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Abstract

We present the Bogoliubov’s causal perturbative QFT, which includes only one refinement: the
creation-annihilation operators at a point, i.e. for a specific momentum, are mathematically interpreted
as the Hida operators from the white noise analysis. We leave the rest of the theory completely unchanged.
This allows avoiding infrared— and ultraviolet — divergences in the transition to the adiabatic limit for
interacting fields and elimination of the free parameters of the theory, associated with the choice of
normalization in computation of the retarded and advanced parts of causal distributions (corresponding
to the freedom in the choice of renormalization scheme). This enhances the predictive power of the
theory, and in particular allows to derive non-trivial mass relations. The approach is general and can be
applied to investigate any perturbative QFT.
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1 Introduction

It was Bogoliubov [I] who recognized the fundamental role of causality principle in perturbative QFT,
which allowed afterward the rigorous and axiomatic treatment of the perturbative method and clarified
the renormalization prescription in QFT. Let us remind his idea and a subsequent development. It is
based on the scattering generalized operator S. Suppose we are given an interaction Lagrangian g, L, (x)
with a coupling constant g,. In order to implement and then make use of the causal relations (inspired
by Schwinger’s treatment of the external field problem) g, is replaced in [I] by a smooth function on the
space-time, plying a role analogous to a classical field, say, “intensity of interaction”, or “switching off” test
function g,. In fact, the method is quite general and, after Schwinger and [I], we consider a generalized
interaction Lagrangian, into which we introduce additional terms multiplied by their own “switching oft”
test functions g,. We consider a generalized interaction Lagrangian with multicomponent switching off test
function g = (g,,.--,9,)

k

L(z) = Z 9,(2)L,(2) = g, (2) L, (2) + Y g,(x)W, (), (1)

k
j=0 j=1

and with £;(x) equal to any Wick products W, (z) of free fields, in most cases of even degree in Fermi fields,
and with £, being the true interaction Lagrangian, with g, then eventually tending to the physical coupling
constant (adiabatic limit problem), and with the other terms in £ introduced after Schwinger in order to
compute the interacting counterparts W, . of the free Wick products W, j > 0, or for the treatment of the
external field problem. In case the Wick monomial W, (z) is odd in Fermi fields, the corresponding g, is a
test function with values in the Grassmann algebra with involution in the sense of [2]. Nontrivial restrictions
on the allowed interaction term £, (z) = W, (x) will come e.g. from the renormalizability of the perturbation
quantum field theory, and further from the concrete mathematical refinement of the axioms initiated in [T,
which we present below. Specification of the free fields and their Wick products as kinds of generalized
operators (functionals of test functions) and the class of allowed test functions g in () will be specified later,
and of course lies at the very heart of the problem.

To the interaction Lagrangian (II) there corresponds the generalized scattering operator S(g) and its
inverse S(g) !, which becomes a functional of the switching off test function g, and which is postulated in
[1] as a formal power series in g:

S(g) =1+ LS.(g®"), Sl '=1+> L5.(s*"), (2)
n=1 n=1
k
Sn(g®™) = Z d*zy ... d*z, Sn(jl,xl,...,jn,xn)gjl(xl)...g].n (), (3)
j1)~~~7jn:O

and similarly for S,,(¢®™). It was established in [I] that S(g) respects the axioms of (I) causality: S(g-+h) =
S(g)S(h) whenever there exists a Lorentz frame in which the support of h lies before the support of g,
(IT) unitarity: S(g)~! = S(g)T (or Krein isometricity: S(g)~! = nS(g)*n if gauge fields are present,
with 7 being the Gupta-Bleuler operator), (III) relativistic covariance and (IV) correspondence principle:
Si(g) = [ L(x)d*z, where L(z) is given by ().

Having given S(g) and its inverse S(g)~!, the local interacting fields W, . (g,,¢) corresponding to the

free Wick monomials W, (¢), evaluated at the space-time test function ¢, are constructed as the formal
variational derivatives [1]:

o(x)dz.

9;40=0

Wj int(gov(b):/[s(g)_l%gig}

The Bogoliubov axioms (I)-(IV) can be expressed in terms of the kernels Sy, (j1,%1, ..., jn,Zn) of the
integrals (@) in the following manner
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Sn(jl, Ila cee 7jn; In) = (_1)S(X1Y) Sk(jhaxha .. 7kaaITk)Sn*k(ka+17ka+1v . e 7an’ITn)5

whenever {j,, 1, Tr s o5 Jrns Trn b S {TGrs Ty oo o0 Sk Ty}

(IT)

UsASu(j1, @1, ves i, @) Un = YV, ooV, Sy A en = by, A e — D),
Ji 5w,

(I11)
Z Sn(1, @15y finy Tn) = Z NSn (1, T1s -+ Jn, Tn) T,
jl ----- Jn jl »»»»» jn

(IV)

Sl(j7 JJ) = iﬁj (LL'),

where £, () is the interaction Lagrangian density operator in (IJ). For each k, the index j; has the
range of the index j in ().

In order to explain the notation, let Z denote the set {ji,z1,...,jn,2n} of variables. Here we have a
partition Z = X UY of Z into two disjoint subsets. In the partition, we treat each pair j;, x; as a single
element. X = {jr,%r .. s @r s Y = {Jrers Trigrs - Jrs Try b Symbol s(X,Y) denotes the parity
of permutation of Grassmann variabes in the permutation Z — (X,Y). In (II) we have the matrices V_
coming from the transformation formulas U, , W, (z)U,}, = JXIIVU, W, (A~1z —b) of the Wick monomials W

J
in (). The kernels S, (41,21, ..., jn,Zrn) have the general form of linear combinations of the Wick products
of free fields with coefficients equal to translationally invariant tempered distributions (“Green functions”).

Rigorous definition of the class of generalized operators including S, is not specified in [1]. It is
only remarked in [I] that this class should include Wick products of free fields with coefficients equal
to translationally invariant tempered distributions. It was recognized in [I], §29, that having given the
class specified in whatever rigorous manner, which allows as test functions g the Schwartz test functions,
the axioms (I)-(IV) determine the kernels S, (j1,21,. .., jn,Zn) of all orders up to a generalized operators
An(j1, 21, -+, jn, Tn) supported at the full diagonal. As proved in [I], this ambiguity is precisely the
ambiguity which corresponds to the ordinary ambiguity in the renormalization prescription. However, in
1], §29.2, it is only outlined the existence proof for S,, (with the remarked ambiguity). In passing to the
construction of S,, the rigorous approach, indicated in §29.2, is abandoned. Instead, it was observed in [I]
that from (I)-(IV) it follows that, outside the full diagonal (z; # x for some i # k), S, (41,21, .., Jn, Tn)
is equal to the ordinary chronological product T' [Eh (1)L, (xn)} using ordinary multiplication by the
step theta function, and this formula is formally regarded as if it was true in the whole domain of the
space-time variables. This formal extension leads to divergent terms, but the divergent part has precisely
the full diagonal form A, mentioned above, with divergent coefficients, which (in case of renormalizable
L,) can be subsumed by addition of finite number of terms in the Lagrangian of the same kind as the
original Lagrangian, but with infinite coefficients. Thus, infinities can be eliminated, by addition of a finite
number of counterterms to the Lagrangian, with infinite coefficients (renormalization prescription). But
the rigorous existence proof [I], outlined in §29.2, suggests that in principle it should also be possible to
construct or compute S, (with the mentioned ambiguity) in a rigorous manner, without resorting to such
infinite subtractions. Such rigorous construction, based on (I)-(IV), was indeed given later by Epstein
and Glaser [3] for the scalar massive field (subsequently applied to other Lagrangians, including QED,
by other authors [4]-[7]). It is obvious that in order to give concrete and rigorous mathematical content
to the axioms (I)-(IV), we need to specify the class of generalized operators to which .S,, belong, as well
as the class of space-time test functions. Otherwise, no rigorous construction or calculation of S, based
on the axioms (I)-(IV) would be possible. Epstein and Glaser [3] assumed that the free fields, their
Wick products, (tensor) products W (x)W (y) of the Wick products of free fields, and S, (41,1, ..., Jn, Tn)
are generalized operators in the sense of operator valued distributions defined by Wightman [9]. For
this class of generalized operators, the class of test functions g includes the Schwartz rapidly decreasing
functions. Having the content of the axioms (I)-(IV) established in this manner, they were able to construct
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inductively S,. In fact the rigorous inductive construction [3] of S,, out of Sk, k¥ < n — 1, is based on
the observations already made in [I]. Let, for simplicity of notation, each pair of variables ji,zj in the
kernel S,, be shortly written by z, remembering that each xj is a variable of various possible kinds,
correspondingly to the possible values of the index ji coinciding with the range {0,...,k} of the index
j in [@): in particular, zj is of Grassmann type if the corresponding g, 1s Grassmann valued. Let, further,
Z be the set of variables {x1,...,2,_1}. Consider the sums A’ (Z, x,) = B(—1)*XY:#)§(X)S(Y, z,,) and

' (Z,zn) = 2(—1)*@nX)S(Y, 2,,)S(X) over all divisions Z = XUIY of Z into two disjoint sets, excluding
X = (. Here s(X,Y,x,) is the sign of the permutation of the Grassmann-type variables in passing from
the order (Z, x,,) to the order (X,Y,z,) and the subscript k& at S;(X) has been omitted, being equal to the
number of elements of X. Next, consider A, (Z, x,) = %(—1)*XY2)G(X)S(Y, x,) = An(Z, ) + S0 (Z, 21)
and R, (Z,z,) = B(=1)*Y#nX)8(Y,2,)S(X) = Ro(Z, ) + Sy(Z,2,) with summation over all divisions
of Z including X = 0. Thus A/, R, can be computed from S;, k¥ < n — 1. Then, as already observed
in [1], §21.2 formula (13), A,(Z,z,) and R,(Z,x,), have, respectively, advanced and retarded supports,
restricted, respectively, to the set of i, k= 1,...,n — 1, each of which lies in the past light cone emerging
from x,, or, respectively, in the forward light cone emerging from x,. The point is that the said support
properties of A, and R,, follow from the axioms (I)-(IV) and allow computation of S,, in the following
manner. Because D,, = Rl — A, = R, — A,, then D,, has causal support, with A4,, being the advanced
and R, the retarded part of D,,, with D,, which can be computed out of S, k < n — 1. This means that
all the coefficient tempered distributions in the Wick decomposition of D,, have causal support. Because
moreover they have finite singularity order w at zero, they can be splitted into retarded and advanced part,
up to the finite linear combinations of the Dirac delta and its derivatives — distributions supported at the
full diagonal, i.e. up to the freedom depending on a finite number of constants depending, in turn, on the
singularity order w of the splitted causal distribution. Singularity order at zero (in space-time coordinates)
is undestood here in the standard sense [I0], and coincides (for the Fourer transformed distribution) with
the degree of the polynomial growth at infinity in momentum space (for function-like Fourier transform of
plynomial growth), and coincides with the ordinary divergence degree of the corresponding graph in the
momentum space [I]. Thus, the retarded and advanced parts R,, A,, of D,, can be computed independently
of (I)-(IV) on using the splitting theory of causal distributions having finite singularity order. Therefore, we
can compute S, = advD,, — A/, = retD,, — R]. Strictly speaking, we have used one implicit assumption
here: that

(V) The advanced and retarded parts of the splitted causal distribution d,, have the same singularity order
as dy,

which should be added to the axioms (I)-(IV), in order to base the whole computation of S,, solely on
(I)-(V), without any additional implicit assumptions, remembering also that in addition we have interpreted
the free fields, their Wick products, and higher order contributions S,,, as the generalized operators in the
Wightman sense [9]. S, Rn, A, are, respectively, called time ordered products, retarded products, and
advanced products.

In this manner, using (I)-(V) and said interpretation of generalized operators, Epstein and Glaser [3]
computed S, rigorously, without any reference to infinite subtractions, eliminating all ultraviolet infinities,
in the computation of the kernels \S,, with the ambiguity in S,, coming from the finite non-negative singularity
order w of the coefficients of D,,. Theory is renormalizable if the singularity order w of each contribution
to D, equal to the singularity order of each corresponding contribution to S, is bounded by a constant
independent of n and equal 4 minus the number of external lines, counted with a weight depending on the spin
of the external line, and minus the number of derivatives in external lines. This puts nontrivial, well-known,
restrictions on £, in (). Le. in renormalizable case, the singularity order w of a term in S,, corresponding
to a set of external lines (i.e. of the term proportional to the Wick product of free fields represented by these
external lines) is less than or equal 4 minus a positive number depending on the number of these external
lines and derivatives in these external lines. E.g. for the spinor QED Lagrangian £, w < 4 — (3/2f + #),
with § equal to the total number of fermion external lines and £ equal to the total number of external photon
lines. For the Yang-Mills Lagrangian (without couplings to matter fields) [6], w < 4—b—g—g—0, where b is
the number of external gluon lines, g, g — external ghost, antighost lines, and 0-the number of derivations in
the external gluon and antighost lines. Therefore, the set of all contributions which require renormalization,
i.e. those with w > 0, correspond to a finite number of different sets of external lines (Wick products of free
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fields), and theory can be renormalized. The scattering operator, based on the axioms (I)-(V) specified as in
[3], gives the coefficient distributions of S,, exactly the same as the (finite) renormalized coefficients obtained
with the method using renormalization [I]. Only the source of the ambiguity in S,, is differently looked at: in
the rigorous approach [3] this ambiguity follows from the existence of the coefficients in D,, with non-negative
singularity order w implying non-unique splitting. In the approach using renormalization it comes from the
fact that there is no distinguished finite value which could represent the difference of two positive and infinite
numbers (i.e. the symbol 0o — oo is indefinite). Below we return to a deeper interpretation of this ambiguity.

The reader may therefore ask: what is the profit of this rigorous formulation of the axioms (I)-(V)
and calculation of S, based on (I)-(V)? A possible answer is thidl. by making a theory rigorous, we
expect to strengthen its predictive power, simply reducing its statements to the logical consequences of
the axioms. In our case, for example, the ambiguity in the splitting (ambiguity in renormalization scheme
in the approach using renormalization) can be eliminated (or substantially reduced) by imposing existence
of the adiabatic limit g, — constant for the scattering operator or for the interacting fields. For this
reason, contribution of [3], making the theory rigorous, gives hope to this perspective. However, the above
Bogoliubov-Epstein-Glaser formulation, based on the said mathematical interpretation of the generalized
operators, and axioms (I)-(V), has important shortcomings. Namely, in the most interesting cases of QFT
with infinite range of interaction, as e.g. QED, the adiabatic limit for interacting fields does not exist.
In fact this could have been expected, as the Wightman operator distributions have, by construction, the
Schwartz functions as their test functions, and the constant function is not the element of the Schwartz
test function space, with the further specifications needed to fix the sense of the adiabatic limit, and with
nontrivial existence problems. Therefore, we expect existence of this limit only in some exceptional theories
(e.g. massive scalar field [11]).

In order to free the theory of Bogoliubov-Epstein-Glaser based on (I)-(V) from the said shortcomings,
we no longer regard the generalized operators which include the free fields and their Wick products with
coefficients equal to translationally invariant tempered distributions, as the generalized operators in the
Wightman sense. In fact, the free fields, their Wick products with coefficients equal to any translationally
invariant tempered distributions, can also be regarded as particular cases of the finite linear combinations
of the so-called integral kernel generalized operators with vector valued kernels of the white noise calculus
in the Fock space [12]. Therefore, in quantum field theory, one can actually consider free fields, their Wick
products, and higher-order contributions S,, as finite sums of generalized integral kernel operators of the
white noise calculus [13]. This allows us to go much further in understanding the adiabatic limit problem
than was possible in the approach based on the generalized Wightman operators. In this paper, we will focus
ourselves on the application of [13] to QED, where we have the existence of the adiabatic limit for interacting
fields as generalized integral kernel operators with vector valued kernels if and only if the charged particle
has nonzero mass (Theorems[I] [2 Section Bl proved in [I4]), and where we have the existence of the natural
product operation for the interacting fields in the adiabatic limit, whenever it exists (Theorem [B] Section
B), and finally, where we have the existence of the adiabatic limit for the scattering operator understood as
a generalized integral kernel operator (Section [B]). Next, we give some further perspectives, including other
interactions (Section H). Finally, we give a comparison with other approaches (Section Bl). In Section [2] we
remind the main idea of [13], recall some basic facts concerning generalized integral kernel operators with
vector valued kernels, explain the way in which we apply them to the Bogoliubov-Epstein-Glaser perturbative
QFT, and recall the definition of Hida operators.

2 Axioms for S with Hida operators. Hida operators

Therefore, we interpret the free fields, the Wick products, and the operators S,, as the integral kernel
operators with vector valued kernels of the white noise calculus [12]. In fact, this means that we regard the
creation-annihilation operators at specific spin-momenta p as the Hida operators Jp, dp of the white noise
calculus [12], which indeed respect the canonical commutation rules. Except for this choice of interpretation
of the creation-annihilation operators, we leave the theory, subsumed in (I)-(V), completely unchanged.

1One important motivation is the clear separation of the Ultra-Violet (UV)- and Infra-Red (IR)-divergence problems: the
UV-infinities are suited in the splitting of causal distributions into retarded and advanced parts, and the IR-infinities are located
in the adiabatic limit g, — const. problem. Another benefit is a significant simplification of the analysis of the renormalizability
and unitarity of the theory with non-abelian gauges [4]-[7], [8].
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The class of generalized operators to which S,, belong becomes now substantially extended, so that the
adiabatic limit g, — constant exists for n-order contributions to interacting fields for realistic QFT with
the normalization in the splitting uniquely determined by the condition requiring existence of this limit.
Equivalently, we keep the theory (I)-(V), together with the inductive step based on the splitting of causal
distribution, but regard each free field A(z) as the sum of two integral kernel operators with vector valued
kernels kg1, /1,0 in the sense [12]:

Az) = / ko1 (ps2)dp dp + / kr0(p; )0 dp, (4)

first one corresponding to the negative and second one to the positive energy part (with the only change of the
convention in comparison to the one used in mathematical literature, that our 8;{ is the linear transpose 9y,
preceded and followed by the complex conjugation instead of being simply the linear transpose), with kg 1, k1,0
being the ordinary negative and positive energy plane wave solutions of the linear hyperbolic equation
associated to the free field A, which we may regard as (function-like) distribution of the spin-momenta
variables p and space-time variables z. We know that each free field is associated with the fixed orbit of a
fixed point in momentum space under the natural action of the Lorentz group (positive energy hyperboloid
of mass m correspondingly to the mass m of the field A, degenerating to the positive energy cone without
the apex in case m = 0). The single particle Hilbert space H of a (scalar, fourvector, e.t.c) field is given by
the Fourier transforms of square summable (scalar, fourvector, e.t.c) functions f over space-time restricted
to the corresponding positive energy orbit and muliplied by the corresponding (momentum dependent)
positive energy idempotent (projection) for essentially neutral (“real”) fields. For (“complex”) charged fields,
we have the additional direct summand of the single particle space given by the conjugation (transposed
complex conjugation) of the Fourier transforms of square summable (spinor, e.t.c) functions f over space-time
restricted to the corresponding negative energy orbit and muliplied by the corresponding (momentum
dependent) negative energy idempotent (projection). In general, the single particle spaces in momentum
space have the form of bundles over the corresponding orbits, with elements which cannot be regarded as
ordinary equivalence classes of (scalar, spinor, fourvector, e.t.c) functions on the corresponding orbits. For
example in the Dirac spinor field, we have to use the non-trivial idempotents or rank 2 (1/2-spin). In each
case, the single particle Hilbert space possess the natural structure of a rigged Hilbert space in the sense of
[15]: E C H C E*, where E is the nuclear space, which we obtain when we use Schwartz functions f in the
construction of the elements of H in the massive case, or Schwartz functions for which all derivatives of the
Fourier transforms vanish at zero in massless case. The single particle test space E is of the same type as the
Schwartz space itself, being the standard countably Hilbert and nuclear in the sense [12], [15], because in each
case the said indempotent (if not equal to 1) is at most of polynomial growth (for higher integer spin, or even
bounded for the half spin fields) and is smooth. The single particle rigged Hilbert space E C H C E*, called
nowadays Gelfand triple, naturally arising as above from the group representation point of view, has not the
so-called standard form in case we have non-trivial positive and negative energy idempotents (e.g. in the
sigle particle space of the Dirac field). This means that E and H does not have the form of ( a.e. equivalence
classes of) function spaces over a measure space. But, in each case the idempotents define a natural
unitary equivalences U of the single particle Gelfand triples F C H C E* with their standard realizations
E ~ S(UR?;C%) = S(R3;Ck), H ~ L?(UR?;C?) = L*(R3;CF), E ~ S(LUR3;C%)* = S(R3;C*)* for the
massive case. Here LIR? is the disjoint sum of a number k of copies of R? depending on the spin of the field
with the ordinary invariant Lebesgue measure on each copy R®. For the massless case we have the standard
realizations £ ~ SO(UR?; C?), H ~ L?(LR3;C%), E* ~ S°(UR?; C?)*, where S is the closed subspace of the
Schwartz space S of all those functions which have all derivatives vanishing at zero. Unitary equivalence U
means that U is unitary in ordinary sense, with restriction to E continuous in the countably Hilbert nuclear
topology on E and S or S°, and thus, by duality, with continuous dual U*: 8* — E* or S — E*. Now
we can give precise definition of the sense in which the kernels ko 1,%1,0 in (@) can be regarded as vector
valued distributions. In the spin-momenta variables p they are regarded as elements of E*, identified with
its standard realization. Concerning the space-time variable z they act on the ordinary Schwartz space &
of functions on the space-time. Then kg 1, k1,0 can be regarded as the continuous linear maps £ — &*. We
will use the standard notation Z(F,&™*) for the linear space of such maps endowed with the topology of
uniform convergence on bounded sets [I2]. Therefore, ko 1, k1,0 € Z(F,&*) are &*-valued distributions on
the single particle test spaces E, where & is the space-time Schwartz test space of the field A. The essential
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point lies in the possibility of the extension (E) C T'(H) C (E)* of the single particle Gelfand triple structure
E C H C E* over the Fock space I'(H) of the field A, which again is a Gelfand triple in the sense [15], which
gives us (infinite dimensional) Hida test space (F) in the Fock space together with its strong dual (E)*. It
is based on the abstract construction of the Gelfand triple introduced in [15], through the standard operator
A on H associated to the triple. Operator A is said to be standard whenever it is self-adjoint positive with
some negative power A~" being of Hilbert-Schmidt class with inf Spec A > 0. Recall [15], that the Gelfand
triple E C ‘H C E* is canonically associated with — or determined by — a standard A on H if and only if E is
equal to the projecive limit of the Hilbert spaces equal do the closures of Dom A* with respect to the inner
producs (+,-)g = (A*, A*.), k=0,1,..., and E* is equal to the inductive limit of the Hilbert spaces equal
to the closures of H# with respect to the inner producs (-,-)_x = (A7*-, A=*.), . The single particle Gelfand
triples are associated with the standard A which is a finite direct sum of the three-dimensional oscillator
Hamiltonian operator, in massive case, to which we eventually add 1 in order to achieve inf Spec A > 1. A
for the massless case is different [13]. The fundamental observation due to Hida, is that the Gelfand operator
realization of the single particle Gelfand triple can be lifted to the whole Fock space (E) C T'(H) C (E)*,
and is associated with the Fock lifting I'(A) of the operator A determining the single particle Gelfand triple.
This is so, because I'(A) is standard whenever A is standard with inf Spec A > 1, which is the case for the
single particle Gelfand triples [12].

Having given the Hida test space (E) and its strong dual (E)*, let us give the definition of the canonical
Hida operators 0 ,0p. Each ® € (E) is given by a convergent (in the nuclear topology of the Hida test
space (F)) series of n particle states ®,, € E®n, Analogous decomposition into n-particle generalized states
¢ we have for each ®* € (E)*, convergent in the strong dual topology, with each ®} € E* ®n_ Here
E®n=0 — px@n=0 — C, and D, ®f, € C being the multiples of the vacuum state. Here we consider only
the projective tensor products ® of the nuclear spaces E, E* (F), (F)*, and Hilbert space tensor products,
if the tensored spaces are Hilbert spaces. The symbol ® means symmetrized tensor product in case of Bose
field and alternated tensor product in the Fermi case. For each w € E* O F, we can define the following
annihilation a(w) and creation a(w)* operators by defining component-wise their action on the arbitrary
state ® € (E):

a(w)®y =0, a(w)®, =nw@ P, a(w)td, =TRD,.

Note that for any element ¢; ® --- ® e, € E®™ and w € E* we have well-defined right-contraction w ®;
[e1®--®en] = (w,en)e; ® - ® e,—1 where (w,e,) is the value of the functional w € E* at the test
element e, € E (i.e. dual pairing), which becomes equal to the inner product (w,e1),,, if w € E C E*.
This formula of the contraction ®; uniquely extends over E* x E®", Its final symmetrization or alternation
(for the Bose, respectively, Fermi case) defines the symmetrized/alteranted contraction &, used above [12].
The structure of the Gelfand triple in the Fock space allows us to introduce creation-annihilation operators
a(w)™,a(w) of the particles in the distributional states w € E*, which are well-defined operators mapping
continuously the Hida test space (E) into its strong dual (E)* [I2]. In particular, the canonical Hida
creation-annihilaion operators are defined to be equal to the creation-annihilation operators of the particles
in the states with the spin-momentum exactly equal p, i.e. 0f: = a(d,)*, dp: = a(d,) with §, € E*
being equal to the Dirac delta functional centered at p. The reader may now understand why we need
standard realization of the Gelfand triples, because otherwise Dirac delta would be meaningless. In fact we
use the fact that each element of E (a.e. equality equivalence class) has unique continuous (even smooth)
representant, and, in the further development of the theory, we use also the continuity p — 6, € E*.
Note that 8;; ,0p are not only formal symbolic distributional kernels which make sense only after smearing
out with test functions of p (as in the Wightman approach) but for each particular p they are well-defined
generalized operators. But this not the most important difference in comparison to the Wightman definition.
Having given the test Hida space (F) and its dual (E)* we can consider generalized operators of the class
Z(&,Z(E),(E))=2(F)®¢&,(FE)*) including the generalized integral kernel operators

E((km(x)) = /Ii[m(pl, Pk ks @) 8;;1 ...8;;{81(1 .. Ok, dpy ...dp,dk; ... dk, (5)

with any &*-valued distributional kernels kg, € & (E®(*™ &%) for any countably Hilbert nuclear space
& [12], of which the free field operators (@) are only particular cases. Each such operator (B is uniquely
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determined by the following equality of the dual pairings

((E(km) (@ @ ) = (kin(9) 1eu), P, VE(E), ¢ €6,

where (-,-), ({-,)), are dual pairings between E* and E and, respectively, between (E)* and (F), and where
the function 7,

Moa(Pr oo Bk k) = (008 Oy -0, @, 0) ), W € (E)

always belongs to E®(¢+m) [12]. In particular, we can construct the Wick product of the operators of the
type @), which again is a finite sum of integral kernel operators of the type (Bl), with the kernels being equal
to the pointwise products of the kernels of the Wick factors (@l). Also the (tensor) product W (z)W (y) of
the Wick products of free fields is again equal to a finite sum of the integral kernel operators of the type
) with the kernels defined by the products of the kernels of the factors W(z) and W (y), including the
contractions of the product kernels with respect to the corresponding spin-momenta variables, which are
expressed through absolutely convergent integrals [I3]. This assertion is a rigorous equivalent of the “Wick
theorem for products” [1]. Thus, in particular, the Wick theorem for products can be transferred into a
subclass of integral kernel operators with vector valued kernels. It is important that the class of finite sums
of integral kernel operators with vector-valued kernels admitting the operation of (tensor) product includes
all Wick products of free fields with coefficients equal to any translationally invariant tempered distributions.
We should emphasize that these results are valid for any general mixed Fock space of Bose and Fermi fields
equal to the tensor product of the Fock spaces of the particular fields and which can be realized as the
Fock space over the total single particle space being equal to the corresponding direct sum of the particular
kinds of the free fields, with the standard operator of the total single particle space being equal to the
direct sum of the standard operators of the particular single particle spaces. This is nothing else but the
general Fock lifting (without any symmetrizations/alternations) in which we finally symmetrize/alternate all
spin-momenta variables corresponding to one and the same Bose/Fermi field. For any general mixed Fock
space (including finite number of Bose and Fermi fields) the class of finite sums of integral kernel operators
with vector-valued kernels admitting the operation of (tensor) product includes all Wick products of free
fields with coefficients equal to any translationally invariant tempered distributions [13]. This theorem allows
to formulate the perturbative QFT with the axioms (I)-(IV) for S, and with the free field and S,, operators
regarded as finite sums of integral kernel operators (B with vector valued kernels (in general with several
space-time variables) [13].

The reader can see now a general difference between the class of generalized integral kernel operators
) with &* valued distributional kernels x4, and the class of generalized operators in the Wightman sense.
The operator valued distribution in the Wightman sense, when smeared out with a space-time test function
¢ € &, when expressed in the normal-order product form analogous to (Bl), puts rather strong condition on
K evaluated at ¢, so that kg, (@) should represent a normalizable [ + m particle state as the spin-momenta
function, rapidly decreasing in these variables. But for the generalized integral kernel operator (&) to be
well-defined, it is sufficient that kg, (@) represents (not necessary normalizable) [ + m particle generalized
state, in the spin-momenta variables, i.e. it is sufficient that 4, (¢) is a distribution in E*@(+m)  continously
depending on ¢, because, by the kernel theorem, x; € & (E®([+”‘),£*) ~ & (&, B*®U+m), concerning
linear structure and topology; compare thms. 3.6, 3.9 of [I2]. These circumstances alone show that despite
the lack of any adiabatic limit in the sense of Wightman operators, this limit can still exist in the sense of
generalized operators with vector-valued kernels in the sense of [12].

Having given the perturbative QFT with the axioms (I)-(V) and with Hida operators [13], let us briefly
present the general results, which have been achieved in this theory, and present some further perspectives.

Introduction of the Hida operators into the Bogoliubov, Epstein, Glaser construction of the scattering
operator converts the n-th order contributions S, (¢®") and VV‘E]’:) (92", ¢) to the scattering operator and to
the interacting Wick product fields W, . (g,,¢) into the finite sums of generalized integral kernel operators

J
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Sn(g®n):Z/n[m(pl,...,p[,kl,...,km;g N 0L 0 Oy - O dp, - dpydks .. dK,

Lm
=Y " E((kul(g®™) = Z d'zy . dYen Su(jr, 21, e ) g, (1) - g, (2n),  (6)
mo 1 Jn=0
and
VVJ(mt Z/’i[m (P1,---»P k1, Ky 987 @ ) 3;{1. 5k1- Ok, dpy . ..dp.dk; ...dk,

= Z (Km g0 "® (;5)) = / d*zy ... d*z, d*z W/j(:?t (1, 3 x) gy (21) - .. g (z0) &(2), (7)

with vector-valued distributional kernels kg, in the sense of [12], with the values in the distributions over the
test nuclear space

(69;5@@)@71 5g¢®™  or, respectively, &°" @ (8{€)2¢°" @ ¢

with & = S(R*). Each of the 3-dim Euclidean integration dp, with respect to the spatial momenta p;,
components p;;, P;s, P;3, also includes here summation over the corresponding discrete spin components
€ (1,2,...) hidden under the symbol p,.
The class to which the operators S;, and W],(’fn)t belong, expressed in terms of the Hida test space, depend
on the fact if there are massless free fields present in the interaction Lagrange density operator £ or not.
Namely:

& (6915@@)®n, Z((B), (E))) > 2Z(E),E)eYL ((@’55)“ , (C) ,  if all fields in £ are massive,
2 ((ek6)*", 2((E), (E)*)) ~ ¢ ((E),(E)")® & ((@’g@@)m : c) . if massless fields are in L.

n
Because each skew-symmetric tempered distribution also is a continuous Grassmann-valued functional on
the Grassmann test function space [I3], then causal perturbative method makes rigorous sense also in case,
some Wick products W, are odd in Fermi fields, with the corresponding test components g, replaced with
Grassmann test functions. In this case

& Z(B).E)es ((@’5@@)” ® @fop,gp*) . if all fields in £ are massive,
TTp=n
on € +69 Z(E),E))®Z ((@§§)®T ® éoP,Sp*) , if there are massless fields in L,
r+p=n

with £EP* being the subspace of grade p of the abstract Grassmann algebra ®,EP* with inner product and
involution in the sense of [2], [13]. £P denotes the space of Grassmann-valued test functions gP of grade p due
to [2], and replacing ordinary test functions g®?, compare [13]. Recall, that .Z(FE, E2) denotes the linear
space of linear continuous operators £y — F5 endowed with the natural topology of uniform convergence
on bounded sets.

Existence of the product operation in the whole class & ((E), (E)*) ® £ (£°",C) or Z((E),(E)*) ®
L(E®(=P) @ & EP*) of operators is quite not obvious. But the higher order contributions S, to the
scattering operator, which also define the interacting fields, are of special class, and admit the operation of
product defined by the limit operation in which we replace the massless kernels xg 1, k1,0 of the massless
fields by their massive counterparts and pass to the zero mass limit [I3], so that e.g. the axiom (I) makes
sense when we are using Hida operators.

3 Application to QED

Let us give examples of applications of this general perturbative approach, based on (I)-(V) with Hida
operators, to the realistic QFT’s, staring with spinor and scalar QED.
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In spinor QED, we consider the following Krein-self adjoint interaction Lagrangian (Il) with the switching-off
function g = (9,,9,,-- -, 915) = (9o, Pas o, ju), a, b€ {1,...,4}, p € {0,...,3}, which is equal

12
Y9, (@)L, (@) = gy (2) L, () + h(@) 4 (2) + P (2)h(x) + j(2) A(x)
§=0

= 90 (@)L, (2) + D hal@) [1°9] " (2) + D ho(@)9p* (@) + Y ju(@)A* (2),

with the four component bispinor switching-off function
he(z) = h(x) = ta(2)¢" (2) = - ¢*(2), ¢ € SRY;CY), (8)

whose components are equal to the generators 11(z),. .., w(z), x € R*, of the Grassmann algebra with inner
product and with involution = in the sense of [2], multiplied, respectively, by the Schwartz test functions
(@), .., 6 ().

Using the notation introduced above, it is easily seen that, with the set Z = {z1,22,...,2,} of (j =
0)-type variables, and with x being of j-type, the distributional kernels of W],(’}n)t are equal

W (21, an;7) = 2A541(Z, 2) = tadv Dy (2, 7).

Jj int

Some of the causal distributional scalar coefficients in the Wick decomposition of D,,+1 have non-negative
singularity order and, thus, their splitting into advanced and retarded parts, in the computation of the
advanced part of D,1, is correspondingly non-unique. It can be shown that the choice in the splitting
of the causal distributions encountered in the computation of the interacting Dirac and e.m. potential
fields wi(::) (g(‘?") and Ai(;t) (g(‘?"), is equivalent to the choice of the splitting of the causal distributions
we encounter in the computation of the scattering matrix S(g,) corresponding to the Lagrangian QED
interaction £ = £, without any additional terms in the generalized Lagrangian. There is one natural or on
mass shell normalization of the splitting in QED which fixes the splitting in computation of S(g,), defined
in the following way. Consider the total contribution coming from the sum of all strongly connected graph
contributions to 1/n!S(zx1,...,z,) which, when integrated with respect to all intermediate x3, ..., 2,, is of
the form —ill"(z1 — 29):A,(z1)A, (22):. Tt is called the “vacuum polarization” contribution. Consider
analogously the total contribution coming from the sum of all strongly connected graph contributions
to 1/n!S(x1,...,z,) which, when integrated with respect to all intermediate xs,...,xz,, are of the form
—i%%(zy — x9):k (w1)1h, (z2):. Tt is called the “self energy term”. Let II*”, 3 be the Fourier transforms
of IT"” 3. The natural or on mass shell normalization is defined by the following conditions valid in each
order:

m(0) =0, LI (p)| =0,
p2=0
F+mIe)|  =SEE+m)| =0 F5E@)| =Z@)Fs| =0, (9)
p2=m2 p2=m?2 p2=m?2 p2=m2
m+p

where (m — p)_l = r e = S¢(p) and m being the electron mass.

Let g,.(x): = g,(ex), for a fixed g, € &, ¢,(0) = ,. In particlular the set of functions {g,.,e € R;} is
bounded in & and g,., — const = a, almost uniformly when ¢ — 07. In each case we require existence of
the numerical limit

lim ((S,(92")®o, Bo)), (10)

e—0t

where @ is the vacuum, and its independence of the test unction g,, which is equivalent to existence of (I0)
and its equality to O, for all n > 1, so that we have the normalization

lim ((S(g,.)®0,P0)) = 1. (11)

e—0t

This normalization, together with (@) and gauge invariance, determine the splitting uniquely.
We have the follwing theorems [14]:
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Theorem 1. If the electron mass m # 0, then there exists unique normalization of the splitting, called
natural or on mass shell normalization, such that

6_)0+1/}1m ( ) djmt ’ 6ﬁm+An ( ) Amt
exist as finite sums of generalized integral kernel operators with vector valued kernels in the natural uniform
topology on bounded sets in

Z(@1 6, Z((B),(E))), ¢€aié. (12)

Theorem 2. If the electron mass m = 0, then for each choice of the normalization of the splitting, the limits

lim ™ (g®™)  lim A" (g )

e—0+ int Oe e—0+ int

do not exist in the natural uniform topology on bounded sets in

Z(@t6, Z((B).(B))). oeols. (13)

It should be stressed that if m # 0, then each normalization of the splitting, which is not natural, gives
higher order contributions to interacting fields which do not allow existence of the adiabatic limit. In fact
the statement of the first theorem can be strengthened [I4]: each contribution to interacting field coming
from a connected graph not only converges in the above sense, but it is a well-defined generalized operator
just with g, put equal const.

From the results of [13] it also follows

Theorem 3. There exists the (tensor) product operation for the adiabatic limits of higher-order contributions
to interacting fields, whenever the limits exist, as finite sums of integral kernel operators with vector-valued
kernels.

Indeed, the product operation of higher-order contributions to interacting fields in the adiabatic limit is
given through the natural formula

(hmA(" (92" 3:)) (hmA(m (g5 m;y)), (hrm/)(" (98" 3:)) (hrm/)(m (g; m;y)),
e—0 int e—0 int Oe e—0 int e—0 int
where the kernels of the products are equal to the tensor products of the kernels of the limit operators [13].
The adiabatic limit for the higher order contributions to the scattering operator S(g,) corresponding to
the Lagrangian £, without any additional terms, also exists, but the limit lim+Sn(gg§"), in the topology
e—0 €

of uniform convergence on bounded sets in the space .Z (&", Z((E),(E)*)), can possibly be non-unique.
This eventual non-uniqueness is still under investigation, but it can be fixed by concrete choice of sufficiently
“adiabatic” character of the convergence g, — const. In fact: the kernels x; , of S, belong to .Z (co@, E*®([+”’)),
and transform the bounded set {g,.,e < ¢o > 0} C & into a bounded set in E*®(/+™) Because each bounded

set in E*®U+m) ig relatively compact [16], there exists a subsequence k m(g?;;k) convergent to an element

ki m(a,) € B*®UFm) which, by thm. 3.9 of [12], represents a well-defined generalized integral kernel operator
in Z((F),(E)*) — the limit contribution to the scattering operator S(g, = «,). The differences between
possible limits (obtained by different choices of the subsequences g,, o k=12, .) are irrelevant for the
effective cross-sections for the many-particle generalized plane wave in and out states, [1], §24.5.

The natural normalization (@) is nothing else but the ordinary on mass shell normalization in spinor
QED [, §34.4, (51),(52), (45), (46), which — concerning % — is written frequently with the help of the
“formal derivative d/dp”: S(p) = dS(p) /dp = 0 at p = m. It means that the complete Green functions
of the photon and the electron and positron all have, respectively, the poles at the same point as the free
Green functions, and without any radiative contributions to the external lines: with the creation-annihilation
operators of the free fields interpreted as creation-annihilation operators of the real particles, with the charge
in the (renormalized) interaction Lagrangian equal to the real charge of the electron, and with masses of the

10
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electron, positron and photon in the free part of the (renormalized) Lagrangian equal to the masses of the
real particles.

We have analogous results for the scalar QED, in which the adiabatic limit for the interacting fields exists
only if the mass of charged particles-antiparticles is non-zero, and only if the normalization is on mass shell.

The essence of the argument in the proof [14] of the above theorems comes from the fact that the kernels of
the higher order contributions to interacting fields kg (¢), evaluated at a space-time test function ¢, and with
g, = const., exist as distributions on the / + m-particle test function space E®(+m) and continuously depend
on ¢, provided only the normalization is “on mass shell”. This, by thms. 3.6, 3.9 of [12], is sufficient for the
existence of the integral kernel operator Z(k,) corresponding to the kernel k4. In the approach based on
Wightman operator distributions existence of the adiabatic limit is impossible, because these kernels kg, (¢)
are in general non-normalizable [ + m-particle states and in general are not rapidly decreasing Schwartz
functions of the momenta.

Let us shortly explain the role of the “on mass shell” normalization for the existence of the limit,
understood as integral kernel operators. In the higher order contributions to interacting 1/’1(3) (T1,. .., Tn;x)
and Ai(n"t) (71,...,2n;x), we have the Green functions IT*” | Eflb ..., immediately related to IT*", Yeb and
equal (in the n-th order), respectively, to the retarded/ advanced parts of the contributions to the mentloned
above causal distributions D, (x1,...,z,) and which are proportional, respectively, to : A, (z1)A.,(z2): or
pf (21)p(22): (with all other coordinates integrated out). The higher order contributions to interacting
fields can be represented by (amputed at x) graphs, analogously to the ordinary Feynman graphs for the
ordinary scattering operator (without additional terms in the Lagrangian), and Hi‘v”’ e Eg& ...» play the role
in the higher order contributions to interacting fields analogous as the ordinary propagators II, X do in the
higher order contributions to the ordinary S-matrix. Among the higher order contributions to interacting A*

av, ret av, ret av, ret

in the adiabatic limit g, — const., we have convolutions DO * H:“’ x Ay, D Hf:v”ret * D 1/)11’}/1,1/):.
et, av

Analogously, among the higher order contributions to interacting ¢ we have convolutions S LDVl P,
ret, av ret, av

S * DMV % S x:yY1p A, .. Because the convolutions turn into products under the Fourier transform,

we would dé’er‘gtinto trouble with these terms because the Fourier transforms of the kernels of the free fields
A, 1) are concentrated at the the corresponding mass shell: p-p =0 or p-p = m?, similarly as the Fourier
transforms of the corresponding ret and av parts of the commutation functions de o Smt’av, so that the
above-mentioned convolutions would be ill-defined, unless the normalization is “on mass shell” in which
I E“b respect the same conditions (@), which in fact are equivalent to (@) for II*¥ ¥, Indeed,

av,re':7 ret’

denoting the kernels of the free field @) for the Dirac field A = 1, evaluated at the single particle test
function € € E, by r0,1(£), k1,0(), the value of the contribution S x MV x9) at the space-time test function
¢, is equal to the sum of two contributions, the negative frequency one:

re v m i:;; s P)Us e
(8" % 51 % k01(€),6) = lim Z / dpé, (p) L E PRI R) Gy (), )

and analogously the positive frequency one, with the positive frequency solutions w, replaced with the
negative frequency solutions v,. This limit indeed exists only if EM respects the “on shell condition” (@),
and degenerates to zero. Analogously we have for the contribution D * [T+ A,,, which is meaningful only
if T respects the “on mass shell” condition ([@)).

The difference between the QED with massive and massless charged fields comes from the fact that in
the massless case the Fourier transforms of the products of the pairing functions as well as their causal
combinations in the contributions to the operators D,, are not analytic at the “zero mass shell” p-p = 0,
but have singularity there. The same is true for their ret and av parts, which contribute to the scattering
operator and to the interacting fields. In particular the normalization point in the massless case cannot be
chosen at zero, and “on mass shell normalization” becomes impossible, so that some of the contributions to
interacting fields (e.g. mentioned above) are not well-defined in the adiabatic limit, even as integral kernel
operators in the white noise sense, and for no choice of the normalization.

We can summarize the results, and restate them in still another form. The perturbative QFT, with
the Hida operators as the canonical creation-annihilation operators, can be subsumed by the Bogoliubov
causality axioms (I)-(V), with the freedom in the normalization (when computing retarded and advanced
components of the causal distributions D), ), eliminated by the axiom (VI) presupposing existence of the limit
(1), the normalization (II]) and existence of the adiabatic limit for higher order contributions to interacting

11
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fields, understood as finite sums of integral kernel operators with vector-valued kernels in the sense [12]
and the axiom (VII) of gauge invariance. From perturbative QED, understood in this sense, it follows that
charged particles are necessary massive (equivalent formulation of the above stated theorems). The “on mass
shell” normalization is a consequence of the said axioms (I)-(VII).

4 Further perspectives

Presented formulation of perturbative QFT, based on Hida operators is by no means confined to QED, but
can be applied to any QFT [I3]. But we should emphasize that presented QFT, in which the freedom
in normalization of the splitting into retarded and advanced parts is eliminated, is perturbative. This
perturbative QFT should be supplemented and compared with non-perturbative methods in order to gain a
better insight into the nature of QFT problems, which is indeed practiced. This is of particular importance
in the case of QFT in which the [-function remains small and negative in the vicinity of zero, i.e. in
QFT with asymptotic freedom (Yang-Mills fields coupled minimally to charged fields, including the case
with spontaneous symmetry breaking). For such a QFT, we have a possibility of computing the UV
asymptotics of the Green functions, based on the assumption of invariance under the renormalization group
action. At first sight it seems that the perturbative QFT, we present here, which eliminates any freedom in
renormalization, is in conflict with the methods based on the renormalization group, in which the freedom
in the choice of normalization plays a fundamental role. But this is not at all the case, because in the
application of normalization freedom, we have to stay within the UV-asymptotics of Green functions (in
QFT with asymptotic freedom) in order to stay within the range of applicability of the perturbative theory,
where we obtain (deeply Euclidean) UV-asymptotics of Green functions. These results, obtained from
the renormalization group invariance, are local in their character, concern the UV-asymptotics of Green
functions, or rather, their local behavior. In QFT’s with asymptotic freedom, the IR-asymptotics of Green
functions, or global behavior of Green functions lies beyond the perturbative and renormalization group
methods [17], Chap. V.2. We cannot expect the adiabatic limit to exist in each particular order in the
domain, which is beyond the range of perturbative theory, and, which heavily depends on the nonlocal
behavior (adiabatic limit) of the Green functions. In fact, in the ordinary massless Yang-Mills theory, our
results are in complete agreement with what we already know. The perturbative QFT, understood in the
sense presented here, is inapplicable to massless Yang-Mills theory, concerning the global aspects, including
the adiabatic limit. Although the argument we are using here is different, neither using the behavior of the
B-function, and nor the value of the coupling constant: the adiabatic limit for interacting fields does not
exist in massless Yang-Mills theory as the immediate consequence of the well-known fact that the Fourier
transforms of the products of the pairing functions, of their causal combinations, and of their ret and av parts
are singular at the cone p-p = 0, and the “on mass shell” normalization is impossible in this theory. But we
can join the perturbative QFT presented here with the non-perturbative results. The last suggests that in
the range of scattering phenomena with large momentum transfer, QFT’s with asymptotic freedom can be
treated perturbativly. The only natural way to safe all the axioms (I)-(VII) for perturbative QFT and keep
the Lagrangians of the QFT’s with non-abelian gauge and asymptotic freedom, is to use the spontaneous
symmetry-breaking mechanism. Thus, the further perspective we have in mind is the application of the
presented perturbative QFT to the (massive) Yang-Mills fields coupled minimally to charged fields with
spontaneous symmetry breaking. We already know that in such theories’ fulfillment of the above axioms
(I)-(VII) with Hida operators is possible, with nontrivial mass relations coming from (I)-(VII). Therefore,
it seems that asymptotic freedom, together with the perturbative QFT, presented here, speaks for the
symmetry breaking mechanism. However, the problem requires further investigation, as we have various
possibilities for the symmetry breaking, and there are various possible realizations of the massive four-vector
fields (among them using not only fermion massless ghosts, but also massive boson ghosts [8]) and all these
approaches also require comparison.

5 Comparison to other approaches

We should emphasize, that the adiabatic limit axiom (VI) presupposes the existence of the adiabatic limit
for interacting fields in each order as a finite sum of generalized integral kernel operators in the sense of the

12
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natural topology of generalized operators. Its fulfillment in QED we have proved using the Hida operators
and white noise calculus ([12], [13], [14]) for integral kernel operators — tools which, up to the author’s
knowledge, have not been used before in QFT. In the literature, rather generalized operators in Wightman
sense are used. Within this approach, the adiabatic limit axiom in the strong sense does not exist in QED.
Nonetheless, in theory based on Wightman generalized operators, a weak form of the adiabatic limit axiom
is preserved in QED, in which the adiabatic limit exists for Green functions [I8], but not for higher-order
contributions to the interacting fields themselves. With this weak form of the adiabatic limit axiom (based
on generalized operators in the Wightman sense), the conclusions coming from the axioms are, of course,
also different (weaken), e.g. we no longer can prove that the charged particles are massive (with perturbative
QFT applied to QED). In the case of massless Yang-Mills theory (with unbroken symmetry), the situation is
similar, and we have at our disposal an alternative approach with generalized operators in Wightman sense
and a weak adiabatic limit. In this case, the adiabatic limit is more subtle, but physicists have learned how
to deal with infrared divergences in computations of cross-sections. This suggests that the adiabatic limit for
Green functions exists also in this case, and indeed, this existence was proved in [I9]. Of course, within this
alternative approach with generalized operators understood in Wightman sense and weak adiabatic limit,
the conclusions suggested in Section [, no longer hold. Here only experiment can judge, which concrete
mathematical realization of the Bogliubov axioms is correct (better), and, as we know, this problem is
experimentally open (e.g. we are waiting for further experimental mass limitations on the gluon masses).
Since, in fact, all known electrically charged particles are massive, we can hope that the approach presented
here goes in the right direction. We also have another argument: in the case of QED, with axioms (I)-(VII) as
above, we can obtain infrared asymptotics that agrees with the quantum theory of infrared fields developed
in [20].

Now let us give a slightly more detailed comparison of our approach with the approach based on
Wightman generalized operators and the so-called weak adiabatic limit condition in perturbative QFT with
the interaction Lagrangian ) g, £ with each £, being a Wick polynomial in free fields, possibly containing

J

massless fields. Let A, ,.,...,A ;. be the interacting fields — formal power series in g — corresponding to
the Wick products A,,..., A of free fields. We say that the weak adiabatic limit [3], [18] is fulfilled if
for the following vacuum expectation values of the products and time ordered products of interacting fields
(Wightman and Green functions)

<(I)0|A1 int (ge; xl)v s 7An int (ge; xn)q)0> and <(I)0|T(A1 int (ge;xl)’ s ’An int (ge;xn))¢0>

the limit € — 0 exist in each order separately, where g, (z) = (g, (ez),...,g,, (ez)) and g, € &, and where
g,(0) = a; are the coupling constants. Recall that the formal power series for the time ordered product of
interacting fields A A is determined by the formal functional derivative [I],[3]:

1int? ° *° n int )

T(Al int (g;«Tl)a S ,An int (g; In)) =" [5(9)715;11‘;11) - 3R iwn)S(g + h)}

n

h=0

of the formal power series for the scattering operator S(g+h) corresponding to the Lagrangian £ =} g, L +
J

> h, A, with the “switsching of intensity of interaction” function (g,h) = (g,,..-,9,,,hy,---,h,). Thus

J
the m-th order contributions to the time ordered (advanced/retarded) interacting fields are equal to the
(advanced/retarded) products [3] associated to the corresponding scattering operator. We say that the
strong adiabatic limit condition is fulfilled if

lim Sy, (g.)®
exists on a dense linear subspace of states ®, which need to satisfy certain additional invariance conditions
in order, e.g., that the above limit can serve as the n-th order contribution to the scattering matrix S in the
adiabatic limit and in order to preserve the operator valued distribution property in the Wightman sense of
the interacting fields in the adiabatic limit [3], [T1]. Existence of the strong adiabitic limit was proved in [11]
for the massive scalar field, and this proof can be extended on QFT containing only massive fields in the
(renormalizable) interaction Lagrangian. The existence of the weak adiabatic limit for the purely massive
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theory was noted in [3], and is based on the fact that, in this purely masive case, the Fourier transforms of the
kernels of the vacuum expectation values of the advanced and retarded products are zero in a neighborhood
of zero (and which is related to the spectral condition with a mass gap). For perturbative QFT with infinite
range of interaction and massless fields in the interaction Lagrangian, like QED, or massless Yang-Mills
theory, the strong adiabatic limit does not exist. Existence of the weak adiabatic limit was proven in [I§]
for QED’s with massive charged fields and for the massless p*-theory. The method [I8] was subsequently
extended in [I9] on theories for which either the canonical dimension of each £; is equal to 4 or the canonical
dimension of each L; is equal to 3, with each monomial in each £; containing at least one massive field. Thus,
the weak adiabatic limit exists also for QED’s with massless charges and for the massless Yang-Mills theory
(with unbroken symmetry). Note that, similarly to our approach based on Hida operators, the existence
of the weak adiabatic limit imposes non-trivial conditions on the choice of normalization in the splitting of
causal distributions, but much weaker ones. However, the existence of the adiabatic limit for interacting
fields in the sense of Wighman operator distributions in QED (with massive or massless charges) or, in
massless Yang-Mills theory, is impossible. Perhaps one could suppose that there is a specially distinguished
linear subspace £ of normalized states on which the existence of an adiabatic limit for the interacting fields
could somehow be preserved in QFT’s admitting only weak adiabatic limit. Possibly, one could have been
inclined to consider a linear subspace of states ®, ¥ in the Fock space for which the limit for the averages in
these states of the advanced or retarded products or for

lim (¥|Sn(g.)®)
e—0

exists, to serve as £. But in fact no subset £ of this type can save the existence of this limit as long as
we remain exclusively within the generalized operator distributions in the Wightman sense. This is because
in case of QFT with infinite range of interaction, like QED or massless Yang-Mills theory, among the
higher-order contributions to the advanced products, or to interacting fields, there are contributions which
act, in the adiabatic limit, as the creation and annihilation operators of finite number of nonnormalizable
states. No subspace £ of normalizable states is invariant under the action of such an operator. But the
very construction of the Wightman operator distribution requires such invariance of the domain £ for the
construction of this distribution [9], [21I], compare also Sections 2] Bl where we have already signalized this
problem. Otherwise, if the higher-order contribution to the interacting field is represented in the normal-order
form as a finite sum of terms of the form (&), then the kernels i/ ,(4) in it (smeared out with space-time
test functions ¢) represent in the adiabatic limit, in general, [ + m-particle nonnormalized, generalized
states. Thus, the higher-order contribution to interacting fields, in general, cannot be regarded as generalized
operator in Wighman’s sense, which shows that integral kernel operators with Hida operators are unavoidable
here, because they allow k/ ,,(¢) to be a distribution continuously depending on ¢. Summing up, interacting
fields and scattering operator in the adiabatic limit cannot be saved within the causal perturbative QFT
approach based on Wightman’s operator distributions and the weak adiabatic limit in QFT with massless
fields, such as QED or massless Yang-Mills theory. An attempt is made to resolve this difficult situation by
combining perturbative QFT with non-perturbative methods. However, all these attempts remain within
the realm of hypotheses, trying to somewhat link this problem with the not quite clear idea of the so-called
“physical” or “real charged particle surrounded by a cloud of soft infrared photons” (there are several
approaches in this direction, with [22] among them, proposing a relatively “small” modification of the
perturbative S operator). This seems not entirely convincing. Let us note that, firstly, in practice, we
are dealing with non-normalizable generalized states, as the in and out states in the scattering process.
Secondly, whenever the perturbation method is also physically justified, as, e.g., in QED, the effective
cross-sections, calculated for multi-particle generalized plane-wave states, possess adiabatic limits [I],[23],
and are consistent with experiment, even though all calculations are made within the perturbation method.
Therefore, it seems that the perturbative method is physically justified in such cases without the need for
resorting to non-perturbative methods.

We therefore propose a simpler solution and remain totally within the perturbative QF T, due to Bogoliubov,
Epstein and Glaser, except that we accept the mathematical realization of the creation-annihilation operators
of the free fields as the Hida operators. No other modifications are introduced. This allows a natural
treatment of the generalized nonnormalized states, like the plane wave states and the infrared states —
elements of the space dual to the Hida space (F). We should emphasize here that this realization of the free
fields introduces absolutely no new ad hoc structures into the theory. We emphasize this because, at first
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glance, it might seem that for example, the operator A in the single-particle Hilbert space H (the Fock lift
of which is used to construct the Hida space (F)) bears the marks of a certain arbitrariness unrelated to
the free field or free fields of the theory. But this is by no means the case, because, A is restricted by the
single particle Gelfand triple E C H C E*, with E = S(R?) or possibly £ = S°(R?) in white-noise case for
massless fields. Note that £ C H is used also in the approach based on Wightman’s operator distributions.
It is true that we have some arbitrariness in the choice of A in the abstract Gelfand realization of this
triple based on A, but the choice of any possible operator realization of this triple is completely irrelevant,
even explicit form of A is not relevant, with the only essential ingredient — the asymptotic behavior of the
spectrum of A, which assures that A provides operator realization of the single-particle Gelfand triple. Each
choice of A, admissible by the above requirement, gives the same Hida space (E), uniquely determined by
the free field(s). We should also emphasize, that the existence of the standard realization of the spaces
E,H,E*, is by no means an ad hoc assumption, but it is the canonical requirement in the construction
of free fields. We should also warn the reader against certain subtleties regarding free fields, especially
because their construction is often unjustly neglected and therefore poorly understood. For example, even
if we put restriction on the annihilation-creation operators to be realized over the Fock space, there are still
various realizations of the massless four-vector field in the Gupta-Bleuler gauge, having the same pairing
functions, Krein-isometrically equivalent, but with substantially different behavior in the IR limit, e.g.,
with restriction of the Krein-isometric representation to the subgroup SL(2,C) being decomposable in the
first realization and non-decomposable in the other. This non-uniqueness in the realization of the free
fields we have, irrespective of whether we regard the free fields as Wightman’s operator distributions or as
generalized integral kernel operators with vector-valued kernels (using Hida operators). In the approach
based on Wighman’s operator distributions and weak adiabatic limit the difference between these various
realizations of the free e.m. potential remains invisible, because they have the same pairing functions. But we
should emphasize that using Hida operators, and regarding free fields as generalized integral kernel operators
with vector-valued kernels, we gain for free a new structure that is very important — the Hida’s space (E),
composing the Gelfand triple (E) C T'(H) C (E)* over the Fock space. This triple allows not only the
effective construction of the decomposition (along the lines presented in [I5], Chap. IV.4) of the restriction
of the Krein-isometric representation to SL(2,C), acting in the Fock space of the free e.m. potential field
(whenever it is decomposable), but also, based on this decomposition, construction of the infrared limit of
the field together with the generalized states of the infrared photons. More generally, the adiabatic limit
of the first order contribution to interacting e.m. potential, understood as integral kernel operator, admits
decomposition induced by the said decomposition of the action of SL(2,C), and then, computation of the
IR quasiasymtotics of the interacting e.m. potential, giving a concrete realization for the general quantum
theory of the Coulomb field of [20]. This would be impossible without (F). Wightman’s operator valued
distribution is not sufficient for this construction.

Finally, we should mention still another approach practiced when working with perturbative QFT with
massless Yang-Mills fields. In the practical implementation of QCD (with massless Yang-Mills fields,
unbroken symmetry) the IR-problem is treated with the help of distribution functions replacing the asymptotic
states. Up to the author’s knowledge, it is not clear at present if this method can somehow be used to save
the scattering operator and interacting fields in the adiabatic limit, but if yes, then again, we would get a
theory in which passing to broken phase could be avoided, and the conclusions of Section [] wolud not be
true within this approach.
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