific integral kernel.

We now summarize our constructions and results. We assume that the causal
fermion system of the vacuum is described by a wave evaluation operator Ψ composed
of all negative-energy solutions of the Dirac equation with an ultraviolet regularization
on the scale ε (for details see Section 4.2). The interacting system is described by a

wave evaluation operator Ψ̃ obtained by perturbing Ψ linearly, i.e.

Ψ̃ = Ψ + δΨ .

1For clarity of presentation, in the introduction we consider only one generation of elementary
particles. Later on, we shall consider three generations.
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For the computations, it is preferable not to work directly with the wave evaluation
operator, but instead with the

kernel of the fermionic projector P̃ (x, y) := −Ψ̃(x) Ψ̃(y)∗ : V → V (1.6)

(the connections between Ψ̃ and P̃ (x, y) are explained in detail in Sections 3.1, 3.2
and 4.1). The fact that the vacuum configuration in Minkowski space is homogeneous
means that the vacuum kernel of the fermionic projector depends only on the difference
vector ξ := y − x, making it possible to work with the Fourier representation

P (x, y) =

ˆ

M̂

d4k

(2π)4
P̂ (k) eikξ (1.7)

(here and in what follows, the hat refers to momentum space or to the Fourier trans-
form; moreover, kξ denotes the Minkowski inner product). Moreover, using that also
the linearized field operator on the left of (1.3) is translation invariant, in the linear
perturbation δP (x, y) we may separate the dependence on the variable (y+ x)/2 with
the plane wave ansatz

δP (x, y) = e−i q
2
(x+y) δP (ξ) with ξ := y − x , (1.8)

where q ∈ M̂ is a given momentum vector and δP (ξ) is a function of one vari-
able ξ ∈M . Employing this ansatz in the linearized field equations, we obtain separate
equations for each q. With this in mind, we can fix q throughout our analysis. Clearly,
we need to treat all three cases that q is spacelike, timelike and lightlike (i.e. q2 < 0,
> 0 and = 0, where q2 ≡ qkqk again denotes the Minkowski inner product).

In order to illustrate the ansatz (1.8), we note that specific perturbations of this
form are obtained by considering an electromagnetic wave of momenta ±q,

A(x) = Â(q) e−iqx + Â(q) eiqx (1.9)

and perturbing according to (1.5) (for details see (4.15), (6.6) and (6.7)). Such pertur-
bations have been analyzed in detail in [8, 10, 13]. The goal of the present paper is to
study the linearized field equations in full generality without imposing a specific form
of δP (ξ). In order to understand the analytic structure of the linearized field equations,
it is important to note that, in generalization of the local gauge freedom of classical
electrodynamics, the linearized field equations are invariant under direction-dependent
local phase transformations

P (x, y) → eiΛ(x,y) P (x, y) (1.10)

with a real-valued function Λ(x, y) which is anti-symmetric, i.e.

Λ(x, y) = −Λ(y, x) for all x, y ∈M . (1.11)

Therefore, in the analysis of the linearized field equations such direction-dependent
local phases must be modded out. Another important feature of the linearized field
equations is that they are of variational form, meaning that they are recovered as the
Euler-Lagrange equations obtained by minimizing a suitable effective action Seff. The
positivity of the second variations makes it possible to proceed hierarchically and to
solve the equations iteratively in an expansion in powers of the regularization length.
The first set of equations in this expansion are obtained by evaluating in the so-called
continuum limit. In this limiting case, the perturbation δP (ξ) in (1.8) enters the
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equations only if the vector ξ lies on the light cone and is not too small; i.e., more
precisely, if

ξ2 = 0 and
∣∣ξ0
∣∣ & ℓmin (1.12)

for a suitable parameter ℓmin which lies between the regularization scale ε and the
length scale of macroscopic physics ℓmacro,

ε≪ ℓmin ≪ ℓmacro (1.13)

(for more details on the origin and what is known about the parameter ℓmin see Re-
mark 4.2 below). Our general procedure for solving the linearized field equations in
this limiting case consists of several steps. First, we identify a space of admissible vari-
ations δΨ of the wave evaluation operator which describe a retarded time evolution.
This space of variations is denoted by Jret. Given v ∈ Jret, the corresponding variation
of the kernel of the fermionic projector is denoted by δP = Pv (see Definition 7.1). In
order to treat the direction-dependent phase freedom (1.10), we compensate for the
direction-dependent phases by a variation δP = Gv which preserves the linearized field
equations (see Definition 8.1). By inserting the difference of the variations (P−G)v into
the linearized field equations, we obtain equations for the first variation v ∈ Jret. These
equations are integral equations, which can be solved abstractly with functional ana-
lytic methods in Hilbert spaces. For a more explicit analysis, it is useful to transform
these equations to momentum space. This is of advantage because the fact that δP (ξ)

is evaluated only on the light cone (1.12) means in momentum space that δP̂ (p) is

harmonic (i.e., it is a solution of the scalar wave equation �pδP̂ (p) = 0, where p is the
corresponding momentum variable). Thus we can make use of the well-posedness of the
Cauchy problem, finite propagation speed and the strong Huygens principle for waves
in momentum space. Combining these properties of harmonic functions, we find that
the linearized field equations can be solved in an expansion in momentum space, the
so-called mass cone expansion. From the mathematical point of view, the mass cone
expansion is very similar to the so-called light-cone expansion (as developed in [8, 9]).
The difference between the light cone and the mass expansions is that the roles of
position and momentum spaces are reversed. In simple terms, using analogies between
the “light cone” and the “mass cone” or the “mass shell,” the methods developed in
position space for analyzing the behavior of distributions near the light cone can also
be used in momentum space for analyzing solutions of the linearized field equations
near the mass cone.

Our analysis reveals that the solutions of the linearized field equations have a sur-
prisingly rich structure. It turns out that the homogeneous equations admit not one
solution (like a plane electromagnetic wave (1.9)), but instead a multitude of solutions,
where the number N of homogeneous fields is very large and scales like (see (10.14) in
Section 10)

N ≃ ℓmin

ε
(1.14)

(with ℓmin as in (1.12) and (1.13); note that the number of solutions becomes infinite
if the regularization length ε tends to zero). In short, these homogeneous solutions

are obtained as follows (for details see Theorem 10.1). We first multiply the kernel P̂
in (1.7) by a cutoff function η which is supported in a cone-shaped subset of the lower
mass shell of opening angle ϑ (see the left of Figure 8 on page 63; the parameter ϑ
is given by (10.2) with ωmin chosen arbitrarily in the range (10.1)). Denoting the
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resulting kernel by

Pη(ξ) :=

ˆ

M̂

d4k

(2π)4
η(k) P̂ (k) eikξ , (1.15)

a first ansatz for δP is obtained by perturbing Pη with a classical electromagnetic
potential of the form (1.9); i.e., similar to (1.5),

δP := −sm /APη − Pη /As
∗
m (1.16)

(the fact that the Green’s operators act from both sides can be understood from (1.6);
for more details see (4.16) and (6.6), (6.7)). If A is chosen as an arbitrary electromag-
netic wave, this ansatz is an approximate solution to the linearized field equations.
Taking it as the starting point for an iteration scheme, we obtain an exact solution of
the linearized field equations.

The ansatz (1.15) and (1.16) can be understood intuitively as follows. The func-
tion Pη(ξ) is a wave packet in the difference vector ξ = y − x, propagating with the
speed of light in an arbitrary spatial direction, being localized near ξ = 0 on the
scale ℓmin (see the left of Figure 8). With (1.16) this wave packet is perturbed by
an electromagnetic potential. This means that only the one-particle states forming
this wave packet (i.e. the one-particle states inside the dark shaded conical region on
the left of Figure 8) couple to the electromagnetic potential. The one-particle states
inside other conical regions, however, may couple to other electromagnetic potentials.
Due to the superposition principle, a one-particle state may be supported many of
such conical regions, in which case it couples to a superposition of the corresponding
electromagnetic potentials. In this way, the homogeneous fields can be thought of as
being formed of a plethora of electromagnetic fields coupling to different wave packets
propagating in different directions, each of them localized on the scale ℓmin. The cou-
pling of these homogeneous fields to the low-energy states (as indicated by the light
shaded region on the left of Figure 8) is described by the perturbations generated in
the iteration scheme.

When solving the inhomogeneous equations, these homogeneous solutions are gen-
erated in a retarded way (meaning that they propagate to the future). Typically, the
most singular contribution of the resulting homogeneous solution on the light cone
describes a direction-dependent phase transformation (1.10). The additional pertur-
bations obtained in the above-mentioned iteration scheme are less singular on the light
cone. Moreover, they are non-propagating in the sense that they do not have a dynam-
ics on their own. Instead, they are localized on the scale ℓmin near the inhomogeneity
and the retarded fields.

The fact that we get a multitude of solutions has far-reaching consequences for
the dynamics of the system. This will be worked out in detail in future works. In
particular, the interplay of all these fields gives rise to a quantum dynamics [5] including
corrections [34] and can explain the stochastic term in collapse theories [33].

The paper is organized as follows. After the necessary preliminaries on causal
fermion systems (Section 2), we give a self-contained introduction to the linearized field
equations (Section 3). In contrast to the presentation in the context of causal varia-
tional principles, we here work with the specific structures of causal fermion systems.
We also emphasize the variational structure of the equations, which will be important
later on. In Section 4 the setting is specialized to Dirac systems in Minkowski space.
We also summarize how the linearized field equations are evaluated in the continuum
limit. In Section 5 a systematic procedure for solving the linearized field equations is
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developed. Combining the variational structure of the linearized field equations with
the positivity of second variations, we can proceed hierarchically and solve the equa-
tions iteratively in an expansion in powers of the regularization length. In Section 6 the
roles of local gauge transformations and direction-dependent local phase transforma-
tions (1.10) are worked out. In Section 7 it is explained how a retarded time evolution
can be built in by specifying the pole structure of δP in momentum space. Based
on these results, in Section 8 it is explained how the linearized field equations can be
solved abstractly in the continuum limit in position space. In Section 9 we proceed
by transforming the equations to momentum space using the mass cone expansion.
In Section 10 the formulation in momentum space is used in order to construct so-
lutions of the homogeneous linearized field equations. In Section 11 it is explained
how, following the abstract procedure introduced in Section 5, one can analyze the
linearized field equations beyond the continuum limit. Finally, in the appendices we
provide additional material and develop the technical tools needed for the mass cone
expansion.

2. Preliminaries

This section provides the necessary abstract background on causal fermion systems.

2.1. Causal Fermion Systems and the Reduced Causal Action Principle. We
now recall the basic setup and introduce the main objects to be used later on.

Definition 2.1. (causal fermion systems) Given a separable complex Hilbert space H
with scalar product 〈.|.〉H and a parameter n ∈ N (the “spin dimension”), we let F ⊂
L(H) be the set of all symmetric operators on H of finite rank, which (counting
multiplicities) have at most n positive and at most n negative eigenvalues. On F we
are given a positive measure ρ (defined on a σ-algebra of subsets of F). We refer
to (H,F, ρ) as a causal fermion system.

A causal fermion system describes a spacetime together with all structures and ob-
jects therein. In order to single out the physically admissible causal fermion systems,
one must formulate physical equations. To this end, we impose that the measure ρ
should be a minimizer of the causal action principle. which we now introduce. For
brevity of the presentation, we only consider the reduced causal action principle where
the so-called boundedness constraint has been built incorporated by a Lagrange mul-
tiplier term. This simplification is no loss of generality, because the resulting EL
equations are the same as for the non-reduced action principle as introduced for ex-
ample [13, Section §1.1.1].

For any x, y ∈ F, the product xy is an operator of rank at most 2n. However, in
general it is no longer a symmetric operator because (xy)∗ = yx, and this is different
from xy unless x and y commute. As a consequence, the eigenvalues of the operator xy
are in general complex. We denote these eigenvalues counting algebraic multiplici-
ties by λxy1 , . . . , λ

xy
2n ∈ C (more specifically, denoting the rank of xy by k ≤ 2n, we

choose λxy1 , . . . , λ
xy
k as all the non-zero eigenvalues and set λxyk+1, . . . , λ

xy
2n = 0). Given

a parameter κ > 0 (which will be kept fixed throughout this paper), we introduce the
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κ-Lagrangian and the causal action by

κ-Lagrangian: L(x, y) = 1

4n

2n∑

i,j=1

(∣∣λxyi
∣∣−
∣∣λxyj

∣∣
)2

+ κ

( 2n∑

j=1

∣∣λxyj
∣∣
)2

(2.1)

causal action: S(ρ) =
¨

F×F

L(x, y) dρ(x) dρ(y) . (2.2)

The reduced causal action principle is to minimize S by varying the measure ρ under
the following constraints,

volume constraint: ρ(F) = 1 (2.3)

trace constraint:

ˆ

F

tr(x) dρ(x) = 1 . (2.4)

This variational principle is mathematically well-posed if H is finite-dimensional. For
the existence theory and the analysis of general properties of minimizing measures we
refer to [12, 2] or [25, Chapter 12]. In the existence theory one varies in the class of
regular Borel measures (with respect to the topology on L(H) induced by the operator
norm), and the minimizing measure is again in this class. With this in mind, we always
assume that ρ is a regular Borel measure.

2.2. The Physical Wave Functions and the Wave Evaluation Operator. Let ρ
be a minimizing measure. Defining spacetime M as the support of this measure,

M := supp ρ ⊂ F .

the spacetimes points are symmetric linear operators on H. These operators contain
a lot of information which, if interpreted correctly, gives rise to spacetime structures
like causal and metric structures, spinors and interacting fields (for details see [13,
Chapter 1]). Here we restrict attention to those structures needed in what follows. We
begin with a basic notion of causality.

Definition 2.2. (causal structure) For any x, y ∈ F, the product xy is an operator of
rank at most 2n. We denote its non-trivial eigenvalues (counting algebraic multiplic-
ities) by λxy1 , . . . , λ

xy
2n. The points x and y are called spacelike separated if all the λxyj

have the same absolute value. They are said to be timelike separated if the λxyj are all

real and do not all have the same absolute value. In all other cases (i.e. if the λxyj are

not all real and do not all have the same absolute value), the points x and y are said
to be lightlike separated.

Restricting the causal structure of F to M , we get causal relations in spacetime.
Next, for every x ∈ F we define the spin space SxM by SxM = x(H); it is a subspace

of H of dimension at most 2n. It is endowed with the spin inner product ≺.|.≻x defined
by

≺u|v≻x = −〈u|xv〉H (for all u, v ∈ SxM) .

A wave function ψ is defined as a function which to every x ∈ M associates a vector
of the corresponding spin space,

ψ : M → H with ψ(x) ∈ SxM for all x ∈M .

A wave function ψ is said to be continuous at x if for every ε > 0 there is δ > 0 such
that ∥∥√|y|ψ(y) −

√
|x|ψ(x)

∥∥
H
< ε for all y ∈M with ‖y − x‖ ≤ δ (2.5)
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(where |x| is the absolute value of the symmetric operator x on H, and
√

|x| is the
square root thereof). Likewise, ψ is said to be continuous on M if it is continuous at
every x ∈M . We denote the set of continuous wave functions by C0(M,SM).

It is an important observation that every vector u ∈ H of the Hilbert space gives
rise to a distinguished wave function. In order to obtain this wave function, denoted
by ψu, we simply project the vector u to the corresponding spin spaces,

ψu : M → H , ψu(x) = πxu ∈ SxM .

We refer to ψu as the physical wave function of u ∈ H. A direct computation shows
that the physical wave functions are continuous (in the sense (2.5)). Associating to
every vector u ∈ H the corresponding physical wave function gives rise to the wave
evaluation operator

Ψ : H → C0(M,SM) , u 7→ ψu . (2.6)

Every x ∈M can be written as (for the derivation see [13, Lemma 1.1.3])

x = −Ψ(x)∗ Ψ(x) . (2.7)

In words, every spacetime point operator is the local correlation operator of the wave
evaluation operator at this point (for details see [13, §1.1.4 and Section 1.2]).

2.3. The Euler-Lagrange Equations. We now state the Euler-Lagrange equations.

Proposition 2.3. Let ρ be a minimizer of the reduced causal action principle. Then
the local trace is constant in spacetime, meaning that

tr(x) = 1 for all x ∈M . (2.8)

Moreover, there are parameters r, s > 0 such that the function ℓ defined by

ℓ : F → R , ℓ(x) :=

ˆ

M
L(x, y) dρ(y)− r

(
tr(x)− 1

)
− s (2.9)

is minimal and vanishes in spacetime, i.e.

ℓ|M ≡ inf
F
ℓ = 0 . (2.10)

Proof. The proof of (2.8) was first given in [2]; for an alternative proof see [13, Proposi-
tion 1.4.1] or [25, Section 6.4]). The relation (2.10) is an extension of the EL equations
derived in [28, Section 2] in the setting of causal variational principles (see also or [25,
Chapter 7]), which for the reduced causal action principle yield minimality of ℓ on the
operators of fixed trace, i.e. (for details see [25, Section 6.5])

ℓ|M ≡ inf
{
ℓ(x)

∣∣∣ x ∈ F, tr(x) = 1
}
= 0 . (2.11)

By continuity, it suffices to derive the generalization (2.10) for an operator x ∈ F

with tr(x) 6= 0. We also note that, since the trace is constant, the EL equations (2.10)
still leave us the freedom to choose r arbitrarily; then s is determined by demanding
that ℓ vanishes on M . Normalizing the trace by setting

x̂ :=
x

tr(x)



THE LINEARIZED FIELD EQUATIONS IN MINKOWSKI SPACE 11

and using that the Lagrangian is homogeneous of degree two in each argument, we
obtain

ℓ(x) = tr(x)2
ˆ

M
L(x̂, y) dρ(y)− r

(
tr(x)− 1

)
− s

= tr(x)2
(
ℓ(x̂) + s

)
− r
(
tr(x)− 1

)
− s

≥ s tr(x)2 − r
(
tr(x)− 1

)
− s ,

where in the last step we applied (2.11). Choosing r = 2s, we obtain

ℓ(x) ≥ s
(
tr(x)− 1

)2 ≥ 0 ,

concluding the proof. �

The parameter r can be viewed as the Lagrange parameter corresponding to the trace
constraint. Likewise, s is the Lagrange parameter of the volume constraint.

We finally comment on the rescaling freedom and its effect on the Lagrange pa-
rameters. Clearly, setting the right side of (2.3) and (2.4) equal to one is a matter
of convenience. By rescaling the measure and the operators in F, one can transform
every minimizing measure to a minimizer corresponding to the constraints

ρ(F) = C and

ˆ

F

tr(x) dρ(x) = c

with arbitrary parameters c, C > 0. Then (2.8) is modified to

tr(x) =
c

C
.

Moreover, the definition of ℓ in (2.9) becomes

ℓ(x) =

ˆ

M
L(x, y) dρ(y)− r

(
tr(x)− c

C

)
− Cs with r =

2C

c
Cs .

This rescaling freedom is of relevance for us because for the measures to be analyzed
later on, the parameters c and C will both be different from one.

3. The Linearized Field Equations

In this section we derive the linearized field equations from an abstract point of view.
Our presentation differs from that in [28] in that we make use of the structures of causal
fermion systems right from the beginning. In particular, we work exclusively with wave
charts as introduced in [24, 31]. The main goal of our constructions and considerations
is to justify that the causal fermion system can be analyzed in a description with
spinorial wave functions in Minkowski space. The reader who wants to enter the
computations in Minkowski space right away may skip this section in a first reading.

3.1. The Restricted Euler-Lagrange Equations. In preparation, we want to bring
the EL equations (2.10) into a form which is most suitable for our analysis. To this
end, we make the simplifying assumption that our minimizing measure ρ is regu-
lar in the sense that all spacetime point operators have the maximal possible rank
(i.e. dimx(H) = 2n for all x ∈ M := suppρ; this assumption will indeed be satis-
fied for the Dirac sea vacuum in Minkowski space to be introduced in Section 4.2).
As shown in [24, 31], under this assumption an open neighborhood of M ⊂ F has the
structure of a smooth Banach manifold (this will be shown in more detail in Section 3.2
below by the explicit construction of an atlas). The starting point of our consideration
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is the formula (2.7), which expresses the spacetime point operator as a local correlation
operator. Using this formula, first variations of the wave evaluation operator Ψ(x) at
a given spacetime point x ∈ M give rise to corresponding variations of the spacetime
point operator, i.e.

u := δx = −δΨ(x)∗ Ψ(x)−Ψ(x)∗ δΨ(x) . (3.1)

The operator u can be regarded geometrically as a tangent vector to F at x. The
minimality of ℓ on M as expressed by (2.10) implies that the derivative of ℓ in the
direction of u vanishes, i.e.

Duℓ(x) = 0 (3.2)

for all variations of the form (3.1) for which the directional derivative in (3.2) exists.
The resulting equations are also referred to as the restricted EL equations.

Clearly, the restricted EL equations (3.2) contain only part of the information of
the full EL equations (2.10). Before going on, we explain how this is to be understood
and why this restricted information is precisely what is needed in order to describe the
dynamics in Minkowski space.

Remark 3.1. (The scalar component of the reduced EL equations) The most
obvious difference between (3.2) and (2.10) is that the full EL equations (2.10) make a
statement on the function ℓ even at points x ∈ F which are far away from spacetimeM .
At present, it is unclear how this additional information can be used or interpreted. We
take the pragmatic point of view that all the information on the physical system must
be obtained by performing observations or measurements in spacetime, which means
that the information contained in ℓ away from M is inaccessible for principal reasons.
Consequently, it is sufficient to restrict attention to the function ℓ in an arbitrarily
small open neighborhood of M in F. A more detailed discussion of this point can be
found in [25, Section 7.2].

Evaluating the EL equations (2.10) in this way, we find that the function ℓ and its
first derivatives must vanish on M , i.e.

ℓ|M ≡ 0 and Dℓ|M ≡ 0 . (3.3)

These two equations are combined in the formulation of the restricted EL equations
as first introduced in [28, Section 4]. Clearly, the second equation in (3.3) coincides
with (3.2). The first equation, however, was omitted in (3.2). It turns out that the first
equation can indeed be omitted in smooth spacetimes, as the following consideration
shows. Assume that the spacetimeM has a smooth manifold structure (for the detailed
definition see [21, Definition 2.3]). Moreover, assume that the wave evaluation operator
is smooth, i.e. Ψ : H → C∞(M,SM). Then to every tangent vector u ∈ TxM we can
associate a corresponding variation

δΨ(x) = DuΨ
∣∣
x
. (3.4)

The corresponding variation of the spacetime point operator (3.1) gives us back the
tangent vector u. Therefore, from (3.2) we conclude that all directional derivatives
of ℓ vanish, which means that ℓ is constant in spacetime. By choosing the Lagrange
parameter s in (2.9) appropriately, this constant can always arranged to be zero.
This argument explains why, in smooth spacetimes, we may omit the first equation
in (3.3). ♦

Formulating the restricted EL equations as in (3.2) with the help of directional
derivatives of the function ℓ defined on F is most useful for abstract considerations.
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However, for concrete computations, is more convenient to reformulate the restricted
EL equations in terms of variations of the kernel of the fermionic projector, as we now
explain. In preparation, we use (2.9) in order to write (3.2) as

ˆ

M
D1,uL(x, y) dρ(y) = rDu tr(x) , (3.5)

where the index one means that the directional derivative acts on the first argument of
the Lagrangian. For the computation of the first variation of the Lagrangian, one can
make use of the fact that for any p× q-matrix A and any q × p-matrix B, the matrix
products AB and BA have the same non-zero eigenvalues, with the same algebraic
multiplicities. As a consequence, applying again (2.7),

xy = Ψ(x)∗
(
Ψ(x)Ψ(y)∗Ψ(y)

)
≃
(
Ψ(x)Ψ(y)∗Ψ(y)

)
Ψ(x)∗ , (3.6)

where ≃ means that the operators are isospectral (in the sense that they have the same
non-trivial eigenvalues with the same algebraic multiplicities). Thus, introducing the
kernel of the fermionic projector P (x, y) by

P (x, y) := −Ψ(x)Ψ(y)∗ : SyM → SxM , (3.7)

we can write (3.6) as

xy ≃ P (x, y)P (y, x) : SxM → SxM .

In this way, the eigenvalues of the operator product xy as needed for the computa-
tion of the Lagrangian (2.1) are recovered as the eigenvalues of a 2n × 2n-matrix.
Since P (y, x) = P (x, y)∗, the Lagrangian L(x, y) in (2.1) can be expressed in terms
of the kernel P (x, y). Consequently, the first variation of the Lagrangian can be ex-
pressed in terms of the first variation of this kernel. Being real-valued and real-linear
in δP (x, y), it can be written as

δL(x, y) = 2ReTrSxM

(
Q(x, y) δP (x, y)∗

)
(3.8)

(where TrSxM denotes the trace on the spin space SxM) with a kernel Q(x, y) which
is again symmetric (with respect to the spin inner product), i.e.

Q(x, y) : SyM → SxM and Q(x, y)∗ = Q(y, x) .

More details on this method and many computations can be found in [13, Sections 1.4
and 2.6 as well as Chapters 3-5]. From these computations, we know that, in Minkowski
space, the kernel Q(x, y) is well-defined as a bi-distribution (its explicit form in the
vacuum will be given in Section 4.3 below). With this in mind, here we may disregard
all differentiability issues. Expressing the variation of P (x, y) in terms of δΨ, the first
variations of the Lagrangian can be written as

D1,uL(x, y) = 2 Re tr
(
δΨ(x)∗Q(x, y)Ψ(y)

)

D2,uL(x, y) = 2 Re tr
(
Ψ(x)∗Q(x, y) δΨ(y)

)

(where tr denotes the trace of a finite-rank operator on H). Using these formulas, the
restricted EL equation (3.5) becomes

Re

ˆ

M
tr
(
δΨ(x)∗Q(x, y)Ψ(y)

)
dρ(y) = r Re tr

(
δΨ(x)∗ Ψ(x)

)
.

Using that the variation can be arbitrary at every spacetime point, we obtain
ˆ

M
Q(x, y)Ψ(y) dρ(y) = rΨ(x) for all x ∈M ,



14 F. FINSTER

where r ∈ R is the Lagrange parameter of the trace constraint. Denoting the integral
operator with kernel Q(x, y) by Q, the restricted EL equations can be written in the
shorter form

QΨ = rΨ . (3.9)

We conclude by pointing out that first variations of a causal fermion systems can
be described in two different ways. The first method is to consider variations of
the spacetime point operators (3.1). This method has the advantage of being gauge

invariant. Indeed, if we consider a local phase transformation Ψ(x) → eiΛ(x) Ψ(x), then
this local phase drops out of (3.1). The second method is to work with variations of the
kernel of the fermionic projector (3.7). This has the main advantage that P (x, y) can
be represented by a 2n× 2n-matrix, which can be computed in detail. This advantage
outweighs the disadvantage that P (x, y) is not gauge invariant. In the present paper,
we will mainly work with variations of the kernel of the fermionic projector, leading
us to the restricted EL equations in the form (3.9).

3.2. The Linearized Field Equations in Wave Charts. The linearized field equa-
tions describe variations of the measure ρ which preserve the EL equations. The sim-
plest way to derive these equations is to vary the spacetime point operators again
according to (3.1) by varying the wave evaluation operator in (2.7). Then preserving
the restricted EL equations (3.9) means that

(DQ|Ψ(δΨ))Ψ +QδΨ− r δΨ = 0 , (3.10)

where DQ|Ψ(δΨ) is the variational derivative of the kernel Q(x, y) under the first
variation of the wave evaluation operator δΨ. For clarity, we point out that this
linearization is real-linear but in general not complex-linear in δΨ (i.e., it is linear
in δΨ and its conjugate; for details see Lemma 3.3 below). The equations (3.10) are
the homogeneous linearized field equations. It is useful to allow for an inhomogeneity
on the right side of the equations. Thus we write the inhomogeneous linearized field
equations as

(DQ|Ψ(δΨ))Ψ +QδΨ − r δΨ = Ξ , (3.11)

where the inhomogeneity is a given mapping

Ξ : H → C0(M,SM) .

These equations were formulated and analyzed computationally in [10, 13]. In prepa-
ration of our detailed study of these equations, it is important to formulate them more
carefully in so-called wave charts as introduced in [24, 31]. These wave charts will
also be essential in the next section (Section 3.3), where the variational structure of
the linearized field equations will be worked out. Moreover, they will be convenient in
order to write the first variation of Q in (3.11) more explicitly in spinor components.
We refer to the resulting equations as the linearized field equations in wave charts.

For the construction of the wave charts, we let (H,F, ρ) be a causal fermion system.
We again assume that the measure ρ is regular. We choose a spacetime point z ∈M ,
which will serve as the base point of our chart. We decompose the Hilbert space as

H = Iz ⊕ Jz

with Iz := z(H) and Jz := I⊥z . We let Symm(SzM) ⊆ L(SzM) be the real vector
space of all operators A on SzM which are symmetric with respect to the spin inner
product, i.e.

≺φ|Aφ̃≻z = ≺Aφ|φ̃≻z for all φ, φ̃ ∈ SzM .
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We consider the mapping

Rz : Symm(SzM)⊕ L(J, SzM) → F , Rz(ψ) = −ψ∗ψ

(where the star denotes the adjoint with respect to the corresponding inner products).
Then there is an open neighborhood Wz of (idSzM , 0) ∈ Symm(SzM) ⊕ L(J, SzM)
such that the restriction of Rz to Wz defines a local chart of F at z. More precisely, it
is shown in [24, Theorem 6.5] and [31, Theorem 3.2] that the mapping

Rz|Wz : Wz → Ωz

open

⊂ F

is a homeomorphism to its image (with respect to the topology induced by the operator
norm on L(H)). Moreover, taking two such parametrizations, the transition maps are
Fréchet-smooth. These results mean that an open neighborhood ofM ⊂ F is a smooth
Banach manifold (more precisely, this open neighborhood can be chosen even as the
set of all regular points of F).

We denote the chart corresponding to Rz by

φz := (Rz|Wz)
−1 : Ωz → Symm(SzM)⊕ L(J, SzM) .

It is referred to as the symmetric wave chart around z (here “symmetric” refers to the
fact that the first direct summand are the symmetric linear operators on SzM). For
every x ∈Wz, we can regard φz(x) as a mapping

φz(x) : H → SzM ,

satisfying the additional gauge condition φz(x)|SzM ∈ Symm(SzM) (the connection
to local gauge transformations and gauge fixing is worked out in [24]). For every x ∈
Wz ∩M ,

x = Rz

(
φz(x)

)
= −φz(x)∗ φz(x) . (3.12)

This identity is very similar to the representation of a spacetime point operator as a
local correlation operator (2.7). The only difference is that φz(x) maps to the spin
space SzM , whereas Ψ(x) maps to the spin space SxM . However, this difference is
irrelevant in view of the following identification:

Lemma 3.2. Choosing the domain Ωz of the chart φz sufficiently small, for every x ∈
Ωz the mapping

φz|SxM : SxM → SzM (3.13)

is an isomorphism of the spin spaces SxM and SzM .

Proof. Similar as in the proof of [13, Proposition 1.2.6], for every φ,ψ ∈ SxM ,

≺φ|ψ≻x = −〈φ |xψ〉H
(3.12)
= 〈φ |φz(x)∗ φz(x)ψ〉H = 〈φz(x)φ |φz(x)ψ〉H .

This shows that the mapping (3.13) is a unitary embedding. Moreover, by choosing Ωz

sufficiently small, we can arrange that this mapping is also surjective. �

Working with this identification, it follows that

Ψ|Ωz∩M = φz|Ωz∩M : Ωz ∩M → Symm(SzM)⊕ L(J, SzM) .

Formulating the EL equations (3.9) in these charts, we can vary the mapping Ψ while
keeping the target space fixed. In this way, we can give (3.10) a well-defined meaning
with

δΨ(x) ∈ Symm(SzM)⊕ L(J, SzM)
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for all x ∈ Ωz∩M . In order to work out the variation in more detail, we let Fτ :M → F

be a variation of the spacetime point operators. We choose an open neighborhood U ⊂
M of z such that Fτ (U) is contained in Wz for all τ . Then the variation is represented
in the symmetric wave chart (φz ,Wz) by a mapping denoted by

Ψz,τ := φz ◦ Fτ |U : U ⊂M → Symm(SzM)⊕ L(J, SzM) .

This notation suggests that Ψz,τ is a variation of the wave evaluation operator, as can
be made precise using the identification (3.13). This point of view is very useful for
the computations, because we can use the formula

F (x) = −Ψz,τ (x)
∗ Ψz,τ (x)

in order to define higher derivatives in a straightforward way. For ease in notation, we
write the variations as δΨ(x), δ2Ψ(x), . . ., omitting the subscript z. This is unambigu-
ous because all our formulas hold independent of the choice of base points of the local
charts. Another advantage of working in the symmetric wave charts is that we are
working in a fixed spin space SzM . Therefore, choosing a basis fα with α = 1, . . . , 2n,
we can write out all formulas in components. We always use the Einstein summation
convention for spinor indices. We write the spinor indices as upper indices, whereas
the lower indices are dual indices. In order to clarify the base point of the spin
space, we work with a vertical line, which separates the spinor indices corresponding
to the first and second argument. Thus we write the kernel of the fermionic projector
as Pα|β(x, y). The relation P (x, y)∗ = P (y, x) takes the form

Pα|β(x, y) = P β|α(y, x) ,

where the overline stands for the adjoint with respect to the spin inner product. In
particular, in this formalism,

ψα(x)φ
α(x) = ≺ψ(x)|φ(x)≻x .

Lemma 3.3. The first variation of Q(x, y) can be written as

δQα|β(x, y) = Kαγ |βδ(x, y) δP δ |γ(y, x) +Kα
γ | δ

β (x, y) δP γ |δ(x, y) (3.14)

with kernels Kαγ |βδ(x, y) and Kα
γ | δ

β (x, y), which have the symmetry properties

Kαγ |βδ(x, y) = Kγα|δβ(x, y) = Kβδ|αγ(y, x) (3.15)

Kα
γ | δ

β (x, y) = Kδ
β| α

γ (y, x) = Kγ
α| β

δ (x, y) . (3.16)

Proof. Clearly, the kernel δQ(x, y) is linear in P (x, y) and its adjoint. Therefore,
the formula (3.14) merely is a convenient form of writing the variation. It serves as
the definition of the kernels Kαγ |βδ(x, y) and Kα

γ | δ
β (x, y). In order to prove (3.15)
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and (3.16) we make use of the fact that second variations of the Lagrangian are real-
valued and symmetric. These second variations are computed by

δL(x, y) = 2Re
(
Qα|β(y, x) δP β |α(x, y)

)
= 2Re

(
Qα|β(x, y) δP β |α(y, x)

)

= Qα|β(x, y) δP β |α(y, x) +Qβ|α(y, x) δPα|β(x, y) (3.17)

δ2
(
δ1L(x, y)

)
= Qα|β(x, y) δ212P β |α(y, x) +Qβ|α(y, x) δ212Pα|β(x, y)

+Kαγ |βδ(x, y) δ1P β|α(y, x) δ2P δ|γ(y, x)
+Kα

γ | δ
β (x, y) δ1P

β|α(y, x) δ2P γ |δ(x, y)
+Kβ

δ| γ
α (y, x) δ1P

α|β(x, y) δ2P δ|γ(y, x)
+Kβδ|αγ(y, x) δ1Pα|β(x, y) δ2P γ |δ(x, y) , (3.18)

where

δPα|β(x, y) = −
(
δΨ(x)α

)
Ψ(y)∗β −Ψ(x)α

(
δΨ(y)∗β

)
(3.19)

δ212P
α|β(x, y) = −

(
δ1Ψ(x)α

)(
δ2Ψ(y)∗β

)
−
(
δ2Ψ(x)α

)(
δ1Ψ(y)∗β

)

−
(
δ212Ψ(x)α

)
Ψ(y)∗β −Ψ(x)α

(
δ212Ψ(y)∗β

)
. (3.20)

The fact that this second variation is real implies that

Kαγ |βδ(x, y) = Kβδ|αγ(y, x)
Kα

γ | δ
β (x, y) = Kβ

δ| γ
α (y, x) .

The symmetry of the second variations yields

Kαγ |βδ(x, y) = Kγα|δβ(x, y)
Kβδ|αγ(y, x) = Kδβ |γα(y, x)

Kα
γ | δ

β (x, y) = Kδ
β| α

γ (y, x) = Kγ
α| β

δ (x, y) .

These relations can be written more compactly in the form (3.15) and (3.16). �

Compared to the linearized field equations as introduced in [28] (see also [25, Chap-
ter 8]), the variation δΨ in (3.11) is more special because we left out the possibility of
multiplying the measure ρ by a weight function. We finally justify this simplification.

Remark 3.4. (Omitting the scalar component of the variation) In the formu-
lation of the linearized field equations (3.10), we only considered a variation of the wave
evaluation operator. According to (3.1), the variation can be described equivalently by
a vector field v ∈ Γ(M,TF) on F along M . The question arises why we did not allow
for a variation of the weight of the measure ρ. In the jet formalism introduced in [28],
such a variation of the weight is described by the scalar component b ∈ C∞(M,R)
of a corresponding jet (b,v). We now explain why variations of the weight may be
disregarded. Our argument has some similarity with Remark 3.1, where we explained
why, assuming that spacetime has a smooth manifold structure, the scalar component
of the reduced EL equations (i.e. the first equation in (3.3)) can be omitted. Now we
need to make the stronger assumption that M := supp ρ is a Minkowski-type space-
time as defined in [22, Section 2.8]: We assume that M is diffeomorphic to Minkowski
space M = R1,3 ≃ R4. Moreover, we assume that, under the identification of this
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diffeomorphism, the measure ρ is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue
measure with a smooth weight function, i.e.

dρ = h(x) d4x with h ∈ C∞(M,R+) . (3.21)

We also assume that h is bounded from above and below, i.e. there should be a con-
stant C > 1 with

1

C
≤ h(x) ≤ C for all x ∈ M .

Under these assumptions, for every compactly supported function a ∈ C∞
0 (M,R)

there is a smooth vector field u in M whose divergence coincides with a, i.e.

a = divu :=
1

h
∂j
(
huj

)

(following the Einstein summation convention, we sum over j = 0, . . . , 3; this result
can be regarded as a version of Moser’s theorem proved in [21, Proposition 3.7]). As
shown in [21, Section 3], the corresponding variation of the measure defined by

δ

ˆ

F

g(x) dρ(x) :=

ˆ

M

((
1 + a(x) + uj∂j

)
g(x)

)
dρ(x)

satisfies the linearized field equations, which in generalization of (3.11) take the form

(
(DQ|Ψ(δΨ))Ψ

)
(x) +

(
QδΨ

)
(x) +

ˆ

M
Q(x, y)Ψ(x) a(y) dρ(y) = r δΨ(x) + s a(x) ,

where δΨ is the variation (3.4) which realizes the vector field u according to (3.1).
The corresponding pair (a,u) is referred to as an inner solution of the linearized field
equations.

This argument shows that an infinitesimal change of the weight of ρ as described
by a can be compensated by an inner solution of the linearized field equations. With
this in mind, it is no loss of generality to restrict attention to variations which do not
change the weight of ρ. For a more detailed explanation we refer to [21, Section 3.3].

♦

3.3. The Variational Structure of the Linearized Field Equations. In order
to make the variational structure of the linearized field equations more apparent, it
is useful to also work out the bilinear form corresponding to second variations of the
causal action as first considered in [14]. Our starting point is the observation that
the EL equations (2.10) with ℓ according to (2.9) can be obtained by minimizing the
effective action Seff defined by

Seff(ρ) :=

ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y) L(x, y)− 2

ˆ

F

(
r
(
tr(x)− 1

)
+ s
)
dρ(x)

under variations of the form ρ̃τ = ρ̃+δx0
with x0 ∈ F. In other words, both the volume

and the trace constraints can be treated with Lagrange multipliers. As explained in the
previous section (see Remarks 3.1 and 3.4), we again restrict attention to variations of
the wave evaluation operator Ψ. Since these variations respect the volume constraint,
we may simplify the effective action to

Seff(ρ) :=

ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y) L(x, y)− 2r

ˆ

F

tr(x) dρ(x) . (3.22)
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Now we can work out first and second variations, for convenience again in symmetric
wave charts. Rewriting the local trace as

tr(x) = tr
(
πxx

)
= TrSxM

(
P (x, x)

)
, (3.23)

the first variation can be computed with the help of (3.17) and (3.19),

δSeff(ρ) =

ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y) δL(x, y) − 2r

ˆ

F

TrSxM

(
δP (x, x)

)
dρ(x)

= 2Re

ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y)
(
Qα|β(x, y) δP β |α(y, x)

)
− 2r

ˆ

F

δPα|α(x, x) dρ(x)

= −4Re

(
ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y)Qα|β(x, y)Ψ(y)β δΨ(x)∗α − r

ˆ

F

Ψ(x)α δΨ(x)∗α dρ(x)

)
.

Since δΨ(x) is arbitrary, we obtain
ˆ

F

Qα|β(x, y)Ψ(y)β dρ(y) = rΨ(x)α ,

giving us back the Euler-Lagrange equation (3.9).

Proposition 3.5. Let ρ be a minimizer of the causal action principle. Then the second
variation of the effective action (3.22) takes the form

δ2Seff(ρ) = −4

(
ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y)Qα|β(x, y)
(
δΨ(y)β

)(
δΨ(x)∗α

)

− r

ˆ

F

(
δΨ(x)α

)(
δΨ(x)∗α

)
dρ(x)

)

+ 2Re

ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y)
{
Kαγ |βδ(x, y) δP β |α(y, x) δP δ|γ(y, x)

+Kα
γ | δ

β (x, y) δP β |α(y, x) δP γ |δ(x, y)
}
.

Proof. A direct computation using again (3.23) gives

δ2Seff(ρ) =

ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y) δ2L(x, y)− 2r

ˆ

F

TrSxM

(
δ2P (x, x)

)
dρ(x) .

Using (3.18) and (3.20), all the terms involving second variations of Ψ vanish in view
of the EL equations (3.9). We thus obtain

δ2Seff(ρ) = 4r

ˆ

F

(
δΨ(x)α

)(
δΨ(x)∗α

)
dρ(x)

+ 2Re

ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y)
{
Qα|β(x, y) δ2P β |α(y, x)

+Kαγ |βδ(x, y) δP β |α(y, x) δP δ |γ(y, x)

+Kα
γ | δ

β (x, y) δP β |α(y, x) δP γ |δ(x, y)
}

= 4r

ˆ

F

(
δΨ(x)α

)(
δΨ(x)∗α

)
dρ(x)

− 4Re

ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y)Qα|β(x, y)
(
δΨ(y)β

)(
δΨ(x)∗α

)

+ 2Re

ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y)
{
Kαγ |βδ(x, y) δP β |α(y, x) δP δ|γ(y, x)
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+Kα
γ | δ

β (x, y) δP β |α(y, x) δP γ |δ(x, y)
}
.

This concludes the proof. �

Writing the second variations as in the last proposition has the advantage that the
symmetry in the two first variations is apparent; this is why we could use the short
notation δ2S = · · · δ(· · · ) δ(· · · ). In order to see the connection to the linearized field
equations (3.11) it is preferable to distinguish the two variations by writing δ1 and δ2.
Using Lemma 3.3, we obtain

δ212Seff(ρ) = −4Re

(
ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y)Qα|β(x, y)
(
δ1Ψ(y)β

)(
δ2Ψ(x)∗α

)

− r

ˆ

F

(
δ1Ψ(x)α

)(
δ2Ψ(x)∗α

)
dρ(x)

)

+ 2Re

ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y)
{
δ1Q

α|β(x, y) δ2P β|α(y, x)
}

= −4Re

ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y) tr
(
δ2Ψ(x)∗

(
δ1Q(x, y)Ψ(y) +Q(x, y) δ1Ψ(y)

))

+ 4rRe

ˆ

F

tr
(
δ2Ψ(x)∗ δ1Ψ(x)

)
dρ(x) .

Using that δΨ2 is arbitrary, we get back (3.11).

3.4. Why the Linearized Field Equations Comprise Both the Bosonic and
Fermionic Equations. It is worth pointing out that the linearized field equations
comprise both bosonic and fermionic equations. More concretely, for systems in
Minkowski space, the linearized field equations gives rise to both the Maxwell equa-
tions (the “bosonic equation”) and the Dirac equation (the “fermionic equation”).
This connection has been worked out in [13] in the so-called continuum limit analysis.
More abstractly, the bosonic equations were studied in [4], whereas the fermionic equa-
tion was studied in [23]. Here we shall not enter any details, but we merely explain
in general terms how the unified description of the bosonic and fermionic equations
comes about.

Our starting point are the inhomogeneous linearized field equations in the form (3.11).
Given an inhomogeneity Ξ, these equations determine the first variation δΨ of the wave
evaluation operator. The resulting variation δΨ has two contributions. First, it con-
sists of a collective variation of all the wave functions. Such a variation is typically
described by a bosonic field. A typical example for systems of Dirac wave functions is
to perturb by a classical potential A, as explained in (1.5) in the introduction (for more
details on this example see [15, Section 7]). Indeed, the linearized field equations allow
for much more general collective perturbations, as will be worked out in detail later in
this paper. In addition to considering the collective behavior of the wave functions, one
can also ask how individual wave functions are changed. The corresponding equation
is the fermionic wave equation, also referred to as the dynamical wave equation [23].
In order to derive the fermionic wave equation from (3.11), one multiplies from the
right by a projection operator πf(

Q− r
)
δΨπf =

(
Ξ− (δQ)Ψ

)
πf . (3.24)

Here the image of the operator πf can be spanned either by a single vector in H (in
case we are interested in the physical wave function of this one vector) or by a finite
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number of vectors of H (in case we are interested in many such wave functions). The
left side is a complex linear equation for the corresponding physical wave functions.
The right side involves both the inhomogeneity Ξ and the variation δQ. In analogy
to the term Ajγ

jψ in the Dirac equation, the last summand describes the coupling of
the bosonic field to the fermionic wave functions.

To summarize, in the setting of causal fermion systems there is no clear distinc-
tion between the bosonic and fermionic equations. Instead, both equations merely
are different manifestations of the linearized field equations, which describe a mutual
interaction of all wave functions. Nevertheless, in many situations it is admissible and
useful to distinguish between the collective behavior of all physical wave functions (as
described by the bosonic equations) and the behavior of individual wave functions (as
described by the fermionic equations).

3.5. Identification with Objects in Minkowski Space. In the previous sections,
the linearized field equations were introduced under the only assumptions that space-
time is regular (see the beginning of Section 3.1), has a smooth manifold structure
(Remark 3.1) and that M is a Minkowski-type spacetime (Remark 3.4). We now spec-
ify the setting by assuming that spacetime can be identified with Minkowski space in the
following sense. First, we again assume that spacetimeM := supp ρ is diffeomorphic to
Minkowski space M = R1,3. Moreover, we assume that there is a measure-preserving
diffeomorphism F : M →M , i.e.

ρ = F∗µ ,

where dµ = d4x is the usual volume measure on Minkowski space. Again assuming
that ρ is regular, the spin spaces (SxM,≺.|.≻x) all have dimension four and signa-
ture (2, 2). Therefore, we can identify them all with a given four-dimensional complex
vector space V endowed with an indefinite inner product ≺.|.≻ of signature (2, 2),
referred to as the spin space (clearly, this identification is not canonical; this corre-
sponds to local gauge freedoms as worked out in [7]). Using this identification, every
vector u ∈ H is represented by a physical wave function ψu in Minkowski space defined
by

ψu(x) := πF (x)u ∈ SF (x)M ≃ V .

In this way, the causal fermion system is formed of a Hilbert space of wave functions in
Minkowski space. The formulas for the first variation of Q(x, y) in Lemma 3.3 and for
the second variation of the causal action in Proposition 3.5 now hold with the spinorial
indices referring to a basis (fα)α=1,...,4 of V .

4. The Linearized Field Equations in Minkowski Space

In this section, we work out the linearized field equations more concretely for a Dirac
sea configuration in Minkowski space. This configuration is known to be a minimizer
of the causal action principle in the so-called continuum limit. For this reason, it is
the starting point for the explicit analysis of the causal action principle. In order to
keep the setting reasonably simple, as in [13, Chapter 3] we consider a system of three
Dirac seas describing the three generations of leptons. Systems including neutrinos
and quarks (as considered in [13, Chapters 4 and 5]) could be analyzed similarly.
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4.1. Perturbations of Homogeneous Systems in Minkowski Space. Following
the constructions in the previous section, we identify spacetime M := supp ρ with
Minkowski space and identify the spin spaces SxM of the causal fermion system with
the spinor spaces in Minkowski space. Moreover, as explained in the introduction and
in Section 3.5, we identify all the spinor spaces in Minkowski space with an indefinite
inner product space (V,≺.|.≻) of dimension four and signature (2, 2), which we refer
to as the spin space. Then the wave evaluation operator (2.6) is composed of spinorial
wave functions in Minkowski space (not necessarily solutions of the Dirac equation).
We assume that its Fourier transform is a well-defined distribution, denoted by

̂̃Ψ : H → D′(M̂, V ) , (4.1)

where M̂ ≃ R4 is momentum space and D′(M̂ , V ) denotes the distributions on M̂
taking values in V (basics on the Fourier transform can be found for example in the

textbooks [40, 35]). More precisely, the distribution ̂̃Ψ has the property that
ˆ

M̂
φ̂(p) ̂̃Ψ(p)

d4p

(2π)4
=

ˆ

M
φ(x) Ψ̃(x) d4x for all φ ∈ C∞

0 (M) ,

where φ̂ is the ordinary Fourier transform

φ̂(p) :=

ˆ

M
φ(x) e−ipx d4x .

The fermionic projector in momentum space ˆ̃P is defined by the following product,

ˆ̃P := − ̂̃Ψ× ̂̃Ψ
∗
∈ D′(M̂ × M̂,L(V )

)
, (4.2)

where we identified a pair of vectors in V × V ∗ with a linear operator on V . Choosing
an orthonormal basis (eℓ)ℓ of H, the fermionic projector in momentum space can also
be written as

ˆ̃P (k, p)u := −
∑

ℓ

(̂̃Ψ(k) eℓ
)
≺ ̂̃Ψ(p) eℓ |u≻ . (4.3)

Obviously, the fermionic projector in momentum space is negative in the sense that
ˆ

Ω

d4k

(2π)4

ˆ

Ω

d4p

(2π)4
≺u | ˆ̃P (k, p)u≻ ≤ 0 for all Ω ∈ B(M̂) and u ∈ V . (4.4)

The kernel of the fermionic projector is obtained by Fourier transformation,

P̃ (x, y) :=

ˆ

M̂

d4k

(2π)4

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
ˆ̃P (k, p) e−ikx+ipy . (4.5)

It is a remarkable fact that the Hilbert space structure can be recovered from the
fermionic projector. This was first observed in [18, Section 1.2.2] in a somewhat differ-
ent formulation in Krein spaces. We now recall this construction in our setting. Given
the fermionic projector in momentum space (4.2), on the continuous and compactly
supported wave functions we introduce the sesquilinear form

〈.|.〉
Ĥ

: C0
0 (M̂, V )× C0

0 (M̂ , V ) → C ,

〈f |g〉
Ĥ
:= −

ˆ

M̂

d4k

(2π)4

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
≺f(k) | ˆ̃P (k, p) g(p)≻ .

(4.6)

In view of (4.4), this sesquilinear form is positive semi-definite. Dividing out the null

space and taking the completion gives a Hilbert space denoted by (Ĥ, 〈.|.〉
Ĥ
). In case
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we started from a Hilbert space (H, 〈.|.〉H) and introduced the fermionic projector in
momentum space via (4.2), the two Hilbert spaces could be related to each other by
the mapping

ι : C0
0 (M̂ , V ) → H , ι(f) =

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
̂̃Ψ
∗
(p) f(p) .

This mapping is an isometry because

〈ιf | ιg〉H =

ˆ

M̂

d4k

(2π)4

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
〈̂̃Ψ

∗
(k) f(k)

∣∣ ̂̃Ψ
∗
(p) f(p)

〉
H

=

ˆ

M̂

d4k

(2π)4

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
≺f(k) | ̂̃Ψ(k)× ̂̃Ψ

∗
(p) f(p)≻

= −
ˆ

M̂

d4k

(2π)4

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
≺f(k) | ˆ̃P (k, p) f(p)≻ = 〈f |g〉

Ĥ
,

making it possible to identify Ĥ with a closed subspace of H. It may be possible that Ĥ

is a proper subspace of H (as one sees immediately in the simple example ˆ̃P = 0).

In order to avoid such trivialities, we always assume that ι(Ĥ) = H. For notational
simplicity, we often omit the hat.

For the perturbative treatment we make the ansatz

̂̃Ψ = Ψ̂ +∆Ψ̂ , (4.7)

where Ψ̂ is the wave evaluation operator of the vacuum, and ∆Ψ̂ is a (small but finite)
perturbation. We assume that the unperturbed system is homogeneous. This means
that the unperturbed fermionic projector has the form

ˆ̃P (k, p) = Ψ̂(k)× Ψ̂∗(p) = (2π)4 δ4(k − p) P̂ (k) (4.8)

with P̂ ∈ D′(M̂,L(V )) a distributional kernel. In this homogeneous setting, the scalar
product (4.6) simplifies to

〈f |g〉
Ĥ
= −

ˆ

M̂

d4k

(2π)4
≺f(k) | P̂ (k) g(k)≻ , (4.9)

making it possible to construct the Hilbert space (Ĥ, 〈.|.〉
Ĥ
) from the vacuum fermionic

projector P̂ . Omitting the hat of the Hilbert space, the corresponding wave evaluation
operator (4.1) takes the form

Ψ̂(f) = P̂ f . (4.10)

In order to illustrate our formalism, let us verify that this formula is consistent
with (4.8). To this end, we use (4.10) in (4.3) to obtain

ˆ̃P (k, p) g(p) =
∑

ℓ

(
P̂ (k) eℓ(k)

)
≺P̂ (p) eℓ(p) | g(p)≻ . (4.11)

On the other hand, using the completeness relation, for any f ∈ C0
0 (M̂, V ),

f(k) =
∑

ℓ

eℓ(k) 〈eℓ|f〉H
(4.9)
=
∑

ℓ

eℓ(k)

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
≺eℓ(p) | P̂ (p) f(p)≻

=
∑

ℓ

eℓ(k)

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
≺P̂ (p) eℓ(p) | f(p)≻
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(in the last step we used that P̂ maps to the symmetric linear operators on V ). This
relation can be written in the shorter form

∑

ℓ

eℓ(k)≺P̂ (p) eℓ(p) | = (2π)4 δ4(k − p) .

Using this formula in (4.11) gives

ˆ̃P (k, p) g(p) = (2π)4 P̂ (k) δ4(k − p) g(p) ,

in agreement with (4.8).

Remark 4.1. (positive definite measures in momentum space) In order to put the
above formulas into context, we note that the vacuum fermionic projector in momen-
tum space P̂ can also be used to form a matrix-valued measure ν by setting

dν(p) = −P̂ (p) d4p

(2π)4
.

Using (4.4), one sees that this measure is positive definite in the sense that

≺v | ν(Ω) v≻ ≥ 0 for all v ∈ V .

Working with such positive definite measures in momentum space taking values in L(V )
is very useful for the existence theory in the homogeneous setting as worked out in [16].
This concept can also be extended to the non-homogeneous setting. To this end, one
could form the measure

dµ̃(k, p) := − ˆ̃P (k, p)
d4k

(2π)4
d4p

(2π)4
.

According to (4.5), the kernel of the fermionic projector is the Fourier transform of
this measure.

Although this description is very useful for the existence theory, it is not suitable
for the perturbative description. The reason is that the first order perturbation of the
fermionic projector in general is not a measure (this can be seen explicitly in (6.6),
where the pole is well-defined as a distribution, but not as a measure). This shortcom-
ing can be regarded as an artifact of the perturbative treatment. A simple analog of
this situation is the one-dimensional example of the family of Dirac measures δ(x−λ)
with λ ∈ R. Expanding linearly in the “coupling constant” λ gives the distribu-
tion δ′(x), which is non longer a measure. Due to these technical issues, we here avoid

measures in momentum space and work instead with distributions on M̂ . ♦

4.2. First Order Perturbations of Dirac Sea Configurations. In order to get
into the position for doing computations, we assume more specifically that we consider
first order perturbations of regularized Dirac sea configurations. To this end, we choose
the fermionic projector of the vacuum as

P̂ (p) =
3∑

α=1

P̂mα (4.12)

with

P̂m(p) :=
(
/p+m

)
δ
(
p2 −m2

)
Θ(−ω) eεω , (4.13)

where mα > 0 are the masses of the tree generations of Dirac particles, and the
parameter ε > 0 describes the ultraviolet regularization (for the general context of
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0−q
2

q

2
p

δ∗−qP̂
δqP̂

Figure 1. The distribution δP̂ = δqP̂ + δ∗−qP̂ .

the Dirac equation in Minkowski space see for example the textbooks [3, 39, 43]). We
always assume that the three masses are pairwise distinct,

mα 6= mβ if α 6= β .

We point out that we always work with the regularized Dirac seas. We also note that
we only consider the case that all seas are massive; the reason for this assumption
will be explained in Remark 6.1 below. The Hilbert space (H, 〈.|.〉H) is constructed
as explained after (4.6) for the scalar product (4.9). The resulting wave evaluation
operator can be written in the form (4.10). For clarity we remark that, rewriting the
scalar product (4.9) in position space, one recovers the usual scalar product on Dirac
solutions, up to small corrections due to the ultraviolet regularization. This is worked
out in detail in Appendix A.

We next consider first variations of the system. In order to keep the Hilbert space
structure fixed, it is preferable to vary the wave evaluation operator as in (4.7). De-
noting first variations by a δ, we obtain

̂̃Ψ = Ψ̂ + δΨ̂ with δΨ̂ : H → D′(M̂ , V ) .

The resulting fermionic projector takes the form

ˆ̃P (k, p) = (2π)4 δ4(k − p) P̂ (k) +
(
δΨ̂
)
(k)× Ψ̂∗(p) + Ψ̂(k)×

(
δΨ̂∗)(p) .

It is convenient to parametrize by the change of momentum q := k − p. We assume
that

δΨ̂
(
p+

q

2

))
× Ψ̂∗

(
p− q

2

)
= δqP̂ (p) (4.14)

with a new distribution δqP̂ ∈ D′(M̂ , V ). Combining this formula with (4.8), we obtain

ˆ̃P
(
p+

q

2
, p− q

2

)
= (2π)4 δ4(q) P̂ (p) + δqP̂ (p) + δ∗−qP̂ (p) (4.15)

with δ∗−qP̂ (p) := (δ−qP̂ (p))
∗. Using (4.5), the corresponding perturbation of the kernel

of the fermionic projector is computed by

δP (x, y) =

ˆ

M̂

d4q

(2π)4
e−i q

2
(x+y)

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
(
δqP̂ + δ∗−qP̂

)
(p) eipξ , (4.16)

where we set ξ = y − x. The distributions δqP̂ and δ∗−qP̂ are illustrated in Figure 1.
We finally point out that in the following analysis we always assume that q is non-zero,

q 6= 0 . (4.17)

This is justified because our formulas for δP will be regular in the limit q → 0 (for
details see the paragraph after Definition 7.1). But clearly, we must treat all three
cases that q is timelike, spacelike or lightlike.
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4.3. Evaluation in the Continuum Limit. In [13] the kernels Q(x, y) and δQ(x, y)
as introduced in (3.8), (3.11) were computed to degree four on the light cone. The
kernel Q(x, y) was shown to vanish, i.e.

Qα|β(x, y) = (deg < 4) .

(however, this kernel is non-zero to lower degree on the light cone, as is worked out in
some detail in [27, Section 5] and [23]; we will come back to this point in Section 11).
Consequently, also the parameter r in the EL equations (3.9) vanishes,

r = (deg < 4) .

The kernel δQ(x, y), on the other hand, is non-zero to degree four on the light cone.
More precisely, in [13, Section 3.7] it was shown for a system of three generations of
leptons that the kernels in Lemma 3.3 take the form

Kα
γ | δ

β (x, y) = −i c1
(εt)3

(
γ5/ξ
)α
β
K0(x, y)

(
γ5/ξ
)δ
γ
+ (deg < 4) (4.18)

Kαγ |βδ(x, y) = −i c2
(εt)3

(
γ5/ξ
)α
β
K0(x, y)

(
γ5/ξ
)γ
δ
+ (deg < 4) , (4.19)

where γ5 denotes the pseudo-scalar matrix. Moreover, we set t = ξ0, introduced two
regularization parameters c1, c2 ∈ R and set

K0(x, y) :=
i

4π2
δ(ξ2) ǫ(ξ0) =

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
δ(p2) ǫ(p0) e−ip(x−y) (4.20)

(note that this distribution has the remarkable property that it has, up to a con-
stant, the same form in position and momentum space). Moreover, the regularization
parameters satisfy the inequalities

c1 > 0 and |c2| ≤ c1 . (4.21)

These formulas hold, provided that the first variation δP (x, y) of the kernel of the
fermionic projector is less singular on the light cone than P (x, y); more precisely if

Tr
(
/ξ δP (x, y)

)
= (deg < 1) . (4.22)

This condition is essential, because otherwise the formalism of the continuum limit
does not apply.

The appearance of the pseudo-scalar matrices in (4.18) and (4.19) corresponds to
the fact that for the system of leptons considered in [13, Chapter 3] only axial gauge
fields appear. For a system including neutrinos and quarks, it was shown in [13,
Chapter 5] that for electromagnetic perturbations one also gets (4.18) and (4.19), but
now without the pseudo-scalar matrices. In order to treat all these different cases in a
unified way, it is useful to observe that the pseudo-scalar matrices in (4.18) and (4.19)
can be absorbed into the factors δP in (3.14) (by replacing an axial perturbation
by a vectorial perturbation). With this in mind, in what follows we shall omit the
pseudo-scalar matrices.

Moreover, in the formalism of the continuum limit, the kernel needs to be evaluated
away from the origin, which means that

∣∣ξ0
∣∣≫ ℓmin (4.23)

for a suitable parameter ℓmin which lies between the regularization scale and the length
scale of macroscopic physics,

ε≪ ℓmin ≪ ℓmacro
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ℓmin 2ℓmin

1

t

ηmin(t)

Figure 2. A typical choice of the cutoff function ηmin(t).

(for more details see Remark 4.2 below). Near the origin (i.e. if |ξ0| . ℓmin), there is
more freedom to satisfy the linearized field equations. For this reason, we here simply
disregard this region. In order to implement these results in a convenient way, we
regularize the kernel K0 in (4.18) and (4.19) by setting

Kα
γ | δ

β (x, y) =
c1
ε3

/ξαβ ηmin(t)

t2

(
− itK0(x, y)

) /ξδγ ηmin(t)

t2
+ (deg < 4) (4.24)

Kαγ |βδ(x, y) =
c2
ε3

/ξαβ ηmin(t)

t2

(
− itK0(x, y)

) /ξδγ ηmin(t)

t2
+ (deg < 4) , (4.25)

where ηmin ∈ C∞(R+
0 ) is a non-negative smooth function with (see Figure 2)

ηmin|[−ℓmin,ℓmin] ≡ 0 and ηmin|R\[−2ℓmin,2ℓmin] ≡ 1 .

Using these results, we can write (3.14) more compactly as

δQ(x, y) =
(
c1 Tr

(
δP (x, y) /ξ

)
+ c2 Tr

(
δP (y, x) /ξ

)) (
− itK0(x, y)

) η2min(t)

ε3 t4
/ξ . (4.26)

Moreover, the formula for second variations in Proposition 3.5 simplifies to

δ2Seff(ρ) = 2

ˆ

F

dρ(x)

ˆ

F

dρ(y)
(
− itK0(x, y)

) η2min(t)

ε3 t4

×
{
c1 Tr

(
/ξ δP (y, x)

)
Tr
(
/ξ δP (x, y)

)
+ c2 ReTr

(
/ξ δP (y, x)

)2}
. (4.27)

Using (4.20), the kernel in (4.26) can be written more explicitly as

(
− itK0(x, y)

) η2min(t)

ε3 t4
=

1

4π2
δ(ξ2)

η2min(t)

ε3 |t|3 .

This kernel is non-negative, implying positivity also of the second variations (4.27),

δ2Seff(ρ) ≥ 0 .

This is in agreement with the general positivity results in [14].
We finally explain the significance and the scaling behavior of the parameter ℓmin

in (4.23).

Remark 4.2. (What is known about ℓmin?) The parameter ℓmin is the length
scale down to which the formalism of the continuum limit applies. This length scale
depends on the microscopic structure of spacetime, which is largely unknown. One
possible path for clarifying these issues is to analyze how the regularization affects the
value of the causal action of the vacuum. The “optimal regularization” obtained by
minimizing this action would tell us about the microscopic structure of physical space-
time and would determine the length scale ℓmin. This minimization procedure has
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been carried out abstractly in [16], and the existence of minimizers has been proven.
However, at present the resulting minimizers are not known in sufficient detail for
calculating or estimating ℓmin. In a more computational approach, in [11] it was ana-
lyzed whether and how the EL equations can be satisfied in the vacuum by adapting
regularization. These extended computations suggest that the resulting spacetimes
should have a microscopic multi-layer structure, where spacelike and timelike sepa-
ration change. Working with cutoff functions in momentum space which decay at
infinity polynomially, the resulting so-called regularization tails give a lot of freedom
to modify and adapt these layers. Moreover, one can analyze which configuration of
regularization tails is favorable (in the sense that the causal action becomes small).
Qualitatively speaking, it is favorable to arrange that ℓmin is large. A general result of
the computations in [11] is that the length scale ℓmin can be made at least as large as

ℓmin &
1

m
(εm)α with 0 < α < 1 .

This implies that the number of fields N in (1.14) really tends to infinity as ε ց 0.
However, at present it is not clear how small the parameter α can be arranged to be.
It is also unclear whether the power law scaling can be improved to for example a
logarithmic scaling. ♦

5. Hilbert Space Setting for Solving the Linearized Field Equations

Before delving into the detailed computations, in this section we provide the abstract
framework for solving the linearized field equations. We will make essential use of the
positivity of the second variations of the causal action. These positivity properties
were already used in the existence proof (see [4, Section 3.3]). It turns out that the
resulting functional analytic setting also sets the stage for the computational approach.

5.1. Construction of Linearized Solutions. The abstract setting is best described
in the jet formalism as introduced in [27]; see also [21, Section 2]. Here we use the
same notation, but keep the setting simpler: First, we omit the notions which specify
the conditions on differentiability and the existence of surface layer integrals, noting
that in our later computations these conditions will always be satisfied. Second, as
already explained in Remark 3.4, we omit the scalar components of the jets. Thus
a jet is nothing but a vector field u which to every point x of spacetime associates
its first variation (3.1). In a differential geometric language, the vector u(x) lies in
the tangent space TxF, and the vector field u ∈ Γ(M,TF) is a smooth section in TF
along M . We denote the space of all such vector fields by J. As in (3.5), we write
variational derivatives of the Lagrangian by D1,u and D2,u, where the subscripts refer
to the two arguments x and y of the Lagrangian, respectively.

We begin by choosing a subspace Jvary ⊂ J of jets which satisfy all the necessary
regularity and decay conditions (this and all the subsequent jet spaces will be chosen
concretely in Section 7). In particular, we need to ensure that the following surface
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layer integrals are well-defined and finite for any time t ∈ R,

γt : Jvary → R (conserved one-form)

γt(v) =

ˆ

Ωt

dρ(x)

ˆ

M\Ωt

dρ(y)
(
D1,v −D2,v

)
L(x, y) (5.1)

σt : Jvary × Jvary → R (symplectic form)

σt(u,v) =

ˆ

Ωt

dρ(x)

ˆ

M\Ωt

dρ(y)
(
D1,uD2,v −D2,uD1,v

)
L(x, y) . (5.2)

Moreover, we assume that the second variations of the action are well-defined on Jvary,
giving rise to the bilinear form

〈., .〉 := δ2S : Jvary × Jvary → R .

Since ρ is assumed to be a minimizing measure, the second variations are non-negative.
Therefore, the bilinear form δ2S is positive semi-definite. Dividing out the null space
and forming the completion, we obtain a Hilbert space denoted by (h, 〈., .〉).

We now let w be a linear functional on Jvary which is bounded with respect to the
Hilbert space norm on h, i.e.

w : Jvary → R with
∣∣w(u)

∣∣ ≤ C ‖u‖ for all u ∈ Jvary .

Then the Fréchet-Riesz theorem yields a unique vector v ∈ h such that (for the neces-
sary background in functional analysis we refer for example to the textbooks [40, 37])

δ2S
(
v,u

)
= w(u) for all u ∈ Jvary . (5.3)

Before going on, we make a few remarks.

Remark 5.1. (i) It is important to note that the solutions of the homogeneous
linearized field equations lie in the null space of the second variations. In order
to make this statement mathematically precise, for a solution δΨ of the linearized
field equations (3.11), we let u be the jet corresponding to the variation u(x) ∈
TxF of the spacetime point operators (3.1). The space of all these jets is denoted
by Jlin. Then

Jlin ∩ Jvary ⊂ ker δ2S :=
{
u ∈ Jvary

∣∣ δ2S(u,v) = 0 for all v ∈ Jvary
}
.

Therefore, the linearized solutions are modded out when forming the Hilbert
space h. In other words, the vectors of h are equivalence classes of solutions
obtained by adding homogeneous solutions. As an immediate consequence of
this fact, it is not possible to define the surface layer integrals (5.1) and (5.2)
on h: in general being non-zero on homogeneous solutions, they are ill-defined
on the above equivalence classes.

(ii) This method of working modulo homogeneous solutions means in particular that
vectors in h do not distinguish retarded solutions from advanced solutions. Our
strategy for constructing for example retarded solutions is to choose a distin-
guished representative of the equivalence class. This will be explained in detail
in the following section. ♦



30 F. FINSTER

5.2. Distinguishing Retarded Solutions. As already mentioned in the previous
remark, the solution v ∈ h constructed in (5.3) is an equivalence class of jets, formed
by modding out homogeneous solutions. In this section we show that there is a unique
representative which vanishes in the past, in a sense which will be made precise. We
again denote the space of homogeneous solutions of the linearized field equations (3.11)
by Jlin. The linearized solutions do not necessarily need to be in Jvary, but we de-
mand (and shall see later) that the above surface layer integrals (5.1) and (5.2) are
well-defined on Jlin. Then on the linearized solutions, the surface layer integrals are
conserved in time (see [28, 29]), i.e. for all u,v ∈ Jlin,

γt(u) and σt(u,v) are independent of t . (5.4)

We next introduce the corresponding null space by

Jnull :=
{
u ∈ Jlin

∣∣ γt(u) = 0 = σt(u,v) ∀v ∈ Jlin
}
⊂ Jlin .

The fact that all surface layer integrals vanish for jets in Jnull can be understood
physically that these solutions cannot be detected by measurements. With this in
mind, we may consider them as unphysical and disregard them.

Given an inhomogeneous solution v ∈ h constructed in (5.3), we want to choose a
representative with the property that for all u ∈ Jlin,

lim
t→−∞

γt(v) = 0 = lim
t→−∞

σt(v,u) . (5.5)

This condition makes the solution unique up to homogeneous null solutions,

v mod Jnull .

In other words, the obtained representative v is unique up to unphysical jets which we
may disregard. In the remainder of this paper, we shall always work with these dis-
tinguished representatives. We refer to these distinguished representatives as retarded
jets. The corresponding jet space is denoted by Jret ⊂ J.

It remains to prove the existence of a representative with the property (5.5). Since
the focus of the present paper is on the computational aspects, we shall not give this
proof in detail, but merely explain the method in words. Assume that the inhomo-
geneity w has compact support in spacetime. Then, using the decay properties of the
Lagrangian, the solution v ∈ h is a homogeneous solution in the distant past of the
support of the inhomogeneity, i.e. for all (t, ~x) with t < t0 and sufficiently small t0. We
choose an arbitrary representative of v which, for ease in notation, we denote again
by v. Now there are two alternative methods. The first method is to take the homo-
geneous solution at time t0 as initial data, and to solve the Cauchy problem for the
homogeneous equation using energy methods (as worked out in [4]). Denoting the re-
sulting solution by u ∈ Jlin, the difference v−u is the desired inhomogeneous solution
which vanishes in the past (5.5). The second method is to make use of the conservation
law (5.4): The time evolution operator acting from, say, time t to time t+∆t is a map-
ping on Jlin which preserves the conserved one-form and the symplectic form. Using
that Minkowski space is static, we can iterate this mapping to obtain a corresponding
time evolution operator for arbitrary large times. This shows that every homogeneous
solution defined on a time strip can be extended to a global homogeneous solution. In
particular, the homogeneous solution v defined for t < t0 can be extended to a global
homogeneous solution u. Then the difference v−u is again the desired inhomogeneous
solution which vanishes in the past.
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5.3. A Hierarchical Analysis in Orders of the Regularization Length. In Sec-
tion 4.3 we computed the second variations to leading order in an expansion for small ε.
This raises the question how to treat the higher orders in this expansion. We now give
a systematic procedure for constructing linearized solutions to every order in ε. We
begin by expanding the second variations as

δ2S(., .) = 1

ε3
〈., .〉(0) + 1

ε2
〈., .〉(1) + 1

ε
〈., .〉(2) + 〈., .〉(3) . (5.6)

Clearly, 〈., .〉(0) was computed in (4.27). The higher orders 〈., .〉(p) with p ∈ {1, 2, 3}
have not yet been computed systematically, but could be calculated in a similar way.

We want to treat ε as a small parameter. This suggests that we can treat 〈., .〉(1)
as a “small perturbation” of 〈., .〉(0), etc. However, there is the difficulty that 〈., .〉(1)
might be non-zero on the kernel of 〈., .〉(0). For this reason, we proceed inductively as

follows. We begin with the bilinear form 〈., .〉(0) on Jret × Jret. Dividing out the null
space and forming the completion exactly as explained for 〈., .〉 in the previous section

gives a Hilbert space denoted by (h(0), 〈., .〉(0)).
Next, we want to construct the Hilbert space (h(1), 〈., .〉(1)) on the null space of 〈., .〉(0).

To this end, we consider sequences (un)n∈N in Jret which are Cauchy sequences with

respect to ‖.‖(1) and converge to zero in h(0), i.e.

‖ul − um‖(1) l,m→∞−−−−−→ 0 and ‖un‖(0) n→∞−−−→ 0 .

The Hilbert space h(1) is then defined as the space of all such sequences with the scalar
product

〈(ul), (um)〉(1) := lim
l,m→∞

〈ul, um〉(1) .

It is by construction a Hilbert space which is orthogonal to h(0). Next, we construct h(2)

from Cauchy sequences with respect to ‖.‖(2) which tend to zero in both h(0) and h(1).
Proceeding inductively, we get mutually orthogonal Hilbert spaces which altogether
span h, i.e.

h := h(0) ⊕ h(1) ⊕ h(2) ⊕ h(3) .

Our next task is to expand the solution v in powers of ε. In preparation, we
note that, in the applications, the inhomogeneity w arises from a perturbation of the
Lagrangian by a first variation δP (x, y) of the kernel of the fermionic projector (for
example by introducing an additional Dirac wave function). When computing the
perturbation of the Lagrangian, the resulting dual jet w also has a scaling in ε. More
precisely, testing with jets u(p) ∈ h(p) (for p ∈ {0, . . . , 3}), the inhomogeneity has an
expansion of the form

w
(
u(p)

)
=

1

ε3

3∑

p=0

εp w(p)
(
u(p)

)
.

Next, we decompose the solution v as

v =

3∑

p=0

v(p) with v(p) ∈ h(p)

and expand in power of ε,

v(p) = v
(p)
0 + ε v

(p)
1 + ε2 v

(p)
2 + · · · .
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Using that, by construction, 〈u(q), .〉(p) = 0 for q > p, the inhomogeneous equation (5.3)
has the following expansion,

w(0)
(
u(0)

)
= 〈v(0),u(0)〉(0) + ε 〈v(1),u(0)〉(1) + ε2 〈v(2),u(0)〉(2) + · · ·

w(1)
(
u(1)

)
= 〈v(0),u(1)〉(1) + 〈v(1),u(1)〉(1) + ε 〈v(0),u(1)〉(2) + ε 〈v(1),u(1)〉(2) + · · · ,

and similarly for w(2), . . . ,w(3). These equations can be solved iteratively order by
order in ε. To zeroth and first order, we obtain

w(0)
(
u(0)

)
= 〈v(0)

0 ,u(0)〉(0)

w(1)
(
u(1)

)
= 〈v(0)

0 ,u(1)〉(1) + 〈v(1)
0 ,u(1)〉(1) ,

or, in general,

〈v(p)
0 ,u(1)〉(p) = w(p)

(
u(1)

)
−

p−1∑

q=0

〈v(q)
0 ,u(1)〉(1) .

Proceeding for increasing p, the right hand side has already been computed in the

previous steps. Therefore, the method introduced in Section 5.1 yields v
(p)
0 . The

higher orders in ε can be treated in the same way by expanding the equations to the

desired order in ε and solving iteratively for v
(◦)
1 , v

(◦)
2 , etc.

The above perturbation scheme justifies why the linearized field equations can be
analyzed order by order in ε. In the present paper, we will mainly restrict attention to
the leading order in ε as obtained by evaluating in the continuum limit. In Section 11
will will explain how the higher orders in ε can be treated.

6. Local Gauge Freedom and Direction-Dependent Phase Freedom

In the previous sections we formulated the linearized field equations for Dirac sea
configurations and explained how these equations can be evaluated in the continuum
limit. An important point to keep in mind for the following constructions is that
the evaluation formula in the continuum limit (4.26) applies only if the perturba-
tion δP (x, y) of the kernel of the fermionic projector is less singular on the light cone
than the unperturbed kernel P (x, y) (see (4.22)). This is a major restriction, because
most physically relevant perturbations do not have this property. For example, an
electromagnetic potential A gives rise to local gauge transformations of the form (for
the detailed derivation see [9])

P (x, y) → exp

(
− i

ˆ 1

0
Aj |αy+(1−α)x ξ

j dα

)
P (x, y) + · · · (6.1)

(with ξ := y − x, where the dots stand for other contributions of lower degree on the
light cone). Thus, to first order,

δP (x, y) = −i
ˆ 1

0
Aj|αy+(1−α)x ξ

j dα P (x, y) + · · · , (6.2)

showing that, in this example, the singularities of δP (x, y) and P (x, y) are of the same
degree on the light cone.

Our strategy for removing this restriction is to compensate for the contributions by
the gauge phases by hand, making use of the gauge invariance of the causal action
principle. After this has been done, the remaining singularities of δP (x, y) on the light
cone will be of lower degree, making it possible to apply (4.26). It is one of the main



THE LINEARIZED FIELD EQUATIONS IN MINKOWSKI SPACE 33

goals of this section to show that this procedure of compensating for gauge phases
applies not only to gauge potentials, but more generally to certain contributions by
nonlocal potentials. This generalization is based on the observation that the causal
action principle is invariant not only under local gauge transformations, but more
generally under direction-dependent phase transformations.

In order to clarify the underlying concepts, we proceed step by step: After a short
review of first order perturbations by gauge potentials (Section 6.1) and of local gauge
freedom (Section 6.2), general nonlocal vector potentials are introduced (Section 6.3).
Then we present the direction-dependent phase freedom of the causal action principle
(Section 6.4) and explain how this phase freedom can be used to compensate for the
most singular contributions by the nonlocal potentials on the light cone (Section 11.1).
In order to get a detailed description of all contributions, it will be most convenient
to work in momentum space.

6.1. Perturbations by Gauge Potentials. We now specify the first order perturba-
tions introduced in Section 4.2 by considering gauge potentials. For notational simplic-
ity, in this section we only consider one generation and simplify the distribution (4.12)
to

P̂ (p) =
(
/p+m

)
δ
(
p2 −m2

)
Θ(−ω) eεω . (6.3)

The resulting Hilbert space (Ĥ, 〈.|.〉
Ĥ

with scalar product given by (4.9) is the space
of all negative-energy solutions of the Dirac equation of mass m.

For the first order perturbation we choose

δΨ̂
(
p+

q

2

)
= −ŝm

(
p+

q

2

)
/̂A(q) Ψ̂

(
p− q

2

)
, (6.4)

where Â(q) is the Fourier transform of the electromagnetic potential of momentum q.
The fact that the electromagnetic potential is real implies that

Â(q) = Â(−q) .
Here ŝm denotes the Green’s operator which satisfies the identity

(
/k −m

)
ŝm(k) = 11C4 .

More precisely, having a time evolution into the future in mind, we shall always work
with the retarded Green’s operator, which we denote for clarity with a hat indicating
the past light cone,

ŝm(k) = ŝ∧m(k) := lim
µց0

/k +m

k2 −m2 + iµk0
. (6.5)

Its adjoint (with respect to the spin inner product) is the advanced Green’s operator
denoted by

ŝ∗m(k) = ŝ∨m(k) := lim
µց0

/k +m

k2 −m2 − iµk0
.

With the above ansatz, the distribution δqP̂ and its adjoint (as defined by (4.15),
but now for one Dirac sea) take the form

δqP̂ (p) = −ŝm
(
p+

q

2

)
/̂A(q) P̂

(
p− q

2

)
(6.6)

δ∗−qP̂ (p) = −P̂
(
p+

q

2

)
/̂A(−q)∗ ŝ∗m

(
p− q

2

)
. (6.7)
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Figure 3. Intersection of singular supports (gray) in the cases q time-
like, spacelike and lightlike.

Here the star at /̂A(−q)∗ denotes the adjoint with respect to the spin inner prod-
uct ≺.|.≻. Since the Dirac matrices are symmetric, this simply means that the complex

conjugate of the potential is taken, i.e. Â(−q)∗ = Aj(−q) γj). These formulas coincide
with the usual first order perturbation expansion of the Dirac equation in the presence
of an external electromagnetic potential A (for details see for example [8] or the more
systematic treatment in [32]).

Remark 6.1. (Why only massive Dirac particles) We now explain in which sense
the perturbation formula (6.6) is mathematically well-defined. This will also clarify
why we restrict attention to massive Dirac particles. We first note that (6.6) can be
understood as an operator product which is known to be well-defined provided that
the electromagnetic potential A(x) is smooth and decays sufficiently fast near infinity,
both in the massive and massless cases (for details see for example [13, Lemma 2.1.2]).
In other words, the product (6.6) is well-defined after taking the Fourier transform to
position space and integrating over the momentum variable q. In the present paper,
we take a different point of view by fixing q and evaluating the perturbation pointwise
for this given q. Put differently, we perturb by a potential A ∼ e−iqx, being a plane
wave with no decay properties at infinity. Doing so, (6.6) involves a pointwise product

of the distributions P̂m and sm, which are both singular on the mass shells. If q is
timelike or spacelike, then the mass shells intersect transversely (see the left and middle
graphic in Figure 3). This ensures that the product of distributions is well-defined (for
the general context see for example [35]). However, if q is lightlike, then the mass
cones intersect tangentially along the ray p ∈ Rq. As a consequence, the product of
distributions in (6.6) is ill-defined. However, in the massive case, the mass shells do
not intersect, so that (6.6) is again well-defined and finite (see the right graphic in
Figure 3). This is the reason why massive Dirac fields are easier to handle. In order to
avoid technical subtleties, here we always restrict attention to the massive case. On a
technical level, the assumption of massive Dirac particles will be used in Lemma 8.2.

♦

6.2. Local Gauge Freedom and its Perturbative Description. We now work
out the underlying local gauge freedom. To this end, we consider an electromagnetic
potential A which is a total derivative, i.e.

/A(x) =
(
∂/Λ
)
(x) (6.8)

with a real-valued function Λ (for the basics on gauge transformations in electrodynam-
ics and quantum mechanics we recommend [36, Chapter 3] and [41, Section 2.7]; see [7]
for the context of the Dirac equation). In this case, the interacting Dirac equation can
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be written as

i∂/+ (∂/Λ)−m = eiΛ(x)
(
i∂/−m

)
e−iΛ(x) .

Consequently, the interacting wave evaluation operator merely picks up a gauge phase,

Ψ̃(x) = eiΛ(x) Ψ(x) . (6.9)

Likewise, the kernel of the fermionic projector becomes

P̃ (x, y) = eiΛ(x)−iΛ(y) P (x, y) .

This is in agreement with (6.1) if one keeps in mind that, for a pure gauge poten-
tial (6.8), the line integral in (6.1) can be simplified using integration by parts,

ˆ 1

0
∂jΛ|αy+(1−α)x ξ

j dα =

ˆ 1

0

d

dα
Λ|αy+(1−α)x ξ

j dα = Λ(y)− Λ(x) .

Let us verify by explicit computation that the gauge phases in (6.9) also arise in the
perturbative description (6.6). To this end, we first take the Fourier transform of (6.9)

̂̃Ψ(p) =

ˆ

M
Ψ̃(x) eipx d4x =

ˆ

M
eiΛ(x) Ψ(x) eipx d4x .

Expanding to first order, we obtain

δΨ̂(p) =

ˆ

M

(
i

ˆ

M̂

d4q

(2π)4
Λ̂(q) e−iqx

)
Ψ(x) eipx d4x = i

ˆ

M̂
Λ̂(q) Ψ̂(p− q)

d4q

(2π)4
.

Comparing with (4.14) and (4.15), we conclude that

δqP̂ (p) = iΛ̂(q) P̂
(
p− q

2

)
. (6.10)

This formula describes the simple fact that multiplication by a plane wave in position
space corresponds to a translation in momentum space. In order to verify consistency
with (6.6), we evaluate the operator product (6.6) for the pure gauge potential

/̂A(q) = −i/q Λ̂(q) .
In this case, the operator product can be simplified as follows,

δqP̂ (p) = ŝm

(
p+

q

2

) (
iΛ̂(q) /q

)
P̂
(
p− q

2

)

= iΛ̂(q) ŝm

(
p+

q

2

) ((
/p+

/q

2
−m

)
−
(
/p−

/q

2
−m

))
P̂
(
p− q

2

)

= iΛ̂(q)
(
P̂
(
p− q

2

)
− ŝm

(
p+

q

2

)
0
)
= iΛ̂(q) P̂

(
p− q

2

)
,

in agreement with (6.10).

6.3. Nonlocal Vector Potentials. We now generalize the perturbation theory for
gauge potentials introduced in Section 6.1. For notational simplicity, we again con-
sider one Dirac sea (6.3). We again use the formalism in Section 6.1, but now for a

potential Âq(p) defined for p on the lower mass shell, i.e.

/̂Aq : supp P̂ ⊂ M̂ → L(V ) .

If Âq does not depend on p, we get back an electromagnetic potential acting on the

Dirac sea of mass m. Due to the additional p-dependence, the potential Âq(p) can be
regarded as an integral operator with a nonlocal integral kernel. For this reason, we
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refer to Âq as a nonlocal vector potential. In generalization of (6.4), the first order
perturbation takes the form

δΨ̂
(
p+

q

2

)
= −ŝm

(
p+

q

2

)
/̂Aq

(
p− q

2

)
Ψ̂
(
p− q

2

)
.

Moreover, the distribution δqP̂ and its adjoint (defined again by simplifying (4.15) for
one Dirac sea) are given in generalization of (6.6) and (6.7) by

δqP̂ (p) = −ŝm
(
p+

q

2

)
/̂Aq

(
p− q

2

)
P̂
(
p− q

2

)

δ∗−qP̂ (p) = −P̂
(
p+

q

2

) (
/̂A(−q)

)∗(
p+

q

2

)
s∗m
(
p− q

2

)
.

Let us compute δqP̂ (p) in more detail. Working with the retarded Green’s opera-
tor (6.5) and using (6.3), we obtain

ŝm

(
p+

q

2

)
/̂Aq P̂m

(
p− q

2

)

= lim
µց0

(
/p+

/q

2
+m

) 1
(
p+

q

2

)2
−m2 + iµ

(
p0 +

q0

2

) /̂Aq P̂m

(
p− q

2

)
(6.11)

= lim
µց0

(
/p+

/q

2
+m

) 1

2pq + iµ
(
p0 + q0

2

) /̂Aq P̂m

(
p− q

2

)
(6.12)

= lim
µց0

1

2pq + iµ
(
p0 + q0

2

)

×
((

/p+
/q

2
+m

)
/̂Aq + /̂Aq

(
/p−

/q

2
−m

))
P̂m

(
p− q

2

)
. (6.13)

In (6.12) we used that P̂m is supported on the mass shell, and thus
(
p+

q

2

)2
−m2 =

(
p− q

2

)2
−m2 + 2pq = 2pq .

Moreover, in (6.13) we inserted a term using the Dirac equation in the form
(
/p−

/q

2
−m

)
P̂m

(
p− q

2

)
= 0 .

Finally, for ease in notation we omitted the argument of Âq. Using the Dirac anti-
commutation relations, we conclude that

δqP̂ (p) = − lim
µց0

1

2pq + iµ
(
p0 + q0

2

)

×
(
2pÂq

(
p− q

2

)
+

1

2

[
/q, /̂Aq

(
p− q

2

)])
P̂
(
p− q

2

)
. (6.14)

The distribution δ∗−qP̂ is obtained by taking the adjoint and replacing q by −q,

δ∗−qP̂ (p) = lim
µց0

1

2pq + iµ
(
p0 − q0

2

)

× P̂
(
p− q

2

) (
2p(Â−q)

∗(p − q

2
) +

1

2

[
/q, ( /̂A(−q)∗)

(
p+

q

2

)])
. (6.15)
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Finally, the distribution ˆ̃P is obtained by substituting (6.14) and (6.15) into (4.15).

6.4. A First Connection to Direction-Dependent Local Phase Transforma-
tions. Choosing a pure gauge potential,

/̂Aq(p) = −i/q Λ̂(q) ,
the formula (6.14) gives back the contribution by the gauge transformation (6.10). The
point of interest for what follows is that, even for general nonlocal vector potentials,
the contribution to (6.14)

δqP̂ (p) ≍ − lim
µց0

2pÂq(p− q
2)

2pq + iµ
(
p0 + q0

2

) P̂
(
p− q

2

)
(6.16)

resembles a contribution by a gauge transformation, because it is a prefactor times
the distribution P̂ translated in momentum space (here the symbol “≍” indicates that

we restrict attention to a specific contribution to δqP̂ ). The only difference compared
to (6.10) is that the prefactor has a non-trivial p-dependence. This raises the question
whether the contribution (6.16) can be understood as a generalized gauge transforma-
tion.

More specifically, by a “generalized gauge transformation” we mean a direction-
dependent local phase transformation already mentioned in the introduction (see (1.10)).
Thus we consider a phase transformation of the kernel of the fermionic projector

P̃ (x, y) = eiΛ(x,y) P (x, y) (6.17)

with a real-valued and smooth function Λ ∈ C∞(M ×M,R). Since the transformed

kernel must be again symmetric (meaning that P̃ (x, y)∗ = P̃ (y, x)), we need to assume
that Λ is anti-symmetric in the sense (1.11). The phase factor in (6.17) drops out when
forming the closed chain. Therefore, the causal action principle is indeed invariant un-
der the phase transformation (6.17). To first order, the transformation (6.17) becomes

δP (x, y) = iΛ(x, y) P (x, y) . (6.18)

In order to get a closer connection between (6.16) and (6.18), it is useful to also
consider the direction-dependent local phase transformation for a fixed momentum
transfer q. To this end, we take the Fourier transform in the variable (x+ y)/2,

Λ(x, y) =

ˆ

M̂

d4q

(2π)4
e−i q

2
(x+y) Λ̂(q, ξ) . (6.19)

The fact that Λ(x, y) is real-valued and anti-symmetric means that

−Λ̂(q,−ξ) = Λ̂(q, ξ) = Λ̂(−q, ξ) . (6.20)

Next, it is convenient to choose the ansatz

Λ̂(q, ξ) = Λq(ξ) e
i q
2
ξ − Λ−q(−ξ) e−i q

2
ξ . (6.21)

Then the symmetry properties (6.20) simplify to the single relation

Λq(−ξ) = Λ−q(ξ) . (6.22)

Taking the Fourier transform with the usual ansatz

Λq(ξ) =

ˆ

M̂

d4k

(2π)4
Λ̂q(k) e

ikξ , Λ−q(−ξ) =
ˆ

M̂

d4k

(2π)4
Λ̂∗
−q(k) e

ikξ ,
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the perturbation for momentum transfer q can be written again in the form (4.16)
with

δqP̂ (p) =
i

(2π)4
(
Λ̂q ∗ P̂ )

(
p− q

2

)
(6.23)

δ∗−qP̂ (p) = − i

(2π)4
(
Λ̂∗
−q ∗ P̂ )

(
p+

q

2

)
. (6.24)

In this formulation in momentum space, the connection to classical gauge poten-
tials (6.10) is obtained simply by choosing

Λ̂q(k) = Λ̂(q) (2π)4 δ4(k) and Λ̂∗
−q(k) = Λ̂(−q)∗ (2π)4 δ4(k) .

Now the direction-dependent local phase freedom means that the causal action is
invariant under first order perturbations (6.23) and (6.24) involving the convolution

with a function Λ̂q having the property (6.22).
Let us compare (6.16) with (6.23). At first sight, these formulas look very different,

because (6.16) is a multiplication in momentum space, whereas (6.23) is a convolution
in momentum space. Likewise, in position space, (6.16) corresponds to a convolution,
whereas (6.23) becomes a multiplication (see also (6.18)). Nevertheless, the following
argument gives a simple connection between multiplication in momentum space and
multiplication in position space. This argument was already used in [10, Chapter 4] and
is the starting point of the continuum limit analysis in [13, Sections 2.2 and 2.4]. The
basic idea can be understood from the following simple consideration. In preparation,
noting that a translation p → p + q/2 in momentum space simply corresponds to
multiplication by a smooth phase factor, instead of (6.16) we may consider the product

− lim
µց0

(2p + q)Âq(p − q
2)

(2p + q)q + iµ
(
p0 + q0

) P̂ (p) .

Next, we simplify the prefactor. First of all, we here disregard the poles (these will be

treated in Section 9.4 below). Moreover, having the situation in mind that Âq(λp) has
a limit as λ→ ∞, for simplicity we replace the prefactor by a function f ∈ C∞(S2,C)
on the unit sphere S2 ⊂ R3 which depends only on the direction of the vector ~p, i.e.

f(~̂p ) P̂ (p) with ~̂p :=
~p

|~p|
(clearly, we will have to treat the errors of this approximation, as will be done sys-
tematically in Section 9.3 below). In order to analyze the effect of the function f in
position space, we need to take the Fourier transform

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
f(~̂p ) P̂ (p) eipξ . (6.25)

Being interested in the behavior on the light cone, we choose ξ as a lightlike vector.
As a consequence of the oscillating phase factor exp(ipξ), the leading contribution to
the Fourier integral (6.25) is obtained by restricting attention to those momenta for
which pξ is small. More precisely, for determining the leading scaling behavior for
small ε, it suffices to integrate over the set

{
p ∈ M̂

∣∣ |pξ| ≤ 1
}

and leave out the phase factor. On the other hand, the leading contribution for small ε
to the integral is obtained when the absolute value of the frequency |p0| is as large
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as 1/ε. As a consequence, the inner product pξ is small only if the vectors p and ξ are
almost collinear in the sense that

~̂p = −ǫ(ξ0) ~̂ξ
(
1 + O

(ε
t

))
.

Applying this equation to the argument of the function f in (6.25), we may pull this
function out of the integral to obtain

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
f(~̂p ) P̂ (p) eipξ = f

(
− ǫ(ξ0) ~̂ξ

)
P (x, y)

(
1 + O

(ε
t

))
. (6.26)

This formula shows that, to leading order for small ε, multiplication in momentum
space is the same as multiplication in position space. This simple consideration ex-
plains why contributions of the form (6.16) can indeed be compensated at least partially
by direction-dependent phase transformations (6.18). However, we cannot expect that
the contributions (6.16) and (6.18) will cancel each other perfectly. Instead, we will
pick up error terms, which need to be worked out systematically.

Before entering these constructions in Section 8, in the next section we need to
extend the previous constructions to more general perturbations and to three genera-
tions.

7. Specifying the Retarded Jets

In this section, we shall specify the jet space Jret; see Definition 7.1 below. This
jet space can be regarded as a a concrete realization of the space formed abstractly
in Section 5.2 by choosing retarded representatives of Jvary/Jnull . Our method is a
generalization of the standard method of prescribing the retardation by a suitable
choice of the poles in momentum space.

7.1. A General Ansatz for the Retarded Perturbation. We want to extend the
first order perturbation expansion of the Section 6.3 to several generations. Moreover,
since the formula for the perturbation by a nonlocal potential (6.14) is somewhat
complicated, we shall simplify the setup using a more convenient notation. The general
structure of (6.14) is

lim
µց0

1

2pq + iµ
(
p0 + q0

2

) gq
(
p− q

2

)
P̂
(
p− q

2

)
, (7.1)

where gq is a smooth, matrix-valued function. The structure of the pole implements
retardation (as can be verified in the standard way by considering the Fourier integral
and carrying out the ω-integral with residues). When generalizing the resulting formula
to three generations, we want to allow for the possibility that the interaction maps
solutions on one Dirac sea to another Dirac sea. In this case, the denominator in (7.1)
involves the differences of the squares of the two masses. This leads us to the ansatz

δqP̂ (p) =

3∑

α,β=1

lim
µց0

1

2pq +m2
α −m2

β + iµ
(
p0 + q0

2

) gβ,αq

(
p− q

2

)
P̂mα

(
p− q

2

)
, (7.2)

where P̂mα as given by (4.13) is the summand in (4.12) corresponding to the gener-

ation α. Similar to (6.15), δ∗−qP̂ is obtained by taking the adjoint and replacing q
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by −q,

δ∗−qP̂ (p)

= −
3∑

α,β=1

lim
µց0

P̂mβ

(
p+

q

2

) (
gα,β−q

)∗(
p+

q

2

) 1

2pq +m2
α −m2

β + iµ
(
p0 − q0

2

) . (7.3)

Finally, the distribution ˆ̃P is obtained by substituting these formulas into (4.15). Note
that the poles of (4.13) and (7.3) lie precisely on the intersection points of the mass
shells in Figures 1 and 3.

7.2. The Causal Compatibility Conditions. Causal compatibility conditions were
first introduced in [6] as conditions for the potential in the Dirac operator which ensure
that the causal perturbation expansion is well-defined and that the resulting light-cone
expansion involves only bounded line integrals (for details see also [10, Section 2.2]
or [13, Section 4.2]). In [13, Appendix F], the connection was made to the regularity
of the perturbation expansion in momentum space. The latter perspective is the
starting point for the following consideration, which can be regarded as a continuation
and extension of the considerations in [13, Appendix F].

The formulas (7.2) and (7.3) have poles on the intersections of the mass shells. More
precisely, in (7.2) and (7.3) we have a pole if 2pq = m2

β −m2
α, which can be written

equivalently as
(
p− q

2

)2
−m2

α =
(
p+

q

2

)2
−m2

β .

With our method of treating the poles in the distributional sense, both terms (7.2)
and (7.3) are mathematically well-defined for any q 6= 0. However, it is important
to note that divergences appear in the limit q → 0. Again, these singularities are
unproblematic from the mathematical point of view, because integrating over q gives
well-defined formulas for P (x, y). Nevertheless, the singularity as q → 0 points to an
infrared issue, which can be best described in position space by the effect that the light-
cone expansion involves unbounded line integrals. In order to avoid such unbounded
line integrals, we need to ensure that the poles in (7.2) and (7.3) cancel each other. In
preparation of stating the resulting condition, we introduce the abbreviation

hβ,αq

(
p− q

2

)
:= gβ,αq

(
p− q

2

) (
/p−

/q

2
−mα

)
(7.4)

and denote the vector component of this function with a tensor index and a slash, i.e.

/h
β,α
q :=

1

4
γj Tr

(
γjhβ,αq

)
.

Definition 7.1. Given q ∈ M̂ , we define Jret as all retarded perturbations of the

form (7.2), where the functions gβ,αq have the following properties:

(i) The functions gβ,αq are smooth.
(ii) The perturbation behaves quadratically at infinity in the sense that for every unit

vector ~k ∈ S2 ⊂ R3 we have the following expansion for large λ,

/h
β,α
q

(
p− q

2

)∣∣∣∣
p=
(
−
√

λ2|~k|2+m2
α, λ

~k
) = λ2 Φβ,α

q

(
~k
)
/̂p+ O(λ) , (7.5)
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where Φβ,α
q ∈ C∞(S2,C) is a smooth function on the unit sphere and

p̂ := (−1, ~k
)
. (7.6)

(iii) The following causal compatibility conditions hold,

/h
β,α
q

(
p− q

2

)
=
(
/h
α,β
−q

)∗(
p+

q

2

)
for all p ∈ M̂ with 2pq = m2

β −m2
α , (7.7)

(
Φβ,α
q −

(
Φα,β
−q

)∗)(~̂k
) 1

p̂q
∈ C∞(S2,C) . (7.8)

Under the above assumptions, we introduce the perturbation map P̂ by

P̂ : Jret → D′(M̂ ,L(V )) , P(v) := δqP̂ + δ∗−qP̂ .

with δqP̂ and δ∗−qP̂ according to (7.2) and (7.3).

We point out that these causal compatibility conditions indeed ensure that the
perturbation map is regular in the limit q → 0 when the momentum transfer tends to
zero. Namely, combining (7.2) and (7.3) with (7.7), we find

lim
q→0

(
δqP̂ + δ∗−qP̂

)

=

3∑

α=1

Θ(−ω) eεω lim
q→0

{
1

2pq

×
(
hα,αq

(
p− q

2

)
δ
(
p− pq +

q2

4
−m2

)
−
(
hα,α−q

)∗(
p+

q

2

)
δ
(
p+ pq +

q2

4
−m2

))}

+
∑

α6=β

1

m2
α −m2

β

(
gβ,α0 (p) P̂mα(p)− P̂mβ

(p)
(
gα,β0

)∗
(p)

)
,

and the remaining limit can be be taken in the distributional sense using again (7.7)
and l’Hospital’s rule. With this result in mind, we may assume throughout this paper
that q is non-zero. This justifies our earlier assumption (4.17).

8. Solving the Linearized Field Equations in the Continuum Limit

Having specified the space Jret of all admissible retarded jets, we are now in the
position to solve the linearized field equations. After compensating the direction-
dependent phases using the method explained in Section 6.4 (Section 8.1), we can
rewrite the formula (4.27) for the second variations in the continuum limit as a positive
semi-definite sesquilinear form on a weighted L2-space on the light cone (see (8.12) in
Section 8.2). In this setting, the linearized field equations can be solved abstractly by
applying the Fréchet-Riesz theorem. This formulation is also the starting point for the
more detailed computational approach to be developed in Section 9.

8.1. Compensating for Direction-Dependent Phases. The perturbation of the
kernel of the fermionic projector δP = P(v) introduced in Definition 7.1 has the
shortcoming that in general it does not satisfy the condition (4.22). A simple example
already explained in detail in Section 6 is to consider a classical gauge potential, in
which case δP (x, y) has singularities of the same degree on the light cone as the vacuum
kernel (cf. (6.1)). Our general strategy for dealing with this problem is to introduce a
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kernel G(v) which is obtained from P (x, y) by multiplication with a function Λ̂(q, ξ),
i.e.

G : Jret → (C∞ ∩ S ′)(M,L(V )) with
(
Gv
)
(x, y) = iΛ̂(q, ξ) P (x, y) , (8.1)

where Λ̂(q, ξ) is the function in (6.19) having the properties (6.20) (here C∞∩S ′ denotes
smooth solutions which increase at most polynomially at infinity). As explained in
Section 6.4, the causal action is invariant under the transformation (8.1). Our task is

to choose Λ̂(q, ξ) as a function of v in such a way that the leading singularity of Pv is
compensated on the light cone, i.e.

Tr
(
/ξ
(
(G− P)(v)

)
(x, y)

)
= (deg < 1) . (8.2)

Once this has been accomplished, the formalism of the continuum limit applies to δP :=
(G− P)(v), making it possible to solve the linearized field equations.

The correct choice of Gv can be derived from the simple Fourier transformation
formula (6.26). Before we can apply this formula, we need to determine the behavior

of the prefactors in (7.2) near infinity. Using (7.5), for the vector component of δqP̂ (p)
we obtain the asymptotic formula

δqP̂ (p)
∣∣∣
p=
(
−
√

λ2|~k|2+m2
α,λ

~k
) =

3∑

α,β=1

Φβ,α
q

(
~k
)

2p̂q
P̂mα

(
p− q

2

)(
1 + O

( 1
λ

))
.

Now we can take the Fourier transform with the help of (6.26). Using (7.6), we obtain

δqP (ξ) =
3∑

α,β=1

Φβ,α
q

(
− ǫ(ξ0) ~̂ξ

)

2
(
− 1,−ǫ(ξ0) ~̂ξ

)
q
e

i
2
qξ Pmα(ξ) + (deg < 2) ,

where the factor e
i
2
qξ describes a translation in momentum space (cf. (4.16) and (6.21)).

To leading order for small ε, the masses of the Dirac seas are irrelevant. We thus obtain

δqP (ξ) = −1

6

3∑

α,β=1

Φβ,α
q

(
− ǫ(ξ0) ~̂ξ

)
ξ0
e

i
2
qξ

qξ
P (ξ)

(
1 + O

(ε
t

))
+ (deg < 2) .

Finally, using that

ˆ ∞

−∞
ǫ(τ) e−i(τ− 1

2
) qξ dτ = e

i
2
qξ

ˆ ∞

−∞
ǫ(τ) e−iτ qξ dτ = −2i

e
i
2
qξ

qξ
,

we conclude that

δqP (ξ) = − i

12

3∑

α,β=1

Φβ,α
q

(
− ǫ(ξ0) ~̂ξ

)
ξ0
ˆ ∞

−∞
ǫ(τ) e−iτ qξ dτ P (ξ) + (deg < 2) .

This perturbation is of the form (6.18), making it possible to compensate for it by the
following direction-dependent gauge transformation.

Definition 8.1. Given v ∈ Jret, using the notation (6.19) and (6.21), we introduce Gv
as

Gv :=
(
iΛ̂q(ξ)− iΛ̂∗

−q(ξ)
)
P (x, y) (8.3)
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with

Λ̂q(ξ) := − 1

12

3∑

α,β=1

Φβ,α
q

(
− ǫ(ξ0) ~̂ξ

)
ξ0
ˆ ∞

−∞
ǫ(τ) e−i(τ− 1

2
) qξ dτ (8.4)

Λ̂∗
−q(ξ) := − 1

12

3∑

α,β=1

(
Φα,β
−q

(
− ǫ(ξ0) ~̂ξ

))∗
ξ0
ˆ ∞

−∞
ǫ(τ − 1) e−i(τ− 1

2
) qξ dτ (8.5)

and Φβ,α
q as defined by (7.5).

By direct computation, one verifies that the reality condition (6.22) holds. This
means that, writing Gv as in (6.18), the function Λ(x, y) is indeed real and anti-
symmetric (1.11). Also, our notation harmonizes with (6.19). Therefore, the opera-
tor G indeed describes a direction-dependent phase transformation, which drops out
of the EL equations. It has the purpose of compensating the leading singularity of Pv
on the light cone, so that the total perturbation satisfies the condition (4.22) needed
for the evaluation in the continuum limit.

We conclude this section by explaining the above formulas in the simple example of
an electromagnetic potential Â(q). In this case,

gβ,αq

(
p− q

2

)
= −δβ,α

(
/p+

/q

2
+mβ

)
/̂A(q)

hβ,αq

(
p− q

2

)
= −δβ,α

(
/p+

/q

2
+mβ

)
/̂A(q)

(
/p−

/q

2
−mα

)

/h
β,α
q

(
p− q

2

)
= −δβ,α

(
2Âj(q) p

j
/p− p2 /̂A(q)−m2

α /̂A(q)
)
.

Using (7.5), we obtain

Φβ,α
q

(
~̂k
)
= −δβ,α 2Âj(q) p̂

j and thus Φβ,α
q

(
− ǫ(ξ0) ~̂ξ

)
ξ0 = δβ,α 2Âj(q) ξ

j

with ~̂k and p̂ as in (7.6). As a consequence, the result of Definition 8.1 simplifies to

Gv = − i

2
Âj(q) ξ

j

ˆ ∞

−∞
ǫ(τ) e−i(τ− 1

2
) qξ dτ P (x, y)

+
i

2
Âj(q) ξ

j

ˆ ∞

−∞
ǫ(τ − 1) e−i(τ− 1

2
) qξ dτ P (x, y)

= −i Âj(q) ξ
j

ˆ 1

0
e−i(τ− 1

2
) qξ dτ P (x, y)

= −iei
q

2
(x+y)

ˆ 1

0
Aj

(
τy + (1− τ)x

)
ξj dτ P (x, y) .

This is precisely the first order contribution to the gauge phase (6.2) (one should

take into account the factor e−i q
2
(x+y) in (6.19)). It also agrees with the local phase

transformation as obtained in the so-called light cone expansion (see [8, Appendix A],
[10] or [13, §2.2.4, §3.6.2]). In this way, one sees that Gv indeed compensates for the
leading singularity on the light cone (8.2).
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8.2. Solution in a Weighted L2-Space on the Light Cone. The goal of this
section is to reformulate the formula for the second variations in (4.27) in a way
where functional analytic methods can be employed. Using that the kernel and the
integration measure dρ = d4x are translation invariant, we can carry out the integral
over the variable ζ := (x+ y)/2 with the help of the distributional identity

ˆ

N
e−i(q−q′)ζ d4ζ = (2π)4 δ4(q − q′) . (8.6)

With this in mind, we may fix the momentum q and leave out the ζ-integration. Thus
it remains to consider the ξ-integration (where again ξ := y − x). However, one needs
to keep in mind that, in view of (8.6), the plane waves eiqζ of the two factors δP
in (8.7) must come with the opposite sign of q. Using the relation

δP (ξ) = (δqP + δ∗−qP )(ξ)
∗ = (δ−qP + δ∗qP )(−ξ) ,

we obtain

δ2Seff(ρ) = 2

ˆ

M
d4ξ

(
− itK0(x, y)

) η2min(t)

ε3 t4

×
{
c1 Tr

(
/ξ δP (ξ)∗

)
Tr
(
/ξ δP (ξ)

)
+ c2 ReTr

(
/ξ δP (−ξ)∗

)
Tr
(
/ξ δP (ξ)

)}
. (8.7)

More specifically, we evaluate the second variation for

δP = (P− G)(v) with v ∈ Jret (8.8)

with Pv and Gv as in Definitions 7.1 and 8.1.

Lemma 8.2. For any v ∈ Jret, the second variation (8.7) is well-defined and finite
for δP according to (8.8).

Proof. We first consider δP = Pv. In view of the ultraviolet regularization (see (7.2)

and (4.13)), the distribution P̂v decays exponentially in momentum space. Conse-
quently, its Fourier transform Pv ∈ C∞(M,L(V )) is a smooth function in Minkowski
space. Moreover, in view of the δ-distributions in momentum space in (4.13), it can
be written as a sum of terms of functions φα which satisfy Klein-Gordon equations of
the form

(
�+m2

α

)(
e±

iqx

2 φα(x)

)
= 0 .

In (8.7), these functions are evaluated on the light cone ξ0 = ±|~ξ|. Therefore, in order
prove that these integrals are well-defined, we need to show that the functions φα decay
sufficiently fast in lightlike directions.

Let us determine the decay rates. Expanding in spherical waves, a smooth solution
of the scalar wave equation decays in lightlike directions like one over the radius.
Solutions of the Klein-Gordon equation decay even faster (for detailed estimates see
for example [42, Section 4.4]). Hence

∣∣∣φα
(
± |~ξ|, ~ξ

)∣∣∣ . 1

|~ξ|
.

Consequently, the absolute value of the integrand in (8.7) can be estimated by

. |t| δ(ξ2) η
2
min(t)

ε3 t4

( |t|
|~ξ|

)2

.
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In order to estimate the integral, we carry out the time integration and choose polar

coordinates with r := |~ξ|. We thus obtain

δ2Seff(ρ) .
1

ε3

ˆ ∞

ℓmin

(
1

r

r

r4

)
r2 dr <∞ .

For δP = Gv we need to estimate the line integrals in (8.4) and (8.5). To this end,
it is most convenient to introduce the abbreviations

A(ξ) :=
i

6

3∑

α,β=1

Φβ,α
q

(
~̂ξ
)
ξ0 and B(ξ) :=

i

6

3∑

α,β=1

(
Φα,β
−q

(
~̂ξ
))∗

ξ0 ,

and to write Gv as

Gv = (A−B)(ξ)

ˆ ∞

−∞
ǫ(τ) e−iτqξ dτ e

i
2
qξ P (x, y) (8.9)

+ 2B(ξ)

ˆ 1

0
e−i(τ− 1

2
) qξ dτ P (x, y) . (8.10)

We first treat (8.9). Carrying out the line integral, we obtain

(8.9) =
(A−B)(ξ)

qξ
ie

i
2
qξ P (x, y)

According to (7.8), the quotient is bounded for all ξ = (−1, ~ξ) and |~ξ| = 1. Moreover,
this quotient is homogeneous of degree zero. Therefore, it is smooth and uniformly
bounded for all ξ on the light cone. Consequently, the contribution (8.9) is a bounded
function times P (x, y). Since P (x, y) satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation, we can argue
exactly as for Pv above.

It remains to estimate (8.10). Clearly, B(ξ) is smooth and homogeneous of degree
one. Moreover, the integral in (8.10) can be estimated by one. Therefore, (8.10) is
bounded by a linear polynomial times P (x, y). In the considered massive case, it was
shown in [38, Section 5.1 and Appendix B] that the restriction of P (x, y) to the light

cone decays exponentially at infinity ∼ e−m2ε|t|. Therefore, the resulting integrals
in (8.7) are well-defined and finite. This concludes the proof. �

We finally polarize the second variation (8.7) to obtain the bilinear form

B : Jret × Jret → R

B(u,v) := 2Re

ˆ

M
d4ξ

(
− itK0(x, y)

) η2min(t)

ε3 t4

×
{
c1 Tr

(
/ξ (Pu− Gu)(ξ)∗

)
Tr
(
/ξ (Pv − Gv)(ξ)

)

+ c2 Tr
(
/ξ (Pu− Gu)(−ξ)∗

)
Tr
(
/ξ (Pv − Gv)(ξ)

)}
(8.11)

=
1

2π2
1

ε3
Re

ˆ

M
d4ξ |t| δ(ξ2)

{
c1 (Lu)(ξ) (Lv)(ξ) + c2 (Lu)(ξ) (Lv)(−ξ)

}
, (8.12)

where we introduced the abbreviation

(Lv)(ξ) := Tr
(
/ξ (Pv − Gv)(ξ)

ηmin(t)

t2
.

The integral in (8.12) can be regarded as a weighted L2-scalar product on the light
cone. Using the Schwarz inequality and (4.21), one sees that the bilinear form B
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is indeed positive semi-definite. This makes it possible to solve the linearized field
equations abstractly by applying the Fréchet-Riesz theorem in the resulting Hilbert
space. This method has the disadvantage that it is not computational and does not
give detailed information on how the solution looks like.

9. Continuum Limit Analysis in Momentum Space

The goal of this section is to develop a computational method for solving the lin-
earized field equations. It turns out to be preferable to work in momentum space. The
main advantage is that the evaluation on the light cone in (8.12) means in momentum
space that we are concerned with harmonic functions (i.e. solutions of the wave equa-
tion �pφ(p) = 0). The strong Huygens principle (i.e. the fact that waves propagate
with the speed of light) will give us a deeper and more detailed understanding of the
linearized field equations. This will lead us to introducing the so-called mass cone
expansion as a powerful computational tool.

9.1. Formulation in an Energy Hilbert Space. In preparation, we introduce the
local operator in position space

C :
(
C∞ ∩ S ′)(M,L(V )) → S ′(M,C) ,

δP (ξ) 7→ Tr
(
/ξ δP (ξ)

)
δ(ξ2) ǫ(t)

ηmin(t)

t2
.

(9.1)

Since the image of C is supported on the light cone, its Fourier transform is harmonic
in momentum space in the sense that it satisfies the distributional equation

�p Ĉ
(
δP
)
(p) = 0 .

Denoting the harmonic functions in momentum space by H, we thus obtain the map-
ping

Ĉ :
(
C∞ ∩ S ′)(M,L(V )) → (H ∩ S ′)(M̂ ,C) . (9.2)

On harmonic functions in momentum space it is natural to work with the energy
scalar product

E : H × H → C ,

E(φ̂, ψ̂) :=
1

2

ˆ

R3

((
∂ωφ̂(ω,~k) ∂ωψ̂(ω,~k) + ~∇φ̂(ω,~k) ~∇ψ̂(ω,~k)

)
d3k .

(9.3)

Due to energy conservation, this energy scalar product does not depend on ω. We
next rewrite this energy scalar product in position space.

Lemma 9.1. Let ψ̂ be a complex-valued harmonic function in momentum space of the
form

ψ̂(p) =

ˆ

M
δ(ξ2) ǫ(ξ0) ψ(ξ) e−ipξ d4ξ . (9.4)

Then

E
(
ψ̂, ψ̂

)
= 4π3

ˆ

M
δ(ξ2)

∣∣ξ0
∣∣ ψ(ξ) ψ(ξ) d4ξ . (9.5)
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Proof. Using (9.4) in (9.3), we obtain

E
(
ψ̂, ψ̂

)

=
1

2

ˆ

R3

d3k

ˆ

M
d4ξ δ(ξ2) ǫ(ξ0) ψ(ξ)

ˆ

M
d4ξ̃ δ(ξ̃2) ǫ(ξ̃0) ψ(ξ̃)

(
ξ0ξ̃0 + ~ξ

~̃
ξ
)
eik(ξ−ξ̃)

= 4π3
ˆ ∞

−∞
dt

ˆ ∞

−∞
dt̃ eiω(t−t̃)

ˆ

R3

d3ξ δ
(
t2 − |~ξ|2

)
δ
(
t̃2 − |~ξ|2

)
ǫ(t) ǫ(t̃)

×
(
tt̃+

∣∣~ξ
∣∣2
)
ψ
(
t, ~ξ
)
ψ
(
t,
~̃
ξ
)
,

where in the last step we applied Plancherel’s theorem. Carrying out the integral
over t̃, we only get a contribution if t = t̃. We thus obtain

E
(
ψ̂, ψ̂

)
= 4π3

ˆ ∞

−∞
dt

ˆ

R3

d3ξ δ
(
t2 − |~ξ|2

)
|t| ψ

(
t, ~ξ
)
ψ
(
t, ~ξ
)
,

concluding the proof. �

With the help of this lemma, we can in turn rewrite the second variation in momentum
space.

Proposition 9.2. The second variation of the action (8.7) can be written in momen-
tum space as

δ2Seff(ρ) =
1

8π5
1

ε3

(
c1 E

(
Ĉ(δP ), Ĉ(δP )

)
+ c2 ReE

(
Ĉ(R δP ), Ĉ(δP )

))
,

where the operator R flips the sign of the argument,

R δP (ξ) = δP (−ξ) and R δP̂ (p) = δP̂ (−p) . (9.6)

Proof. Using (4.20) in (9.5), we obtain

E
(
ψ̂, ψ̂

)
= 16π5

ˆ ∞

−∞
dt

ˆ

R3

d3ξ
(
− itK0(x, y)

)
ψ
(
t, ~ξ
)
ψ
(
t, ~ξ
)
. (9.7)

We now choose ψ̂ = Ĉ(δP ). Then, comparing (9.4) with (9.1), we conclude that

ψ(ξ) = Tr
(
/ξ δP (ξ)

) ηmin(t)

t2
.

Using this formula in (9.7) and comparing with (8.7) gives the result. �

Polarization shows that the bilinear form (8.12) now takes the form

B(u,v) =
1

8π5
1

ε3

× Re
(
c1 E

(
Ĉ(Pu− Gu), Ĉ(Pv − Gv)

)
+ c2

(
Ĉ(RPu− RGu), Ĉ(Pv − Gv)

))
. (9.8)

9.2. Evaluation on a Cauchy Surface Using the Huygens Principle. In view
of Proposition 9.2, we need to compute the energy scalar product E(., .) for harmonic

functions of the form Ĉ(δP ) and Ĉ(R δP ). Due to energy conservation, we can evaluate
the energy scalar product (9.3) for any ω. For the computations, it turns out to be
preferable to evaluate at ω = ω with ω negative and very small, even much smaller
than the energy scale ε−1 of the ultraviolet regularization, i.e.

ω = ω ≪ −1

ε
.
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Then we need to compute Ĉ(δP ) and Ĉ(R δP ) on the Cauchy surface (ω,R3) ⊂ M̂ .
We begin with the contribution δP = Pv (Sections 9.2–9.4), whereas the contribution
by the direction-dependent phases δP = Gv will be computed afterward (Section 9.5).

Thus we let δP = Pv. According to (9.1), the computation of C(δP ) can be per-
formed in three steps:

(E1) Multiply in position space by

δ(ξ2) ǫ(t) .

(E2) Multiply in position space by

ηmin(t)

t2
. (9.9)

(E3) Multiply by /ξ and take the trace. This amounts to contracting the vectorial
component with ξ; we use the short notation

1

4
Tr
(
/ξ h(x, y)

)
= ξj h

j(x, y) .

Clearly, these three steps can be performed in an arbitrary order. Our numbering
reflects the order in which we will carry out these computation steps later on. In
preparation, we need to analyze what these steps mean in momentum space. We
begin with the easiest step (E3). Following the computation

1

4
Tr
(
/ξ δP (x, y)

)
=

ˆ

M̂

d4q

(2π)4
e−i q

2
(x+y)

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
eipξ ξj δP̂

j(p)

= −i
ˆ

M̂

d4q

(2π)4
e−i q

2
(x+y)

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4

(
∂

∂pj
eipξ
)
δP̂ j(p)

= i

ˆ

M̂

d4q

(2π)4
e−i q

2
(x+y)

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
eipξ ∂jδP̂

j(p) ,

Step (E3) consist in taking the divergence, being a local operation momentum space.
Steps (E1) and (E2), on the other hand, give rise to convolutions in momentum

space, being nonlocal operations. More precisely, using the explicit Fourier transform
in (4.20), in Step (E1) we obtain the convolution with K0, i.e.

−
ˆ

M̂
δP̂ (k)K0(p − k) d4k , (9.10)

where we set

K0(p) :=
i

4π2
δ(p2) ǫ(p0) . (9.11)

This convolution integral is illustrated in Figure 4 (note that operating by R gives a
reflection at the origin, leading to the mass shells opening for large k0). Step (E2)
gives rise to the convolution with the Fourier transform of the function in (9.9). This
convolution gives rise to a “smearing” in ω-direction on the scale 1/ℓmin. Combining
Steps (E1) and (E2) yields a convolution with a distribution supported in a strip
around the mass cone, as is indicated in Figure 4 by the gray stripes.

We next discuss the general structure of the evaluation in momentum space. The
parameter ℓmin gives us a minimal length scale on which to evaluate the linearized field
equations. This means that it suffices to evaluate these equations for momenta p inside
a cube of side length ∼ 1/ℓmin. In order to simplify the discussion, we begin with the
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ω

1

ℓmin

1

ε
δP̂

R δP̂

q

2
−q
2

k0

~k

p

Figure 4. Evaluation in momentum space

typical situation that the momentum q is much smaller than the corresponding energy
scale, i.e.

|q0|, |~q| ≪ 1

ℓmin
. (9.12)

Then this cube is shown on the left of Figure 5. We begin with the result of Step (E1) on
page 48. As explained above, the convolution with K0 is nonlocal. It gives a harmonic
function in momentum space. It is important to note that the distribution K0 is
supported on the mass cone (i.e. K0(p) = 0 unless p2 = 0). This is a manifestation
of the strong Huygens principle for solutions of the wave equation. More precisely,
the strong Huygens principle states that the wave obtained in Step (E1) propagates
backwards with characteristic speed, as is shown on the right of Figure 5. Therefore,
when evaluating on the Cauchy surface ω = ω, we may restrict attention to the annular
region

− 1

ℓmin
. |~k| − |ω| .

1

ℓmin
.

Moreover, the contributions by δP and R δP are disjoint on the Cauchy surface, being

supported inside and outside the sphere |~k| = |ω| respectively, as is again indicated in
Figure 5 by the two different shades of gray. If q is not small in the sense that (9.12)
is violated, then the above picture is modified in that the two gray stripes overlap on
the scale ∼ q.

We next discuss the effect of the convolution in Step (E2) on page 48. Recall
that ηmin is a smooth cutoff function for times smaller than ℓmin (see Figure 2). Let us
consider what this means for the Fourier transform of the function ηmin(t)/t

2. Clearly,
this function ηmin(t)/t

2 is smooth, meaning that its Fourier transform has rapid decay.
More quantitatively, the derivatives of the function ηmin(t)/t

2 scale in powers of 1/ℓmin,
which means that its Fourier transform decays on the scale 1/ℓmin, as shown in Figure 6.
Next, the fact that the function ηmin(t)/t

2 decays only quadratically at infinity implies
that the first derivative of its Fourier transform has a discontinuity, as is indicated
by the “cusp” in the plot of Figure 6. Finally, the fact that the function ηmin(t)/t

2

vanishes near t = 0 implies that its Fourier transform has vanishing moments, i.e.
ˆ ∞

−∞
ωp
( η̂min(t)

t2

)
(ω) dω = 0 for all p ∈ N . (9.13)
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k

∼ 1

ℓmin wave
propagation

contribution by δP̂

contribu-
tion by R δP̂

Figure 5. Wave propagation by the strong Huygens principle.

This means that this function has an oscillatory behavior, as is also indicated in Fig-
ure 6.

We next discuss the effect of the multiplication by ηmin(t)/t
2 in Step (E2). Recall

that the function ηmin vanishes if |t| < ℓmin (see Figure 2). Therefore, multiplying by
the function ηmin(t)/t

2 means that we work modulo contributions to δP (ξ) which are
localized near the origin in the sense that they

decay in position space on the scale . ℓmin . (9.14)

In momentum space, in Step (E2) we take the convolution with the Fourier transform
of the function ηmin(t)/t

2, i.e.

ˆ ∞

−∞
g(ω)

( η̂min(t)

t2

)(
ω − ω

)
.dω (9.15)

If g is chosen as a smooth function, expanding g as a Taylor polynomial around ω = 0
we can use (9.13) to conclude that the Taylor polynomial drops out, leaving us with the
remainder term of the Taylor expansion. This remainder term can be made arbitrarily
small provided that the function g has the property that its

derivatives scale in momentum space .
1

ℓmin
. (9.16)

The relations (9.14) and (9.16) are equivalent statements of the same property, ex-
pressed either in position or in momentum space. The connection between decay in po-
sition space and smoothness in momentum space is seen most easily using integration-
by-parts

tn
ˆ ∞

−∞
f(ω) e−iωt dω =

ˆ ∞

−∞
f(ω)

(
i
d

dω

)n
e−iωt dω

=

ˆ ∞

−∞
(−i)n f (n)(ω) e−iωt dω ,

(9.17)

We conclude that contributions to δP̂ drop out of the linearized field equations
provided that (9.16) hold. However, if the contribution is not smooth, then the con-
volution (9.15) will not not small. This explains why on the right of Figure 5 we may
restrict attention to all non-smooth or singular contributions. The cusp-like singularity
in Figure 6 means that the convolution improves the order of differentiability only by
two.
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1

ℓmin ω

η̂min(t)

t2

Figure 6. A typical plot of the Fourier transform of ηmin(t)/t
2.

9.3. The Mass Cone Expansion. At the end of the previous section, we concluded
that on the right of Figure 5, we may restrict attention to all non-smooth or singular
contributions to the convolution integral (9.10). This raises the question how these
contributions can be computed. In order to answer this question, we now develop the
so-called mass cone expansion, which gives a systematic procedure for computing all
non-smooth and singular contributions to the convolution integral (9.10).

We begin with a general formula of the mass cone expansion. For n ∈ N andm2 ≥ 0,
we introduce the distributions

T
[0]
m2(p) = δ(p2 −m2) Θ(−p0) (9.18)

T
[n]
m2(p) =

(−1)n

(n− 1)!

1

4n
(
p2 −m2

)n−1
Θ(p2 −m2) Θ(−p0) if n > 0 . (9.19)

Moreover, we set

T •
m2(p) := T •

m2(−p) (9.20)

(this notation is motivated by the fact that taking the complex conjugate in position

space flips the sign of p). Note that T
[0]
m2(p) is a distribution supported on the lower

mass shell. For n > 0, the distributions T
[n]
m2(p) are regular and supported in the inside

the lower mass shell (i.e. for p2 ≥ m2 and p0 < 0). Incrementing n gives an additional
factor p2 − m2 which vanishes on the mass shell. The following theorem gives an
expansion of a convolution integral as a sum of terms with increasing n. The larger n
gets, the faster the summands decay near the mass shell. In this sense, the mass cone
expansion gives information on the behavior of a distribution near the mass shell.

Theorem 9.3. (mass cone expansion) Let V ∈ C∞(M̂) be a smooth (possibly
matrix-valued) function which for a suitable constant c > 0 satisfies the bounds

∣∣�nV (k)
∣∣ ≤

(
c
(
ε2 +

ℓmin

|k0|+m

))n

eε|k
0| for all k ∈ M̂ and n ∈ N0 . (9.21)

Then, choosing p0 = ω ≪ −1/ε, the following expansions hold,
ˆ

M̂
T
[0]
m2(k) V (k)K0(p− k) d4k

=
i

2π

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ ∞

0
(α− α2)n �nV |αp dα T [n+1]

m2/α
(p) + O

( 1

εω

)
(9.22)

ˆ

M̂
T
[0]
m2(k) V (k)K0(p− k) d4k
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= − i

2π

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
(α− α2)n �nV |αp dα T [n+1]

m2/|α|(p) (9.23)

+
(
decay in position space on the scale ℓmin

)
. (9.24)

In order to clarify the structure of this expansion, we point out that, due to the

factors T
[0]
m2 and T

[0]
m2 , the left side of the mass cone expansion involves the potential V

evaluated only on the mass cone. Acting with the wave operator, however, makes
it necessary to specify V in an open neighborhood of the mass cone. The way to
understand this seeming inconsistency is that the mass cone expansion holds for any
any smooth extension of V from the mass shell to M̂ . For two different extensions, the
individual summands in (9.22) and (9.23) will in general be different. But the whole
series are still the same.

This mass cone expansion is closely related to the so-called light-cone expansion used
in order to analyze the behavior of distributions near the light cone (see [8, 9] or [13,
Section 2.2]). The main difference is that, compared to the light-cone expansion, in the
mass cone expansion the roles of position and momentum variables are interchanged.
This difference also made it necessary to adapt and generalize the light-cone expansion
in two ways: First, instead of considering the mass cone (i.e. the set p2 = 0, being the
analog of the light cone), we allow for a non-zero mass and consider the mass shell
(i.e. the set p2 = m2; see (9.18) and (9.19)). Second, in contrast to the light-cone
expansion in [8, 9], our mass cone expansion involves unbounded line integrals (see
for example (9.22)). The corresponding generalizations of the light-cone expansion
are developed in Appendix C. Formulating these results in momentum space gives our
mass cone expansions, as is worked out in Appendix D. More precisely, the proof of
Theorem 9.3 is given in Appendix D on page 87. We remark that in Appendix B the
mass cone expansion 9.22 is illustrated by computing the convolution integral on the

left side of (9.22) explicitly in the simple example V (k) = eεk
0

.
In order to clarify how the above theorem fits to the previous considerations, we

note that the expansion (9.22) applies to the convolution of K0 with δP̂ , whereas the

expansion (9.23) and (9.24) applies to the convolution of K0 with R δP̂ (see Figure 4).
The summands of the mass cone expansion (9.22) are supported inside the lower mass
cone, in agreement with the wave propagation on the right of Figure 5. At first
sight, it might be surprising that the summands of the mass cone expansion (9.23) are
also supported inside the lower mass cone, although the corresponding wave on the
right of Figure 5 propagates outside the mass cone. However, this is no contradiction
if we keep in mind the error term (9.24): As explained at the end of the previous
section, contributions which are smooth in momentum space in the sense (9.16) drop
out when taking the convolution in Step (E2). According to (9.14), these such smooth
contributions in momentum space can be absorbed precisely in the error term (9.24).
As is made precise in the proof of Theorem 9.3, by subtracting such smooth terms
in momentum space, one can indeed compensate for the wave outside the lower mass
cone in Figure 5, but gets instead a wave which is supported inside the lower mass
cone. This explains the expansion (9.23).

Our goal is to apply the mass cone expansions of Theorem 9.3 to the perturbations
of the form (7.2) and (7.3) as specified in Definition 7.1. These perturbations can

indeed be written in the form T
[0]
m2(k) V (k), but with a potential V which has poles.
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For this reason, before we can apply Theorem 9.3, we need to remove these poles. In
the next section, we give a method for doing so.

9.4. Removing the Poles on the Mass Shells. Making use of the causal compat-
ibility conditions, we can remove the poles of the functions (7.2) and (7.3), as we now
explain. For ease in notation, given α, β ∈ {1, 2, 3}, we consider the corresponding
summands of (7.2) and (7.3) separately. Rewriting the poles with the help of the
relation

lim
µց0

1

x+ iµ
=

PP

x
+ iπδ(x) ,

the resulting δ-contributions cancel each other in view of the causal compatibility
condition (7.7). Therefore, in the following argument we may replace the poles by
principal parts. For ease in notation, the symbol “PP” for the principal part will be
omitted.

We again fix α, β ∈ {1, 2, 3}. We extend the function /h
α,β
q introduced in (7.4)

to all p ∈ M̂ . Moreover, we combine this function with the regularizing factor and
introduce the short notation

/h
ε,α,β
q (p) := /h

β,α
q (p) eεp

0

.

Lemma 9.4. For any perturbation v ∈ Jret and every p ∈ M̂ with |p0| > |q0|/2,

δε,α,βq P̂ (p) +
(
δε,α,β−q P̂

)∗
(p)

=
1

4

ˆ 1

−1

(
(1 + τ)

(
/h
ε,α,β
−q

)∗(
p+

q

2

)
+ (1− τ) /h

ε,β,α
q

(
p− q

2

))

× δ′
(
p2 +

q2

4
−
m2

α +m2
β

2
+
τ

2

(
2pq +m2

α −m2
β

))
Θ(−ω) dτ (9.25)

− 1

2

(
/h
ε,α,β
−q

)∗(
p+ q

2

)
− /h

ε,β,α
q

(
p− q

2

)

2pq +m2
α −m2

β

×
ˆ 1

−1
δ

(
p2 +

q2

4
−
m2

α +m2
β

2
+
τ

2

(
2pq +m2

α −m2
β

))
Θ(−ω) dτ . (9.26)

Proof. Omitting the factor Θ(−ω), we rewrite the integral in (9.25) as

ˆ 1

−1

(
(1 + τ)

(
/h
ε,α,β
−q

)∗(
p+

q

2

)
+ (1− τ) /h

ε,β,α
q

(
p− q

2

))

× δ′
(
p2 +

q2

4
−
m2

α +m2
β

2
+
τ

2

(
2pq +m2

α −m2
β

))
dτ

=
2

2pq +m2
α −m2

β

ˆ 1

−1

(
(1 + τ)

(
/h
ε,α,β
−q

)∗(
p+

q

2

)
+ (1− τ) /h

ε,β,α
q

(
p− q

2

))

× d

dτ
δ
(
p2 +

q2

4
−
m2

α +m2
β

2
+
τ

2

(
2pq +m2

α −m2
β

))
dτ ,
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we can integrate by parts,

=
4

2pq +m2
α −m2

β

(
/h
ε,α,β
−q

)∗(
p+

q

2

)
δ
(
p2 +

q2

4
−
m2

α +m2
β

2
+

1

2

(
2pq +m2

α −m2
β

))

− 4

2pq +m2
α −m2

β

/h
ε,β,α
q

(
p− q

2

))
δ
(
p2 +

q2

4
−
m2

α +m2
β

2
− 1

2

(
2pq +m2

α −m2
β

))

− 2

2pq +m2
α −m2

β

ˆ 1

−1

((
/h
ε,α,β
−q

)∗(
p+

q

2

)
− /h

ε,β,α
q

(
p− q

2

))

× δ
(
p2 +

q2

4
−
m2

α +m2
β

2
+
τ

2

(
2pq +m2

α −m2
β

))
dτ

=
4

2pq +m2
α −m2

β

(
/h
ε,α,β
−q

)∗(
p+

q

2

)
δ

((
p+

q

2

)2
−m2

β

)

− 4

2pq +m2
α −m2

β

/h
ε,β,α
q

(
p− q

2

))
δ

((
p− q

2

)2
−m2

α

)

− 2

2pq +m2
α −m2

β

ˆ 1

−1

((
/h
ε,α,β
−q

)∗(
p+

q

2

)
− /h

ε,β,α
q

(
p− q

2

))

× δ

(
p2 +

q2

4
−
m2

α +m2
β

2
+
τ

2

(
2pq +m2

α −m2
β

))
dτ .

This gives the result. �

We remark that the appearance of line integral in (9.25) can be understood in analogy
to the light-cone expansion in momentum space as worked out in [8].

Applying this lemma, the poles have disappeared. On the other hand, a δ′-distribu-
tion supported on the lower mass shell arises. Its convolution withK0 can be computed
with the following modification of Theorem 9.3. For m2 ≥ 0 we define

T
[−1]
m2 (p) := −4 δ′(p2 −m2) Θ(−p0) . (9.27)

Theorem 9.5. Under the assumptions of Theorem 9.3 and assuming in addition
that V vanishes identically in a neighborhood of p = 0, the following mass cone expan-
sions hold for p0 = ω ≪ −ε−1,

ˆ

M̂
T
[−1]
m2 (k) V (k)K0(p− k) d4k

=
i

2π

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ ∞

0

1

α
(α− α2)n �nV |αp dα T [n]

m2/α
(p) + O

( 1

εω

)
(9.28)

ˆ

M̂
T
[−1]
m2 (k) V (k)K0(p− k) d4k

= − i

2π

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞

1

α
(α− α2)n �nV |αp dα T [n]

m2/|α|(p) (9.29)

+
(
decay in position space on the scale ℓmin

)
. (9.30)

The proof of this theorem is given in Appendix D on page 88.
When applying the method of Lemma 9.4 and Theorem 9.5 we must be careful for

two reasons:
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(a) The potential V (k) obtained as the line integral in (9.25) does not necessarily
need to vanish in a neighborhood of k = 0.

(b) Rewriting the argument of the δ- and δ′-distributions in Lemma 9.4 according
to

p2 +
q2

4
−
m2

α +m2
β

2
+
τ

2

(
2pq +m2

α −m2
β

)

=
(
p+

τ

2
q
)2

+
q2

4
−
m2

α +m2
β

2
+
τ

2

(
m2

α −m2
β

)
− τ2

4
q2

=
(
p+

τ

2
q
)2

−m2
eff

with the “effective mass” meff given by

m2
eff := −(1− τ2)

q2

4
+

1− τ

2
m2

α +
1 + τ

2
m2

β , (9.31)

this effective mass could be imaginary, in which case the mass cone expansion
cannot be applied.

These issues can be treated as follows. In order to deal with (a), assume that V (k)
does not vanish at k = 0. Then, in the case n = 0, the integrals in (9.28) and (9.29)
diverge at α = 0. This divergence can be removed by subtracting a counter term
supported at k = 0. This counter term changes the convolution integral by a term
which is proportional to K0(p) and thus already has the desired form of the mass
cone expansion. In order to treat (b), we distinguish two cases. If q is timelike (i.e.
if q2 > 0), then the poles in (7.2) and (7.3) lie on a spacelike hypersurface, which
intersects the mass shell only on a compact set (see the left of Figure 3). Therefore,
these poles can be treated by modifying V (k) near k = 0 as explained under (a). The
remaining potential is smooth, making it possible to apply Theorem 9.3 immediately
(without applying Lemma 9.4). In the remaining case that q is spacelike or lightlike
(i.e. q2 ≤ 0), one sees from (9.31) that the effective mass squared is non-negative,
making it possible to apply Theorem 9.5. We note that, in the case q2 < 0, the result
of Lemma 9.4 holds even for all p ∈ M̂ if the Heaviside functions in (9.25) and (9.26)
are replaced by Θ(−ω − τq0/2).

We remark that, as an alternative to the just-described procedure, one can also
expand the above formulas in a Taylor series in the momentum q and in the mass
parameters (i.e. in the parameters m, mα and meff). One advantage of this alternative
procedure is that the mass cone expansions of the resulting Taylor components can
also be used in the case m2

eff < 0, making it unnecessary to distinguish the cases q2 > 0
and q2 ≤ 0. Indeed, a Taylor expansion in the mass parameter corresponds precisely
to the light-cone expansion in momentum space (for details see [8]). Using that the
higher orders of the light-cone expansion vanish on the light cone, they drop out when
multiplying by δ(ξ2) ǫ(t) in Step (E1). Therefore, one can even work with a truncated
expansion. For clarity, we do not follow this alternative procedure in this paper2.

2We remark for clarity that, in our context, the error terms of the light cone expansion are of the
order

×

(

1 + O

(

(

|q0|+ |~q|
)

ℓmin

)

)

.

This error term can be computed exactly as in the proof of Theorem 9.3 in Appendix D on page 87.
For classical potentials, the error in the above expansion would be even much better, namely of the
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We conclude this section by identifying those contributions to the mass cone expan-
sion which correspond to the leading singularity of Pv on the light cone. As we shall
see, these contributions are closely related to the direction-dependent phase transfor-
mations in Definition 8.1. We begin with the case q2 > 0 in which, as just explained,
we can work directly with the mass cone expansion of Theorem 9.3. In this case, we
can treat δqP̂ and δ∗−qP̂ separately. We only consider δqP̂ , because the other term
can be treated similarly. We write the vectorial component of a summand in (7.2)
symbolically as

δqP̂ (p) ≍ /b (peff) T
[0]
m2(peff) e

εp0
eff (9.32)

with peff := p − q/2 (here and in what follows, the symbol “≍” again indicates that
we restrict attention to a specific contribution). Taking the convolution (9.10), we can
apply Theorem 9.3 as well as (7.5) to compute the leading contribution of the mass
cone expansion to be

ˆ

M̂
T
[0]
m2(k) e

εk0 /b(k)K0(p− k) d4k ≍ i

2π

ˆ ∞

0

/b (αp) eεαp
0

dα + O

( 1

εω

)

=
i

2π

ˆ ∞

0

α2ω Φ(~̂p ) /p

2αpq
eεαp

0

dα T
[1]
m2/α

(p) + O

( 1

εω

)

=
i

2π

ω

2pq
Φ(~̂p )

ˆ ∞

0
α/p e

εαp0 dα T
[1]
m2/α

(p) + O

( 1

εω

)

=
i

2π

1

2pq
Φ(~̂p )

/p

ε2ω
T
[1]
0 (p) + O

( 1

εω

)
(9.33)

and similarly

ˆ

M̂
T
[0]
m2(k) e

−εk0 /b (k)K0(p− k) d4k ≍ − i

2π

1

2pq
Φ(~̂p )

/p

ε2ω
T
[1]
0 (p) (9.34)

+
(
decay in position space on the scale ℓmin

)
,

to be evaluated at p = peff.
In the case q2 < 0, we first remove the poles by applying Lemma 9.4. There-

fore, our task is to compute the convolution of K0 with the integrands of both (9.25)
and (9.26). The integrand in (9.26) is of the same form as the right side in (9.32), but
now with peff = p+ τq/2; it can be treated exactly as explained above. It remains to
treat the integrand in (9.25). For a compact notation, we write it symbolically as

δε,α,βq P̂ (peff) +
(
δε,α,β−q P̂

)∗
(peff) ≍

1

4

ˆ 1

−1

/hτ (peff) T
[−1]

m2

eff

(peff) e
εp0

eff dτ

with peff = peff(τ) := p+ τq/2

order

×

(

1 + O

(

(

|q0|+ |~q|
)

ε
)

+ O
(

mε
)

)

.

This can be understood from the fact that the higher orders of the light-cone expansion vanish when
evaluated on the light cone. The reason for the worse error term in (9.62) comes from the p-derivatives
of the nonlocal potentials, as specified by (9.21).
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(and m2
eff is again the effective mass (9.31)). Applying Theorem 9.5 and again (7.5),

we obtain
ˆ

M̂
T
[−1]
m2 (k) eεk

0

/hτ (k)K0(p− k) d4k

≍ i

2π

ˆ ∞

0

1

α
/hτ (αp) e

εαp0 dα T
[0]
m2/α

(p) + O

( 1

εω

)

=
i

2π
ωΦ(~̂p )

ˆ ∞

0
α/p e

εαp0 dα T
[0]
m2/α

(p) + O

( 1

εω

)

=
i

2π
Φ(~̂p )

/p

ε2ω
T
[0]
0 (p) + O

( 1

εω

)
(9.35)

and similarly
ˆ

M̂
T
[−1]
m2 (k) e−εk0 /hτ (k)K0(p− k) d4k ≍ − i

2π
Φ(−~̂p ) /p

ε2ω
T
[0]
0 (p) (9.36)

+
(
decay in position space on the scale ℓmin

)
,

to be evaluated at p = peff(τ).
The connection between the contributions (9.33)–(9.36) and the direction-dependent

phases as computed in Section 8.1 is made as follows. We first point out that the con-
tributions (9.33)–(9.36) all involve factors 1/ε2 and thus diverge in the limit ε ց 0.
This divergence can be understood immediately from the fact that, multiplying the
contributions by the direction-dependent gauge phases (as stated in Definition 8.1)
by δ(ξ2)ǫ(t) in Step (E1), one gets singularities on the light cone of the form δ(ξ2)δ′(ξ2).
These singular terms are well-defined due to the ultraviolet regularization, but diverge
quadratically as ε ց 0. Combining this fact with the formula for the Fourier trans-
form (6.26), the contributions (9.33) and (9.34) correspond in position space precisely
to the term (8.4) (the factor 1/(p̂q) arises when carrying out the line integral in (8.4)

and using that, according to (6.26), ~̂ξ is to be replaced by ~̂p). The contributions (9.35)
and (9.36), on the other hand, describe both terms (8.4) and (8.5) combined. The
fact that (9.35) and (9.36) do not diverge as q → 0 corresponds to the fact that, as a
consequence of the causal compatibility conditions, the combination of (8.4) and (8.5)
no longer involves unbounded line integrals.

9.5. Compensating for the Direction-Dependent Phases. It remains to com-
pute the phase compensation function Gv introduced in Definition 8.1 in momentum
space. In view of (9.8) and (9.1), we need to compute the product in position space

CGv = Tr
(
/ξ (Gv)(ξ)

)
δ(ξ2) ǫ(t)

ηmin

t2
= iΛ̂(q, ξ) Tr

(
/ξ P (x, y)

)
δ(ξ2) ǫ(t)

ηmin(t)

t2
,

where Λ(x, y) describes the direction-dependent phase (6.18), and Λ̂(q, ξ) is given as
in (6.19) and (6.20). Clearly, we may take the products in arbitrary order. It is
preferable to proceed as follows:

(G0) Take the product

Λ̂(q, ξ) δ(ξ2) ǫ(t) .

(G1) Multiply the result of (G0) with the distribution P (x, y).

Then we proceed with Steps (E2) and (E3) on page 48.



58 F. FINSTER

We begin with Step (G0). Using (4.20), we thus consider the product

−4π2i Λ̂(q, ξ)K0(x, y) .

Since multiplication in position space corresponds to convolution in momentum space,
using the ansatz (6.21) and disregarding the plane waves (which merely describe a
translation in momentum space), we need to compute the convolution

−
(
Λ̂q ∗K0

)
(p) (9.37)

(again with K0(p) according to (9.11); see also (4.20)). The basic question is how

to choose the function Λ̂q. The most obvious choice would be to take the Fourier

transform of the function Λ̂q(ξ) introduced in Definition 8.1. But this is not the only
possible choice, because we have the freedom to modify this function according to (9.14)
or (9.16). Making use of this freedom, we can arrange that the convolution (9.37) can
be computed explicitly with a variant of the mass cone expansion. We first give the
construction and discuss the connection to Definition 8.1 afterward. In preparation, it
is useful to set

T
[−2]
m2 (p) := 16 δ′′(p2 −m2) Θ(−p0) . (9.38)

and

K
[n]
m2(p) :=

i

4π2

(
Tm2

[n]
(p)− T

[n]
m2(p)

)
for n ≥ −2 (9.39)

(with T
[n]
m2 and T

[n]
m2 as defined in (9.18), (9.19), (9.27), (9.38) and (9.20); note that the

notation (9.39) harmonizes with (9.11)). We make the general ansatz

Λ̂•(p) := K
[−s]
0 (p) g(p) with s = 1 or s = 2 . (9.40)

Before specifying g, we state a general mass cone expansion.

Theorem 9.6. Let ω0 be a parameter in the range

1

ℓmin
. ω0 .

1

ε
.

Moreover, let g ∈ C∞(M̂,C) be a smooth function which is supported on the scale ω0

in the sense that

g(p) = 0 unless
ω0

2
<
∣∣p0| < ω0 .

Moreover, we assume that g satisfies for a suitable constant c > 0 the bounds

sup
k∈M̂

∣∣Dng(k)
∣∣ ≤

(
c
ℓmin

ω0

)n
2

for all n ∈ N0 . (9.41)

Then for all s ∈ {1, 2} and all p ∈ M̂ with p0 ≪ −ω0 the following mass cone expansion
holds,

ˆ

M̂
K

[−s]
0 (k) g(k)K0(p − k) d4k

=
1

8π

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ ∞

−∞

1

αs
(α− α2)n �ng|αp dα T [n−s+1]

0 (p) (9.42)

+ O

(ω0

ω

)
+
(
decay in position space on the scale ℓmin

)
. (9.43)
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ω

η̂0(ω)

ω0

∼ 1

ω0

Figure 7. A typical choice of the cutoff function η̂0(ω).

The proof of this theorem is given in Appendix D on page 89.
We choose the function g as follows. We let η̂0 ∈ C∞(R) be a “smeared δ-

distribution” on the scale ω0, meaning that this function should vanish for large argu-
ments and in a neighborhood of the origin. More precisely, we assume that

supp η̂0 ⊂
[
− ω0,−

ω0

2

]
∪
[ω0

2
, ω0

]
. (9.44)

Moreover, this function should be symmetric, and its integral should be equal to one,

η̂0(−ω) = η̂0(ω) and

ˆ ω0

−ω0

η̂0(ω) dω = 1 .

Finally, we assume that its derivatives scale like

sup
ω

∣∣η̂(n)0 (ω)
∣∣ ≤

(
c

ω0

)n

for all n ∈ N

(where c is again the constant in (9.41)). A typical example of the function η̂0 is shown
in Figure 7.

Our next task is to choose the parameter s and the function g in (9.40) in such
a way that we can compensate for the contributions (9.33)–(9.34). To this end, two
different choices are of interest. The first choice is

s = −1 and g(p) =
2

π

ω2

2pq
η̂0(ω)Φ

(
− ǫ(ω) ~̂p

)
, (9.45)

where Φ is the direction-dependent phase function in (9.35) and (9.36). Following the

ansatz (6.21), we denote the resulting function by Λ̂q,

Λ̂q(p) := K
[−1]
0 (p)

2

π

ω2

2pq
η̂0(ω)Φ

(
− ǫ(ω) ~̂p

)
. (9.46)

Then the smoothness condition (9.41) leads us to impose that

sup
~̂p∈S2

∣∣DnΦ(~̂p )
∣∣ .

(
ω0 ℓmin

)n
2 (9.47)

(here the derivatives are computed in local coordinates on the sphere). In this case,
the summand for n = 0 in (9.42) is

(Λ̂q ∗K0)(p) ≍
1

8π

ˆ ∞

−∞

1

α
g|αp dα T [0]

0 (p) =
1

4π2
Φ(~̂p )

ω2

2pq

ˆ ∞

−∞
η̂0(αω) dα T

[0]
0 (p)

=
1

4π2
Φ(~̂p )

ω2

2pq

1

|ω| T
[0]
0 (p) =

1

4π2
1

2p̂q
Φ(~̂p ) T

[0]
0 (p) . (9.48)
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The second choice of interest is

s = −2 and g(p) =
2

π
ω2 η̂0(ω)Φ

(
− ǫ(ω) ~̂p

)
(9.49)

(where Φ is again the direction-dependent phase function in (9.35) and (9.36)). We

denote the resulting function by Λ̂τ ,

Λ̂τ (p) = K
[−2]
0 (p)

2

π
ω2 η̂0(ω)Φ

(
− ǫ(ω) ~̂p

)
. (9.50)

The smoothness condition (9.41) again means that (9.47) must hold. In this case, the
summand for n = 0 in (9.42) becomes

(Λ̂τ ∗K0)(p) ≍
1

8π

ˆ ∞

−∞

1

α2
g|αp dα T [−1]

0 (p) =
1

4π2
Φ(~̂p )ω2

ˆ ∞

−∞
η̂0(αω) dα T

[−1]
0 (p)

=
1

4π2
Φ(~̂p )ω2 1

|ω| T
[−1]
0 (p) = − 1

4π2
ωΦ(~̂p ) T

[−1]
0 (p) . (9.51)

These mass cone expansions conclude the computation in Step (G0).
In Step (G1) we need to take the convolution of the resulting mass cone expansion

with P̂ . This convolution can be computed by iterating the mass cone expansion with
the help of the following result.

Theorem 9.7. Let V ∈ C∞(M̂ ) be a smooth (possibly matrix-valued) function which
for a suitable constant c > 0 satisfies the bounds (9.21). Then, choosing p0 = ω ≪
−ε−1, for any r ≥ −1 the following mass cone expansions hold,

ˆ

M̂
T
[0]
m2(k) V (k) T

[r]
0 (p− k) d4k

= −2π
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ ∞

0
(1− α)r (α− α2)n �nV |αp dα T [n+r+1]

m2/α
(p) + O

( 1

εω

)
(9.52)

ˆ

M̂
T
[0]
m2(k) V (k) T

[r]
0 (p− k) d4k

= 2π

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
(1− α)r (α− α2)n �nV |αp dα T [n+r+1]

m2/|α| (p) (9.53)

+
(
decay in position space on the scale ℓmin

)
. (9.54)

The proof of this theorem is given in Appendix D on page 89.
We now go through the different cases and show that, by a suitable ansatz we can

indeed compensate for the leading contribution to the mass expansion as computed
in (9.33)–(9.36). For notational brevity, we omit the error terms, which are always of
the form

O

( 1

εω

)
+
(
decay in position space on the scale ℓmin

)
. (9.55)



THE LINEARIZED FIELD EQUATIONS IN MINKOWSKI SPACE 61

In order to compensate for (9.33) and (9.34), we take the choice (9.46). Applying
Theorem 9.6 together with (9.48), and then applying Theorem 9.7, we obtain

i
(
(Λ̂q ∗ P̂m) ∗K0

)
(p) = i

(
P̂m ∗ (Λ̂q ∗K0)

)
(p) (9.56)

=
i

4π2

ˆ

M̂
P̂m(k)

p0 − k0

2(p − k)q
Φ
(̂
~p− ~k

)
T
[0]
0 (p − k) d4k

=
i

4π2

ˆ

M̂
T
[0]
m2(k) (/k +m) eεk

0 p0 − k0

2(p − k)q
Φ
(̂
~p− ~k

)
T
[0]
0 (p− k) d4k

= − i

2π

1

2p̂q
Φ
(
~̂p
) ˆ ∞

0
(α/p +m) eεαω dα T

[1]
m2/α

(p)

= − i

2π

1

2p̂q
Φ
(
~̂p
) /p

ε2ω2
T
[1]
0 (p) =

i

2π

1

2pq
Φ
(
~̂p
) /p

ε2ω
T
[1]
0 (p) . (9.57)

This gives precisely (9.33) (note that the translation in momentum space p → peff =
p−q/2 is already taken into account by the plane wave in our ansatz (6.21)). Similarly,
again using the notation (9.6),

i
((

R(Λ̂q ∗ P̂m)
)
∗K0

)
(p) = i

((
(RΛ̂q) ∗ (RP̂m)

)
∗K0

)
(p)

= i
(
(RP̂m) ∗

(
(RΛ̂q) ∗K0

)
(p) = − i

2π

1

2pq
Φ(~̂p )

/p

ε2ω
T
[1]
0 (p) , (9.58)

giving agreement with (9.34)

In order to compensate for (9.35) and (9.36), for the function Λ̂(q, ξ) in (6.19) we
make the ansatz

Λ̂(q, ξ) =
1

4

ˆ 1

−1
Λτ (ξ) e

−iτ q

2
ξ .

We choose the Fourier transform of the function Λτ (ξ) according to (9.50). Applying
Theorem 9.6 together with (9.51), and then applying Theorem 9.7, we obtain

i
(
(Λ̂q ∗ P̂m) ∗K0

)
(p) = i

(
P̂m ∗ (Λ̂q ∗K0)

)
(p)

= − i

4π2

ˆ

M̂
P̂m(k) (p0 − k0) Φ

(̂
~p− ~k

)
T
[−1]
0 (p − k) d4k

=
i

4π2

ˆ

M̂
T
[0]
m2(k) (/k +m) eεk

0

(p0 − k0) Φ
(̂
~p− ~k

)
T
[−1]
0 (p − k) d4k

=
i

2π
ωΦ
(
~̂p
) ˆ ∞

0
(α/p+m) eεαω dα T

[0]
m2/α

(p)

=
i

2π
ωΦ
(
~̂p
) /p

ε2ω2
T
[0]
0 (p) =

i

2π
Φ
(
~̂p
) /p

ε2ω
T
[0]
0 (p) , (9.59)

giving (9.35). Similarly,

i
((

R(Λ̂q ∗ P̂m)
)
∗K0

)
(p) = − i

2π
Φ(−~̂p ) /p

ε2ω
T
[0]
0 (p) , (9.60)

being in agreement with (9.36).

9.6. Completing the Construction and Summary. In this section, we complete
the construction, obtaining to a systematic computational procedure for solving the
linearized field equations. For clarity, we begin with a brief summary of the previous
constructions. Given a retarded jet v ∈ Jret, the perturbation map P gives us a
variation of the kernel of the fermionic projector (see Definition 7.1). In order to
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evaluate the second variation of Seff in momentum space, we must compute Ĉ(Pv) (see
Proposition 9.2 and (9.1), (9.2)). To this end, we need to perform the computation
steps (E1), (E2) and (E3) on page 48 in momentum space. Step (E2) is a convolution
which removes all smooth contributions in momentum space (in the sense (9.16)).

The remaining non-smooth contributions can be computed with the help of the
mass cone expansion: In the case q2 > 0, we can apply Theorem 9.3. The leading
contribution to the resulting mass cone expansions is given by (9.33) and (9.34). In
the case q2 ≤ 0, on the other hand, we first remove the poles in momentum space
with the help of Lemma 9.4 and then perform the mass cone expansion by applying
Theorem 9.5. The leading contribution to the resulting mass cone expansion is given
by (9.35) and (9.36).

In the next step, we can compensate for these leading contributions to the mass cone
expansions by suitably chosen direction-dependent local phase transformations Gv. In
the case q2 > 0, this was accomplished by the ansatz (9.40) and (9.45), giving (9.57).
Likewise, in the case q2 ≤ 0, we choose the ansatz (9.40) and (9.49), giving (9.59).

The result of these construction is a mass cone expansion of the following structure.
In the case q2 > 0, we obtain a contribution of the form

(
K0 ∗

(
P(v)− G(v)

))
(p)

=
∑

±

1

ε2
1

peff q

∞∑

k=1

h±k (peff) T
[k+1]
• (peff) with peff := p± q

2
.

(9.61)

Here the functions hk,± are smooth on the hypersurface ω = ω. Moreover, the causal
compatibility conditions ensure that the two summands combine in such a way that
the total expression is regular in the limit q → 0. Likewise, in the case q2 ≤ 0, we
obtain (

K0 ∗
(
P(v)− G(v)

))
(p)

=
1

ε2

∞∑

k=1

ˆ 1

−1
hk,τ (peff) T

[k]
• (peff) dτ with peff := p+

τ

2
q ,

where the functions hk,τ are again smooth on the hypersurface ω = ω. Here it is
useful to transform the integrals such as to obtain an expansion which is again of the
form (9.61). To this end, we use the relation

T
[k]
•
(
p+

τ

2
q
)
= − 4

pq

d

dτ
T
[k+1]
•

(
p+

τ

2
q
)
, k ≥ 1

(which follows immediately from (9.19)) and integrate by parts. The boundary terms
are of the desired form as in (9.61). Proceeding iteratively, we obtain an expansion
of the form (9.61). For clarity, we point out that the factors 1/pq generated in this
procedure may lead to poles of the resulting functions h±k . But this is unproblematic
for the following construction steps (because these terms will not be differentiated).

Now we can perform the computation steps (E2) and (E3) (see page 48). This
gives rise to a mollification of each summand of the mass cone expansion (9.61) on the
scale 1/ℓmin. We thus obtain the expansion

Ĉ
(
P(v)− G(v)

)
(p) =

1

ε2

∑

±

∞∑

k=1

h±k

(
p± q

2

) ( η̂min(t)

t2
∗ T [k]

•

)(
p± q

2

)
(9.62)
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p

ξ

−ωmin
ℓmin

ϑ

ϑ

Figure 8. A homogeneous solution in momentum and position space.

with new functions h±k (which may have poles at the points p with pq = 0). The
next step is to compute the second variation of the causal action by using the above
formulas for Ĉ(P(v) − G(v)) in the formula of Proposition 9.2. It suffices to test with
variations P(u) where u ∈ Jret is a jet of the form as in Definition 7.1, but with poten-

tials gβ,αq which decay at infinity in the sense that their limit Φβ,α
q in (7.6) vanishes.

Then the corresponding phase compensation function Gu vanishes. Considering the
mass cone expansion of Theorem 9.3, one sees that there are enough degrees of freedom
to conclude that the mass cone expansion (9.62) of the perturbation must vanish to
every order on the mass cone, i.e.

h±k

(
− |ω|,

√
ω2 −m2 ~̂p

)
= 0 for all k ∈ N and ~̂p ∈ S2 .

This equation can be computed and evaluated iteratively order by order on the mass
cone. In this way, we can solve the linearized field equations in the continuum limit
explicitly order by order on the mass cone.

10. Construction of Homogeneous Solutions

As a specific application of the previous computational procedure, we now construct
homogeneous solutions of the linearized field equations. We choose a momentum trans-
fer which is not too large in the sense that

|q0|+ |~q| ≪ 1

ℓmin
.

Moreover, we choose a parameter ωmin in the range

π2

ℓmin
. ωmin ≤ 1

ε
. (10.1)

We choose an angle ϑ ∈ (0, π] as

ϑ =
1√

ℓmin ωmin
. (10.2)

Therefore, by choosing ωmin larger, this angle can be made smaller. Choosing ωmin =
1/ε, we obtain the minimal opening angle

ϑmin =

√
ε

ℓmin
.

Next, we choose a cutoff function η ∈ C∞
0 (M̂,R) which is equal to one on a cone of

opening angle ϑ on the mass shells intersected with the region ω < −ωmin (see the
dark shaded region on the left side of Figure 8). This cutoff function should go to
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zero outside this region. The transition region should be smooth in the sense that its
derivatives should scale like

∣∣Dpη(p)
∣∣ . 1(

ϑ (ωmin + |ω|)
)p =

(
ℓmin ωmin

)p

2

(ωmin + |ω|)p . (10.3)

We allow that this transition region extends to q = 0, as is indicated by the light gray
region in the plot in Figure 8. Finally, we choose Âq as a classical electromagnetic
potential of momentum q which satisfies the homogeneous Maxwell equations in the
Lorenz gauge, i.e.

qjÂj(q) = 0 = q2 Âj(q) . (10.4)

Moreover, in order for the potential to be real-valued in position space, we set

Â(−q) = Â(q)∗ .

Next, we choose the potentials gβ,αq in (7.2) as

gβ,αq

(
p− q

2

)
= −δβα

(
/p+

/q

2
+mβ

)
/̂A(q) η(p) . (10.5)

Theorem 10.1. The potential (10.5) describes a retarded jet v ∈ Jret (see Defini-
tion 7.1) with

Φβα
q (

~̂
k) = −δβα p̂jÂj(q) lim

λ→∞
η
(
λp̂
)
. (10.6)

Moreover, there is a jet verr ∈ Jret for which the limit in (7.5) vanishes, chosen such
that v + verr satisfies the linearized field equations.

Proof. Using the ansatz (10.5) in (7.5), a direct computation gives (10.6). Moreover,
one readily verifies that the causal compatibility conditions (7.7) and (7.8) are satisfied.
Therefore, the ansatz (7.5) indeed gives rise to a retarded jet v ∈ Jret.

The leading summand for n = 0 of the mass cone expansion can be analyzed exactly
as worked out in [13]. In particular, as a consequence of the homogeneous Maxwell
equations (10.4), the logarithmic poles of P (x, y) drop out of the linearized field equa-
tions (for details see [13, §3.7.1 and §4.4.3]). But we need to consider the higher orders
in the mass cone expansion. First, using (10.3), one sees that

∣∣∣∣�
ngβ,αq

(
p− q

2

)∣∣∣∣ .
(
ℓmin ωmin

)n
(
ωmin + |ω|

)2n ≤ ℓnmin

|ω|n , (10.7)

so that (9.21) is satisfied. Now the summands of the mass cone can be compensated
order by order by potentials of the form

δqP̂ (p) =

3∑

α,β=1

V β,α(p) P̂mα

(
p− q

2

)
, (10.8)

where V is matrix-valued and vanishes at infinity. This can be done abstractly by
applying the Fréchet-Riesz theorem to the sesquilinear form δ2Seff(ρ) in (8.7) (leaving
out the mapping G because V vanishes at infinity, so that we do not pick up direction-
dependent phases). An alternative and more computational method is to proceed
iteratively in orders of the mass-cone expansion as follows. In the order s of the
iteration, our task is to find a potential V such that in (9.22) (and similarly in (9.23))
the term of order n = s + 1 realizes a a prescribed asymptotic behavior for large |ω|,
whereas the terms of order n ≤ s decay faster in this asymptotics than the terms
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constructed in the previous iteration steps. Noting that the asymptotics for large |ω|
is given by

ˆ ∞

0
(α− α2)n �nV |αp dα =

ˆ ∞

0
αn �nV |αp dα+ O

( 1

εω

)

=
1

|ω|n+1

ˆ ∞

0
αn �nV |αp̂ dα+ O

( 1

εω

)
,

given a smooth function g on the unit sphere, we need to choose V such that
ˆ ∞

0
αn �nV |αp̂ dα =

{
g(~̂p) if n = s+ 1

0 if n ≤ s .
(10.9)

Inspecting this equation for any angular momentum mode, one sees that these relations
can indeed be satisfied by choosing the behavior of the potential V (k) near k = 0
appropriately (for more details see Remark 10.2 below).

Adding all these potentials gives verr. A scaling argument shows that the resulting
potential satisfies the bounds (9.21), proving convergence of the mass cone expansion.

�

In the next remark we explain in more detail how to choose the function V (k) in (10.9).

Remark 10.2. In order to solve (10.9), we can clearly consider each angular mo-
mentum mode l ∈ N0 separately. Moreover, in view of (10.8), the function V can be
chosen arbitrarily outside the mass cone (see also the explanation after the statement
of Theorem 9.3). Therefore, it is no loss of generality to take the ansatz

V (p) = f(ω) |~p|l Ylm(~̂p) (10.10)

with a smooth function f ∈ C∞
0 (R) and parameters r ∈ N and |m| ≤ l. Using that

the spherical harmonics are the harmonic homogeneous polynomials restricted to the
sphere, we know that

∆R3

(
|~p|l Ylm(~̂p) = 0

)
.

Hence
�nV (p) = f (2n)(ω) |~p|l Ylm(~̂p)

and thus
ˆ ∞

0
αn �nV |αp dα =

1

ω2n

ˆ ∞

0
αn

(
d2n

dα2n
f(αω)

)
αl |~p|l Ylm(~̂p) dα .

Now we integrate by parts iteratively in α. In the case n ≤ l, we do this 2n times to
obtain

ˆ ∞

0
αn �nV |αp̂ dα = |ω|n+1

ˆ ∞

0
αn �nV |αp dα

=
|~p|l Ylm(~̂p)

ωn−1
(−1)n+1 (n+ l)!

(l − n)!

ˆ ∞

0
αl−n f(αω) dα if n ≤ l . (10.11)

In the case n > l, we integrate by parts n+ l times. This gives
ˆ ∞

0
αn �nV |αp dα =

|~p|l Ylm(~̂p)

ω2n
(−1)n+l (n+ l)!

ˆ ∞

0

dn−l

dαn−l
f(αω) dα .

Integrating by parts once again, only the boundary term remains,
ˆ ∞

0
αn �nV |αp dα =

|~p|l Ylm(~̂p)

ω2n
(−1)n+l+1 (n + l)!

dn−l−1

dαn−l−1
f(αω)

∣∣∣
α=0

.
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Hence
ˆ ∞

0
αn �nV |αp̂ dα =

|~p|l Ylm(~̂p)

ωl
(−1)l (n+ l)! fn−l−1(0) if n > l . (10.12)

With the help of (10.11) and (10.12) one can solve the equations (10.9) explicitly. In
the case n > 0, this procedure determines the functions f only at the origin.

In order to avoid the above case distinction, it is a bit easier to consider instead
of (10.10) the ansatz

V (p) = f (l+1)(ω) |~p|l Ylm(~̂p) ,

again with f ∈ C∞
0 (R), r ∈ N and |m| ≤ l. Then

ˆ ∞

0
αn �nV |αp dα =

1

ω2n+l+1

ˆ ∞

0
αn

(
d2n+l+1

dα2n+l+1
f(αω)

)
αl |~p|l Ylm(~̂p) dα .

Iteratively integrating by parts n+ l + 1 times, we obtain
ˆ ∞

0
αn �nV |αp̂ dα = |ω|n+1

ˆ ∞

0
αn �nV |αp dα

=
|~p|l Ylm(~̂p)

ωn+l
(−1)l (n+ l)!

dn

dαn
f(αω)

∣∣∣
α=0

=
|~p|l Ylm(~̂p)

ωl
(−1)l (n+ l)! f (n)(0) . (10.13)

Apart from being simpler, this procedure has the advantage that it determines the
function f only at the origin. ♦

We now discuss the result of Theorem 10.1. We first note that the last inequality
in (10.7) is not optimal, which means that on the left side of Figure 8 one could
work with a cone whose opening angle gets smaller for large |ω| according to ϑ(ω) ≃
1/
√

|ω| ℓmin. However, this would not give anything new because, in view of linearity,
this “thinned cone” can also be realized with the potentials in Theorem 10.1 by taking
superpositions of potentials supported in thinner and thinner cones for larger and
larger values of ωmin. This is the reason why we preferred to state the theorem for
cones with a fixed opening angle ϑ. Following the consideration leading to (6.26),
the corresponding perturbation δP (x, y) is supported again in a cone with opening
angle ϑ, as is shown on the right side of Figure 8 (note that the behavior for |t| .
ℓmin is irrelevant because it drops out of the linearized field equations). With this in
mind, the homogeneous solutions constructed in Theorem 10.1 can be thought of as
an electromagnetic potential which does not couple to all wave functions in the same
way, but which couples only to the high-energy states in a cone of opening angle ϑ.
The coupling to the low-energy states is determined iteratively order by order in the
mass cone expansion. The resulting effective coupling is indicated by the light gray
region on the left of Figure 8.

We point out that the perturbations (10.8) used in order to treat the higher orders
of the mass cone expansion have no poles. Therefore, they are neither retarded nor
advanced. Instead, smoothness in momentum space means that these perturbations
are of short range in position space. In other words, they are non-propagating, but
instead they describe small local changes of P (x, y) needed in order to satisfy the
linearized field equations. The dynamical degrees of freedom, can be associated to
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direction-dependent gauge potentials of the form (10.5). In analogy to the electromag-
netic potential corresponding to local gauge freedom, the direction-dependent gauge
potentials correspond to the direction-dependent phase freedom (1.10).

We note that the ansatz (10.5) can be described as in Section 6.3 in terms of the

nonlocal vector potential /̂Aq

(
p− q

2

)
= − /̂A(q) η(p) .

The regularity assumption in momentum space (10.3) implies that the Fourier trans-
form of η decays in position space

on the length scale

√
ℓmin

ωmin
.

1

ℓmin
.

With this in mind, the nonlocality of the potential coincides with the microscopic
length scale ℓmin on which the formalism of the continuum limit applies.

The critical reader may wonder why in (10.5) the potential /̂A(q) was chosen indepen-
dent of the generation index. More generally, one could choose different a potential for
each generation. This would lead to relative phase transformations of the three Dirac
seas. As a consequence, the layer structure of the regularized Dirac sea configuration
as analyzed in detail in [11] would be changed. This suggests that such relative phase
transformations would violate the EL equations. This is the reason why we restricted
attention to joint phase transformations of all three Dirac seas.

We finally determine the number of the direction-dependent gauge fields. The scal-
ing behavior can be determined by choosing ϑ = ϑmin and counting how many disjoint
balls with this opening angle can be put on the unit sphere. This gives the scaling
behavior

N ≃ 4π

ϑ2min

≃ ℓmin

ε
. (10.14)

11. A Hierarchical Analysis Beyond the Continuum Limit

With the constructions in Sections 8 and 9 we obtained a systematic procedure
for solving the linearized field equations in the continuum limit. In the hierarchical
description of Section 5.3, this corresponds to solving the equations on the Hilbert
space (h(0), 〈., .〉(0)). As explained in general terms in Section 5.3, one can proceed

inductively by solving the equations on h(1), h(2) and h(3). Doing so gives more detailed
information on the solutions. This additional information is needed in particular for
the analysis of the dynamical wave equation (3.24). Namely, as observed in [27, 23],
the relevant kernel Q(x, y) in this equation is regular even in the limit ε ց 0 when
the regularization is removed. In the description in Section 5.3, this means that the
dynamical wave equation describes the solution on the Hilbert space (h(3), 〈., .〉(3)).

A systematic study of the hierarchical equations goes beyond the scope of the present
paper. But we explain how one can proceed in principle, pointing out how the analysis
in the continuum limit must be modified. Expanding the second variation according
to (5.6) in powers of ε, the singular contributions ∼ ε−2 and ∼ ε−1 are again supported
on the light cone. Therefore, they can be written in analogy to (4.18) and (4.19) again
in terms of the distribution K0(x, y), multiplied by corresponding scaling factors ε
and t. Again restricting attention to the contributions away from the origin (4.23),
similar to (4.24) and (4.25) we may again insert factors ηmin. Then we can proceed
in position space similar as in Section 8. Moreover, using again that distributions
supported on the light cone correspond to harmonic functions in momentum space,
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also all the methods in Section 9 apply. Therefore, the linearized field equations
on h(1) h(2) can again be analyzed explicitly similar as explained in Section 9.6.

However, the analysis of the linearized field equations on h(3) is quite different. In
this case, the second variations are regular as ε ց 0 (see again (5.6)). Consequently,
the corresponding kernels of the operators Q and δQ := (DQ|Ψ(δΨ)) in (3.10) need
not be supported on the light cone. On the contrary, as shown in [27] and [23], the
kernel Q(x, y) has relevant contributions away from the light cone. But we may again
restrict attention to the the contributions away from the origin (4.23). Despite these
differences, the methods in position space in Section 8 again apply. The only difference
is that the kernel in the second variations (8.7) will no longer be supported on the light
cone. In contrast, the procedure in momentum space in Section 9 cannot be used for
the analysis on h(3). The basic reason is that we no longer deal with harmonic functions
in momentum space. Consequently, it is no longer possible to evaluate the equations on
the Cauchy surface ω = ω. Instead, one must analyze the equations for all p ∈ M̂ . The
only simplification comes from the fact that, following (4.23) and using the equivalence
of (9.14) and (9.16), we may disregard smooth contributions in momentum space (in
the sense (9.16)). With this in mind, the mass cone expansion can still be used for
the computation of the phase compensation function Gv, albeit with improved error
terms. We proceed by stating and explaining a corresponding mass cone expansion
(Section 11.1). Then we conclude with a few remarks (Section 11.2).

11.1. Mass Cone Expansion of Direction-Dependent Local Phase Transfor-
mations. We now explain how the mass cone expansion can again be used for the
construction of the phase compensation function Gv. Compared to the procedure in
Section 9.5, there are the following major differences:

(i) Since we may no longer evaluate on the light cone, we are no longer allowed
to take the convolution with K0. Instead, we must first take the convolution
of Λ̂q with Pm. Thus, compared to (9.56), we must not first compute Λ̂q ∗ K0

and then take the convolution with P̂m, but our task is to compute the single
convolution Λ̂q ∗ P̂m.

(ii) Since δP is no longer necessarily contracted with ξ (as for example in (4.27)), it
is no longer sufficient to consider the vectorial component of δP and to contract
with ξ. Instead, all the matrix entries of δP (x, y) must be taken into account.

(iii) The error terms must be improved.

We now state a such-adapted version of the mass cone expansion. We consider again
the ansatz (9.40). For brevity, we restrict attention to the case (9.49), i.e. the func-

tion Λ̂τ given by (9.50). In order to obtain a compact statement, it is convenient to
expand the function Φ in spherical harmonics. By linearity, it suffices to consider one
angular mode, i.e.

Φ(~̂k ) = Ylm(~̂k )

with l ∈ N and m ∈ {−l, . . . , l}.
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Theorem 11.1. Choosing g as in (9.49), the following mass cone expansion holds for

all p ∈ M̂ ,
ˆ

M̂
P̂m(k) g(p − k)K

[−2]
0 (p − k) d4k (11.1)

= − i

π2
ωΦ(~̂p )

(
/p+m

)
eεω T

[−1]
[m2+O(ω0/ω)]

(p)

(
1 + O

(ω2
0

ω2

)
+ O

(
ε2ω2

0

))
(11.2)

+ O

(1 + l2

ω ω0

)
ω2 eεω T

[0]
[m2+O(ω0/ω)]

(p) (11.3)

+ O

( (1 + l2)2

ω2 ω2
0

)
ω2 eεω

(
1 + O

((1 + l2)2

ω2 ω2
0

p2
))

. (11.4)

The proof of this theorem is given in Appendix D on page 89.
Rewriting the convolution integral in (11.1) as
ˆ

M̂
P̂ (k)m g(p − k)K

[−2]
0 (p− k) d4k =

ˆ

M̂
T
[0]
m2(k) V (k)K

[−2]
0 (p− k) d4k (11.5)

with the potential

V (k) := (/k +m) eεk
0

g(p − k) , (11.6)

the above theorem can be regarded as a variant of Theorem 9.3 obtained by replacing
the factor K0 in (9.22) by K [−2]. Moreover, the leading summand (11.2) is obtained
in analogy to (9.22) by evaluating the line integral

i

2π

ˆ ∞

0

1

(1− α)2
V |αp dα T [n−1]

m2/α
(p) .

The main structural difference of Theorem 11.1 compared to Theorem 9.3 is that it
applies to all p ∈ M̂ , making it necessary to work with refined error terms.

11.2. Concluding Remarks and Outlook. We conclude with a few remarks. Our
analysis led to a systematic procedure for solving the linearized field equations in
Minkowski space in the continuum limit (Section 9.6). These methods and results
extend and improve the previous analysis in [10, 13]. We also gave a systematic
procedure for going beyond the continuum limit by proceeding hierarchically order by
order on the light cone (Section 5.3). However, for brevity this construction is not
carried out systematically in the present paper.

We now make a few remarks on how our results fit together with the computations
in [13, Chapter 3]. In [13, Section 3.7] the microlocal chiral transformation was used in
order to treat the logarithmic poles of P (x, y) on the light cone (see [13]). The iteration
scheme proposed in Section 9.6 should comprise this transformation in a more general
and systematic way. Likewise, we expect that this iteration scheme should reproduce
the form of the nonlocal potentials proposed in [13, Section 3.10]. From a general
point of view, all these methods and results seem to fit together. But the detailed
connections still need to be worked out.

The main open problem is to analyze the linearized field equations on h(3). Apart
from giving a more detailed understanding of the linearized dynamics of causal fermion
systems, this is an important point in view of current conservation: In the abstract
setting of causal fermion systems, current conservation is a consequence of the conser-
vation law for the commutator inner product (see [27, Section 5] or [23, Section 3]).
Therefore, it is a consequence of the linearized field equations. However, since the
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commutator inner product remains finite in the limit εց 0, its conservation law is to
be recovered from the linearized field equations on h(3). With this in mind, extend-
ing the methods of the present paper to h(3) is an important project for the future.
This will also build the bridge to the derivation of current conservation follows in the
context of the dynamical wave equation in [23].

As already mentioned in the introduction, the methods and results developed here
open the door to a detailed and explicit analysis of the dynamics of causal fermion sys-
tems in Minkowski space. As concrete applications, we plan to work out the resulting
dynamics of quantum fields [5] and collapse phenomena [33].

Appendix A. The Regularized Scalar Product in Position Space

In Section 4 regularized vacuum Dirac sea configurations were described by a distri-
bution P̂ in momentum space (see (4.12)). The underlying Hilbert space scalar product
was deduced from this distribution (see (4.9)). This procedure has the advantage that
perturbations of the system can be described conveniently by a perturbed distribution
(see (4.15)), without the need to worry about whether or how the scalar product is to
be perturbed. Clearly, in order to show that this procedure is sensible, it is impor-
tant to verify that, up to regularization effects, this scalar product coincides with the
usual scalar product on solutions of the Dirac equation. This appendix is devoted to
a detailed analysis of this point. Before entering the computations, we remark that,
without referring to the Dirac equation, the scalar product (4.9) can be identified with
the commutator inner product, which is time independent as a consequence of the EL
equations of the causal action principle (for details see [23]).

Combining (4.9) with (4.12), we obtain

〈f |g〉
Ĥ
= −

3∑

α=1

ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
≺f(p) |

(
/p+mα

)
g(p)≻ δ

(
p2 −m2

α

)
Θ(−ω) eεω . (A.1)

On the other hand, the physical wave functions corresponding to g are given by (4.10),
i.e. in position space

ψg(x) = −
ˆ

M̂

d4p

(2π)4
e−ipx (P̂ g)(p) =

3∑

α=1

ψg,α(x) ,

where ψg,α(x) is the wave function of the generation α,

ψg,α(x) := −
ˆ

M̂

(
/p+mα

)
g(p) δ

(
p2 −m2

α

)
Θ(−ω) eεω e−ipx d4p

(2π)4
. (A.2)

In the next lemma we compute the L2-scalar product of these wave functions.

Lemma A.1. The L2-scalar product of the physical wave functions is given by

(ψf,α|ψg,α) :=

ˆ

R3

≺ψf,α(t, ~x) | γ0 ψg,α(t, ~x)≻ d3x (A.3)

= − 1

2π

ˆ

R3

d4p

(2π)4
≺f(p) |

(
/p+mα

)
g(p)≻ δ

(
p2 −m2

α

)
Θ(−ω) e2εω . (A.4)

Proof. We first carry out the ω-integral in (A.2),

ψg,α(x) =

ˆ

R3

d3p

(2π)4
1

2ω

(
/p+mα

)
g(p) eεω e−ipx

∣∣∣∣
ω=−

√
|~p|2+m2

α

.
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Using this formula in (A.3) and applying Plancherel’s theorem, we obtain

(ψf,α|ψg,α) =

ˆ

R3

d3p

(2π)5
1

4ω2
≺
(
/p+mα

)
f(p) | γ0

(
/p+mα

)
g(p)≻ e2εω

∣∣∣∣
ω=−

√
|~p|2+m2

α

.

Evaluating on the mass shell, we know that /p (/p+mα) = mα (/p +mα). Therefore,

(
/p+mα

)
γ0
(
/p+mα

)
=

1

2mα

(
/p+mα

) {
/p, γ

0
} (
/p+mα

)

=
ω

mα

(
/p+mα

) (
/p+mα

)
= 2ω

(
/p+mα

)
.

Hence

(ψf,α|ψg,α) =

ˆ

R3

d3p

(2π)5
1

2ω
≺f(p) |

(
/p+mα

)
g(p)≻ e2εω

∣∣∣∣
ω=−

√
|~p|2+m2

α

.

This agrees with (A.4) if in the latter equation we carry out the ω-integral. �

We finally compare the scalar product in momentum space (A.1) with the L2-scalar
product on a Cauchy surface, again expressed in momentum space (A.4). After sum-
ming in (A.4) over the generation index, we get agreement with (A.1), up to a fac-
tor eεω/(2π). If no regularization is present, the scalar products agree up to an irrel-
evant numerical prefactor. With regularization, however, the factor eεω changes the
form of the scalar products for large energies. One way of dealing with this issue is to
absorb factors of eεω into the definition of the physical wave functions. Details of this
procedure can be found in [17, Section 4]. With the present knowledge, it seems con-
ceptually cleaner to take (A.1) as the definition of the underlying space scalar product.
This differs slightly from the L2-scalar product in position space (A.3). But this differ-
ence seems unproblematic in view of the fact that the scalar product can be expressed
independent of Dirac theory as a surface layer inner product, the commutator inner
product (for details see [23]).

Appendix B. An Explicit Convolution Integral

In this section we illustrate the statement of Theorem 9.3 by computing the convo-

lution integral on the left side of (9.22) in the special case V (k) = eεk
0

. We let K̂0 be
the fundamental solution of the massless Klein-Gordon equation in momentum space,
i.e.

K̂0(k) = δ(k2) ǫ(k0) .

We define the mass cone by

C := {p ∈ M̂ | p2 > 0} ;

it consist of the upper and lower mass cone defined by

C∨ := {p ∈ C | p0 > 0} and C∧ := {p ∈ C | p0 < 0} .
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Lemma B.1. For any b ≥ 0,

I(p) :=

ˆ

M̂
δ(k2 − b) Θ(−k0) eεk0 K̂0(p− k) d4k

=





π

2ε |~p | exp
{ε
2

(
(p0 − |~p |) + b

p0 − |~p |
)}

if p 6∈ C

π

2ε |~p |

(
exp

{ε
2

(
(p0 − |~p |) + b

p0 − |~p |
)}

− exp
{ε
2

(
(p0 + |~p |) + b

p0 + |~p |
)})

if p ∈ C∧

0 if p ∈ C∨ .

Proof. We proceed similar as in [19, Lemma 5.4]. We write the factor εk0 in a coordi-
nate independent form as ku with a future-directed timelike vector u. We begin with
the case p2 6∈ C. We choose a reference frame with

p = (0, x, 0, 0) with x > 0 ,

u = (α, β, 0, 0) with α2 − β2 = ε2 .

We set

a := p2 = −x2 < 0 .

Moreover, we choose cylindrical coordinates

k = (ω, ρ, r cosϕ, r sinϕ)

with ω, ρ ∈ R, r ≥ 0 and ϕ ∈ [0, 2π). Then

I(p) = 2π

ˆ 0

−∞
dω

ˆ ∞

−∞
dρ

ˆ ∞

0
r dr δ

(
ω2 − ρ2 − r2 − b

)
δ
(
ω2 − (ρ− x)2 − r2

)
eαω−βρ

= π

ˆ 0

−∞
dω

ˆ ∞

−∞
dρ Θ

(
ω2 − ρ2 − b

)
δ
(
2ρx− x2 + b

)
eαω−βρ

=
π

α

ˆ ∞

−∞
δ
(
2ρx− x2 + b

)
e−α

√
ρ2+b−βρ dρ

=
π

2αx
e−α

√
K2+b−βK with K :=

x2 − b

2x
.

This can be written in the shorter form

I(p) =
π

2αx
e−αxA−βxB ,

where A and B are computed by

K2 + b =
1

4x2
(
x4 − 2bx2 + b2 + 4bx2

)
=

1

4x2
(
x2 + b

)2
=

1

4x2
(
− a+ b

)2

A =

√
K2 + b

x
=

−a+ b

2x2
=
a− b

2a

B =
K

x
=

1

2x2
(
x2 − b

)
= − 1

2a

(
− a− b

)
=
a+ b

2a
.
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In order to transform back to the original reference frame where u = (ε, 0, 0, 0), we
write αx and βx invariantly and the re-express them in the original reference frame,

βx = −pu = −εp0

αx =
√
ε2 + β2 x =

√
−ε2p2 + (pu)2

=
√

−ε2
(
(p0)2 − |~p |2

)
+ ε2(p0)2 =

√
ε2 |~p |2 = ε |~p | .

We thus obtain

I(p) =
π

2ε |~p | exp
(
− ε |~p | a− b

2a
+ εp0

a+ b

2a

)

=
π

2ε |~p | exp

(
ε

2

(
p0 − |~p |

)
+
ε

2

(
p0 + |~p |

) b

p2

)

=
π

2ε |~p | exp

(
ε

2

(
p0 − |~p |

)
+
ε

2

b

p0 − |~p |

)
if p 6∈ C . (B.1)

This proves the lemma in the case p 6∈ C.
In order to treat the cases p ∈ C∨ and p ∈ C∧, we make use of the fact that K̂0, and

therefore also I, satisfies the wave equation momentum space, i.e.

�pI(p) = 0 .

Due to the uniqueness of solutions of the Cauchy problem with initial data on the
hyperplane p0 = 0, it suffices to extend the above formula (B.1) to a harmonic wave

on M̂ . The general spherically symmetric solution to the wave equation can be written
as

φ̂(p) :=
1

|~p |
(
g
(
p0 + |~p |

)
− g
(
p0 − |~p |

))
(B.2)

with an arbitrary function g on R. One way of verifying this formula is to write a
general spherically solution as a Fourier integral,

φ̂(p) =

ˆ

M
d4x δ(x2)

d4k

(2π)4
φ
(
t, |~x |

)
eipx .

Choosing polar coordinates (r, ϑ, ϕ) in space and carrying out the angular integrals
gives

φ̂(p) = 2π

ˆ ∞

−∞
dt

ˆ ∞

0
r2 dr

ˆ 1

−1
d cos ϑ φ(t, r) eip

0t−i|~p |r cos ϑ

=
2π

|~p |

ˆ ∞

−∞
dω

ˆ ∞

0
r dr φ(t, r) eip

0t
(
ei|~p |r − e−i|~p |r

)
,

which is of the desired form (B.2) with

g(z) = 2π

ˆ ∞

−∞
dω

ˆ ∞

0
r dr φ(t, r) eiz .

In order to write the function (B.1) in the form (B.2) we need to choose

g(z) = − π

2ε
Θ(−z) exp

{ε
2

(
z +

b

z

)}
.

Evaluating the harmonic function (B.2) for this choice of g gives the result. �
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We finally expand the formula in Lemma B.1 and explain how it is related to the
mass cone expansion in Theorem 9.3 (a somewhat different connection to the mass-
cone expansion will be made in Example C.13 below). First, in the massless case b = 0,
the formulas simplify to

I(p) =





− π

2ε |~p | exp
{ε
2
(p0 − |~p |)

}
if p 6∈ C

− π

2ε |~p |

(
exp

{ε
2
(p0 − |~p |)

}
− exp

{ε
2
(p0 + |~p |)

})
if p ∈ C∧

0 if p ∈ C∨ .

(B.3)

Expanding in powers of ε gives

I(p) =





− π

2ε |~p | if p 6∈ C

0 if p ∈ C

+





− π

4 |~p |
(
(p0 − |~p |) + b

p0 − |~p |
)

if p 6∈ C

π

2

(
1− b

p2

)
if p ∈ C∧

0 if p ∈ C∨

+ O(ε) .

In order to see the connection with the mass cone expansion (9.22) in Theorem 9.3,

we first note that the potential V (k) = eεk
0

clearly satisfies the bounds (9.21). Next,
choosing p0 = ω . −1/ε, the exponential factor exp( ε2 (p0 − |~p |) in (B.3) can be
absorbed into the error term in (9.3). We thus obtain

I(p) =





π

2ε |~p | exp
{ε
2
(p0 + |~p |)

}
if p ∈ C∧

0 if p ∈ C ∪ C∨
+ O

( 1

εω

)
.

Now expanding in powers of ε gives all the summands of the mass cone expan-
sion (9.22), as can be verified for any n by a straightforward computation carrying
out the integral in (9.22).

Appendix C. Light-Cone Expansions Involving Unbounded Line Integrals

Light-cone expansions involving unbounded line integrals were already derived and
studied in [10, Appendix F]. The method was based on a contour integral formula in
momentum space (see the proof of [10, Lemma F.3]). Unfortunately, this method does
not seem to extend to the more general operator products needed here. Moreover,
the light-cone expansion in [10, Lemma F.3] holds only up to smooth contributions.
Such smooth error terms are not good enough for our purposes. For these reasons, we
re-derive the light-cone expansions needed here systematically from the beginning. We
work in position space, generalizing a method developed in [8, Section 3] (see also [10,
Lemma 2.5.2] or [13, Lemma 2.2.2]).

A Green’s kernel of the Klein-Gordon equation Sa(x, y) is defined by the distribu-
tional identity

(−�x −m2) Sm2(x, y) = δ4(x− y) . (C.1)
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Since all our computations will involve only the mass squared, it is convenient to
set a := m2 ≥ 0. The corresponding integral operator is referred to as the Green’s
operator. For the following computations, we need different Green’s operators, which
will be denoted by different superscripts. For ease in notation, we shall omit these
superscripts in all formulas which are valid for all Green’s operators. The causal
Green’s operators have the kernels

S∨/∧
a (x, y) := lim

νց0

ˆ

d4p

(2π)4
1

p2 − a∓ iνp0
e−ip(x−y)

(here S∨
a is the advanced and S∧

a the retarded Green’s operator). The symmetric Green’s
operator S× is defined as the mean of the advanced and retarded Green’s operators,

S×
a :=

1

2

(
S∨
a + S∧

a

)
.

The corresponding kernel can be written as

S×
a (x, y) = − 1

4π
δ(ξ2) + Θ(ξ2)Ha(x, y) , (C.2)

where Ha is a smooth solution of the Klein-Gordon equation with the series expansion

Ha(x, y) =
a

16π

∞∑

j=0

(−1)j

j! (j + 1)!

aj ξ2j

4j
. (C.3)

Similarly, the retarded Green’s operators is given explicitly by

S∧
a (x, y) = − 1

2π
δ(ξ2) Θ(−ξ0) + 2 Θ(ξ2) Θ(−ξ0)Ha(x, y) (C.4)

= − 1

2π
δ(ξ2) Θ(−ξ0) + a

8π
Θ(ξ2) Θ(−ξ0) + O

(
a2
)
, (C.5)

whereas the advanced Green’s operator is obtained from this formula by the replace-
ment Θ(−ξ0) → Θ(ξ0). Finally, we introduce the spatial Green’s operator by

S⊲⊳
a = S×

a −Ha . (C.6)

According to (C.2), it vanishes in time-like directions. It has the expansion

S⊲⊳
a = − 1

2π
δ(ξ2)− a

16π
Θ(−ξ2) + O

(
a2
)
.

For the mass expansion we use the notation

S(l) :=

(
d

da

)l

Sa
∣∣
a=0

for l ∈ N0 .

We begin by stating the light-cone expansion as first derived in [8]; see also [13,
Lemma 2.2.2].

Lemma C.1. Let V ∈ C∞
0 (M,C). Assume that V vanishes in a neighborhood of

both x and y. Then for any l, r ∈ Z, the following light-cone expansions hold,
(
S∧,(l) V S∧,(r))(x, y)

=

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 1

0
αl (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα S∧,(n+l+r+1)(x, y) . (C.7)
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For the proof and a detailed explanation of this formula we refer to [13, §2.2.2].
Here we only point out that, writing the operator product as an integral,

(
S∧,(l) V S∧,(r))(x, y) =

ˆ

M
S∧,(l)(x, z) V (z) S∧,(r)(z, y) d4z ,

the integration range is compact (more precisely, it suffices to integrate over the causal
diamond generated by x and y). Likewise, on the right side of (C.7) only bounded line
integrals appear; these integrals can be understood as integrals along the line segment
joining x and y.

In what follows, we want to generalize Lemma C.1 to operator products where the
z-integration extends over an unbounded region of Minkowski space. Likewise, on the
right side unbounded line integrals will appear. In preparation, we derive computation
rules for the S(l), which generalize those used for the proof of [13, Lemma 2.2.2].
Differentiating (C.1) with respect to a and setting a = 0 gives

−�xS
(l)(x, y) = δl,0 δ

4(x− y) + l S(l−1)(x, y) for l ≥ 0 . (C.8)

(For l = 0, this formula does not seem to make sense because S(−1) is undefined.
However, the expression is meaningful if one keeps in mind that in this case the factor
l is zero, and thus the whole second summand vanishes. We shall use this conven-
tion throughout the following calculations.) In momentum space, the causal Green’s
operators have the form

Sa(p) =
1

p2 − a

with a suitable prescription for treating the pole (which we do not need to specify here).
Differentiating with respect to both p and a and comparing the resulting formulas, we
obtain the relation

∂

∂pk
Sa(p) = −2pk

d

da
Sa(p) .

Expanding in the mass parameter a gives

∂

∂pk
S(l)(p) = −2pk S

(l+1)(p) for l ≥ 0 . (C.9)

This formula also determines the derivatives of S(l) in position space; namely

∂

∂xk
S(l)(x, y) =

ˆ

d4p

(2π)4
S(l)(p) (−ipk) e−ip(x−y)

(C.9)
=

i

2

ˆ

d4p

(2π)4
∂

∂pk
S(l−1)(p) e−ip(x−y) = − i

2

ˆ

d4p

(2π)4
S(l−1)(p)

∂

∂pk
e−ip(x−y)

=
1

2
ξk S

(l−1)(x, y) for l ≥ 1 . (C.10)

Recall that we derived this formula for the causal Green’s operators. But this formula
also holds for the Green’s operator S⊲⊳

a , as one sees directly from (C.3), (C.6) and the
computation

∂

∂xk
d

da

∞∑

j=0

(−1)j

j! (j + 1)!

aj+1 ξ2j

4j

=
∞∑

j=0

(−1)j

j! (j + 1)!
(j + 1)

(
− 2j ξk

) aj ξ2j−2

4j
=

1

2
ξk

∞∑

j=0

(−1)j

j! (j + 1)!

aj+1 ξ2j

4j
.
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x

y z

t0

suppV

Figure 9. The corresponding Cauchy problem.

We iterate (C.10) to calculate the Laplacian,

−�xS
(l)(x, y) = −1

2

∂

∂xk

(
(y − x)k S(l−1)(x, y)

)

= 2 S(l−1)(x, y) +
1

4
(y − x)2 S(l−2)(x, y) for l ≥ 2 .

After comparing with (C.8), we conclude that

(y − x)2 S(l)(x, y) = −4l S(l+1)(x, y) for l ≥ 0 . (C.11)

Finally, S(l)(x, y) is a function of (y − x) only, which implies that

∂

∂xk
S(l)(x, y) = − ∂

∂yk
S(l)(x, y) for l ≥ 0 . (C.12)

We now derive our first light-cone expansion which involves unbounded line integrals.

Lemma C.2. Let V ∈ C∞
0 (M,C). Then for any l ∈ N0 and

x, y ∈M with x0 < y0 ,

the operator product S∧,(l) V S∨
0 has the light-cone expansion

(
S∧,(l) V S∨

0

)
(x, y)

= −2
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα S⊲⊳,(n+l+1)(x, y) . (C.13)

Proof. Following the method of proof of [13, Lemma 2.2.2], we want to show that,
choosing a fixed y and viewing both sides of (C.13) as functions of x, both of these
functions are solutions of the inhomogeneous wave equation with the same inhomo-
geneity and the same initial data. Then the result follows from the uniqueness of
solutions of the Cauchy problem. In order to determine the Cauchy surface, we denote
the operator product on the left side of (C.13) by

F (x) :=
(
S∧,(l) V S∨

0

)
(x, y) =

ˆ

M
S∧,(l)(x, z) V (z) S∨

0 (z, y) d
4z .

This operator product vanishes if x lies in the past of a surface {t = t0} which lies to the
past of the support of V (see Figure 9). Likewise, the right hand side of (C.13) vanishes
for x in the past of the surface {t = t0}, because in this case the argument αy+(1−α)x
of the line integrals also lies in the past of this surface. Therefore, both sides of (C.13)
vanish in a neighborhood of the Cauchy surface {t = t0}.

It remains to apply the wave operator to both sides of (C.13). Since this computation
is quite similar to that in the proof of [13, Lemma 2.2.2], we only outline the main
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steps and results. On the left side of (C.13), we compute the Laplacian with the help
of (C.8),

−�x(S
∧,(l) V S∨

0 )(x, y) = δl,0 V (x) S∨
0 (x, y) + l (S∧,(l−1) V S∨

0 )(x, y) . (C.14)

The Laplacian of the integral on the right side of (C.13), on the other hand, can be
computed with the help of (C.10) and (C.8),

−�x

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (α− α2)n (�nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα S

⊲⊳,(n+l+1)(x, y)

= −
ˆ 0

−∞
αl (1− α)2 (α− α2)n (�n+1V )|αy+(1−α)x dα S

⊲⊳,(n+l+1)(x, y)

−
ˆ 0

−∞
αl (1− α) (α− α2)n (∂k�

nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα (y − x)k S⊲⊳,(n+l)(x, y)

+ (n + l + 1)

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (α− α2)n (�nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα S

⊲⊳,(n+l)(x, y) .

In the second summand, we rewrite the partial derivative as a derivative with respect
to α,

(y − x)k(∂k�
nV )|αy+(1−α)x =

d

dα
(�nV )|αy+(1−α)x ,

and integrate by parts. A straightforward computation yields

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (1− α) (α− α2)n (∂k�

nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα (y − x)k

= δn,0 δl,0 V (x)− n

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (1− α)2 (α− α2)n−1 (�nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα

+ (n+ l + 1)

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (α− α2)n (�nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα

− l

ˆ 0

−∞
αl−1 (α− α2)n (�nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα .

We substitute back into the original equation to obtain

−�x

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (α− α2)n (�nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα S

⊲⊳,(n+l+1)(x, y)

= −δn,0 δl,0 V (x) S⊲⊳
0 (x, y)

+ l

ˆ 0

−∞
αl−1 (α− α2)n (�nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα S

⊲⊳,(n+l)(x, y)

−
ˆ 0

−∞
αl (1− α)2 (α− α2)n (�n+1V )|αy+(1−α)x dα S

⊲⊳,(n+l+1)(x, y)

+ n

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (1− α)2 (α− α2)n−1 (�nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα S

⊲⊳,(n+l)(x, y) .
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After dividing by n! and summing over n, the last two summands are telescopic and
cancel each other. We thus obtain

−�x

(
− 2

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (α− α2)n (�nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα S

⊲⊳,(n+l+1)(x, y)

)

= δl,0 V (x) 2S⊲⊳
0 (x, y)

+ l

(
− 2

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
αl−1 (α− α2)n (�nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα S

⊲⊳,(n+l)(x, y)

)
. (C.15)

We now compare the formulas (C.14) and (C.15) for the Laplacian of both sides of
(C.13). Using that

S∨
0 (x, y) = 2S⊲⊳

0 (x, y) for x0 ≤ y0 , (C.16)

these formulas coincide if l = 0, proving (C.13) in this case. Proceeding inductively
in l, one sees that (C.14) and (C.15) coincide for all l. This concludes the proof. �

Before going on, we point out that this lemma does not extend to the more general
operator products

S∧,(l) V S∨,(r) for r ∈ N0 .

The reason is that the identity (C.16) does not hold in the case r > 0,

S∨,(r)(x, y) 6= 2S⊲⊳,(r)(x, y) ,

simply because the left side is supported in timelike directions, whereas the right side
is supported for spacelike directions. One gets equality only in the case r = 0, when
both sides are supported on the light cone. One way to deal with this problem is to
work with smooth error terms, as worked out in [10, Lemma F.3]. Alternatively, as a
method for improving on these error terms, one can work with light-cone expansions
which involve the Green’s operator S⊲⊳

a and its mass derivatives:

Lemma C.3. Let V ∈ C∞
0 (M,C). Then for any l, r ∈ N0 and

x, y ∈M with x0 < y0 ,

the operator product S∧,(l) V S⊲⊳,(r) has the light-cone expansion

(
S∧,(l) V S⊲⊳,(r)

)
(x, y) = −

∞∑

n=0

1

n!
S⊲⊳,(n+l+r+1)(x, y)

×
ˆ 0

−∞
αl (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα . (C.17)

Proof. Exactly as explained in the proof of Lemma C.2, both sides of (C.17) vanish
in a neighborhood of a Cauchy surface t = t0 lying in the past of the support of V .
Therefore, it remains to show that both sides satisfy the same inhomogeneous wave
equation. On the left side, we compute the Laplacian again with the help of (C.8),

−�x

(
S∧,(l) V S⊲⊳,(r)

)
(x, y) = δl,0 V (x) S⊲⊳,(r)(x, y) + l (S∧,(l−1) V S

⊲⊳,(r)
0 )(x, y) .
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x x

y

y

z = αy + (1− α)x

z

Figure 10. Unbounded line integrals (gray) extending to the past.

On the right side, on the other hand, one can follow the computation in the proof of
Lemma C.2 to obtain in analogy to (C.15) the identities

−�x

( ∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (α− α2)n (1− α)r (�nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα S

⊲⊳,(n+l+r+1)(x, y)

)

= −δl,0 V (x) S
⊲⊳,(r)
0 (x, y)

+ l

( ∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
αl−1 (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )|αy+(1−α)x dα S

⊲⊳,(n+l+r)(x, y)

)
.

Comparing these formulas and proceeding inductively for increasing l gives the result.
�

If in (C.13) we choose l = 0, we can take the adjoint to obtain a light-cone expansion
also in the case x0 > y0. We thus obtain the following result.

Corollary C.4. Let V ∈ C∞
0 (M,C). Then the operator product S∧

0 V S∨
0 has the

light-cone expansion

(
S∧
0 V S∨

0

)
(x, y) = −2

∞∑

n=0

1

n!
S⊲⊳,(n+1)(x, y)

×





ˆ 0

−∞
(α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα if x0 ≤ y0

ˆ ∞

1
(α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα if x0 > y0 .

(C.18)

We remark for clarity that the distinction between the two cases in (C.18) ensures that
the argument αy+(1−α)x of the unbounded line integrals extends to the distant past;
see Figure 10.

The next step is to extend the formula of Corollary C.4 to the operator products

(
S∧,(l) V S∨,(r))(x, y) for l, r ≤ 0

for negative values of the superscripts l and r. To this end, it is most convenient to
introduce a real parameter ν which deforms the light cone to a hyperbola.
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Definition C.5. Given parameters a > 0 and ν ∈ R, we define the distributions

Ha,[ν](x, y) :=
a

16π

∞∑

j=0

(−1)j

j! (j + 1)!

aj

4j
(
ξ2 − ν

)j
(C.19)

S×
a,[ν](x, y) := − 1

4π
δ(ξ2 − ν) + Θ(ξ2 − ν)Ha,[ν](x, y) (C.20)

S∨
a,[ν](x, y) := 2S×

a,[ν](x, y) Θ(ξ0) (C.21)

S∧
a,[ν](x, y) := 2S×

a,[ν](x, y) Θ(−ξ0) (C.22)

S⊲⊳
a,[ν](x, y) := S×

a,[ν](x, y) −Ha,[ν](x, y) (C.23)

= − 1

4π
δ(ξ2 − ν)−Θ(−ξ2 + ν)Ha,[ν](x, y) . (C.24)

If the parameter a is set to zero, we omit the subscript a.

Setting ν = 0, we get back the earlier formulas (C.3), (C.2), (C.4) and (C.6). We
also note that, although these definitions work any ν ∈ R, the sign of ν changes the
structure of the formulas. Indeed, the distribution S×

a,[ν] is supported inside the mass

cone iff ν ≥ 0. Consequently, the distributions S∨
a,[ν] and S

∧
a,[ν] are Lorentz invariant iff

ν ≥ 0. As we shall see, our resulting formulas will involve S×
a,[ν], S

∨
a,[ν] and S

∧
a,[ν] only

for ν ≥ 0, whereas S⊲⊳
a,[ν] will enter only for ν ≤ 0.

The main purpose of the parameter ν is that it allows us to introduce negative
superscripts by differentiating with respect to it. In order to explain how this comes
about, we applying (C.10) for l = 0 gives

∂

∂xk
S(0)(x, y) =

1

2
ξk S

(−1)(x, y) (C.25)

On the other hand, differentiating (C.21), we obtain for the retarded Green’s operator

∂

∂xk
S∨
[ν](x, y) = − 1

2π
δ′
(
ξ2 − ν

)
Θ
(
ξ0
)
(−2ξk) = 2ξk

d

dν
S∨
[ν](x, y) .

Comparing with (C.25), we find that

S∨,(−1)(x, y) = 4
d

dν
S∨
[ν](x, y)

∣∣
ν=0

.

Iterating this method leads us to define S∨,(−p) by

S∨,(−p)(x, y) :=
(
4
d

dν

)p
S∨
[ν](x, y)

∣∣∣
ν=0

. (C.26)

We use this method for all the other Green’s operators as well.

Definition C.6. For any p ≥ 0, we define

H
(p)
a,[ν] := ∂paHa,[ν] (C.27)

H
(−p)
a,[ν] :=

(
4∂ν
)p
Ha,[ν] , (C.28)

and similarly for all the other distributions introduced in Definition C.5.

In order for this definition to be sensible, it is crucial that the two operations
in (C.27) and (C.28) are inverses of each other, as is made precise in the following
lemma.
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Lemma C.7. All the distributions introduced in Definition C.5 satisfy the functional
equation

4∂a∂νGa,[ν] = Ga,[ν] .

Proof. For the distribution Ha,[ν] the functional equation follows directly from the
series representation (C.19),

∂a∂νHa,[ν](x, y) =
a

16π

∞∑

j=1

(−1)j

j! (j + 1)!
(j + 1)(−j) a

j−1

4j
(
ξ2 − ν

)j−1

=
a

16π

∞∑

j=0

(−1)j

j! (j + 1)!

aj−1

4 · 4j
(
ξ2 − ν

)j
=

1

4
Ha,[ν](x, y) (C.29)

(in the last line we performed an index shift j → j+1). For the distribution S×
a,[ν], we

proceed as follows,

∂a∂νS
×
a,[ν](x, y) = ∂a∂ν

(
Θ(ξ2 − ν)Ha,[ν](x, y)

)

= Θ(ξ2 − ν) ∂a∂νHa,[ν](x, y) +
(
∂νΘ(ξ2 − ν)

)
∂aHa,[ν](x, y) .

In the first summand, we can use (C.29). We thus obtain

∂a∂νS
×
a,[ν]

(x, y) =
1

4
Θ(ξ2 − ν) ∂a∂νHa,[ν](x, y)− δ(ξ2 − ν) ∂aHa,[ν](x, y) . (C.30)

The last summand can be computed further using again the series (C.19). Indeed,
evaluating for ξ2 = ν, only the summand for j = 0 contributes. We thus obtain

δ(ξ2 − ν) ∂aHa,[ν](x, y) = δ(ξ2 − ν)
1

16π
.

Using this relation in (C.30) and comparing with (C.20), we obtain precisely S×
a,[∋]/4.

For the distributions S∨
a,[ν] and S

∧
a,[ν] one argues similarly, noting that the Heaviside

functions Θ(±ξ0) are not differentiated. Finally, for S⊲⊳
a,[ν](x, y) we use (C.23) and

apply the functional relations for S×
a,[ν] and Ha,[ν]. �

As a consequence of this lemma, all the computation rules for the Green’s operators
used previously (see (C.9), (C.11) and (C.12)) hold for any l ∈ Z.

After these preparations, we can derive a light-cone expansion involving negative
indices l and r.

Lemma C.8. Let V ∈ C∞
0 (M,C). Assume that V vanishes in a neighborhood of both x

and y. Then for any l, r ≤ 0, the operator product S∧,(l) V S∨,(r) has the light-cone
expansion

(
S∧,(l) V S∨,(r))(x, y) = −2

∞∑

n=0

1

n!
S⊲⊳,(n+l+r+1)(x, y)

×





ˆ 0

−∞
αl (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα if x0 ≤ y0

ˆ ∞

1
αl (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα if x0 > y0 .
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Proof. By symmetry, it suffices to consider the case x0 < y0. We begin with the
case l < 0 and r = 0. In this case, we proceed inductively for decreasing l, beginning
with l = 0. Then the induction hypothesis l = 0 holds in view of Lemma C.2. Thus
assume that the formula holds for given l, i.e.
(
S∧,(l) V S∨,(r))(x, y)

= −2

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα S⊲⊳,(n+l+1)(x, y) . (C.31)

Taking the partial derivative in the variable x and using (C.10), we obtain

∂

∂xk
(
S∧,(l) V S∨,(r))(x, y) = 1

2

(
S∧,(l−1) Wk S

∨,(r))(x, y)

with
Wk(z) := (z − x)k V (z) .

On the other hand, differentiating the right side of (C.31) with the chain rule and
again applying (C.10), we obtain

∂

∂xk

( ∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα S⊲⊳,(n+l+1)(x, y)

)

=
1

2

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
αl−1 (1− α)r (α− α2)n (z − x)k(�

nV )
∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα S⊲⊳,(n+l)(x, y)

+

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (1− α)r+1 (α − α2)n (∂k�

nV )
∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα S⊲⊳,(n+l+1)(x, y)

=
1

2

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
αl−1 (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nWk)

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα S⊲⊳,(n+l)(x, y)

−
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
αl−1 (1− α)r (α − α2)n n (∂k�

n−1V )
∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα S⊲⊳,(n+l)(x, y)

+

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
αl (1− α)r+1 (α − α2)n (∂k�

nV )
∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα S⊲⊳,(n+l+1)(x, y) .

After performing an index shift, the last two series cancel each other. We thus ob-
tain (C.31) with l replaced by l − 1 and V replaced by Wk.

The induction for decreasing values of r works similarly. �

The method of proof of the previous lemma can also be used in order to extend the
light-cone expansion of Lemma C.1 to arguments l, r ∈ Z:

Lemma C.9. Let V ∈ C∞
0 (M,C). Assume that V vanishes in a neighborhood of

both x and y. Then for any l, r ∈ Z, the following light-cone expansions hold,
(
S∧,(l) V S∧,(r))(x, y)

=
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 1

0
αl (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα S∧,(n+l+r+1)(x, y) .

Proof. For l, r ∈ N0, we obtain the statement of Lemma C.1. The cases l < 0 and r < 0
can be derived inductively, exactly as explained in the proof of Lemma C.8 above. �



84 F. FINSTER

We finally turn attention to light-cone expansions of operator products which involve
the causal fundamental solution, being defined (up to a prefactor) as the difference of
the advanced and retarded Green’s operators. More precisely, we set

K[ν] =
1

2πi

(
S∨
[ν] − S∧

[ν]

)
(C.32)

and

K(−p)(x, y) :=
(
4
d

dν

)p
K[ν](x, y)

∣∣∣
ν=0

. (C.33)

Proposition C.10. Let V ∈ C∞
0 (M,C). Assume that V vanishes in a neighborhood

of both x and y. Then for any l, r ≤ 0, the operator product S∧,(l) V K(r) has the
light-cone expansion

2πi
(
S∧,(l) V K(r)

)
(x, y)

= −2
∞∑

n=0

1

n!
S⊲⊳,(n+l+r+1)(x, y)

×





ˆ 0

−∞
αl (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα if x0 ≤ y0

ˆ ∞

1
αl (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα if x0 > y0

−
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 1

0
αl (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα S∧,(n+l+r+1)(x, y) .

Proof. Using the relation

K(r) =
1

2πi

(
S∨,(r) − S∧,(r)) ,

we obtain

(
S∧,(l) V K(r)

)
(x, y) =

1

2πi

(
S∧,(l) V S∨,(r) − S∧,(l) V S∧,(r))(x, y) .

To each summand, we can apply either Lemma C.8 or Lemma C.9. This gives the
result. �

Corollary C.11. Under the assumptions of Proposition C.10, for any l, r ≤ 0, the
operator product K(l) V K(r) has the light-cone expansion

−2π2
(
K(l) V K(r)

)
(x, y)

=

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ ∞

−∞
αl (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα S⊲⊳,(n+l+r+1)(x, y)

+
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 1

0
αl (1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

dα H(n+l+r+1)(x, y) .

Proof. Applying a time reflection, the result of Proposition C.10 gives a corresponding
light cone expansion for the operator product S∨,(l) V K(r). Subtracting the resulting
formulas and applying (C.32) and (C.33) gives the result. �
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We now state our main result. The novel feature compared to the previous expansion
is that the sum over the index l is re-summed to obtain the distributions introduced
in Definition C.5. It turns out that, after this re-summation, the light cone expansion
holds even for potentials V which do not vanish at the spacetime point x.

Proposition C.12. Let V ∈ C∞
0 (M,C), ν ∈ R+

0 and r ≤ 0. In the case r < 0,
we assume that V vanishes in a neighborhood of the point y ∈ M . Then the ker-
nel (S∧

[ν] V K(r))(x, y) has the light-cone expansion

2πi
(
S∧
[ν] V K(r)

)
(x, y)

= −2
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

×





ˆ 0

−∞
(1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

S
⊲⊳,(n+r+1)
[ν/α] (x, y) dα if x0 ≤ y0

ˆ ∞

1
(1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

S
⊲⊳,(n+r+1)
[ν/α] (x, y) dα if x0 > y0

−
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 1

0
(1− α)r (α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

S
∧,(n+r+1)
[ν/α] (x, y) dα .

Proof. We first consider the case that V vanishes in a neighborhood of both x and y.
Then, using (C.26) we obtain

(
S∧
[ν] V K(r)

)
(x, y) =

∞∑

ℓ=0

1

ℓ!

(
ν

4

)ℓ (
S∧,(−ℓ) V K(r)

)
(x, y) .

To each summand we apply the expansion of Proposition C.10. Finally, we carry out
the ℓ-sum explicitly using (C.26) to obtain the desired light-cone expansion.

It remains to extend the expansion to the cases that V does not vanish at x and
possibly at y. If r = 0, all the line integrals are bounded at α = 1. Therefore, the
condition V (y) = 0 can be removed by approximation.

The argument to remove the condition V (x) = 0 is a bit more involved. We may
assume that ν > 0, because in the case ν = 0 all the integrals are regular at α =

0. We consider the individual terms after each other. For the summands S
∧,(n)
[ν/α] we

know that α > 0, so that the lower argument ν/α is strictly positive. Therefore, the
Heaviside function Θ(ξ2 − ν) in (C.22) and (C.20) cuts out a region near the light

cone. As a consequence, S
∧,(n)
[ν/α] vanishes for small α. For the factors S

⊲⊳,(n)
[ν/α] , on the

other hand α is either bounded away from zero or is negative. In the latter case, ν/α is
strictly negative. Therefore, the Heaviside function Θ(ξ2 − ν) in (C.24) again cuts out

a region near the light cone, implying that the S
⊲⊳,(n)
[ν/α] again vanishes for small α < 0.

For this reason, the integrands stay regular if we remove the condition V (x) = 0 by
approximation. �

In order to illustrate this result, we finally apply it to a convolution integral similar
to that in in Lemma B.1.

Example C.13. We choose the potential V in Proposition C.12 as an exponential,

V (z) = eεz
0

.
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Moreover, we choose x = 0 and r = 1. We thus obtain

2πi
(
S∧
[ν] V K0

)
(0, y)

= −2

∞∑

n=0

1

n!
×





ˆ 0

−∞
(α− α2)n ε2n eεαt S

⊲⊳,(n+1)
[ν/α] (0, y) dα if t ≥ 0

ˆ ∞

1
(α− α2)n ε2n eεαt S

⊲⊳,(n+1)
[ν/α] (0, y) dα if t < 0

(C.34)

−
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 1

0
(α− α2)n ε2n eεαt S

∧,(n+1)
[ν/α] (0, y) dα , (C.35)

where we again set t = ξ0. Let us compute the leading contribution for small ε.
Clearly, the convolution integral vanishes if ξ lies inside the future light cone. If ξ is in
the past light cone, bounded line integral appears, making it possible to choose ε = 0.
We thus obtain the contribution

−
ˆ 1

0
S
∧,(1)
[ν/α](0, y) dα = −2

ˆ 1

0
Θ
(
ξ2 − ν

α

)
H

(1)
[ν/α](0, y) dα

= − 1

8π

ˆ 1

0
Θ
(
ξ2 − ν

α

)
dα = − 1

8π

(
1− ν

ξ2

)

(where we used (C.22), (C.20) and (C.19)). In order to compare with the formula in
Lemma B.1, we note that, the corresponding contribution for p ∈ C∨ has the leading
form for small ε

π

4 |~p|
(
− 2 |~p|+ b

p2
2 |~p|

)
= −π

2

(
1− b

p2

)
.

We thus get agreement by the obvious replacements ξ → p, ν → b, keeping in mind
that the prefactors for the Green’s operators and K (see (C.22), (C.20) and (C.32))
give an overall relative factor of 4π2.

If ξ is spacelike, the computation is more subtle, because the factor eεαt is needed
for convergence. Moreover, computing the unbounded line integrals by iterative inte-
gration by parts yields factors of ε, making the power counting in ε non-trivial. For
this reason, for simplicity we only consider the leading contribution on the light cone,
i.e. the summand n = 0. Then, if ξ is spacelike and t < 0, the leading contribution for
small ε is given by

−2

ˆ ∞

1
eεαt S

⊲⊳,(1)
[ν/α] (0, y) dα = 2

ˆ ∞

1
eεαt Θ

(
− ξ2 +

ν

α

)
H

(1)
[ν/α](0, y) dα

=
1

8π

ˆ ∞

1
eεαt dα = − 1

8π

1

εt
eεt =

1

8π

1

ε |t|
(
1 + O(ε)

)

(note that both −ξ2 and α/ν are positive, making it possible to leave out the Heaviside
function). Similarly, if ξ is spacelike and t > 0, the leading contribution for small ε is
given by

−2

ˆ 0

−∞
eεαt S

⊲⊳,(n+1)
[ν/α] (0, y) dα = 2

ˆ 0

−∞
eεαt Θ

(
− ξ2 +

ν

α

)
H

(1)
[ν/α](0, y) dα

=
1

8π

ˆ 0

−∞
eεαt Θ

(
− ξ2 +

ν

α

)
dα =

1

8π

1

εt
exp

(
εt

ν

ξ2

)
=

1

8π

1

ε |t|
(
1 + O(ε)

)
.
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This is in agreement with the formula of Lemma B.1, if one keeps in mind that,
for the leading contribution to the light-cone expansion under consideration, we may

set |t| = |~ξ|.
We remark that, proceeding similarly to higher order on the light cone and to

higher orders in ε, one could in principle re-derive Lemma B.1 using light-cone ex-
pansion techniques. However, due to the rather different structures of the formulas in
Proposition C.12 and Lemma B.1, it does not seem possible to recover Lemma B.1 by
applying a simple re-summation technique to (C.34) and (C.35). ♦

Appendix D. Proof of the Mass Cone Expansions

In this appendix, we give the proof of Theorems 9.3, 9.5, 9.6, 9.7, and 11.1.

Proof of Theorem 9.3. Setting ν = m2, by comparing (9.18) and (9.19) with the no-
tions of Definition C.5, we see that

T [n]
ν (p) = −2πS

∧,(n)
[ν] (0, p) and T [n]

ν (−p) = −2πS
∨,(n)
[ν] (0, p) for all n ∈ N. (D.1)

Therefore, the convolution integral in (9.22) can be expanded using Proposition C.12
in the case r = 0, setting x = 0 and y = p. Using that p lies in the past of the origin,
we obtain

2πi

ˆ

M̂
S
∧,(0)
[ν] (0, k) V (k)K(0)(p− k)

= −2
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ ∞

1
(α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αp
S
⊲⊳,(n+1)
[ν/α] (0, p) dα

−
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 1

0
(α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αp
S
∧,(n+1)
[ν/α] (0, p) dα .

Using (C.23) and (C.22), we can reorganize the terms to get

2πi

ˆ

M̂
S
∧,(0)
[ν] (0, k) V (k)K(0)(p − k)

= −2

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ ∞

1
(α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αp
H

(n+1)
[ν/α] (0, p) dα

−
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ ∞

0
(α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αp
S
∧,(n+1)
[ν/α] (0, p) dα .

Again using (D.1), the last sum gives precisely (9.22). In order to estimate the first
sum, we note that V decays on the scale ε−1, whereas ω ≪ −ε−1. Therefore the first
sum is an error term of the order O(1/(εω)).

Let us verify that the mass cone expansion converges. Again using that V decays
on the scale ε−1, whereas ω ≪ −ε−1, it suffices to consider the integrand for

α =
k0

ω
.

1

ε |ω| ≪ 1 .
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Then, using (9.21), we obtain

∣∣(α − α2)n (�nV )
∣∣
αp

∣∣ .
∣∣αn (�nV )

∣∣
αp

∣∣ ≤
(
c
(
αε2 +

ℓmin

|ω|
))n

eεk
0

(D.2)

≤
(
c′
( ε

|ω| +
ℓmin

|ω|
))n

eεk
0

.

(
c′
ℓmin

|ω|

)n

(D.3)

with a new constant c′ > 0. Moreover, according to (9.19),

∣∣S∧,(n+1)
m2/α

(0, p)
∣∣ .

∣∣p2n
∣∣ ≃

( |ω|
ℓmin

)n

. (D.4)

Taking the product of (D.3) and (D.4), only the factor (c′)n remains. In view of the
factorials in (9.19), the mass cone expansion indeed converges.

In order to prove the expansions (9.23) and (9.24), we proceed similarly and apply
Proposition C.12 for x = 0, but now setting y = −p. We thus obtain

2πi

ˆ

M̂
S
∧,(0)
[ν] (0,−k) V (k)K0(p− k)

= 2
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
(α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αp
S
⊲⊳,(n+1)
[ν/α]

(0, p) dα

=
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
(α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αp
S
∧,(n+1)
[ν/α] (0, p) dα

− 2

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 0

−∞
(α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αp
H

(n+1)
[ν/α] (0, p) dα

(in the last step we applied (C.23) and (C.22)). Again using (D.1), the first sum
gives (9.23). Therefore, it remains to show that the last sum is an error of the
form (9.24). To this end, we return to the scaling behavior (D.3) of the coefficient
of the mass cone expansion. Using that H is a polynomial, we obtain a power series
with the scaling

.

∞∑

n=0

∣∣∣αn (�nV )
∣∣
αp

∣∣∣
(
p2 − m2

α

)n
.

Differentiating in p and performing an index shift n + 1 → n, we can apply the last
inequality in (D.3) to obtain a scaling factor

(
ℓmin

|ω|

)
|ω| = ℓmin .

Using the integration-by-parts argument (9.17), this scaling behavior of the derivatives
in momentum space proves the desired decay in position space on the scale ℓmin. This
concludes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 9.5. Follows exactly as Theorem 9.3 if we apply Proposition C.12 in
the case r = 0 and differentiate both sides with respect to ν using (C.28) and (C.33).

�
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Proof of Theorem 9.6. We can apply the light-cone expansion of Corollary C.11 in
momentum space, setting x = 0 and y = p,

ˆ

d4k

(2π)4
K(−s)(k) g(k)K0

(
p− k

)

= − 1

32π6

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ ∞

−∞
α−s (α− α2)n (�ng)

∣∣
αp
dα S⊲⊳,(n−s+1)(0, p) (D.5)

− 1

32π6

∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 1

0
α−2 (α− α2)n (�ng)

∣∣
αp
dα H(n−s+1)(0, p) . (D.6)

It remains to show that the summands in (D.6) can be absorbed into the error

term (9.43) and that replacing S⊲⊳,(n−s+1) by S×,(n−s+1) gives correction terms which
are also of the form (9.43).

In preparation, we determine the scaling behavior in n. We first note that the fac-
torsH(n−s+1) and S⊲⊳,(n−s+1)−S×,(n−s+1) are polynomials in p2 of order n−s (see (C.3)
and (C.6)). According to (9.41), each Laplacian gives a scaling factor ℓmin/ω0. Next,
the integrands in (D.5) and (D.6) vanish unless α lies in the range

α ≃ ω0

ω
. 1

(in the last step we used the first error term in (9.43)). Therefore, the line integrals
scale in n like (

c
ℓmin

ω

)n

.

In order to determine the decay of the error terms in position space, we need to
analyze the scaling behavior of their derivatives in momentum space. In fact, we
need to show that each derivative in momentum space gives a scaling factor ℓmin.
Differentiating in p gives two contributions: If the polynomial in p2 is differentiated,
this corresponds to incrementing n and multiplying by ω, giving the desired scaling
factor

ω c
ℓmin

ω
= c ℓmin .

If, on the other hand, the potential �ng is differentiated, we get a scaling factor

α

√
c
ℓmin

ω
.

√
c
ℓmin ω2

0

ω3
. ℓmin .

This concludes the proof of Theorem 9.6. �

Proof of Theorem 9.7. Since we evaluate for p only with p0 ≪ −ε−1, keeping in mind

the error term O(1/(εω)), we may replace the factor T
[r]
0 by 4π2iK

(r)
0 (see (9.39)). Now

we can proceed exactly as in the proof of Theorem 9.3 by applying Proposition C.12
for general r ≥ −2. �
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Proof of Theorem 11.1. We write the convolution integral (11.1) in the form (11.5)
with V according to (11.6). Using the identification (D.1), we can apply Proposi-
tion C.12 in the case r = −2, setting x = 0 and y = p. We thus obtain

2πi

ˆ

M̂
S
∧,(0)
[ν] (0, k) V (k)K

[−2]
0 (p− k) (D.7)

= −2
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

×





ˆ 0

−∞

1

(1− α)2
(α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

S
⊲⊳,(n−1)
[ν/α] (0, p) dα if p0 > 0

ˆ ∞

1

1

(1− α)2
(α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αy+(1−α)x

S
⊲⊳,(n−1)
[ν/α] (0, p) dα if p0 < 0

−
∞∑

n=0

1

n!

ˆ 1

0

1

(1− α)2
(α− α2)n (�nV )

∣∣
αp
S
∧,(n−1)
[ν/α] (0, p) dα .

We first consider the leading term for n = 0 of the resulting expansion (the terms
for n > 0 will be estimated below). We denote it by B(p). It is given by

B(p) =





−2

ˆ 0

−∞

1

(1− α)2
(
α/p+m

)
eεαω g

(
(1− α) p

)
S
⊲⊳,(−1)
[m2/α]

(0, p) dα if ω ≥ 0

−2

ˆ ∞

1

1

(1− α)2
(
α/p +m

)
eεαω g

(
(1− α) p

)
S
⊲⊳,(−1)
[m2/α]

(0, p) dα if ω < 0

−
ˆ 1

0
(1− α)−1

(
α/p+m

)
eεαω g

(
(1− α) p

)
S
∧,(−1)
[m2/α]

(0, p) dα .

If the parameter a vanishes, the Green’s operator S⊲⊳
a,[ν] coincides with the symmetric

Green’s operator S×
a,[ν] (see (C.23) and (C.20)). Therefore, we may replace the fac-

tor S
⊲⊳,(−1)
• by S

×,(−1)
• . Decomposing the latter Green’s operator into the advanced

and retarded parts, we thus obtain

B(p) = −
ˆ 0

−∞

1

(1− α)2
(
α/p +m

)
eεαω g

(
(1− α) p

)
S
∨,(−1)
[m2/α]

(0, p) dα

−
ˆ ∞

0

1

(1− α)2
(
α/p+m

)
eεαω g

(
(1− α) p

)
S
∧,(−1)
[m2/α]

(0, p) dα .

In view of the error term O(ω2
0/ω

2), it suffices to consider the term |ω| ≥ 2ω0. Then
by (9.44), the function g vanishes unless α is close to one. Therefore, the first inte-
gral vanishes, and in the second integral we may integrate over the whole real line.
Using (9.49), we obtain

B(p) = −
ˆ ∞

−∞

1

(1− α)2
(
α/p+m

)
eεαω g

(
(1− α) p

)
S
∧,(−1)
[m2/α]

(0, p) dα (D.8)

= − 2

π
ω2Φ(~̂p )

ˆ ∞

−∞

(
α/p +m

)
eεαω η̂0

(
(1− α)ω

)
S
∧,(−1)
[m2/α]

(0, p) dα . (D.9)

For the further analysis, it is preferable to introduce the integration variable

κ := (1− α)ω , α = 1− κ

ω
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(note that κ coincides with the variable k0 in (D.7)). We thus obtain

B(p) =
2

π
ωΦ(~̂p )

ˆ ∞

−∞
η̂0(κ)

{(
α/p +m

)
eεαω S

∧,(−1)
[m2/α]

(0, p)
}∣∣∣

α=1−κ/ω
dκ .

We now expand the curly brackets in powers of κ/ω. The zero order term gives

B(p) =
2

π
ωΦ(~̂p )

(
/p+m

)
eεω S

∧,(−1)
[m2]

(0, p) + O

(κ
ω

)
.

We thus obtain the contribution on the right of (11.2). In order to organize the
higher orders, we first apply the mean value theorem to conclude that there is κ0
with |κ0| < ω0 such that

ˆ ∞

−∞
η̂0(κ)

{(
α/p+m

)
eεαω S

∧,(−1)
[m2/α]

(0, p)
}∣∣∣

α=1−κ/ω
dκ

= S
∧,(−1)
[m2/α0]

(0, p)

ˆ ∞

−∞
η̂0(κ)

{(
α/p +m

)
eεαω

}∣∣∣
α=1−κ/ω

dκ .

Expanding the integral in powers of κ gives the error terms in (11.2).
It remains to consider the summands n > 0 of the light cone expansion in momentum

space and to relate them to the error terms in (11.3) and (11.4). We begin with the
case n = 1. In this case, the Laplacian of the function in the integrand in (D.7) comes
up. Moreover, increasing n by one gives an additional factor α−α2 in the integrand of
the line integral. Finally, the upper index of the Green’s operator is increased. Thus,
compared to the line integral in (D.8) we now get the integral

ˆ ∞

−∞

α

1− α
�k

((
/p− /k +m

)
eε(p

0−k0) g(k)
)∣∣∣

k=(1−α)p
G

(0)
[m2/α]

(0, p) dα (D.10)

with G = S∧ or G = H and I = (−∞, 1] or [1,∞). Using (9.49), it is most convenient
to write the Laplacian as

�k

((
/p− /k +m

)
eε(p

0−k0) g(k)
)

= �k

((
/p− /k +m

)
eε(p

0−k0) (k0)2 η̂0(k
0) Φ

(
− ǫ(k0) ~̂k

))

=
∂2

∂(k0)2

((
/p− /k +m

)
eε(p

0−k0) (k0)2 η̂0(k
0) Φ

(
− ǫ(k0) ~̂k

))

−
(
/p− /k +m

)
eε(p

0−k0) (k0)2 η̂0(k
0)

1

(k0)2
∆S2Φ

(
− ǫ(k0) ~̂k

)

+ 2 eε(p
0−k0) (k0)2 η̂0(k

0) ~γ ~∇Φ
(
− ǫ(k0) ~̂k

)
,

where ∆S2 is the spherical Laplacian in polar coordinates. These contributions are
bounded by

. |ω|
(
1 + l2) eεω .

Moreover, the factor α/(1 − α) in the integrand in (D.10) can be estimated by

α

1− α
.

|ω|
ω0

.

Finally, integrating over α gives a factor 1/|ω|. We thus obtain the error term (11.3).
In the remaining case n > 1, one must carefully distinguish between the Green’s op-

erators S∧
[ν] and S

⊲⊳
a,[ν]. This explains why, instead of an integral over the real line (D.8),

one gets separate integrals over the intervals (−∞, 1] and [1,∞). As a consequence,
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we can no longer use symmetry properties of the function η̂0 for cancellations of terms.
Instead, one needs to determine the scaling behavior of the integrand. Systematically,
the leading contribution for general n involves a scaling factor

∼ (1−∆n
S2)N(k)

ω2n
0

(ω0

ω

)n

(here we use that each factor (α − α2)n gives a scaling factor ω0/ω). Moreover, the

factors S
∧,(n)
[ν] and S

⊲⊳,(n)
a,[ν] can be estimated by the polynomial |p2|n−1. This explains

the error term (11.4), concluding the proof of Theorem 11.1. �
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