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Abstract: Field theoretical tools are developed so that one can analyze quantum phe-
nomena such as transition radiation that must have occurred during the Higgs condensate
bubble expansion through plasma in the early universe. Integral representations of Bosonic
and Fermionic propagators are presented for the case that particle masses are varied con-
tinuously during the passage through the bubble wall interface between symmetry-restored
and symmetry-broken regions. The construction of propagators is based on the so-called
eigenfunction expansion method associated with self-adjoint differential operators, devel-
oped by Weyl, Stone, Titchmarsh, Kodaira and several others. A novel method of field
quantization in the presence of the bubble wall is proposed by using the spectral functions
introduced in constructing the two-point Green’s functions.
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1 Introduction

The discoveries of the gravitational waves by LIGO and Virgo collaboration [1] - [4] are
apparently a strong driving force, urging us not only to look for further astrophysical
sources but also to gain a direct access to the physics of the early universe by observing
gravitational radiation [5] - [8] . The standard model phase transition is smooth cross-over
[9] - [17], but extension of the electroweak model can lead to first-order phase transitions
[18] - [20] that could have produced observable gravitational waves in accessible frequency
ranges for future experiments. The LISA space-based interferometer [21] - [24], which is
planned to have sensitivity band peaks at lower frequencies than ground based detectors,
is expected to probe first-order phase transitions of the extended electroweak models in the
early universe. Other planned space-based gravitational wave observation projects include
DECIGO [25], Taiji [26] and TianQin [27].
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The strength and spectral shape of the gravitational wave in the phase transitions
depend on several parameters, which include (i) the characteristic time duration of the
phase transition, (ii) the ratio of the vacuum energy density released in the transition to
the radiation bath, (iii) the temperature and the Hubble parameter at the time of the phase
transition, (iv) the fraction of vacuum energy converted into bulk motion of the fluid and
into the gradient energy of the Higgs field and (v) the bubble wall velocity in the plasma
rest frame [21] - [24].

Among these parameters the bubble wall velocity is the least clearly understood quan-
tity. Unless the microscopic mechanism of friction exerted by the fluid is fully understood,
the wall velocity is basically left as an ambiguous parameter in the hydrodynamical treat-
ment of the plasma. The wall velocity is also an important quantity for the generation of the
matter-antimatter asymmetry [28] - [33]. Bödeker and Moore [34] have once investigated
the propagation speed of the interface between symmetry-restored and symmetry-broken
regions. Particles crossing the bubble wall lose some part of their momentum in the direc-
tion perpendicular to the wall, thereby impeding the expansion of the bubble wall. The
question was whether the bubble wall would become relativistic or even ultra-relativistic
and therefore run away. They extended the standard electroweak theory with extra scalar
fields and looked for a simple criterion to determine whether or not the runaway of the
bubble wall could occur. Espinosa et al [35] also made a comprehensive study of the bub-
ble wall velocity, classifying the bubble expansion regimes into deflagrations, detonations,
hybrids and runaway.

Several years later, Bödeker and Moore revisited the bubble wall runaway problem
[36], by considering transition radiation effects [37, 38], which had been neglected in their
previous work [34]. When particles hit the bubble wall, they may well radiate particles
with phase-dependent mass, such as W - and Z-bosons, and the emission induces important
effects on the bubble wall. It was argued that the force is dominated by soft particle
radiation and that the friction force could be significantly altered due to logarithmically-
enhanced radiative corrections. The appearance of the large logarithms is traced back to
the soft momentum region in the phase space and is therefore of infrared character. The
analyses in [36] showed that without considering the transition radiation the friction on the
wall would be underestimated.

The transition radiation considered in [36] is due to the process of a particle decaying
into two, one of which is a soft vector boson. If such a process is important, then a question
naturally arises whether the processes of a particle decaying into several soft particles could
be equally important. Fixed order calculations will quite probably break down for very large
wall velocity. Höche et al [39] therefore attempted to perform the all-order summation of
the large logarithmic terms due to the multiple emission of soft gauge bosons. In the course
of the calculation they also payed attention to double logarithms of the Sudakov type [40],
whose all-order resummation and exponentiation had been extensively studied in QED
[41, 42] and QCD [43] - [46]. After all they concluded that the logarithmic enhancement
implies significantly slower terminal velocities than previously thought, to find a peculiar
scaling law of the pressure. (See also [47] for similar scaling law.)

Their formulation in [39] reminds us of the parton shower algorithm [48, 49] in hadron
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collisions formulated as an evolution in momentum transfer from high energy scale to the
lower. In the QCD-based resummation technique, the experimental resolution scale plays
the role of regulator of infrared singularities. In the electroweak radiative corrections, the
dominant contributions are also expected to come from double logarithms of the Sudakov
type as well as single logarithms involving

√
s/MZ , when the energy

√
s of the system is

much larger than the electroweak energy scale, say, the Z-boson mass MZ ( i.e.,
√
s ≫

MZ). The origin of these logarithms is in close correspondence with the soft and collinear
singularities known well in massless gauge theories. In contrast to the massless gauge
theories such as QED and QCD where cancellation occurs among virtual corrections and
real gauge boson radiation, the masses of Z- and W -bosons in the electroweak theory
provide the physical cutoff and the large logarithms originating from virtual corrections are
of direct physical significance [50]- [57].

The processes that must have occurred during the bubble expansion in the early uni-
verse are somewhere between massless and massive gauge boson theories, and we have to
take care of the fact that the masses of the standard model particles, irrespectively of real
or virtual ones, may change near the bubble wall. In Ref. [39] real emissions of gauge
bosons and virtual corrections were combined together to see infrared divergence cancella-
tions, while neglecting the change of masses of vector bosons at the domain wall. It order to
see the varying mass effects, it might be tempting to use the so-called vacuum expectation
value insertion approximation, but we must exert great care in using such an approximation
when infrared singularities are involved.

In the last several years a lot of efforts have been made [58] - [73] in order to understand
in a better way the dynamics occurring between plasma particles and bubble wall. We must
say, however, that we are not yet fully equipped with theoretical tools to perform quantum
field theoretical analyses such as loop calculations. One of the sources of difficulties is that
we do not have at hand a suitable way of constructing field propagators in which the bubble
wall background effects are fully taken into account. This unsatisfactory situation is closely
connected with the lack of suitable field quantization methods for the case in which particles
masses change between symmetry-restored and symmetry-broken regions.

The purpose of the present paper is to improve the present status quo by constructing
explicitly the two-point Green’s functions, i.e., propagators of scalar, spinor and vector fields
for the case that particle masses are position-dependent. Throughout the present paper we
will work in the Lorentz frame in which the bubble wall is at rest. We will solve the
partial differential equations for the propagators with position-dependent mass by making
use of the so-called eigenfunction expansion method associated with self-adjoint differential
operators developed several decades ago in mathematical literatures [74] - [78]. Our method
is general enough and is applicable irrespectively of the details of the shape of the bubble
wall. Our two-point Green’s functions are expressed in the form of integral representations
over the spectrum described by spectral functions. On the basis of the spectral functions,
the field quantization method is also reexamined for the case that masses are position-
dependent. We will introduce operators that are analogous to the ordinary creation and
annihilation operators of particles and will give the definition of the vacuum using these
operators. It is argued that the propagators to be derived in this work are the expectation
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value of time-ordered product of fields with respect to this vacuum.
The first-principle method of field quantization in the presence of a bubble wall was

recently discussed in detail by Azatov et al [73]. We agree completely with their view on
the necessity of the first-principle field-quantization method, while the approach taken in
the present paper differs from theirs in that emphasis is placed on the roles played by the
spectral functions to be discussed below.

2 The scalar particle’s two-point Green’s function

2.1 The method à la Weyl, Stone, Titchmarsh and Kodaira

The method of constructing the propagators in the presence of the bubble wall is most
easily explained for the case of the spin zero particle obeying the Klein-Gordon equation.
We suppose that the bubble wall is so large in comparison with our microscopic length scale
and that the front of the wall can be approximated by a nearly planar wall. For the sake
of simplicity we assume that the wall is spreading infinitely along the x − y-plane. This
means that the expectation value of the Higgs field as well as particle masses depend on the
z-coordinate only. Denoting the mass by M(z), we identify M(+∞) and M(−∞) with the
mass in the symmetry-broken and unbroken regions, respectively. For spineless particles
satisfying the Klein-Gordon equation, we would like to look for the Green’s function that
satisfies {

□+M(z)2
}
G
(
t− t ′, x− x ′, y − y ′, z, z ′;M(∗)

)
= −i δ(t− t′)δ(x− x ′)δ(y − y ′)δ(z − z ′) , (2.1){

□ ′ +M(z ′)2
}
G
(
t− t ′, x− x ′, y − y ′, z, z ′;M(∗)

)
= −i δ(t− t′)δ(x− x ′)δ(y − y ′)δ(z − z ′) , (2.2)

where □ and □ ′ are the usual d’Alembertian operators

□ =
∂2

∂t2
− ∂2

∂x2
− ∂2

∂y2
− ∂2

∂z2
, □ ′ =

∂2

∂t ′ 2
− ∂2

∂x ′ 2 −
∂2

∂y ′ 2 −
∂2

∂z ′ 2 . (2.3)

Our notation M(∗) as opposed to M(z) or M(z ′) in (2.1) and (2.2) is meant that the
Green’s function depends only indirectly on the functional form of the z-dependent mass.
Note that the translational invariances in the t-, x- and y- directions are just as usual and
one can express the solution of (2.1) and (2.2) as a superposition of the plane waves in
the x- and y-directions. The translational invariance in the z-direction, however, is not
respected due to the presence of the wall and the mass term M(z)2, and therefore (2.2)
does not follow from (2.1) immediately.

We now argue that a certain mathematical framework developed in Refs. [74] - [78]
is quite useful to give a closed form of the solutions to (2.1) and (2.2). It is a generalized
expansion method associated with second-order differential equations and is applicable ir-
respectively of the detailed form of the function M(z). We will look for the solution to
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(2.1) and (2.2) in the following integral representation

G
(
t− t′, x− x′, y − y′, z, z′;M(∗)

)
= i

∫
dE d2p⃗⊥
(2π)3

e−iE(t−t′)eip⃗⊥·(x⃗⊥−x⃗ ′
⊥)

∫ ∑
k,l=1,2

ϕk(z;λ)dρkl(λ)ϕl(z
′;λ)

E2 − p⃗ 2
⊥ − λ+ iε

, (2.4)

where ϕk(z;λ) is the solution to the following differential equation in the infinite region
−∞ < z < +∞ {

− d2

dz2
+M(z)2

}
ϕk(z;λ) = λ ϕk(z;λ) , (k = 1, 2) (2.5)

and λ is a parameter of the theory. We have introduced in (2.4) the two-dimensional position
and momentum vectors, x⃗⊥ = (x, y, 0), x⃗ ′

⊥ = (x ′, y ′, 0) and p⃗⊥ = (px, py, 0) together with
the two-dimensional integration volume d2p⃗⊥ = dpx dpy.

We notice immediately that Eq. (2.5) is the one-dimensional Schrödinger-type equation
with “potential term” M(z)2 and the “energy eigenvalue” λ. Since this is the second-order
differential equation, we have two independent solutions, which we denote by ϕ1(z;λ) and
ϕ2(z;λ), respectively, and will be called fundamental solutions. The normalization of these
solutions is fixed by the initial conditions at z = 0, i.e.,

ϕ1(0;λ) = 1, ϕ ′
1(0;λ) = 0 , (2.6)

ϕ2(0;λ) = 0, ϕ ′
1(0;λ) = 1 . (2.7)

The derivative with respect to z is denoted by prime (′) in (2.6) and (2.7). The spectrum
of λ is described by 2 × 2 spectral function matrix ρkl(λ) and Eq. (2.4) is the Stieltjes
integral with respect to ρkl(λ) . This spectral function will play the most important roles
throughout the present work. Since we are considering Eq. (2.5) in the infinite region
−∞ < z < +∞, our spectral problem is more general and is more singular in a sense than
the Sturm-Liouville boundary value problem, in which we usually deal with finite regions.
As we will see later, (2.4) should go over to the conventional Feynman’s propagator if the
mass is z-independent, and we have added +iε by hand in the denominator of the integrand
of (2.4). This +iε prescription indicates that the Green’s function (2.4) corresponds to the
vacuum expectation value of the time-ordered product of relevant scalar fields, but the
justification of the prescription will be given only after we specify what we mean by the
vacuum in the presence of the bubble wall.

Let us apply the differential operator
{
□+M(z)2

}
on both sides of (2.4) and we then

obtain{
□+M(z)2

}
G
(
t− t′, x− x′, y − y′, z, z′;M(∗)

)
= i

∫
dE d2p⃗⊥
(2π)3

e−iE(t−t′)eip⃗⊥·(x⃗⊥−x⃗ ′
⊥)

×
∫ ∑

k,l=1,2

{
−E2 + p⃗ 2

⊥ −
∂2

∂z2
+M(z)2

}
ϕk(z;λ)dρkl(λ)ϕl(z

′;λ)

E2 − p⃗ 2
⊥ − λ+ iε

. (2.8)
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Using the differential equation (2.5) in (2.8) we immediately arrive at{
□+M(z)2

}
G
(
t− t′, x− x′, y − y′, z, z′;M(∗)

)
= −i δ(t− t′)δ(x− x′)δ(y − y′)

∫ ∑
k,l=1,2

ϕk(z;λ)dρkl(λ)ϕl(z
′;λ) . (2.9)

By virtue of the work of Weyl [74] and of Stone [75] it has been known that there exists
the matrix ρkl(λ) with such a nice property that any real-valued square integrable function
f(z) can be expressed as a superposition of the fundamental solutions ϕk(z;λ) (k = 1, 2),
i.e.,

f(z) =

∫ ∑
k,l=1,2

ϕk(z;λ)dρkl(λ)

∫ ∞

−∞
dz ′ϕl(z

′;λ)f(z ′) . (2.10)

In other words we are able to write down the formula∫ ∑
k,l=1,2

ϕk(z;λ)dρkl(λ)ϕl(z
′;λ) = δ(z − z′) , (2.11)

in the sense of (2.10). Eq. (2.11) being substituted into (2.9), we are able to go back to the
defining equation (2.1) of the Green’s function. It is obvious that (2.4) also satisfies (2.2).

While it had been shown in [74] that ρkl(λ2)−ρkl(λ1) is a positive semi-definite matrix
for λ2 > λ1, Titchmarsh [76] and Kodaira [77] went one step further to derive the relations

ρ11(λ2)− ρ11(λ1) = lim
ε→+0

1

π

∫ λ2

λ1

ℑ
(

1

m1(λ+ iε)−m2(λ+ iε)

)
dλ , (2.12)

ρ12(λ2)− ρ12(λ1) = ρ21(λ2)− ρ21(λ1)

= lim
ε→+0

1

2π

∫ λ2

λ1

ℑ
(
m1(λ+ iε) +m2(λ+ iε)

m1(λ+ iε)−m2(λ+ iε)

)
dλ , (2.13)

ρ22(λ2)− ρ22(λ1) = lim
ε→+0

1

π

∫ λ2

λ1

ℑ
(

m1(λ+ iε)m2(λ+ iε)

m1(λ+ iε)−m2(λ+ iε)

)
dλ , (2.14)

and thereby paved the way for determining the spectral function ρkl(λ). Here the symbol
ℑ denotes the imaginary part and the two quantities m1(λ+ iε) and m2(λ+ iε) are called
characteristic functions in [77]. The residue theorem in the complex function theory is made
use of extensively in [76], while the spectral theorem for the self-adjoint differential operator
plays the key role in [77]. See Eqs.(3.1.5) - (3.1.8) in Ref.[76] and Eq.(1.15) in Ref.[77] .

Weyl classified the properties of the boundary points (z = +∞ and z = −∞ in the
present case) into two types, “limit circle type” and “limit point type” [74]. If both of
z = +∞ and z = −∞ are the limit point type, then the characteristic functions are given
implicitly in [76] and explicitly in [77] in the following form

m1(λ+ iε) = − lim
a→−∞

ϕ1(a;λ+ iε)

ϕ2(a;λ+ iε)
, m2(λ+ iε) = − lim

b→+∞

ϕ1(b;λ+ iε)

ϕ2(b;λ+ iε)
. (2.15)

See also Refs. [79, 80] for an alternative and simpler derivation of (2.15). Procedures of
computing the characteristic functions for the case of the limit circle type have also been
worked out, although a little involved. For more details, see [77].
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If M(z)2 is such that the Schrödinger type equation (2.5) admits bound state solutions,
the spectral functions increase stepwise as λ goes up through the corresponding binding
energy level. If there is no bound states, on the other hand, the spectral functions are
continuous and differentiable. Then the Stieltjes integral in (2.4) turns out to be the
ordinary Riemann integral over λ with the following spectral weight,

dρ11(λ) = lim
ε→+0

1

π
ℑ
(

1

m1(λ+ iε)−m2(λ+ iε)

)
dλ , (2.16)

dρ12(λ) = dρ21(λ)

= lim
ε→+0

1

2π
ℑ
(
m1(λ+ iε) +m2(λ+ iε)

m1(λ+ iε)−m2(λ+ iε)

)
dλ , (2.17)

dρ22(λ) = lim
ε→+0

1

π
ℑ
(

m1(λ+ iε)m2(λ+ iε)

m1(λ+ iε)−m2(λ+ iε)

)
dλ . (2.18)

The formulae (2.15) - (2.18) tell us that we can evaluate the spectral density dρkl(λ)/dλ,
once we know the asymptotic behavior at infinity of the fundamental solutions defined by
(2.6) and (2.7). This is the key observation in the spectral theory.

2.2 The constant mass case (no bubble wall)

As the simplest exercise, let us consider the well-known case, i.e., M(z)2 =M2 (constant),
for which there is no bubble wall. The fundamental solutions to (2.5) satisfying (2.6) and
(2.7) for λ > M2 are simply given by

ϕ1(z;λ) = cos
(√

λ−M2 z
)
, ϕ2(z;λ) =

1√
λ−M2

sin
(√

λ−M2 z
)
, (2.19)

and those for λ < M2 are obtained by analytic continuation of (2.19) with respect to λ or
more explicitly are given by

ϕ1(z;λ) = cosh
(√

M2 − λ z
)
, ϕ2(z;λ) =

1√
M2 − λ

sinh
(√

M2 − λ z
)
, (2.20)

The characteristic functions are computed by using (2.15) and we get

m1(λ) = −i
√
λ−M2 , m2(λ) = i

√
λ−M2 , for λ > M2, (2.21)

m1(λ) =
√
M2 − λ , m2(λ) = −

√
M2 − λ , for λ < M2 . (2.22)

Therefore the integral in (2.4) should be done by setting

dρ11(λ) =


1

2π

1√
λ−M2

dλ , for λ > M2 ,

0 for λ < M2 ,

(2.23)

dρ12(λ) = dρ21(λ) = 0, (2.24)

dρ22(λ) =


1

2π

√
λ−M2 dλ , for λ > M2 ,

0 for λ < M2 .

(2.25)
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Note that the integration region in (2.4) is automatically restricted to λ > M2, by virtue
of the above formulae.

Combining the solutions (2.19) with (2.23), (2.24) and (2.25) we get∫ ∑
k,l=1,2

ϕk(z;λ)dρkl(λ)ϕl(z
′;λ) =

1

2π

∫ ∞

M2

cos
{√

λ−M2 (z − z′)
} dλ√

λ−M2

=
1

2π

∫ ∞

0

{
eipz(z−z′) + e−ipz(z−z′)

}
dpz

= δ(z − z ′) , (2.26)

where we set pz =
√
λ−M2. We can easily confirm in this example that our Green’s

function (2.4) turns out to be the familiar Feynman’s scalar field propagator, i.e.,

∆F

(
x− x′;M

)
=

∫
d4p

(2π)4
e−ip·(x−x′) i

p2 −M2 + iε
. (2.27)

The method of the general expansion method explained in Sec. 2.1 is thus reduced for the
constant mass case to the familiar Fourier expansion. If the mass is position-dependent,
however, the Fourier expansion is no more useful and the general expansion method in Sec.
2.1 is an appropriate tool for diagrammatical analyses.

2.3 A solvable model of the bubble wall

The second example which is analytically solvable is given by the following mass function

M(z)2 = µ2(1− s) +M0
2 s+ u s(1− s) , (2.28)

where we have introduced a new variable

s =
1

2

{
1 + tanh

( z
2l

)}
(2.29)

in place of z, thereby mapping the whole z-space (−∞ < z < +∞) into the finite region
0 < s < 1. This model has once been called attention to in [81] and was studied thoroughly
in Refs. [82, 83] in connection with a scattering problem in the presence of a domain wall.
The profile of the bubble wall is described by four parameters, µ2, M0

2, u, and l. The gross
shape of the bubble wall is illustrated in Figure 1 for u = 0. Note that for small values of
u, M(z)2 is monotonically increasing and

lim
z→+∞

M(z)2 =M0
2, lim

z→−∞
M(z)2 = µ2 . (2.30)

The size of the bubble wall interface is determined by the length scale l. The parameter
M0 is the mass observed in the symmetry-broken phase and µ is expected to play the role
of infrared regularization and should be taken to be zero eventually.

Let us seek for the solutions to (2.5) by setting

ϕk(z;λ) = sκ0(1− s)κ1ψk (s;λ) , (k = 1, 2) . (2.31)
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Figure 1. The gross shape of the bubble wall given by (2.28) with u = 0.

The two exponents κ0 and κ1 are determined by

κ0
2 =

(
µ2 − λ

)
l2, κ1

2 =
(
M0

2 − λ
)
l2 , (2.32)

and the choice of Riemann sheets when taking the square root will be discussed later. Eq.
(2.5) is now transformed into the following form

0 =

{
− d2

dz2
+M(z)2 − λ

}
ϕk(z;λ)

= − 1

l2
sκ0+1 (1− s)κ1+1

[
s(1− s) d

2

ds2
+ {γ − (α+ β + 1) s} d

ds
− αβ

]
ψk (s;λ) ,

(2.33)

where we have defined α, β and γ as

α = κ0 + κ1 +
1

2
+ δ , (2.34)

β = κ0 + κ1 +
1

2
− δ , (2.35)

γ = 1 + 2κ0 , (2.36)

δ =

√
1

4
− ul2 . (2.37)

Note that κ0 and κ1 together with α , β and γ all depend on λ.
Eq. (2.33) is the Gauss’s hypergeometric equation and there are two independent

solutions around s = 0, one of which is given by

F (α, β, γ; s) = 1 +
αβ

γ
s+

α(α+ 1)β(β + 1)

γ(γ + 1)

s2

2!
+ · · · · · · . (2.38)
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There are several ways of expressing the second solution and here we take the following
one,

s1−γF (1 + α− γ, 1 + β − γ, 2− γ; s) . (2.39)

Thus we express ψk(s;λ) as a linear combination of (2.38) and (2.39), namely,

ψk(s;λ) = ck1(λ) F (α, β, γ; s)

+ck2(λ) s
1−γF (1 + α− γ, 1 + β − γ, 2− γ; s) , (k = 1, 2) . (2.40)

Since we are interested in the characteristic functions (2.15), we ought to examine the
z → −∞ and z → +∞ behavior of (2.31) or equivalently s → 0 and s → 1 behavior of
(2.40). The first term of (2.40) in the s → 0 limit is simply determined by the formula
F (α, β, γ; 0) = 1, while the behavior of the second term depends on the factor s1−γ . Here
we require the following inequality for the real part (ℜ) of the exponent

ℜ(1− γ) = −2ℜ(κ0) > 0 , (2.41)

under which the first term in (2.40) is more dominant than the second as s → 0. This
indicates that we should choose κ0 as

κ0 =

{
−
√
µ2 − λ l for µ2 > λ ,

i
√
λ+ iε− µ2 l for λ > µ2 ,

(2.42)

where we always take the ε→ +0 limit.
Next let us turn to the s → 1 limit of (2.40). We know that F (α, β, γ; 1) is finite and

is given by the Gauss’s formula

F (α, β, γ; 1) =
Γ(γ)Γ(γ − α− β)
Γ(γ − α)Γ(γ − β)

, (2.43)

if ℜγ > 0 and the following inequality is satisfied

ℜ(γ − α− β) = −2ℜ(κ1) > 0 . (2.44)

Note that F (1+α−γ, 1+β−γ, 2−γ; s) in the second term of (2.40) is also finite as s→ 1

if ℜ(2− γ) > 0 and ℜ(γ − α− β) > 0. Thus in order to meet the inequality (2.44), κ1 has
to be

κ1 =

{
−
√
M0

2 − λ l for M0
2 > λ ,

i
√
λ+ iε−M0

2 l for λ > M0
2 .

(2.45)

With these choices of the Riemann sheets, the characteristic functions (2.15) turn out to
be

m1(λ) = −c11(λ)
c21(λ)

,

m2(λ) = −c11(λ) F (α, β, γ; 1) + c12(λ) F (1 + α− γ, 1 + β − γ, 2− γ; 1)
c21(λ) F (α, β, γ; 1) + c22(λ) F (1 + α− γ, 1 + β − γ, 2− γ; 1)

.

(2.46)
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The coefficients ckl(λ) in (2.40) are determined by the conditions (2.6) and (2.7) at
z = 0 (or equivalently at s = 1/2), and we list up the results:

c11(λ) =
2κ0+κ1+γ−1

W

[
− 2(κ0 + κ1)F (α− γ + 1, β − γ + 1, 2− γ; 1/2)

+F ′(α− γ + 1, β − γ + 1, 2− γ; 1/2)
]
, (2.47)

c12(λ) = −2κ0+κ1

W

[
2(κ0 − κ1)F (α, β, γ; 1/2) + F ′(α, β, γ; 1/2)

]
, (2.48)

c21(λ) = −2κ0+κ1+γ+1

W
F (α− γ + 1, β − γ + 1, 2− γ; 1/2) l , (2.49)

c22(λ) =
2κ0+κ1+2

W
F (α, β, γ; 1/2) l . (2.50)

Here W in the denominator is given by

W = 2γ−1

[
F (α, β, γ; 1/2)F ′(α− γ + 1, β − γ + 1, 2− γ; 1/2)

−F (α− γ + 1, β − γ + 1, 2− γ; 1/2)F ′(α, β, γ; 1/2)

+2(1− γ)F (α, β, γ; 1/2)F (α− γ + 1, β − γ + 1, 2− γ; 1/2)
]
. (2.51)

With these coefficients, we illustrate the behavior of ϕ1(z;λ) and ϕ2(z;λ) in Figure 2
for sample values of M0 , µ, λ and u in the mass unit 1/l. Figure 2 exhibits oscillatory
behaviors like sinusoidal waves. The hypergeometric function shows similar behavior in the
finite z region, but at infinity ( z → ±∞, i.e., s ≈ 0 and s ≈ 1 ), the prefactor sκ0(1− s)κ1

in Eq. (2.31) and s1−γ = s−2κ0 in the second term in (2.40) are also responsible for such
behaviors. Note that both κ0 and κ1 are pure imaginary for our choice of the parameters
in Figure 2. For large |z|, we have

(1− s) ∼ e−z/l , (1− s)κ1 ∼ e−κ1z/l for z → +∞ ,

s ∼ ez/l , sκ0 ∼ eκ0z/l for z → −∞ , (2.52)

and therefore the large negative z behavior of ϕk(z;λ) is given by a linear combination of
cos (|κ0|z/l) and sin (|κ0|z/l). Likewise the large positive z behavior is a combination of
cos (|κ1|z/l) and sin (|κ1|z/l).

The region sandwiched by the two dashed lines in Figure 2 (−1 < z/l < +1) is the
bubble wall interface and we can see obviously that the wave length in the z → +∞ region is
longer than in the z → −∞ region. This means that the z-component of momentum carried
by the propagating wave is not conserved and some amount of z-momentum is transferred
to the bubble wall when moving toward the z → +∞ region through the interface.

With the explicit formulae (2.46), we can compute the 2 × 2 spectral function matrix
ρkl(λ) by using the formulae (2.12), (2.13) and (2.14). Without entering detailed calcula-
tions, however, one thing can be seen clearly. We notice that, for M0

2 > µ2 > λ, both κ0
and κ1 are real numbers and that α, β and γ are all real numbers accordingly. This tells us
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Figure 2. The typical behavior of the fundamental solutions ϕ1(z;λ) (red curve) and ϕ2(z;λ)/l

(blue curve) in the model (2.28) for λ > M0
2 > µ2. Note that both ϕ1(z;λ) and ϕ2(z;λ)/l are

dimensionless. We take 1/l as the unit of the mass scale, and other parameters are chosen as follows:
M0 = 10/l, µ = 10−4/l, λ = 110/l2 and u=0.. The region −1 < z/l < +1 sandwiched by the two
dashed lines is the bubble wall interface.

that there does not exist any source giving rise to imaginary part on the right hand side of
(2.12), (2.13) and (2.14). Therefore we can safely say that the integration dρkl(λ) in (2.4)
is restricted in the region λ > µ2.

The characteristic functions in the regions M2
0 > λ > µ2 and λ > M2

0 can be studied
only numerically and we illustrate the behavior of dρ11(λ)/dλ in Figure 3. Looking at
the behavior shown in Figure 3 (a) for the region M2

0 > λ > µ2, we immediately notice
the existence of several ups and downs in sharp contrast with the smooth behavior in the
region λ > M2

0 in Figure 3 (b). The contrast of similar kind can be seen in dρ12(λ)/dλ =

dρ21(λ)/dλ and dρ22(λ)/dλ. Although origins of this contrast have to be scrutinized further,
this could be a warning message that we have to be careful of the soft (i.e., small λ ) region
integration in the loop diagrams. Large single and double logarithmic effects are closely
connected with integration over soft and/or collinear regions in phase space, and such a
behavior as in Figure 3 (a) could have important influences in analogous calculations in the
presence of a bubble wall.
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Figure 3. The spectral function
1

l

dρ11(λ)

dλ
for the region (a) 0.05 < λ/M 2

0 < 0.99 and (b)

1.05 < λ/M 2
0 < 7.0 By taking 1/l as the mass unit, other parameters are chosen as M0 = 10/l,

µ = 10−4/l and u = 0. All of the numbers on the vertical and horizontal axes are dimensionless.
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3 The Dirac Fermion’s two-point Green’s function

3.1 Preliminaries

Let us now move to the construction of the Fermion’s propagator, whose mass is assumed
to be z-dependent, i.e., m(z). We are going to solve the following equation{

iγµ
−→
∂ µ −m(z)

}
F
(
t− t ′, x− x ′, y − y ′, z, z ′;m(∗)

)
= i δ(t− t′)δ(x− x ′)δ(y − y ′)δ(z − z ′) , (3.1)

F
(
t− t ′, x− x ′, y − y ′, z, z ′;m(∗)

){
iγµ
←−
∂

′
µ +m(z ′)

}
= −i δ(t− t′)δ(x− x ′)δ(y − y ′)δ(z − z ′) . (3.2)

The derivatives in (3.1) and (3.2) are given as usual by

∂µ =

(
∂

∂t
,
∂

∂x
,
∂

∂y
,
∂

∂z

)
, ∂ ′

µ =

(
∂

∂t ′
,
∂

∂x ′ ,
∂

∂y ′ ,
∂

∂z ′

)
(3.3)

and are acting on the right (
−→
∂ µ) and left (

←−
∂ µ) quantities, respectively. As in the Bosonic

case, our notation m(∗) instead of m(z) or m(z ′) in (3.1) and (3.2) is to remind us that the
two-point function F depends on the mass function only implicitly. Note that F carries
two spinor indices that are, however, suppressed in (3.1) and (3.2). Our propagator is
necessarily a generalization of the well-known one

SF (x− x ′) = i

∫
d4p

(2π)4
e−ip·(x−x ′) γµpµ +m

p2 −m2 + iε
, (3.4)

and is supposed to replace (3.4) in the presence of the electroweak bubble wall.

3.2 The canonical form

The ways of handling the dynamics along the z-axis will differ from those in the x- and
y-axes and the most convenient choice of the gamma-matrices that we found is rather
unconventional, i.e.,

γ0 =

(
0 1

1 0

)
, γ1 =

(
0 σ2

−σ2 0

)
,

γ2 =

(
0 −σ1

σ1 0

)
, γ3 = −i

(
1 0

0 −1

)
. (3.5)

Here 1 and 0 are the 2×2 unit matrix and zero-matrix, respectively. The Pauli matrices are
denoted by σi (i = 1, 2, 3). This set of gamma-matrices is obtained by applying a unitary
transformation to the Dirac’s representation and is characteristic in that the third Pauli
matrix σ3 does not appear in (3.5).

In constructing the Bosonic Green’s function in Sec.2, we learned that the spectral
problem of the second-order differential operator and in particular the determination of
dρkl(λ)/dλ was our central concern. We have to think about similar ways of formulation
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that is suitable for the first-order Dirac operator. Fortunately, spectral problems for a
first-order differential equation for a pair of functions have been studied in mathematical
literatures for the case of half finite interval, i.e., z ∈ (0,+∞) in Refs.[84–86] and for
infinite open interval, i.e., z ∈ (−∞,+∞) in Ref. [86]. Self-contained monographs on this
subject are also available [87, 88]. Bearing these mathematical knowledge in our mind, let
us disentangle the Dirac equation

{iγ · ∂ −m(z)}ψ(z) e−iEt+ip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥ = {γ · p−m(z)}ψ(z) e−iEt+ip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥ = 0 ,

pµ = (E, px, py, −i
∂

∂z
) , (3.6)

in a simpler form. Here E and p⃗⊥ = (px, py, 0) are just numbers, but the z-component of
the momentum operator gives rise to a non-trivial differential equation for ψ(z) due to the
z-dependent mass m(z). We now put (3.6) into a form that is suitable to the analyses in
Ref. [86],

By decomposing ψ(z) into upper and lower two-component spinors, ξ1 and ξ2,

ψ(z) =

(
ξ1
ξ2

)
, (3.7)

the Dirac equation (3.6) now becomes

(
E + σ2px − σ1py

)
ξ1 +

{
− d

dz
−m(z)

}
ξ2 = 0 , (3.8){

d

dz
−m(z)

}
ξ1 +

(
E − σ2px + σ1py

)
ξ2 = 0 . (3.9)

Thanks to the use of the gamma-matrix representation as in (3.5), we find that the Pauli
matrix appears in (3.8) and (3.9) only in the combination of (σ2px − σ1py). This suggest
that (3.8) and (3.9) will become much simpler if we use the eigenstates of (σ2px− σ1py) as
the basis of our calculation.The eigenstates of (σ2px − σ1py) are given by

η(±) =
1√

2 |p⃗⊥|

 ∓(i px + py)

|p⃗⊥|

 , |p⃗⊥| =
√
p2x + p2y , (3.10)

which are shown to satisfy

1

|p⃗⊥|
(
σ2px − σ1py

)
η(±) = ±η(±) (3.11)

together with

η(+)†η(+) = η(−)†η(−) = 1, η(+)†η(−) = η(−)†η(+) = 0 , (3.12)

η(+)η(+)† + η(−)η(−)† = 1 , (3.13)

η(+)η(+)† − η(−)η(−)† =
1

|p⃗⊥|
(
σ2px − σ1py

)
. (3.14)
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We now eliminate the matrix (σ2px − σ1py) from (3.8) and (3.9) by setting ξ1 and ξ2
in the following way,

ξ1 = f (±)(z;E) η(±) , ξ2 = g(±)(z;E) η(±) . (3.15)

Here our notations, f (±)(z;E) and g±)(z;E), are to keep in our mind that these two func-
tions constitute the solution belonging to the energy E. They are determined by the coupled
differential equation

(E ± |p⃗⊥|) f (±)(z;E) +

{
− d

dz
−m(z)

}
g(±)(z;E) = 0 , (3.16){

d

dz
−m(z)

}
f (±)(z;E) + (E ∓ |p⃗⊥|) g(±)(z;E) = 0 . (3.17)

This may be rewritten in the matrix form(
0 1

−1 0

)
d

dz

(
f (±)(z;E)

g(±)(z;E)

)
+

(
∓|p⃗⊥| m(z)

m(z) ±|p⃗⊥|

)(
f (±)(z;E)

g(±)(z;E)

)

= E

(
f (±)(z;E)

g(±)(z;E)

)
. (3.18)

Now we refine Eq. (3.18) further by applying an orthogonal transformation(
f (±)(z;E)

g(±)(z;E)

)
=

(
cos θ(±)(z) −sin θ(±)(z)

sin θ(±)(z) cos θ(±)(z)

)(
F (±)(z;E)

G(±)(z;E)

)
. (3.19)

Here we set

tan 2θ(±)(z) = ∓m(z)

|p⃗⊥|
(3.20)

to find Eq. (3.18) transformed into(
0 1

−1 0

)
d

dz

(
F (±)(z;E)

G(±)(z;E)

)
+

(
∓Q(z) 0

0 ±Q(z)

)(
F (±)(z;E)

G(±)(z;E)

)

= E

(
F (±)(z;E)

G(±)(z;E)

)
, (3.21)

with

Q(z) =
√
m(z)2 + |p⃗⊥|2 +

m′(z)|p⃗⊥|
2{m(z)2 + |p⃗⊥|2}

. (3.22)

This simplified form of the Dirac equation is called “canonical” in Ref. [88], where the
spectra of the energy E were fully analyzed for general “potential” Q(z). This canonical

– 16 –



form (3.21) is useful to look into the symmetry property of the E spectra. In fact we can
rewrite (3.21) as(

0 1

−1 0

)
d

dz

(
G(±)(z;E)

F (±)(z;E)

)
+

(
∓Q(z) 0

0 ±Q(z)

)(
G(±)(z;E)

F (±)(z;E)

)

= −E

(
G(±)(z;λ)

F (±)(z;λ)

)
, (3.23)

and we note the sign change, E → −E, on the right hand side of (3.23). In other words, the
coupled equation (3.23) for a pair of functions F (±)(z;λ) and G(±)(z;λ) is form-invariant
under the following replacement

E → −E ,

(
F (±)(z;E)

G(±)(z;E)

)
→

(
G(±)(z;E)

F (±)(z;E)

)
. (3.24)

This is the symmetry between positive and negative energy spectra in the usual sense.

3.3 The transverse momentum dependence of the energy E

The energy E that appeared in (3.21) is inter-connected with the magnitude of the trans-
verse momentum |p⃗⊥|. This connection can be made more explicit in the following way. Let
us now deduce second order differential equations for f (±)(z;E) and g(±)(z;E) from (3.16)
and (3.17), which turn out to be the following one-dimensional Schrödinger type equations,{

− d2

dz2
+ Uf (z)

}
f (±)(z;E) = νff

(±)(z;E) , (3.25){
− d2

dz2
+ Ug(z)

}
g(±)(z;E) = νgg

(±)(z;E) . (3.26)

Here the “potential” terms are given by

Uf (z) = m(z)2 +
dm(z)

dz
, Ug(z) = m(z)2 − dm(z)

dz
, (3.27)

respectively and the “energy” νf and νg, of these potential problems are connected with E
by a common relation

νf = E2 − |p⃗⊥|2 , νg = E2 − |p⃗⊥|2 . (3.28)

In general the allowed region of the spectra of {νf} and {νg} do not necessarily coincide
with each other since the potentials are different. Only when they share common region of
the spectra i.e., νf = νg = ν, we are able to obtain the energy E of the coupled equations
(3.16) and (3.17) by the formula

E = ±
√
ν + |p⃗⊥|2 . (3.29)

Here it should be stressed that the spectra of {νf} and {νg} are independent of |p⃗⊥| since
the potentials, Uf (z) and Ug(z), do not contain |p⃗⊥|. The energy E in (3.16), (3.17) and
(3.21) depend on |p⃗⊥| only through the restricted form of (3.29) irrespectively of the details
of the form of m(z). This observation could be useful when we look at infrared singularities
associated with loop diagrams, since singularities always come from limited corners in the
phase space, i.e., |p⃗⊥|2 ≈ 0
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3.4 The general expansion method and completeness

Let us now discuss an expansion of a pair of arbitrary real-valued functions (A(z) B(z)) in
terms of the set of solutions (F (±)(z;E) G(±)(z;E)). We assume that A(z) and B(z) are
both square-integrrable in (−∞,+∞). We introduce two types of solutions to Eq. (3.21)
(F

(±)
1 (z;E) G

(±)
1 (z;E)) and (F

(±)
2 (z;E) G

(±)
2 (z;E)), satisfying the conditions at z = 0,

F
(±)
1 (0;E) = 1, G

(±)
1 (0;E) = 0 , (3.30)

and

F
(±)
2 (0;E) = 0, G

(±)
2 (0;E) = 1 , (3.31)

analogously to Eqs. (2.6) and (2.7) in the Bosonic case. It has been argued in [86] that a
pair of real-valued functions (A(z) B(z)) can be expanded as a superposition of (3.30) and
(3.31) in the following form(

A(z)

B(z)

)
=

∑
k,l=1,2

∫ (
F

(±)
k (z; Λ)

G
(±)
k (z; Λ)

)
dρ

(±)
kl (Λ)

×
∫ +∞

−∞
dz ′

(
F

(±)
l (z ′; Λ) G

(±)
l (z ′; Λ)

)( A(z ′)

B(z ′)

)
. (3.32)

Here dρ(±)
kl (Λ) describes the distribution of Λ in connection with the differential equation

(3.21). We use the letter Λ instead of E for the integration variable in (3.32) in order to
avoid possible confusion that could perhaps arise later in (3.48). According to Ref. [86],
the spectral functions are given by

dρ
(±)
11 (Λ) = lim

ε→+0

1

π
ℑ

(
1

m
(±)
2 (Λ + iε)−m(±)

1 (Λ + iε)

)
dΛ , (3.33)

dρ
(±)
12 (Λ) = dρ

(±)
21 (Λ)

= lim
ε→+0

1

2π
ℑ

(
m

(±)
2 (Λ + iε) +m

(±)
1 (Λ + iε)

m
(±)
2 (Λ + iε)−m(±)

1 (Λ + iε)

)
dΛ , (3.34)

dρ
(±)
22 (Λ) = lim

ε→+0

1

π
ℑ

(
m

(±)
1 (Λ + iε)m

(±)
2 (Λ + iε)

m
(±)
2 (Λ + iε)−m(±)

1 (Λ + iε)

)
dΛ , (3.35)

for Λ > 0, in case of continuous spectra. (See Eq. (6.2) in Ref. [86]. ) The characteristic
functions m(±)

1 (Λ + iε) and m(±)
2 (Λ + iε) are given by

m
(±)
1 (Λ + iε) = − lim

a→−∞

F
(±)
1 (a; Λ + iε)

F
(±)
2 (a; Λ + iε)

,

m
(±)
2 (Λ + iε) = − lim

b→+∞

F
(±)
1 (b; Λ + iε)

F
(±)
2 (b; Λ + iε)

, (3.36)

in a similar way as in the Bosonic case. For Λ < 0, the spectral functions are determined by
the symmetry property between positive and negative energy solutions mentioned before.
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The expansion (3.32) may be equivalently expressed by concise formulas∑
k,l=1,2

∫
F

(±)
k (z; Λ) dρ

(±)
kl (Λ) F

(±)
l (z ′; Λ) = δ(z − z ′) , (3.37)

∑
k,l=1,2

∫
F

(±)
k (z; Λ) dρ

(±)
kl (Λ)G

(±)
l (z ′; Λ) = 0 , (3.38)

∑
k,l=1,2

∫
G

(±)
k (z; Λ) dρ

(±)
kl (Λ) F

(±)
l (z ′; Λ) = 0 , (3.39)

∑
k,l=1,2

∫
G

(±)
k (z; Λ) dρ

(±)
kl (Λ)G

(±)
l (z ′; Λ) = δ(z − z ′) . (3.40)

These formulas are further rephrased, through the orthogonal rotation like (3.19),(
f
(±)
k (z; Λ)

g
(±)
k (z; Λ)

)
=

(
cos θ(±)(z) −sin θ(±)(z)

sin θ(±)(z) cos θ(±)(z)

)(
F

(±)
k (z; Λ)

G
(±)
k (z; Λ)

)
, (k = 1, 2) ,

(3.41)

by the formulas ∑
k,l=1,2

∫
f
(±)
k (z; Λ) dρ

(±)
kl (Λ) f

(±)
l (z ′; Λ) = δ(z − z ′) , (3.42)

∑
k,l=1,2

∫
f
(±)
k (z; Λ) dρ

(±)
kl (Λ) g

(±)
l (z ′; Λ) = 0 , (3.43)

∑
k,l=1,2

∫
g
(±)
k (z; Λ) dρ

(±)
kl (Λ) f

(±)
l (z ′; Λ) = 0 , (3.44)

∑
k,l=1,2

∫
g
(±)
k (z; Λ) dρ

(±)
kl (Λ) g

(±)
l (z ′; Λ) = δ(z − z ′) . (3.45)

3.5 Construction of the Propagator

We are now in a position to construct the Fermion’s two-point Green’s function. Let us
write down the solutions to the Dirac equation (3.6) as

ψ
(±)
k (z; Λ) ≡

 f
(±)
k (z; Λ)η(±)

g
(±)
k (z; Λ)η(±)

 (k = 1, 2) (3.46)

and pay attention to the following formula∑
k,l=1,2

∑
s=+,−

∫
ψ
(s)
k (z; Λ)dρ

(s)
kl (Λ)ψ

(s)
l (z ′; Λ)†

=

(
η(+)η(+)† + η(−)η(−)† 0

0 η(+)η(+)† + η(−)η(−)†

)
δ(z − z ′)

=

(
1 0

0 1

)
δ(z − z ′) . (3.47)
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This formula can be derived by using (3.42) - (3.45) together with (3.13). Noting that
ψ
(±)
k (z; Λ) satisfies the differential equation

γ0 {iγ · ∂ −m(z)}ψ(±)
k (z; Λ)e−iEt+ip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥ = (E − Λ)ψ

(±)
k (z; Λ)e−iEt+ip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥ , (3.48)

we also find the formula

γ0 {iγ · ∂ −m(z)}
∑

k,l=1,2

∑
s=+,−

∫
ψ
(s)
k (z; Λ)

dρ
(s)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
ψ
(s)
l (z ′; Λ)†e−iE(t−t′)+ip⃗⊥·(x⃗⊥−x⃗ ′

⊥)

=

(
1 0

0 1

)
δ(z − z ′)e−iE(t−t′)+ip⃗⊥·(x⃗⊥−x⃗⊥) . (3.49)

By multiplying γ0 from the left and another γ0 from the right, we get

{iγ · ∂ −m(z)}
∫
dE d2p⃗⊥
(2π)3

e−iE(t−t′)+ip⃗⊥·(x⃗⊥−x⃗ ′
⊥)

×
∑

k,l=1,2

∑
s=+,−

∫
ψ
(s)
k (z; Λ)

dρ
(s)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
ψ
(s)
l (z ′; Λ)† γ0

=

(
1 0

0 1

)
δ(z − z ′)δ(t− t ′)δ2(x⃗⊥ − x⃗ ′

⊥) . (3.50)

We have thus arrived finally at the integral representation for the Fermion’s propagator

F(t− t ′, x− x ′, y − y ′, z, z ′;m(∗))

= i

∫
dE d2p⃗⊥
(2π)3

e−iE(t−t ′)eip⃗⊥·(x⃗⊥−x⃗ ′
⊥)

∑
k,l=1,2

∑
s=+,−

∫
ψ
(s)
k (z; Λ)

dρ
(s)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
ψ
(s)
l (z ′; Λ)†γ0 .

(3.51)

In this expression we have not yet specified the +iε prescription in the energy denominator.
In order for the above Green’s function to be the time-ordered vacuum expectation value of
the Fermion’s bilinear operators we must go into the detail of the definition of the vacuum
in the presence of the bubble wall. We will come to this point later in Sect. 5, and for now
suffice it to say that the singularity at E = Λ in (3.51) should be avoided by setting

dρ
(s)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
→

dρ
(s)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ + iε
for Λ > 0 , (3.52)

and

dρ
(s)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
→

dρ
(s)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ− iε
for Λ < 0 . (3.53)

3.6 The constant mass case (no bubble wall)

Let us put our formula (3.51) into an explicit one for the case that the mass is just a
constant, i.e., m(z) = m. In this case Q(z) in (3.22) is just a constant

√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2 and

– 20 –



it is a simple matter to get the solutions to (3.21). For Λ2 > (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2), the solutions
become

F
(±)
1 (z; Λ) = cos (qz), G

(±)
1 (z; Λ) =

Λ ±
√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2
q

sin (qz) , (3.54)

F
(±)
2 (z; Λ) = −

Λ ∓
√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2
q

sin (qz) , G
(±)
2 (z; Λ) = cos (qz) , (3.55)

where we defined q as follows

q =
√

Λ2 − (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2) . (3.56)

For Λ2 < (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2), on the other hand, the solutions are

F
(±)
1 (z; Λ) = cosh (q̃z), G

(±)
1 (z; Λ) =

Λ ±
√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2
q̃

sinh (q̃z) , (3.57)

F
(±)
2 (z; Λ) = −

Λ ∓
√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2
q̃

sinh (q̃z) , G
(±)
2 (z; Λ) = cosh (q̃z) . (3.58)

Here q̃ is defined by

q̃ =
√
(m2 + |p⃗⊥|2)− Λ2 . (3.59)

The spectral functions (3.33) - (3.35), are also explicitly computed by using the formula
(3.36) as follows,

dρ
(±)
11 (Λ) =


1

2π

Λ ∓
√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2
q

dΛ for Λ >
√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2 ,

0 for Λ2 < (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2) ,
1

2π

−Λ ±
√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2
q

dΛ for Λ < −
√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2 ,

(3.60)

dρ
(±)
12 (Λ) = dρ

(±)
21 (Λ) = 0 , (3.61)

dρ
(±)
22 (Λ) =


1

2π

Λ ±
√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2
q

dΛ for Λ >
√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2 ,

0 for Λ2 < (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2) ,
1

2π

−Λ ∓
√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2
q

dΛ for Λ < −
√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2 .

(3.62)

Here we notice a simple relation dρ
(±)
11 (−Λ)/d(−Λ) = dρ

(±)
22 (Λ)/dΛ which is due to the

positive- and negative energy correspondence. With these spectral functions we can confirm
the completeness relations (3.37) - (3.40) explicitly.

In order to put the formula (3.51) into a more familiar form, we have to use the solutions
(3.54) and (3.55) together with the spectral functions to get the integrations∑

k,l=1,2

∫
F

(±)
k (z; Λ)

dρ
(±)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
F

(±)
l (z ′; Λ)

=
1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dq eiq(z−z ′) E ∓

√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2

E2 − (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2 + q2) + iε
, (3.63)
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∑
k,l=1,2

∫
F

(±)
k (z; Λ)

dρ
(±)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
G

(±)
l (z ′; Λ)

=
1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dq eiq(z−z ′) iq

E2 − (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2 + q2) + iε
, (3.64)

∑
k,l=1,2

∫
G

(±)
k (z; Λ)

dρ
(±)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
F

(±)
l (z ′; Λ)

=
1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dq eiq(z−z ′) −iq

E2 − (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2 + q2) + iε
, (3.65)

∑
k,l=1,2

∫
G

(±)
k (z; Λ)

dρ
(±)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
G

(±)
l (z ′; Λ)

=
1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dq eiq(z−z ′) E ±

√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2

E2 − (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2 + q2) + iε
. (3.66)

According to the original definition (3.56), q is positive, but the integration region of q in
the above formulas is extended to (−∞,+∞) by using symmetry arguments. These formu-
las may be transformed via orthogonal transformation (3.41) into the formulas involving
f
(±)
k (z; Λ) and g(±)

k (z; Λ),

∑
k,l=1,2

∫
f
(±)
k (z; Λ)

dρ
(±)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
f
(±)
l (z ′; Λ)

=
1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dq eiq(z−z ′) E ∓ |p⃗⊥|

E2 − (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2 + q2) + iε
, (3.67)

∑
k,l=1,2

∫
f
(±)
k (z; Λ)

dρ
(±)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
g
(±)
l (z ′; Λ)

=
1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dq eiq(z−z ′) m+ iq

E2 − (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2 + q2) + iε
, (3.68)

∑
k,l=1,2

∫
g
(±)
k (z; Λ)

dρ
(±)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
f
(±)
l (z ′; Λ)

=
1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dq eiq(z−z ′) m− iq

E2 − (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2 + q2) + iε
, (3.69)

∑
k,l=1,2

∫
g
(±)
k (z; Λ)

dρ
(±)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
g
(±)
l (z ′; Λ)

=
1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dq eiq(z−z ′) E ± |p⃗⊥|

E2 − (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2 + q2) + iε
. (3.70)
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Combining all these formulas, we end up with∑
k,l=1,2

∑
s=+,−

∫
ψ
(s)
k (z;λ)

dρ
(s)
kl (Λ)

E − Λ
ψ
(s)
l (z ′;λ)†γ0

=
1

2π

∫ +∞

−∞
dq eiq(z−z ′) Eγ

0 − γ1px − γ2py − qγ3 +m

E2 − |p⃗⊥|2 − q2 −m2 + iε
. (3.71)

Here use has been made of the identities (3.13) and (3.14). Note, in particular, that the
momenta px and py in the numerator of (3.71) show up through the use of the formula
(3.14). Putting the above relation into (3.51), we finally arrive at the familiar propagator
(3.4) with pµ = (E, px, py, q). We have thus successfully reproduced the well-known formula
with the aid of less-known method using the spectral function ρkl(Λ). In the presence of
the bubble wall, it seems absolutely necessary to make a full use of the spectral function to
construct Green’s functions.

4 The vector boson’s two-point Green’s function

4.1 Mixing between gauge boson and unphysical scalar fields

Now let us turn to the Green’s functions of the gauge bosons, in which we encounter with
some peculiar phenomena in contrast to the scalar case. The polarization vectors of the
vector bosons are usually defined referring to the four-momentum, whose z-component in
the present case, however, is changing during the passage of the bubble wall. The separation
into transverse and longitudinal polarization states becomes therefore more involved than
usual. Moreover the unphysical scalar fields are also mixed up with the vector bosons
through the variation of the Higgs vacuum expectation value. Farrar and McIntosh [83]
once discussed the change of the polarization states that vector bosons meet with in the
course of passing through the bubble wall. Azatov et al also discussed in their work [73]
the alteration of the polarization vector by choosing the unitary gauge. We will go along
similar lines as theirs by making use of the ’t Hooft-Feynman gauge which is more easy to
deal with to construct our propagators.

Let us consider specifically the standard SU(2)L×U(1)Y electroweak theory in order to
see the mixing between the unphysical scalar and gauge boson fields. The Higgs Lagrangian
is given as usual by

Lscalar = (∇µΦ)
†(∇µΦ)− V (Φ) , V (Φ) = λ(Φ†Φ)2 + µ20 Φ

†Φ , (4.1)

where ∇µ is the gauge covariant derivative and the Higgs doublet field Φ is parametrized
as

Φ =


w†

1√
2
(v +H + iχ)

 . (4.2)

The physical Higgs field is denoted by H and w, w† and z are the unphysical scalar fields.
In contrast with the usual case, the vacuum expectation value v is not a constant but is
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supposed to be position dependent, i.e., ∂µv ̸= 0. Putting (4.2) into (4.1) and keeping terms
up to the quadratic ones, we get

Lscalar = ∂µw
†∂µw +

1

2
∂µ(v +H − iχ)∂µ(v +H + iχ)

−MZZ
µ

(
∂µχ− χ

∂µv

v

)
+iMWW

+µ

(
∂µw − w

∂µv

v

)
− iMWW

−µ

(
∂µw

† − w†∂µv

v

)
+M2

WW
+
µ W

−µ +
1

2
M2

ZZµZ
µ

+(λv2 + µ20)

(
w†w +

1

2
χ2

)
+

(
3

2
λv2 +

1

2
µ20

)
H2 +

(
λv3 + vµ20

)
H

+ · · · · · · , (4.3)

where ellipses denote cubic and quartic terms with respect to fields. Note that the W and
Z boson masses

M2
W =

1

4
g2v2, M2

Z =
1

4
(g2 + g′ 2)v2 (4.4)

are also position dependent. Looking at (4.3), we immediately notice that there are extra
terms (

MZZ
µχ− iMWW

+µw + iMWW
−µw†

) ∂µv
v

(4.5)

for ∂µv ̸= 0 in comparison with the conventional case. This describes the mixing between
gauge bosons and associated unphysical scalar fields.

In the following we would like to employ the ’t Hooft-Feynman (ξ = 1 in Rξ) gauge
and add the following gauge fixing (GF) Lagrangian

LGF = −
(
∂ ·W+ + iMWw

†)(∂ ·W− − iMWw
)
− 1

2

(
∂ · Z +MZ χ

)2 − 1

2
(∂ ·A)2 .

(4.6)

(The gauge fixing term for the electromagnetic field Aµ is included in (4.6) for completeness,
but will be irrelevant to the subsequent analyses.) The Rξ gauge is usually arranged to
eliminate the mixing terms between gauge boson and associated unphysical scalar fields. In
the present case, however, the mixing does not disappear if ∂µv ̸= 0. In fact, in the partial
integration in (4.6) we use the relations

∂µMW =MW
∂µv

v
, ∂µMZ =MZ

∂µv

v
, (4.7)

and we notice that the mixing terms in (4.5) are not cancelled but are doubled. The free
equations of motion of the W - and Z-bosons and associated unphysical scalars turn out to
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be

(
□+M2

Z

)
Zµ + 2MZ

∂µv

v
χ = 0 , (4.8)(

□+M2
W

)
W−

µ − 2iMW
∂µv

v
w = 0 ,

(
□+M2

W

)
W+

µ + 2iMW
∂µv

v
w† = 0 , (4.9)(

□+M2
1

)
χ− 2MZ

∂µv

v
Zµ = 0 , (4.10)(

□+M2
2

)
w − 2iMW

∂µv

v
W−µ = 0 ,

(
□+M2

2

)
w† + 2iMW

∂µv

v
W+µ = 0 , (4.11)

and show mixing apparently, where use has been made of the notations

M2
1 =M2

Z +
(
λv2 + µ20

)
, M2

2 =M2
W +

(
λv2 + µ20

)
. (4.12)

Note that the term λv2 + µ20 in (4.12) goes to zero in the symmetry-broken region, but we
have to keep it in general.

The mixing is, however, rather limited, if v depends on the z-coordinate only, i.e.,
v = v(z). In fact the components of vector fields with µ = 0, 1, 2 are free from mixing

(
□+M2

Z

)
Z i = 0 ,

(
□+M2

W

)
W± i = 0 , (i = 0, 1, 2) , (4.13)

and the two-point Green’s functions ⟨(T(ZiZj)⟩ and ⟨T(W± iW∓ j)⟩ (i, j = 0, 1, 2) are
easily worked out in the same way as in the scalar field case described in Sect. 2. The
mixing occurs only in the third components, Z3 and W± 3, with their respective unphysical
scalar fields. The equations of motion for the pair (Z3 χ) become

(
□+M2

Z

)
Z3 − 2MZ

v′(z)

v(z)
z = 0 ,

(
□+M2

1

)
χ− 2MZ

v′(z)

v(z)
Z3 = 0 , (4.14)

and similar equations can be written down for the pairs, (W− 3 w) and (W+ 3 w†) as
follows

(
□+M2

W

)
W−3 + 2iMW

v′(z)

v(z)
w = 0 ,

(
□+M2

2

)
w − 2iMW

v′(z)

v(z)
W−3 = 0 , (4.15)

(
□+M2

W

)
W+3 − 2iMW

v′(z)

v(z)
w† = 0 ,

(
□+M2

2

)
w† + 2iMW

v′(z)

v(z)
W+3 = 0 . (4.16)

4.2 The general expansion method for two-component fields

Since the third component of the gauge boson is mixed with the associated unphysical
scalar boson, the two-point function that we are seeking for becomes necessarily a 2 × 2

matrix and let us explain what the matrix looks like for the pair (Z3 χ). (The case of the
W boson and w can be handled exactly in the same way.)
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Looking at Eq. (4.14), we notice that the 2× 2 Green’s function matrix has to satisfy
the following equation,

□+M 2
Z −2MZ

v′(z)

v(z)

−2MZ
v′(z)

v(z)
□+M 2

1


 G11 G12

G21 G22



= −i

(
1 0

0 1

)
δ(t− t ′)δ(x− x ′)δ(y − y ′)δ(z − z ′) . (4.17)

The translation invariance in time and the transverse x⃗⊥-directions is respected and each
component of the matrix is a function of the following variables,

Gαβ = Gαβ(t− t ′, x− x ′, y − y ′, z, z ′; v(∗)), (α, β = 1, 2)) , (4.18)

and is expressed as a superposition of the plane wave

e−iE(t−t′)eip⃗⊥·(x⃗⊥−x⃗ ′
⊥) . (4.19)

The d’Alembertian is therefore going to be replaced as

□→ −E2 + p⃗ 2
⊥ −

∂2

∂z2
(4.20)

and we are naturally led to consider the differential equation of the following type{
− d2

dz2
+ V (z)

}
ϕ(z;λ) = λϕ(z;λ) . (4.21)

This is again the Schrödinger-type equation with the “potential” V (z), which is a 2 × 2

matrix defined by

V (z) =


M 2

Z −2MZ
v′(z)

v(z)

−2MZ
v′(z)

v(z)
M 2

1

 , (4.22)

The “energy” is denoted by λ in ( 4.21), and ϕ(z;λ) is the corresponding wave function with
two components

ϕ(z;λ) =

 ϕ1(z;λ)

ϕ2(z;λ)

 . (4.23)

Note that the matrix (4.22) is real-symmetric, and the operator on the left hand side of
(4.21) is self-adjoint in the space of functions with favorable behaviors at z → ±∞. The
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differential equation (4.21) can be rewritten equivalently in the following form,
□+M 2

Z −2MZ
v′(z)

v(z)

−2MZ
v′(z)

v(z)
□+M 2

1

ϕ(z;λ)e−iEteip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥

= (−E2 + p⃗ 2
⊥ + λ)ϕ(z;λ)e−iEteip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥ . (4.24)

At this point let us recall that Kodaira, in his follow-up paper [78], extended the work
done in [74], [75], [76] and [77] on the general expansion method associated with the second-
order differential operator to the case of any even-order self-adjoint differential operator.
As remarked almost at the end of Ref. [78], the expansion method developed there can be
carried to the case of coupled differential equation of lower-order for multi-component fields
and our present problem belongs to such a category of the two-component case.

We can proceed similarly as in Sect. 2 and Sect. 3 by preparing fundamental solutions
to (4.21), which we denote ϕ(k)(z;λ) (k = 1, · · · , 4). They are defined by the initial
conditions at z = 0. All the solutions to the Schrödinger equation (4.21) are expressed as a
linear combination of ϕ(k)(z;λ). It has been shown that there exists the spectral function,
ρkl(λ)with such a property that any pair of square-integrable functions uα(z)(α = 1, 2), can
be expressed as a superposition of the fundamental solutions

uα(z) =

∫ ∑
k,l

ϕ(k)α (z;λ)dρkl(λ)

∫ +∞

−∞
dz ′

∑
β=1,2

ϕ
(l)
β (z ′ λ)uβ(z

′) . (4.25)

This indicates that we may rewrite this formula in a simple form as∫ ∑
k,l

ϕ(k)α (z;λ)dρkl(λ)ϕ
(l)
β (z′;λ) = δαβ δ(z − z′) . (4.26)

With the help of (4.26), it is almost straightforward to write down the Green’s function in
the following integral form

Gαβ(t− t ′, x− x ′, y − y ′, z, z ′; v(∗)) (4.27)

= i

∫
dE d2p⃗⊥
(2π)3

e−iE(t−t ′)eip⃗⊥·(x⃗⊥−x⃗ ′
⊥)

∫ ∑
k,l

ϕ
(k)
α (z;λ)dρkl(λ)ϕ

(l)
β (z ′;λ)

E2 − p⃗ 2
⊥ − λ+ iε

. (4.28)

We have added +iε in the denominator in (4.28) just by hand so that this should be the
vacuum expectation value of the time-ordered product of fields in the sense to be explained
next.

5 Field quantization in the presence of the bubble wall

In constructing the two-point functions, we made use of various propagation modes of scalar
and vector fields labelled by λ, and of spinor fields labelled by Λ. We are now well-prepared
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to discuss how to quantize these fields by taking the existence of the bubble wall into
account. For the sake of simplicity we consider the case in which the spectral functions
admit only continuous spectra. We will discuss below the quantization of scalar and spinor
fields, while the vector fields will be dealt with in our separate publication since the physical
state conditions are complicated and we have to prepare other tools to explain them.

5.1 Real scalar field

Let us begin with the scalar field satisfying the free equations of motion{
□+M(z)2

}
φ(t, x⃗⊥, z) = 0 , (5.1)

in the presence of the bubble wall. Our task now is to realize the canonical commutation
relations [

φ̇(t, x⃗⊥, z), φ(t, x⃗
′
⊥, z

′)
]
= −i δ2(x⃗⊥ − x⃗ ′

⊥)δ(z − z′) , (5.2)[
φ(t, x⃗⊥, z), φ(t, x⃗

′
⊥, z

′)
]
=
[
φ̇(t, x⃗⊥, z), φ̇(t, x⃗

′
⊥, z

′)
]
= 0 , (5.3)

by introducing commutation relations among some operators which are analogous to the
conventional creation and annihilation operators. Note that the time derivative is denoted
by dot in (5.2) and (5.3).

The solutions to the equations of motion (5.1) are given in the form of a superposition
of the fundamental solutions ϕk(z;λ) (k = 1, 2) in (2.5) combined with the plane waves in
the x- and y- directions. Therefore the scalar field is expanded generally as

φ(t, x⃗⊥, z) =

∫
dλ
∑
k=1,2

∫
d2p⃗⊥√
(2π)2 2E

{
αk(p⃗⊥, λ)e

ip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥−iEtϕk(z;λ)

+α†
k(p⃗⊥, λ)e

−ip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥+iEtϕk(z;λ)

}
, (5.4)

where E is defined by

E =
√
p⃗ 2
⊥ + λ . (5.5)

The coefficients, αk(p⃗⊥, λ) and α†
k(p⃗⊥, λ) (k = 1, 2) in (5.4), are regarded as operators,

which we postulate to satisfy the following commutation relations,[
αk(p⃗⊥, λ), α

†
l (p⃗

′
⊥, λ

′)
]
= δ2(p⃗⊥ − p⃗ ′

⊥)δ(λ− λ′)
dρkl(λ)

dλ
, (5.6)[

αk(p⃗⊥, λ), αl(p⃗
′
⊥, λ

′)
]
=
[
α†
k(p⃗⊥, λ), α

†
l (p⃗

′
⊥, λ

′)
]
= 0 . (5.7)

Note that the spectral density matrix dρkl(λ)/dλ in (5.6) is symmetric and positive semi-
definite. Employing (5.6) and (5.7) we immediately get

[
φ̇(t, x⃗⊥, z), φ(t, x⃗

′
⊥, z

′)
]
= −i δ2(x⃗⊥ − x⃗ ′

⊥)
∑

k,l=1,2

∫
dλ ϕk(z, λ)

dρkl(λ)

dλ
ϕl(z

′;λ) , (5.8)
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and are led to the canonical commutation relation (5.2) on using the completeness (2.11).
The relation (5.3) can also be derived straightforwardly by using (5.6) and (5.7) .

In case that there does not exist a bubble wall, i.e., M(z) =M (constant), the opera-
tors α†

k(p⃗⊥, λ) and αk(p⃗⊥, λ) have to reduce to the conventional creation and annihilation
operators. In fact putting the solutions (2.19) together with the spectral functions (2.23),
(2.24) and (2.25), we are able to rewrite (5.4) in the following form

φ(t, x⃗⊥, z) =

∫ ∞

M2

dλ

2
√
λ−M2

∫
d2p⃗⊥√
(2π)32E

{
a−(p⃗⊥, λ)e

ip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥+i
√
λ−M2ze−iEt + a+(p⃗⊥, λ)e

ip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥−i
√
λ−M2ze−iEt

+a†−(p⃗⊥, λ)e
−ip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥−i

√
λ−M2zeiEt + a†+(p⃗⊥, λ)e

−ip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥+i
√
λ−M2zeiEt

}
,

(5.9)

where we have introduced two types of linear combinations of α1(p⃗⊥, λ) and α2(p⃗⊥, λ) , i.e.,

a±(p⃗⊥, λ) ≡
√
2π
{√

λ−M2 α1(p⃗⊥, λ)± iα2(p⃗⊥, λ)
}
. (5.10)

The commutation relations among these combinations turn out to be[
a+(p⃗⊥, λ), a

†
+(p⃗

′
⊥, λ

′)
]
= δ2(p⃗⊥ − p⃗ ′

⊥)δ(
√
λ−M2 −

√
λ′ −M2) , (5.11)[

a−(p⃗⊥, λ), a
†
−(p⃗

′
⊥, λ

′)
]
= δ2(p⃗⊥ − p⃗ ′

⊥)δ(
√
λ−M2 −

√
λ′ −M2) , (5.12)

and all of the other types of commutators vanish. Once we identify
√
λ−M2 as the z-

component of the momentum p⃗, then it is easy to see that a−(p⃗⊥, λ) and a+(p⃗⊥, λ) are
the usual annihilation operator of a particle with momentum p⃗ = (p⃗⊥,

√
λ−M2) and

p⃗ = (p⃗⊥,−
√
λ−M2), respectively.

In the presence of the bubble wall, the interpretation of operators α†
k(p⃗⊥, λ) and

αk(p⃗⊥, λ) is subtle and is not so simple. The notion of a particle itself is obscured, since the
mass is position-dependent. We may, however, call α†

k(p⃗⊥, λ) and αk(p⃗⊥, λ) as creation and
annihilation operators of some “quanta” labelled by k, p⃗⊥ and λ. Suppose that we define
the vacuum |0⟩ by

αk(p⃗⊥, λ)|0⟩ = 0, for k = 1, 2, ∀p⃗⊥,
∀λ . (5.13)

In the symmetry-broken region, the state α†
k(p⃗⊥, λ)|0⟩ behaves like a one-particle state

with a definite mass, say, M , and looks like a superposed state with four-momentum of
(E, p⃗⊥,+

√
λ−M2) and (E, p⃗⊥,−

√
λ−M2). We have to keep in our mind, however, that

the normalization of this state differs from the usual one due to the λ-dependent quantity
dρkl(λ)/dλ in (5.6) and that this should be taken into account in quantitative calculations.
We should also notice that the two-point function (2.4) is the vacuum expectation value of
the time-ordered product of the scalar fields where the vacuum is defined by (5.13).
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5.2 The Dirac field

Let us now turn our attention to the Dirac field, whose general solution to the free equations
of motion (3.6) is given by a superposition of (3.46). We express the solution by separating
the part belonging to the positive (E > 0) and negative (E < 0) energies in the following
way, i.e.,

ψ(t, x⃗⊥, z) =
∑
k=1,2

∑
s=+,−

{∫
E>0

dE

∫
d2p⃗⊥
2π

β
(s)
k (p⃗⊥, E) ψ

(s)
k (z;E)eip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥−iEt

+

∫
E<0

dE

∫
d2p⃗⊥
2π

γ
(s)†
k (p⃗⊥, E)ψ

(s)
k (z;E)eip⃗⊥·x⃗⊥−iEt

}
. (5.14)

The coefficients β(s)k (p⃗⊥, E) and γ
(s) †
k (p⃗⊥, E) are operators whose anti-commutation rela-

tions are arranged so that the basic relations{
ψ(t, x⃗⊥, z), ψ

†(t, x⃗ ′
⊥, z

′)
}
= δ2(x⃗⊥ − x⃗ ′

⊥)δ(z − z ′) , (5.15){
ψ(t, x⃗⊥, z), ψ(t, x⃗

′
⊥, z

′)
}
= 0 , (5.16){

ψ †(t, x⃗⊥, z), ψ
†(t, x⃗ ′

⊥, z
′)
}
= 0 , (5.17)

are realized. Here we would like to point out that once we postulate the following anti-
commutation relations{

β
(r)
k (p⃗⊥, E), β

(s) †
l (p⃗ ′

⊥, E
′)
}
= δrs δ2(p⃗⊥ − p⃗ ′

⊥) δ(E − E ′)
dρ

(s)
kl (E)

dE
, (5.18)

{
γ
(r)
k (p⃗⊥, E), γ

(s) †
l (p⃗ ′

⊥, E
′)
}
= δrs δ2(p⃗⊥ − p⃗ ′

⊥) δ(E − E ′)
dρ

(s)
kl (E)

dE
, (5.19)

and vanishing of all other types of anti-commutators, then (5.15), (5.16) and (5.17) are all
satisfied.

As in the scalar case we may call β(r)†k (p⃗⊥, E) and β(r)k (p⃗⊥, E) as creation and annihi-
lation operators of Fermionic “quanta” labelled by k, r, p⃗⊥ and E. Likewise we may call
γ
(r)†
k (p⃗⊥, E) and γ

(r)
k (p⃗⊥, E) as those of anti-Fermionic “quanta” labelled by k, r, p⃗⊥ and

E. We define the vacuum by the conditions

β
(r)
k (p⃗⊥, E)|0⟩ = 0, γ

(r)
k (p⃗⊥, E)|0⟩ = 0, for k = 1, 2, r = ±, ∀p⃗⊥,

∀E . (5.20)

Then it turns out that the Fermion’s propagator (3.51) supplemented by the +iε prescrip-
tions (3.52) and (3.53) is an expectation value of the time-ordered product of Fermion’s
bilinear operators with respect to this vacuum. In the symmetry-broken region, the states
β
(r)†
k (p⃗⊥, E)|0⟩ and γ

(r)†
k (−p⃗⊥, E)|0⟩ behave like a one-particle Fermion and anti-Fermion

states, respectively, with a definite mass, say, m and are a superposition of the four-
momentum states of (|E|, p⃗⊥,+q) and (|E|, p⃗⊥,−q), as a linear combination of k = 1 and
k = 2 states. Here q is given by

q =
√
E2 − (m2 + |p⃗⊥|2). (5.21)
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In the absence of the bubble wall, we have m(z) = m (constant) and β
(s)
k (p⃗⊥, E) and

γ
(s)
k (p⃗⊥, E) may be shown to go over to the usual annihilation operators. In fact

b(±)(p⃗⊥, q) = κ(±)β
(±)
1 (p⃗⊥, E) + iκ(∓)β

(±)
2 (p⃗⊥, E) , (5.22)

b(±)(p⃗⊥,−q) = κ(±)β
(±)
1 (p⃗⊥, E)− iκ(∓)β

(±)
2 (p⃗⊥, E) , (5.23)

are the annihilation operators of the Fermion with the momentum p⃗ = (p⃗⊥, q) and p⃗ =

(p⃗⊥,−q), respectively, where we defined

κ(±) =
√
2π

√
|E| ±

√
m2 + |p⃗⊥|2
2|E|

. (5.24)

We are able to confirm the usual anti-commutators{
b(±)(p⃗⊥, q), b

(±) †(p⃗ ′
⊥, q

′)
}
= δ2(p⃗⊥ − p⃗ ′

⊥)δ(q − q ′) , (5.25){
b(±)(p⃗⊥,−q), b(±) †(p⃗ ′

⊥,−q ′)
}
= δ2(p⃗⊥ − p⃗ ′

⊥)δ(q − q ′) , (5.26)

and all other types anti-commutators vanish.
Similarly, the creation operators of the anti-Fermion with momentum p⃗ = (p⃗⊥, q) and

p⃗ = (p⃗⊥,−q) are expressed, respectively, by

c(±) †(−p⃗⊥,−q) = κ(±)γ
(∓) †
1 (p⃗⊥, E)− iκ(∓)γ

(∓) †
2 (p⃗⊥, E) , (5.27)

c(±) †(−p⃗⊥, q) = κ(±)γ
(∓) †
1 (p⃗⊥, E) + iκ(∓)γ

(∓) †
2 (p⃗⊥, E) , (5.28)

and are shown to satisfy the anti-commutators{
c(±)(−p⃗⊥,−q), c(±) †(−p⃗ ′

⊥,−q ′)
}
= δ2(p⃗⊥ − p⃗ ′

⊥)δ(q − q ′) , (5.29){
c(±)(−p⃗⊥, q), c(±) †(−p⃗ ′

⊥, q
′)
}
= δ2(p⃗⊥ − p⃗ ′

⊥)δ(q − q ′) , (5.30)

together with vanishing of all other types of anti-commutators.

6 Concluding Remarks

In the presence of the Higgs condensate bubble, we have successfully constructed the two-
point Green’s functions of scalar, spinor and vector fields in the form of integral represen-
tations. The key role of the construction is played by the spectral functions, which we are
in principle able to compute provided that the large |z| behavior of fundamental solutions
are known. The spectral functions also tell us about the range of the spectra and therefore
we can identify the infrared region simply by looking at the integral representation. With
the help of these propagators, we are able to check the interplay between virtual and real
soft emitted gauge bosons, and natures of cancellation of infrared singularities.

The Sudakov-type double logarithms and variations thereof may also be investigated
by using our Green’s functions. As we see in (3.51), the denominators of the Fermion’s
propagator look like those in the old-fashioned perturbation. Of course the denominators
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of the Bosonic propagator (2.4) may also be divided into two to cast them into the form
of old-fashioned perturbation. It has been known that, in the very high energy limit,
only a few among many terms in the old-fashioned perturbation survive the limit and
perturbative calculation rules become very much simplified [89]. It has also been known
that the derivation of the Sudakov-type double logarithms and their all-order resummation
are possible by picking up only limited number of terms in the old-fashioned perturbation
theory [90]. The propagators that we derived in the present paper may be adapted to such
analyses.

For more dedicated analyses on the dynamics near the bubble wall interface, finite
temperature Green’s functions must be worked out, which, however, we will report in
separate publications. In constructing finite temperature Green’s functions, we have to
take care of the operator ordering. The commutation and anti-commutation relations that
we have postulated in Sect. 5 may provide us with a good testing-ground of their usefulness.
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