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We first discuss how the longstanding confusion in the liteeconcerning one-loop
guantum corrections to 1+1 dimensional solitons has firladign resolved. Then we
use 't Hooft and Veltman’s dimensional regularization tanpaute the kink mass, and
find that chiral domain wall fermions, induced by fermionéra modes, lead to spon-
taneous parity violation and an anomalous contributiorh&odentral charge such that
the BPS bound becomes saturated. On the other hand, Sidieésasional reduction
shifts this anomaly to the counter terms in the renormal@edent multiplet. They - 5
superconformal anomaly is located in an evanescent coter®;, and imposing su-
persymmetry, this counter term induces the same anomatoishwution to the central
charge. Next we discuss a new regularization scheme: loodemegularization. The
local energy density computed in this scheme satisfies tt& &piality (it is equal to
the local central charge density). In an appendix we givera detailed account of the
DHN method to compute soliton masses applied to the supengyrit kink.

1 Introduction

Quantum corrections to solitons were of great interest en1870’s and 1980’s
[[M, B.[3], and again in the last few years, due to the preséivitgén quantum field
theories with dualities between extended objects and lga@nbbjects. Dashen,
Hasslacher, and Nevelj [1], in a 1974 article that has becoaofesaic, computed
the one-loop corrections to the mass of the bosonic kinifield theory and to
the bosonic soliton in sine-Gordon theory. For the lattere exist exact analytical
methods associated with the complete integrability of ylstesn, authenticating the
perturbative calculation. Our work here uses general jpies but focuses on the
kink, for which exact results are not available. Dashen epat the object (clas-
sical background field corresponding to kink or to sine-@ordoliton) in a box
of length L to discretize the continuous spectrum, and used mode nuradelar-
ization (equal numbers of modes in the topological anddatisectors, including
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the zero mode in this counting) for the ultraviolet divergest They imposed peri-
odic boundary conditions (PBC) on the meson field which dessithe fluctuations
around the trivial or topological vacuum solutions, andextld logarithmically di-
vergent mass counter term whose finite part was fixed by rieguabsence of tad-
poles in the trivial background. They found for the one-l@oprection to the kink
mass
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wherem is the mass of the meson in the trivial background @hbithe counterterm
induced by renormalizingn. This result remains unchallenged.
The supersymmetric (susy) case, as well as the generaledgding fermions,
proved more difficult. The action reads
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where—1U% = —2(¢? — 1?/))?, the meson mass i& = /2, ande = 1 for

supersymmetry. Dashen et al. did not publish the fermioo'rcea:tions to the
soliton mass, stating “The actual computation of [the dbation to] /(Y [due to
fermions] can be carried out along the lines of the Appendlscthe result is rather
complicated and not particularly illuminating we will notvg it here” (page 4137
of [M)).

Several authors have since performed the calculatiavi df for the susy kink,
and found different answers. It became clear that the arssdepended on the
choice of boundary conditions (BC) for the fluctuation figh®re precisely on the
BC for the fermions. Moreover, it also became clear that do@ioed different
answers if one used different regularization schemes. As¢gnt these issues are
believed to be fully understood as follows.

Boundary conditions:Boundary conditions distort fields near the boundary.
This distortion creates spurious boundary energy whichilshioe subtracted from
the total energy in order to obtain the true mass of the kiiler& are several ways
to avoid the spurious boundary energy

(i) one may first compute the energy densityr) and then integrate over a re-
gion which contains the kink but stays away from the bouredgd];

(i) one may average overetsof BC such that in the average the boundary en-
ergy cancels[[5]. One such set of BC for fermions which has tstedied
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in detail consists of periodic BG/)t(—L/2) = ¢*(L/2)), antiperiodic BC
(W*(=L/2) = —y*(L/2)), twisted periodic BC{*(—L/2) = T(L/2)),
and twisted antiperiodic BG/*(—L/2) = —F(L/2))fj

(iif) one may choose a set of BC which have no boundary. Bydtyptic state-
ment we mean BC which put the system on a circle (more preasiglobius
strip) such that the system becomes translationally iamadand one cannot
identify a point where the boundary is preseit [6]. In pribeisuch BC
could still lead to delocalized (homogeneously spread lootindary energy,
but this does not occuf][7]. By using thg symmetrypx (—x) = —px (x) of
the kink background, one such set of BC has been identified thétwisted
(anti)periodic BC in the kink sector;

(iv) one may first consider a background which contains bdtink (K) and an
antikink (K) with periodic BC, and then divide the answer for the mashisf t
compoundKK system by 2[[8[]5]. (Putting a kink next to an antikink, there
is a small cusp in the background where the kink is joined &ahtikink,
but for large distances the effect of this cusp can be neglec®ne can also
find an exact solution which is everywhere smooth and ha®gerBC (a
“sphaleron”) but this involves transcendental functipms fact, if one begins
with periodic BC for the fermions in thiKK system, one finds that the mode
solutions have either twisted periodic or twisted antipai¢c BC in between.

Regularization schemeSeveral well-known regularization schemes have been
applied to the calculation of the quantum kink mass and tlaatyum central charge.
To regulate the various sums over zero-point energies oneded: mode number
cutoff, energy-momentum cutoff, heat-kernel techniqyqefsinction techniques, 't
Hooft-Veltman’s dimensional regularization, Siegel'sn@insional regularization
(“dimensional reduction”). To regulate Feynman graphse bias used higher-
space-derivative regularization with factgis— 92 /M?) (this regularization of the
kinetic terms but not the interactions preserves susypatfh it breaks Lorentz in-
varianc@) and again dimensional regularization. It has turned oat the reason
some of these schemes give incorrect answers is that theyapetied incorrectly:
one naively applied the rules which had been developed farialtbackground
to the kink background. After proper modification, theseesohs all now yield
the same answers. It is of some interest (and useful for egierrors in future
calculations) to point out the required modifications oftakbse schemes. In the

IStrictly speaking, these BC should be called even and otier#tan periodic and antiperiodic.
2Because the anticommutator of two supersymmetry charges peoduces a Lorentz generator,
it is possible to preserve supersymmetry while breakinghter symmetry.



following, however, we concentrate on discussing in deteltwo variants of di-
mensional regularization as well as a newly proposed metba&dudy the local
energy distribution of the quantum mass, local mode regaiaon [9,[ID].

The 't Hooft-Veltman dimensional regularization can be é@ypd in a susy
preserving manner by embedding the minimally susy kink ig d < 2 spatial
dimensions. This leads to new physics, namely spontaneaty preaking and
chiral domain wall fermions, which provide a new explanatji@l] for the origin
of the anomalous contributiolf][4] to the central charge efshsy kink. Siegel’s
dimension reduction, on the other hand, wheéreg 1, obtains this anomaly from
an evanescent counter term to the superconformal currdmn¢hvgives rise to an
anomalous nonconservation at the quantum level of the cmafoversion of the
central-charge current[[L1].

2 Dimensional regularization and reduction

2.1 One-loop bosonic kink mass

Probably the most elegant regularization scheme to aveidlifficulties of mode
regularization in a finite box and the possibility of boundanergy is dimensional
regularization by embedding the 1+1 dimensional kink is d 4+ 1 dimensions as
a domain wall.

As has been shown in Ref.]12], this reproduces correctlptigeloop quantum
mass of the bosonic 1+1 dimensional kink, as well as the saifansion of the
higher-dimensional kink domain wallg J13].

By analytic continuation of the number of extra transveliseemhsions { — 1)
of a kink domain wall, no further regularization is needee@nbting the momenta
pertaining to the extra dimensions byand reserving: for the momentum along
the kink, i.e. perpendicular to the kink domain wall, the rgiyeof the latter per
transverse volumé?~! is obtained from summing/integrating zero-point energies
according to

M® m? 1 < g1y
= §+§Z/ QT VeB e
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where the discrete sum is over the normalizable stBtes the 1+1-dimensional
kink with energywg, and the integral is over the continuum part of the spectrum.
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The spectrum of fluctuations for the 1+1-dimensional kinkmewn exactly
[L4]. It consists of a zero-mode, a bound state with energym? = 3/4, and
scattering states in a reflectionless potential for whiah ghase shift (k) =
—2 arctan(3mk/(m? — 2k?)) in the kink background provides the difference in the

spectral densityj,. (k), between kink and trivial vacuum.
In a “minimal” renormalization scheme where tadpoles chhuoe”, = 1, one
has .
(=2 0 _
SM = @d%/ dk(k? +m?) T, &)
2 T(-H)(m)= Jo

yielding (withz = & /m)

= —+
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Here the first term within the braces is the contribution fribi@ bound state with
nonzero energy, and the second is the result of combininiggtéwvo terms in[(3).

In the limitd — 1, which corresponds to the 1+1 dimensional kink, one obtains

Q m3 m 3m
k=5 (v ) ©
reproducing the well-known DHN resulf][1]. It is interegdito note that it is the
last term in [p) that would be missed in a sharp-cutoff caltah (see Ref.[[15])
and that it now arises from the last term in the square bracke).

Eq. () is also valid fod — 2 where it gives the surface tension of a 2+1
dimensional kink domain wall; for higher dimensions one t@snclude also a
renormalization of the coupling. All these results are in agreement with those
obtained previously by other methodis][13].

2.2 One-loop susy kink mass

Dimensional regularization is more delicate in susy theri To preserve susy,
one should normally consider Siegel's dimensional regzdéion by dimensional
reduction [Ip[ I7]. However, it is also possible to presewsy by embedding the
susy kink in dimensions. 2 + 1.

Embedding the susy kink in 2+1 dimensions gives a domaineeailered about
a one-dimensional string on which the fermion mass vanigsiese U’(px) o
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pk vanishes at the center of the kink). The total enekgyf the domain wall is
infinite but the energy density//L is finite; as a result there is strictly speaking
no zero mode in 2+1 dimensions associated with transldtionariance. Indeed,
the zero mode of the kink is only normalizable in 1+1 dimensjdout one can
construct eigenfunctions in 2+1 dimensions which are petslaf zero modes in
1+1 dimensions and plane waves in the orthogonal dired)dia{ong the domain
wall).

The 2+1 dimensional case is different also with respecteadibcrete symme-
tries of (2). In 2+1 dimensionsy® = 7%y'4? = £1 corresponding to the two
inequivalent choices available faf = 47! (in odd space-time dimensions the
Clifford algebra has two inequivalent irreducible repregséions). Therefore, the
sign of the fermion mass (Yukawa) term can no longer be redebyy — ~°1
and there is no longer thé, symmetryy — —p, 9 — 9.

What the 2+1 dimensional model does break spontaneoushgisadparity,
which corresponds to changing the sign of one of the spat@dinates. The La-
grangian is invariant under™ — —x™ for a given spatial index: = 1, 2 together
with ¢ — — (which thus is a pseudoscalar) and— ~™. Each of the trivial
vacua breaks these invariances spontaneously, wheraaslaglakground in the! -
direction withpx (—2!) = —pk(2!) is symmetric with respect to'-reflections,
but breaks:? = y reflection invariance.

This is to be contrasted with the 1+1 dimensional case, wharity (! —
—z') can be represented eitherby— 1% and atrue scalas — ¢ orbyy — )
and a pseudoscalar — —p. The former leaves the trivial vacuum invariant, and
the latter the ground state of the kink sector.

In what follows we shall consider the quantum correctionbath, the mass
of the susy kink and the tension of the domain string, togeth¢e again use a
minimal renormalization scheme, where inclusion of thenienic tadpole loop
simply replaces the prefactdrin (@) by (3 — 2).

In a Majorana representation of the Dirac matrices in terfrth®usual Pauli
matricesr* with 40 = —it?, ! = 73, 42 = 7! (added ford = 2), andC = 72 so
thaty = (jﬁf) with realy*(z,t) andy~(z,t), the equations for the bosonic and
fermionic normal modes with frequencyand longitudinal momenturh(nonzero
only whend = 2) in the kink backgroung = ¢ read

[0+ U? +UU"np = (W — )y, (7)
(0, + UNYT +i(w+ )y~ =0, (8)
(0 — U™ +i(w — )t = 0. 9)

Acting with (0, — U’) on (8) and eliminating)~ as well asy’ = —U shows that
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T satisfies the same equation as the bosonic fluctuatid®ompared ta)*, the
component)~ has a continuous spectrum whose modes differ by an additiona
phase shify = —2 arctan(m/k) when traversing the kink from; = —oco to z; =
+00, which is determined only bY/’(¢x (x; = +o0)) = £m. Correspondingly,
the difference of the spectral densities of thie-fluctuations in the kink and in the
trivial vacuum equals that of thefluctuations, whereas that gf -fluctuations is
obtained by replacingj, — 0% + ¢'.

In the sum over zero-point energies for the one-loop quama®s of the kink
(whend = 1),

M:Mcl_+%(ZwB—Zw§3)—%(ZwF—Zw})vL&M, (10)

one thus finds that the bosonic contributions from the cootits spectrum are can-
celed by the fermionic contributiofexcept for the additional contribution involv-
ing #'(k) in the spectral density of the~ modes.

The discrete bound states cancel exactly, apart from thesythat the fermionic
zero mode should be counted as half a fermionic mgde [5].rictlgt1+1 dimen-
sions, the zero modes do not contribute simply because #rey zero energy, and
for d > 1, where they become massless modes, they do not contribdismen-
sional regularization.

In a cutoff regularization il = 2, as we shall further discuss below, they in fact
do play a role. Remarkably, the half-counting of the ferntaero mode forl = 1
has an analog faf = 2 where the bosonic and fermionic zero modes of the kink
correspond to massless modes with enéegy= |¢|. From (8) and[{9) one finds
that the fermionic kink zero mode™ « ¢, ¢~ = 0 is a solution only fotw = +¢.
It therefore cancels only half of the contributions from Hzesonic kink zero mode
which ford = 2 havew = +/¢. Ford = 2 one thus finds that the fermionic zero
mode of the kink corresponds to a chiral (Majorana-Weyljnien on the domain
wall (string) in 2+1 dimensions[T1§, 119].

In dimensional regularization, however, the kink zero nwaled their massless
counterparts fotl > 1 can be dropped, and the energy density of the susy domain
wall reads

MO w3 1 [fdkdY -
- r _ = VEZ + 02 - m20
7T T 3 4/ L k2 4+ 02 +m20' (k) + M, (11)
3This cancellation could be however incomplete for certainridary conditions in global mode
regularization.
4Choosing a different sign foy; reverses the allowed sign éffor these fermionic modes and
thus their chirality (with respect to the domain string vdosheet). This corresponds to the other,
inequivalent representation of the Clifford algebra in 2lirhensions.
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where
2m

- K2+ m2

With 60 = ééM the logarithmic divergence in the integral in](11)d&as~ 1
gets cancelled. A naive cut-off regularization/at 1 would actually lead to a total
cancellation of thé-integral with the counter terd\/, giving a vanishing quantum
correction in renormalization schemes with= )\,. In dimensional regularization
there is now however a mismatch ok 1 and a finite remainder in the limit— 1
proportional to(d — 1)I'(—(d — 1)/2). The final result read$ IL3]

o' (k) (12)

MO m? m?

B 2 3-d
Lt 30 (4m)Hd

2

I'( ) (13)

In view of the discussion of the central charge below, it &trnctive to write
the above finite remainder that dimensional regularizdBames behind fod — 1
in the form

LT 1) e W™ 14

which is obtained by combining the integral [n](11) with théegral representation
of the counter term (1/3 of the r.h.s. ¢f (4)). Evidently, trenvanishing result is
entirely due to the momenta in the extta- 1 dimensions of a kink domain wall.

In the literature, at least to our knowledge, only the casa sfipersymmetric
kink (d = 1) has been considered and dimensional regularization depes the

result obtained before by Ref§] [8]20]6] P1f, 4, 22].
However, a (larger) number of papers have missed the catitiib—m/(27),

mostly because of the (implicit) use of an inconsistent gpeutoff scheme[J23,
P3.[25.[2p] or have obtained different answers because afsd®f boundary con-
ditions that accumulate a finite amount of energy at the baresl [27[15]. The
former result is however now generally accepted and, in éise of the super-sine-
Gordon model (where the same issues arise with the samés)esubgreement
with S-matrix factorization[[28].

A new result, which follows from[(313) and which will play a sofor the discus-
sion of central charges in the next section, is the nonvarmgstne-loop correction

MO P 1 /dkdd—lw,

MY, m?
L 3
for the surface tension of the minimally susy kink domainlwaR+1 dimensions.

In Ref. [29] the correct susy kink mass has also been obtdipennploying a

smooth energy (momentum) cutoff, the necessity of whiclobess apparent, as in

(15)
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the purely bosonic case, by considering the 2+1 dimensoalain wall. Using

a naive cutoff ford = 2 one finds quadratic divergences which cancel only upon
inclusion of the zero modes (which become massless moded.idighensions). As
we have discussed above, unlike the other bound states,dba®t cancel because
the fermionic zero mode becomes a chiral fermion on the dostaing world-
sheet and thus cancels only half of the bosonic zero (ma3stesde contribution,
yielding

de (1 M dk m 1
il NPV N b BV 2 2 _
/0 27r{2\/€_ /—Ak 27r{ W e tm k2 +m? \/k2+€2+m2]}
AQOO/ d—f{g—garctanﬁ}w/ dt m (16)
o 2m\2 m m o T2m

which is however still linearly divergent. Smoothing oug ttutoff in thek-integral
does pick an additional (and far= 1 the only) contribution—m/(2), which is
now necessary to have a finite result fo 2. This finite result then reads

2

Mélz)Q 1 [>dl m m
I = —;A % (m — ﬁarctan 7) = _8_7'(' (17)

in agreement with the result obtained above in dimensiallarization.

2.3 Susy algebra and itsquantum corrections
2.3.1 Dimensional regularization

The susy algebra for the 1+1 and the 2+1 dimensional casdsotiaibe covered by
starting from 2+1 dimensions, the 1+1 dimensional caseviefig from reduction
by one spatial dimension.

In 2+1 dimensions one obtains classically] [30]

{Q%,Qs} = 2i(v")%Pu, (M=0,1,2)
= 2i(’70H + VI(p:c + Zy) + 72(py - Zﬂ:))aﬁv (18)

where we separated off two surface terfsin defining
- N N 1 -
Py = /ddx'])m’ P = @am(p - §<¢708m¢)7 (19)



with W (p) = [dp Ul
Havmg a kink proflle in thes-direction, which satisfies the Bogomolnyi equa-
tion 0,0 = —U(¢k ), one finds that with our choice of Dirac matrices

Q* = / Pol(¢ T Oyl + (Bup £ Ul))67), (21)
(Q*.Q*} = 2(H = (Z, — B,)), (22)

and the charg®™ leaves the topological (domain-wall) vacuum= ¢, ©» = 0
invariant. This corresponds to classical BPS saturatimeswith £, = 0 and
P, = 0 one has{Q*,Q*} = 2(H + Z,) and, indeed, with a kink domain wall
Z /L =W (+v) — W(—v) = =M /L1,

At the quantum level, hermiticity ap* implies

(s|H]s) > [(s|Pls)| = [(s|(B, = Z2)s)]- (23)
This inequality is saturated when
Q[s)=0 (24)

so that BPS states correspond to massless staié3’ = 0 with P, = M for a

kink domain wall in ther-direction [31], however with infinite momentum and en-
ergy unless thg-direction is compact with finite length. An antikink domain wall

has instead)~|s) = 0. In both cases, half of the supersymmetry is spontaneously
broken.

Classically, the susy algebra in 1+1 dimensions is obtdired [L8) simply by
dropplngP as well asZ so thatP, = P,. The term2Z remains, however, with
~? being the nontr|V|aly5 of 1+1 dimensions. The susy algebra simplifies to

Y, Q*=2H+Z2), {Q".Q7}=2P; (25)

and one has the inequality
(s|H|s) = [(s]Z]s)| (26)

for any quantum state BPS saturated states haye|s) = 0 or @~ |s) = 0, corre-
sponding to kink and antikink, respectively, and break bathe supersymmetry.

In a kink (domain wall) background with only nontrivial dependence, the
central charge densitg, receives nontrivial contributions. Expandiag around
the kink background gives

. Su2 1.
Z, = Udypr — J%amw + 0.(Un) + 50:(U") + O(r°). 27)
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where only the part quadratic in the fluctuations contribuitethe integrated quan-
tity at one-loop ord¢} However, this matches precisely the counter téfvhfrom
requiring vanishing tadpoles. Straightforward applatof the rules of dimen-
sional regularization thus leads to a null result for the ore-loop correction to
(Z,) in the same way as found in Ref§.[24] £5,[5, 6] in other sckeme

On the other hand, by considering the less singular combmé# + Z,) and
showing that it vanishes exactly, it was concluded in Ref] fBat(Z,) has to com-
pensate any nontrivial result foff ), which in Ref. [Z]L] was obtained by subtracting
successive Born approximations for scattering phasesshiffact, Ref. [2]L] explic-
itly demonstrates how to rewritgZ, ) into —(H), apparently without the need for
the anomalous terms in the quantum central charge operastulpted in Ref.[J4].

The resolution of this discrepancy is that R¢T][21] did regularize(~Z,) and
therefore the manipulations needed to rewrite &4/ ) (which eventually is regu-
larized and renormalized) are ill-defined. Using dimenal@agularization naively
one in fact obtains a nonzero result faf + Zm), apparently in violation of susy.

However, dimensional regularization by embedding the ldslka domain wall
in (up to) one higher dimension, which preserves susy, aslieads to

(H+Z, - P,) =0, (28)

i.e. the saturation of (23), as we shall now verify.
The bosonic contribution teP,) involves

= dk ¢
0+ 0, == [ Gt ST S ool (29)

where thep,(z) are the mode functions of the fluctuation field operatoihe (-
integral factorizes and gives zero both because it is a$eséantegral and because
the integrand is odd in.

The fermions on the other hand turn out to give nontrivialtabations: The
mode expansion for the fermionic field operator reads

Y o= o+ / 7(dd_1€ | dk lbk,e e~ iwt=t) (\/w_+€¢k;($)) + bLé (C.C.)} ;

27?)% Viarw Vet isy(z)
d=1¢ ;
o = /Wbof G (C?)O)7 bg(f) = bo(—0), (30)

whereyy is the fermionic zero-mode lifted to a Majorana-Weyl domaail fermion,

SBut this does not hold for the central charge density Ioc{ﬂ]ﬂ].
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ands, = ﬁ(@x + U")¢y. This leads to

By = S

B i/# S Sr o [ Dlonk + (0 = Ol

1 =
= Q/Wge(—@ |ol® +

1 [ d+Y% ' dk (¢ 2
+§/W2 o (§(|¢k|2+ |5k [?) +%(|¢k|2 - |Sk‘2>)' (31)

From the last sum-integral we have separated off the cautimito of the zero mode
of the kink (the chiral domain wall fermion faf > 1). The contribution of the latter
no longer vanishes by symmetry, but thetegral is still scale-less and therefore
put to zero in dimensional regularization. The first sunegnal on the right-hand
side is again zero by both symmetry and scalelessness, ddintdi term is not:
The ¢-integration no longer factorizes because= k% + (2 + m?2, and leads to
a nonvanishing result, which, as one can shpw [11], is idaehtb the finite net
contribution in(H). For the integrated quantities, this equality can be seen by
comparing with [[T4) upon using thditdz(|dx|* — |sk|?) = (k).

So for alld < 2 we have BPS saturationH) = |(Z, — P,)|, which in the limit
d — 1, the susy kink, is made possible by a nonvanisr(iﬁg. The anomaly in
the central charge is seen to arise from a parity-violatomgribution ind = 1 + ¢
dimensions which is the price to be paid for preserving (mad) supersymmetry
when going up in dimensions to embed the susy kink as a donmslin w

To summarize, in 2+1 dimensions, we hae= P, — Z, and|(P,)| = (H),
whereP andZ were defined in[(18). Classically, this BPS saturation igapuized
by Z, alone. At the quantum level, however, the quantum correstto the latter
are cancelled completely by the counter term from renoamajitadpoles to zero.
All nontrivial corrections come from the “genuine” momentwperator?,, and
are due to having a spontaneous breaking of parity.

In the limit of 1+1 dimensions, becausé| p—,.; = v*|p—1,1, One has to make
the identificationZ = Z, — P,. For Z,,, one again does not obtain net quantum cor-
rections. However, the expectation valife,) does not vanish in the limit — 1,
although there is no longer an extra dimension. The spoatengarity violation in
the 2+1 dimensional theory, which had to be considered iera preserve susy,
leaves a finite imprint upon dimensional reduction to 1+1ehsions by provid-
ing an anomalous additional contribution(td,) balancing the nontrivial quantum
correction(H).
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2.3.2 Dimensional reduction

We now show how the central charge anomaly can be recoveyedSiegel’s ver-
sion of dimensional regularizatiop J16,]17] wheres smaller than the dimension
of spacetime and where one keeps the number of field compofivesd, but lowers
the number of coordinates and momenta from 2 te 2. At the one-loop level
one encounters 2-dimensiongl coming from Dirac matrices, ane-dimensional

o, from loop momenta. An important concept which is going toym@aole is that

of the evanescent counterterris| [32] involving the faéti;f[, WhereSZ =0, — 5;
has onlye = 2 — n nonvanishing components.

Consider now the supercurrefpt= —(dy + U(p))7,2. In the trivial vacuum,
expanding into quantum fields yields

1
V2\

wherev = p/+/\. Only matrix elements with one external fermion are divetge
The term involvingU” (v)n? in (B2) gives rise to a divergent scalar tadpole that is
cancelled completely by the counter tefp? (which itself is due to am and ay
loop). The only other divergent diagram is due to the terrolving ?n in (B2) and
has the form of a)-selfenergy. Its singular part reads

. iv _ i ! d"k ?6’7;1?6
O™ =07 0) [ o [ G I ). (39

UsingSZ =0, — 5; we find that under the integral

Jp=— (ﬁn +U'(v)n + 1U”(v) nz) Y + 5%y, (32)

2

24 € 2 .2
Kt = =20, = —0,) 7 = —K2 Y — —K0
so that .
. iv U” v SA
i)™ = 0% ), (34

Hence, the regularized one-loop contribution to the suseaticontains the evanes-
cent operator

This is by itself a conserved quantity, because all fieldseddponly on then-
dimensional coordinates. The renormalized susy cupight= ju—jgi” is thus still
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conservedl, but from the evanescent counter term it receives a nonviagisiontri-
bution to~ - j*™ which appears in the divergence of the renormalized cordbrm
susy curreng;
. Ul/
(A7 Vanom. = =140 = o (36)
(There are also nonvanishing nonanomalous contributmn$(tz;,) because our
model is not conformal-susy invariant at the classicalll@¢ve

Ordinary susy on the other hand is unbroken; there is no alyadmghe diver-
gence ofj, . A susy variation ofj, involves the energy-momentum tensor and the
topological central-charge curre)t according to

0j, = =21, v,€ — 2@756, (37)

where classically,, = €, Ud"¢.

At the quantum level, the counter-terjfi = —j;“v induces an additional con-
tribution to the central charge current
anom 1 5;1; !/
Cﬂ = E?Eupap(] (38)
which despite appearances ifirte quantity: using that total antisymmetrization
of the three lower indices has to vanish in two dimensionsgiv

51;6”,) = €€up + SZGW (39)

and together with the fact thé’ only depends om-dimensional coordinates this

finally yields
1

Gl = EeupapU’ (40)
in agreement with the anomaly in the central charge as addgireviously]

We emphasize thal, itself does not require the subtraction of an evanescent
counterterm. The latter only appears in the susy curjgnivhich gives rise to a
conformal-susy anomaly igj,,. A susy variation of the latter shows that it forms a
conformal current multiplet involving besides the dilaatcurrent?),, z” and the

Lorentz currenfl,,”z"¢,, also a current

.]((5))“ = xpepucu- (41)

5Note also that5) does not change the susy chagges [ dzjj if one assumes thﬁi;; has
only spatial components. Furthermore, recall that corskeurrents do not renormalize.
1t would be interesting to study further the infrared/ulcdet connection for this anomaly.

14



We identify this with the conformal central-charge curremhich is to be distin-
guished from the ordinary central-charge currgnt

The anomalous contribution to the ordinary central chasgeus understood
as the additional nonconservation at the quantum level @ttmformalcentral-
charge curren{(41). (Additional, because the model is anfarmally invariant so
that there is already nonconservation at the classical )eMeais finally answers the
guestion: what kind of anomaly corresponds to the anomaloungibution to the
central charge?

3 Local Casimir energy for solitons

We have seen in the introduction that there is a problem wighrégularization of
the zero-point energies by means of mode number cutoff (equmbers of modes
in each sector, with careful counting of zero modes): itudels spurious boundary
energy. On the other hand, the principle of mode regulacmateems natural, so
the question arises whether we can devise a mode numbeirsthieme without the
unwanted boundary energy. This almost automatically leadsew regularization
scheme for Casimir sums, called local mode regularizai@gimen that each mode
determines a mode functian, (x, t) (or v, (x, t) for the fermions) normalized such
that for a large box with volumé the ¢,,(z,t) become at largéz| a plane wave
with unit strength (the corrections to these plane wavesfederL—'/2), we can
introduce a concept of local mode density:) in the kink sector (ang® (z) in the
trivial sector) as followsp(x) = > ¢~ (x)¢,(z). To regulate such sums we would
like to again cut off the sum over at a large numben.

The kink mass contains the difference of the energy 30, (z)|?iw, in the

kink sector and the energy sum |¢$LO) (x) |2%w£0) in the trivial sector. The problem
is thus how to relate the regularization in one sector toithtte other sector. The
most straightforward method would be to include the samebmumof terms in each
sum, just as in the case of global mode number regularizatiowever in this way

the sums would only indirectly take the presence of the kimié& account (through
the inequality of theu,, andw'").

We now formulate a principle which we have not yet been abpgdwe that it is
equivalent to other principles, or that it preserves sypersetry, but which gives
correct answers for the kink mass and supersymmetric kirdspand which is so
simple that it deserves further study. Namely we requir¢ ttiv@ regulated mode
densities in both sectors are equal. The funcﬁ@fﬁi:O ¢k ()¢, (x) is a function of
N or equivalently ofA = 27N/ L, but for largeL we can interpolate it to become a
function of a continuous variable. Similarly, p§3) becomes a continuous function
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of A. SinceL™! [ |¢x|*dz = 1 counts each mode once, it may seem natural to
also us€g¢y(r)|* to count modes locally. However note that(z)¢(z)) contains
> |ox(2) P~ while the energy density contains) |¢x(z)[*;w,. The choice to
use |¢x(z)|? to define a regularization is perhaps natural, certainlyenmatural
than for exampl&" ¢, (2)|?, but we have not proven that |¢(z)|? is the correct

object.

If the densityp(z) is cut off at a large\, the densityp?)(z) should be cut off
ataA + AA = 27 N© such thap, () is equal top) » (). Far away from the
kink all modes are plane waves, so for lajgeone expecta\A to vanish, but near
the kink AA will be nonvanishing. This implies thakA is x-dependent, and the
principle of local mode regularization takes the followiiogm

palz) = PE\OJ)FAA(I) (). (42)
The regulated energy densities in the kink and the triviatae given bye =
S 6n(@)?2w, ande® = 37|41 (x)2Lwt”, will then in general be different if
the regulated densitiggz) andp® (x) are equal.

It is now straightforward to calculate the local Casimir smia$ a soliton. It is
given by

€cas(T) = €(x) — ¢ (x) =

1, A dk ,1 /AMA@) dk 1

— 2 —|o(k —w — 2 —— OM(x). (43

sendha)+2 [ Slotkafze—2 [ Sios o). @)
The bound state yields a zero-point enegg&,) and has (normalizable) mode func-
tion ¢ 5(x), while the continuous spectrum in the kink sector consiigiéame waves
¢ (k, x) = exp ikz. We rewrite this expression such that it is manifestly finite

€cas(T) = wpoh(2)

+ {2/0 % (16, k> = 1) tw + 5M(m)} - Aé\f)/\. (44)

The last term is the "anomaly”, it appears here as a term oficitme A /A because
AA(z) is proportional tal /A as well see presently.

In the kink sector(k, z) can be given explicitly. From the explicit form one
finds that it can be expressed in terms of the wave functiottseadiscrete spectrum

as follows
2,/m? — wjz
ok 2))? =1 == ¢ (z)—5—5—. (45)

22
w (.U]
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(For the kinkj refers to the zero mode wiizlaj? = 0 and the bound state with
w? = 3/4m*.) This formula seems to be new and we interpret it as a locala of
the completeness relation. Integration oketields the usual completeness relation

| o Ao = 1} + 60) + 6ha) = (46)

but the local version allows us to evaludté as

M@ = [CdE-lo o)) =2 [ ar DR

2 _ 2
W (.Uj

3m? 9
= TAcosh = e + O(A™7). (47)

The local counter terniM () is of course equal to the term proportionabic®
in the energy densifyWe can now substitute all these relations and find then

con(2) = (;w - %) (@)~ Za(e). (48)

We can rewrite this formula as

€Cas(T) = Z% 1— %arctan ﬁ w; 3 () — Z 1 m? — wie?(x).
J j J

(49)
Such expressions are known for the total energy, but thed l@rsion seems new.
The local Casimir energy is not, however, equal to the locargy density.

There are two further terms:

(i) the energy density contains a tegtd,n)? (wherer(z, t) is the fluctuation
field), but Casimir energies contain eigenvalues of the fglerator which contains
a term—02p and our local Casimir energy gets contributions fre@maﬁn. The
difference, denoted bzg)seCas(x), is a double total derivative

A€cas(T < 8xn0x77> <—§77 > i n(z)). (50)
2 ( |¢(k x)|2 — 1)iw. This yields

81t should also cancel the divergence in the integfAl 4
another amusing formula,

225 207 (@)y/m? — wj 0% (z) — % (00)
Zj2,/m2—w32. fd/x(@%((x)_so%{(oo))
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Figure 1:Renormalized tadpoles in the vacuum and in the kink backgtorespectively.

The propagatofn(x)n(y)) contains a singularity as tendsy, but this singularity
is z-independent and cancels due to the space derivativeAeSg(x) is a finite
and smooth function;

(ii) near the kink, the propagatorspfire deformed: they become (complicated)
expressions for propagation in a kink background. Thusdneellation of tadpoles
which we imposed in flat space and which gave us the mass rafipation ;2 =
u% + 612, no longer holds in the vicinity of the kink. Instead, one iashe kink
sector

90('7570 :¢K<x7t)+901(xvt)+n<xvt)v (51)
where(n(z,t)) = 0 by definition, andy; (x) is a mean field induced by the kinK [4].
This mean field gives another contribution to the energy itlemgich we denote
by Ae(,,)(z) and which follows from expandingf (z)) = 3 (9,¢0.¢) + 5 (U?),

[N
AE(%Ol)(x) = 0,010, 0K + (§U2) 1= 0 (010:90K). (52)

The fieldy, () follows from the vanishing of the expectation value of thédfie
equation of the Heisenberg fields Using(n(x,t)) = 0 one easily obtains

1
(=0}® + 02 — (§U2)’> =0 (53)
— 62 - (1U2>// - i(1U2)///<7]2> - 15m2 (54)
z¥1 5 ¥1 o1\ 5 YK

The sum of the last two terms is again smooth and finite, anceifewrite this
equation as

pi(x) = [02 — AU (P (x) — 12(00))3 A0k () (55)

we recognise the Feynman graphs we depicted in[Fig. 1.

The solution forp, (z) is of the formAxn,(x) + B,no(z) (note that{n?(x)) —
(n*(00)) contains terms withosh ™ (max/2) andn, ~ cosh™?(max/2), and the fluc-
tuation operatod? — (3U?)"” vanishes om). The termAz,(z) can also be written
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as proportional t i (z(1+ A)) becausey () ~ 0,9k, and this rescaling of can
also be written as a rescalingof (sincep i depends only oémx) and a counter

rescaling of\ to keep the prefactqi/+/) invariant:

Azng(x) ~ A(mﬁim + QA%)goK(x). (56)
One can also write this asx (m, A\, z) + Azno(z) = pr(m, A, x) where we dis-
cover that this rescaling of the renormalized masgelds the pole mass [A]! We
have not been able to give a similarly simple physical exgtian of the rescaled
coupling = (m/m)3).

One can now substitute all expressions to get explicit féastor the complete
energy density¥ (z) for the kink (or for any other 1+1 dimensional soliton). One
can also repeat this exercise for the supersymmetric kimkhis case the only
difference fory, is a different result forn and)\, but the term denoted b0, 1, is
the same). However, at this point we refer the reader to tigenat articles [#[P].

The local central-charge density has been separatelylasdufor the susy case
in [A] using higher derivative regularization, and also tsjing susy to transform
the~ - j anomaly to the sector with the central charge. The explksuilt for the
local central-charge density df| [4] agrees completely wiita explicit result for
the energy density of 9] (where also the explicit local gyedensity for the non-
susy case is obtained). I ]29] a calculation of the integtaentral charge can be
found in global mode regularization, with one cut-off foetBirac delta function
in the canonical equal-time (anti)commutation relationd another cut-off for the
propagators; it is argued that these cutoffs should be tihe sad this indeed yields
the correct result. IN[]J9] the anomaly in the local centradrge was obtained by
starting from the definition

(y) = / dr 8(x — y) {10 (@)U () + L (U (@)}, (57)

and not setting: = y too soon. There is &/(x — y) singularity in the propagator
(n'(z)n(y)), and expanding: aroundy in the remaining terms, one finds a finite
(x — y)/(z — y) term which yields the anomaly.

So, in conclusion, the nonvanishing one-loop result forghergy density and
total mass of the minimally susy kink as well as the assodiatntrivial modi-
fication of the central charge (density) have been estadish the various regu-
larization methods. The specific subtleties of the differapethods are now well
understood, and the origin of the anomalous contributiothéocentral charge in
each method clarified, which in particular in dimensiongluarization and reduc-
tion shows most interesting facets.
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Appendix: The DHN program applied to fermions

The celebrated DHN calculation of the one loop correctidf$ to the kink mass
[M] due to bosonic fluctuations has been repeated ih [15]Herférmionic case,
using exactly the same steps as DHN did for bosons. We pr#ssmtalculation
here for two reasons: (i) to convince skeptics that theradeed a problem with
the fermions if one straightforwardly (or better: naivalgpeats the same steps, and
(ii) because there are subtleties with the zero modes wiaiclbe clearly illustrated
by this concrete example. One might anticipate trouble biiziag that for super-
symmetric boundary conditions (where all non-zero bosanit fermionic modes
cancel pairwise) the result faxA//(") would be equal to only the counter tedmn/
which is divergent. Some physicists still feel uncomfolgalvith supersymmetry
and prefer to stick to older “reliable” methods. The follogiexplicit calculation
should make it clear that these older methods need upd&ingxample along the
lines suggested in the text.

The field equations for the fermions (= for the fermionic fuations) read
P + U = 0, whereU’ = ZU(yp). In the representation’ = (; ) and
A0 = ((1] ‘01) the Dirac equation reads

(0 + U)o — B =0, (=0, + U + 0o = 0, v = (Z) (58)

lterating and setting® = u*(z)e~*! yields

{82 +w?—m (gtanhzg—%)} ut =0, (59)
9 1 omz 1
0% + w? —m(2tanh 7+§) —=0. (60)

The equation for™ is the same as for the bosonic fluctuation§y = ¢k (x) +
n(z,t)), and hence before imposing boundary conditions, the isolsifor w™* are
the same as fay. Given a solution for,™ with w # 0, the Dirac equation gives the
corresponding solution far~. From the shape of the potentials for the fluctuations
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Figure 2: Potentials for the one bosonic and the two fernsifinctuation fields

(see Fig[R), itis clear thgtandy™ have a zero mode (a normalizable solution of the
linearized equations for the fluctuations) bathas no normalizable = 0 solution
on—oo < x < oo. However, enclosing the systeminabex /2 < x < L/2, also

u~ has a zero mode.

For the bosonic fluctuations the zero moge-~ cosh‘Q(%) with strictly wy =
0 does not satisfy periodic boundary conditions becauseettsative is odd inz,
but by slightly increasing the energy we can achieve that its derivative vanishes
at the boundaries. Hence, in the bosonic sector there is lomestizero mode
with w2 2 0§ In the second-quantized expression fopne finds then a term
(2wo) Y2 (agno(z)e~™0t + h.c.) which appears on a par with the genuine non-zero
modes, and hence the almost-zero mode should corresponé termn in the sum
over zero point energies, just as DHN assumed.

Imposing even boundary conditions on the fermfns

YH(=L/2) =T (L/2), & (=L/2) =4 (L/2), (61)
we find the following mode solutions for # 0:
Y+ = cos(kx + 167 (k))coswt and ¢~ = —sin(kx + 36 (k)) sinwt, (62)

¢t = —sin(ka £ 36%(k))sinwt and ¢~ = cos(kz + 167 (k) coswt,  (63)

with + being a+ sign for large positive: and a— sign for large negative. The
Dirac equation is satisfied far > 0 if

E—cosif(k), ™ =—sinib(k), 6 (k) =d"(k)+6(k), (64)

w_

°The other solution for the bosonic fluctuations with = 0, given by
m cosh™? me [ dy cosh® ¢ does not contribute, even though it is normalizable in the, bo
because it is odd im and does not tend to zero for largg. Hence one cannot make it periodic by
slightly increasingu?.

1°Even boundary conditions are not periodic: the derivatsagisfy Robin boundary conditions
(Op —m)Y T (—=L/2) = (0 +m)y*(L/2) and(d +m)yp~ (=L /2) = (0, —m)yp~ (L/2) because
the mass termm tanh 7% switches sign betweenL /2 and L /2.
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Figure 3: The phase shift functions = 6, 0, andé— = 6 + 6.

ug (z) ug (z)
A x k | -

Figure 4:The fermionic zero modeg (z) = 1/ cosh?(mx/2),u, = 0 (concentrated at
the kink) andu] = 0,u; = cosh?(ma/2) (concentrated at the boundary, if any).

whered* (k) = 6 (k) is the phase shift of the bosonic fluctuati§fs.he solutions
with k£ < 0 are obtained from the solutions with> 0 by dropping the two minus
signs in [6R) and (§3), but fdr < 0 (64) becomes— (k) = 6% (k) + (k) + = and
thus the solutions witlh < 0 are the same as with > 0. The cosines satisfy the
boundary conditions, but the sines must vanish at the baigsdarhis yields two
sets of quantization conditions @n> 0:

kYL +6T(kY)=2mn", k, L+06 (k) =2mn". (65)

Given the shape of the phase shifts (see [fig. 3) it is cleamtha= 1,2, 3, .. ., but
nt = 2,3,4,..., because the solution with™ = 1 (yielding k™ = 0) does not
satisfy the boundary conditioffi$.

We now turn to a closer study of the fermionic zero modes. Ereyboth even,
one concentrated near the kink and the other near the bdasdsee Fig[]4). Zero
modes often correspond to symmetries of the classicalrgdtiot the fermionic
zero mode which is concentrated on the boundary is an exaofigezero mode
which does not correspond to a symmetry, as one might exjpeet & ceases to be
a normalizable zero mode on the infinite interval.

Hits explicit formd (k) = —2 arctan(3mk/(m? — 2k?)) is not needed at this point.
12The solution withi* = 0 readsu™ ~ 3 tanh® 2% — 1, and is even, but~ = (9, + U')u™*
is odd and does not vanish for largs.
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The mode expansions of the fermions read

+ _ 1 U;’{(J}') iwnt TU;’;(.T) zwnt) C(]US_(.T)

v _\/ZM(C"\/ée tas g )t €9
-1 c u, () o—iwnt Tu;(x) iwnt) doua@)

v _\/ZZM("\/E e )t @)

where the sum over runs over both sets ifi (65), and wherg(z) are normalized
to unit-strength plane wavesp i(k,x + $6*(k,)) for large £|z|. Imposing the
equal-time canonical anti-commutation relatigns®(z, t), v=(y,t)} = 6(z — y)
one finds

73 e b @it () + 7 (o cokud (2 () = 0 — ), (69

n>0

and a similar relation fog)~. To determine the value of the mode anti-commutators,
we need a completeness relation for the mode functigiis), ug (). We go back

to the second-order differential equation for, and imposing a second boundary
condition which follows from the Dirac equation

UH(=L/2) =7 (L)2), (On —m)yT (=L/2) = (O + m)Y(L/2),  (69)

we obtain a bona-fide selfadjoint elliptic differential oger (with bosonic mode
operatorsz,, anda!), whose spectrum consists of (z), ug (x). This proves the
completeness relation

1 1
> put @l ) + pud (@ (y) = 8z — ). (70)
n>0
Comparing with [[68) we deduce
{CM7 CL} - 6771,71 ; {007 CO} =1 (71)

The Hamiltonian density for fermions
H = 50790 (0, + U = S0 0" + 070 (72)

yields the expected negative contribution to the zerotpemergy, (H) =
—3hY",~own, @nd in the densityy " (2)y*(z)) the zero mode contributes a term
sTug (z)ug (z). Due to this factor, the two zero modes of the fermions in a box
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with even boundary conditions contribute one term to the suar zero-point en-
ergies, just as for the bosonic case, and just as implicitymed by DHNH

We can now comput& M (V. The fermionic modes cancel half of the bosonic
modes fom > 2, but the bosonia = 1 mode is left. The bound states and the zero
modes cancel between bosons and fermions. This yields

AM® = 13 w(k)) - Zw )+ 6M

n>1 n>2
+
_ Za“’ (k) OUha) 501
dk Ow T—2
— 1 1 - —
= 2m+2/0 27r0k9(k)+6M g m, (73)

where we used thdt™ = & + 6(k,,)/L. This is the correct answer to an incorrect
question, because this value faft!) contains spurious boundary energy. In the text

it is discussed how to separate off the spurious boundargggnand the correct

resultis
Mo
2
If one repeats the same calculations for the sine-Gordaesyone can compare
with the exact result obtained from the Yang-Baxter equaimd finds indeed that

these two results agree after removing the boundary energy.

(74)
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