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1. WHAT IS QUANTUM FIELD THEORY?

There is of course no short answer to this question. There are different facets of quantum
fields. An aspect that is used extensively in condensed matter physics is the ‘QFT as a
framework for computing processes in interacting many body systems’. Here, each of the
many bodies typically has its internal energy states eg atoms/molecules at various lattice
sites, localized states in periodic potentials etc. The interactions take place by making tran-
sitions among these internal states. Since the internal states are discrete, the interactions
also involve discrete exchanges of energy /momentum /spin etc which is described by a quan-
tum field eg., [¥(7), UT(7")] ~ 63(7 — 7). With large number of bodies involved, a quantum
field capable of indefinite number of transitions is a well suited framework.

There is another aspect which makes quantized fields essential when we want to describe
interactions of even few bodies in a relativistically covariant manner. Special relativity
imposes two crucial modifications: (a) the notion of causality is modified by the finite upper
speed limit and (b) equivalence of mass and energy demands that the rest masses be also
included in the energy conservation. The latter one allows annihilation and creation of
‘particles’ at the expense of energy. The framework of non-relativistic quantum mechanics
is not capable of accommodating these possibilities. Why is it so?

For this, we need to be sharper about what is meant by “relativistic covariance”.

A. Relativistic Covariance

Special relativity posits that the space-time that is appropriate arena for describing phys-
ical processes is the Minkowski space-time - R* with the flat metric. This allows the space-
time to be described in terms of coordinates z* < (¢, z') and metric " = diag(—1,1,1,1) =
Nu- All inertial observers, use such a space-time and relate their descriptions of the exper-
iments by using the coordinate transformations: z'# = A* 2 + a*. The A* denote the
Lorentz transformations. These transformations, termed Poincare transformations, preserve
the space-time metric. Under composition of transformations, these form the Poincare group.

In general, covariance of a ‘structure’ with respect to some group means that there is a
homomorphism of that group, onto the invariance group of the structure. Here, invariance

group of the structure means the group of transformations of the structure which preserves



the structure. For instance, if the ‘structure’ is a vector space, then its invariance group
must be the group of linear transformations. For the quantum framework, the structure is
a projective Hilbert space (Hilbert space modulo non-zero scaling) and the basic observable
quantities are the transition probabilities: [{1|#)[*/(||¢]|||¢|]). It is a theorem due to Wigner
that the transformations of physical states (elements of the projective Hilbert space) pre-
serving the transition probabilities can be represented by linear or anti-linear transformation
of the Hilbert space, ¢/ = A, satisfying (¢'|¢') = (¥|o) or (¢'|¢') = (¢[¢p). The former
defines A to be a unitary operator while the latter defines an anti-unitary operator. The
anti-unitary operator is necessarily anti-linear as well. The only anti-unitary operator one
encounters is the time reversal operator (more on this later). Thus covariance requires the
Hilbert space of the quantum system to carry a unitary representation of the Poincare group.

If g € G — R(g) denotes a group action which satisfies the composition rule: R(g;-¢2) =
R(g1)-R(g2), R(g) constitutes a representation of the group G. On a Hilbert space, we denote
a group action as [1") = g-[10) = U(g)l). Tt follows that g1~ (ga-[12)) = U(g1) (U (g2)l0)) =

U(gr - g2)|Y) = (g1 - 92) - |). This action also induces a natural action on the operators
via (P|g - Aj) == (g7t |Alg7t ) «» A =g A = U(g)AU(g)". Check that (a) this
is indeed a homomorphism: (g1 - g2) - A = g1 - (g2 - A) and (b) (¢'|A'|¢") = (Y|A|p). All
algebraic relations among the operators are preserved under this group action. Incidentally,
this is exactly how one defines the action of diffeomorphisms on functions on a manifold:
lg - fl(p) := f(g~' - p) (this is not the pull back definition). All this essentially says that

covariance is implemented through a representation of the group. Which representation?

B. Compatibility with quantum conditions

Any particular quantum system is however distinguished by what Dirac called quantum
conditions eg. [q',p;] = ih(Sij. It is on the Hilbert space carrying a representation of the
quantum conditions that the covariance group must be represented. To appreciate what
this means, let us take the specific examples of the Galilean group and the Poincare group
and try to seek unitary representations on the Hilbert space of a single particle with the
above quantum conditions with, 7,7 = 1,2,3. Taking the generators of the infinitesimal

transformations to be represented by self-adjoint operators, the Lie algebras of the two



groups have the following commutation relations:

Galilean transformations : 2’ = Rij:pj +o't+a , t=t+b , R, R S =5,
Generators : Py, P;, C;, M;; ;  with non-vanishing commutators:

[Miijk:l} = i(éiijl — (Z Aad ]) — (k’ — l) + (i, k < j, l)),

[Mij, Pi] = Z<5szj - 5jkPi) , [Mi;, Ci] = i(éiij — 5jkci);
(Ci, Pj] = iMé;; , [Ci,Ry] = iP;.
Poincare transformations : 2* := A* 2 +a" | A“aA”ﬁn“’B =", n=diag(—1,1,1,1);
Generators : Fy, P, K;, M,; ; with non-vanishing commutators:

[My;, My] = i(éikMﬂ — (i g)— (k< D)+ (k< l));

(Mij, ] = 2<5szg — 5jkpi> L (M, K] = i(5ikKj — 5ijz‘>;
|K;,P;] = i6;Py ., [KiBR] = iP;, and,

Both have the same number of generators, 10, and almost the same Lie algebra except that
the Galilean algebra has a ‘central extension’ denoted by the (mass) parameter, M and
the ‘Galilean boost’ generators C; commute among themselves unlike the ‘Lorentz boost’
generators K .

These can be expressed in terms of the basic operators ¢, p; as follows®.

Galilean , Poincare
Mij = qipj —qpi , Pii=pi . Mij:=qp; —qpi , Bii=pi;
Ci=Mg; , PO::% . Ki=qFy , Py:=+p-p+M?*.

The parameter M is naturally identified with the mass of our particle system. Notice that
only the boost generators and the F, generators are different in the two groups.
Ex: Verify that the above definitions of the generators, satisfy the respective algebras,

up to factors of h.

! Thomas Jordan, 0810.4637 and 1st reference from it. The reference 1 shows that if ¢ is taken to represent
position and transform under Galilean group accordingly, then the Galilean brackets suffice to fix the
remaining generators, including P up to a constant. This also shows that there are no functions on the

phase space which are invariant under the Galilean group apart form constant functions.



Fz: Under infinitesimal group action, the infinitesimal change in any operator is given by
dzA = i[A, € f], where € denotes the infinitesimal parameters and T denotes the generators.
Show that the infinitesimal changes, dz¢", dzp; are at the most linear in ¢*, p; for the Galilean
case but not so for the Poincare case for the K;, F.

In particular, the Poincare group action is mon-linear on the basic operators. This is
problematic for the following reason. At the classical level, the observables are sufficiently
smooth functions on the phase space and the set of all observables can be given the structure
of an algebra: i.e. a vector space with a multiplication (product of two functions) defined. A
similar feature holds in the quantum case. Observables are self-adjoint operators. The set of
observables too can be given the structure of an algebra (product of two operators). In both
cases, the algebras can be thought of as being generated by the basic observables. The action
of a group on the basic variables induces a corresponding action on all operators. There
are domain issues in the quantum case, but much more importantly, the multiplication is

non-commutative which leads to the ordering issues.

C. Manifest Covariance

When the basic observables transform non-linearly, it is much harder to deduce the
transformation properties of the other operators. This is compounded further by the non-
commutativity in the quantum case. When the transformations of basic variables are linear,
the non-commutativity issue exists but is usually easier to manage. With this in mind we
now put the additional requirement that the basic observables transform linearly i.e. in
effect tensorially (modulo inhomogeneous action of translations). This is sometimes called
the requirement of manifest covariance.

Invoking manifest covariance discards Poincare group action on the phase space of a
particle. The action of the Galilean group is however permissible.

This could of course be generalized to N—particles, i,j = 1,...3N. We see that non-
relativistic quantum theory of N—particles is not capable of implementing manifest Poincare
covariance. and we can expect potential hazards in incorporating the relativistic causality
and the creation/annihilation processes.

Could we not extend the quantum conditions to a relativistically covariant form?

For instance, define a quantum system by postulating quantum conditions as [¢*, p,] =



tho*,. Then the Poincare generators can be taken to be M, := q,p, — q.p, and P, :=p,. It
is trivial to check the Poincare Lie algebra. These also show that the basic observables are
tensors of ranks as indicated by their index positions. This could be a model for a relativistic
particle. However, now there is another problem in quantum theory.

From the basic commutators, we can define the creation/annihilation operators: a* :=
\/%h(q“ +in*p,) and its adjoint (a#)', satisfying the commutation relations [a*, (a*)T] = nH.
As usual, the states are labeled by the eigenvalues of the number operators and the vacuum
state is defined by a*|0) = 0 V p. This is a Lorentz covariant form of defining the vacuum
state. It follows immediately that (0|[a®, (a®)T]|0) = ||(a®)T|0)|]> = n® = —1.

Additionally, if we were to interpret 2° as a “time” coordinate so that pq is interpreted
as energy, then the energy eigenvalues must necessarily be unbounded below. The Stone-
von Neumann theorem implies that if the canonical commutation relations arise from the
infinitesimal form of the Weyl relations, then the spectra of both the conjugate operators
consists of all real numbers.

Thus, the manifestly Lorentz covariant quantum conditions cannot be realized on a Hilbert
space!

Let us turn attention to systems with infinitely many degrees of freedom. The best
known example is classical electrodynamics. This is also relativistically covariant (in fact,
led to special relativity!). Its consequence, the electromagnetic waves, surprisingly show
particulate behavior. While classically, an accelerated charge radiates waves at the frequency
of its mechanical motion, in atomic systems the electrons only radiate at frequencies related
by energy differences between levels. When photographic films are seen at low intensity
light, the ‘light marks’ are localized. In interference experiments, the interference pattern
builds up grain by grain. The photo-electric effect also shows a threshold behavior. All
these are very particulate manifestations. The observation of intensity correlations, the
(9 —2) measurement and the Lamb shift all point to going beyond classical electrodynamics.
The validation by these high precision measurements support the quantum electrodynamical
theory - a quantum field theory. The most recent example is of course the prediction of the
Higgs particle and its discovery. These are positive arguments in favor of quantum field
theoretic framework being well suited for a quantum theory in relativistic regimes.

What is a QFT framework? Let us keep in mind the familiar classical electromagnetic

field. As an example, consider a reflective cavity in which some classical electromagnetic

10



field exist. This field satisfies the source free, first order in time, Maxwell equations which
imply that the electric and magnetic fields satisfy a wave equation. Let us put some bound-
ary conditions (the cavity is closed, say). We can write the general solution of the wave
equation as a linear combination of an infinite set of mode functions, which are by them-
selves convenient solutions satisfying the boundary condition. Typically, this selects a set
of frequencies/wavelength. The expansion coefficients encode the relative weightage of the
mode functions. One can express the energy and the momentum contained in the cavity
field, in terms of the expansion coefficients with the disappearance of the mode functions
- their memory remains only in the frequencies/wavelengths. Classically, the expansion
coefficients are complex numbers without any particular restriction (except that the total
energy /momentum should be finite!). Schematically, we quantize the electromagnetic field
by putting hats on the fields or equivalently on the expansion coefficients. The quantization
procedure requires imposition of quantum conditions which make the expansion coefficients
similar to creation/annihilation operators - and we have the quanta of the cavity field. Any
exchange of energy /momentum within the cavity or with any outside environment is done
in terms of these quanta, typically referred to as photons. The many body facet mentioned
at the beginning does essentially this process in reverse.

It is useful to recall two equivalent ways of thinking about quantum harmonic oscillator.
We may think of it as a single particle performing motion which is somehow “discretized”
or as a collection of “quanta”, each carrying an energy hw and the ‘particle motion’ being
understood as consequences of emission/absorption of these quanta. It is the latter view
which is more convenient in the context of a field.

In nutshell then, A quantum field is a means to hold or supply an arbitrary collection of
quanta and all interactions are transactions of energy/momentum/charges etc in terms of
these quanta.

This view is certainly borne out in perturbative analysis but by no means the most general

one.
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2. THE POINCARE GROUP AND ITS REPRESENTATION: MASS AND
SPIN/HELICITY

A. Poincare group, Lie algebra and Casimir invariants

The Poincare group: The Poincare group or inhomogeneous Lorentz group is defined

by the transformations of space-time coordinates,
= At +at NN =g g = diag(—1,1,1,1) =1, , a* €RY (2.1)
The defining conditions on A*, imply that,

M NN s = g = Moy = 6% = A,7NY, (2.2)

A= (ATHY & (MY =AY Note the index positions (2.3)

14 14

It is convenient to view A*, as matrices. It is then important to adopt a consistent convention
regarding the index positions. Viewed as matrices, in the last equation, A, * is the left inverse
of A while A®, is the right inverse of A.

The infinitesimal Transformations are defined by taking A*, = 0" + w” and a* = €.
The defining equation for Lorentz transformations then imply w*” = —w"* [ wh* = w* n*.
This also explains the parameter counting of 6 for the Lorentz and 4 for the translations.

Thus, the Poincare group is a 10 parameter continuous group (actually a Lie group)
with the 6 parameters in A constituting the Lorentz subgroup and the 4 parameters a”
constituting the translations subgroup. We denote a generic element of the group as (A, a).

Clearly detA = +1. The transformations with positive determinant are called proper
Lorentz transformations while those with negative one are called improper. Furthermore,
—(A%)? + 37 (A%)? = —1 = A% = £/1+>,(A%)?2 Those with positive A are
called orthochronous Lorentz transformations. The identity transformation, being both
proper and orthochronous, the subgroup of proper, orthochronous transformations is the
continuous subgroup connected to the identity. The two improper transformations with
A =diag(1,—1,—1,—1) and A = diag(—1,1,1,1) are called space inversion and time rever-
sal transformations. It can be shown that any Lorentz transformation can be obtained from
a proper, orthochronous transformation followed by space inversion and/or time reversal.

Group composition: The composition of two Poincare transformations is defined as:

12



(A2, a2) - (A1, a1) = (AgAy, Asay + ag). Tt follows that (1,0) is the identity and (A,a)™' =
(A=Y —A~ta).

Check: (A,a) - (1,0) - (A,a)™' = (1,Ab) ie. gHg' € HVY g. Such a subgroup
H is called an invariant or normal subgroup. Thus the translations subgroup is a normal
subgroup of the Poincare group and the Poincare group is said to be a semi-direct product
of the Lorentz and the translations groups.

Check: Any group element can be uniquely written as:
(A,a) = (A,0) - (1,A"'a) = (1,a) - (A,0)

While it is possible to proceed with the abstract identification of the Lie algebra
via the vector fields generating the infinitesimal transformation, we can simplify by di-
rectly considering a wunitary representation of the Poincare group. That is, a set of uni-
tary operators U(g) : H — H such that (i) Ul(g)U(g) = 1 = U(g)U(g)" and (ii)
U(g291) = Ul(g2)U(q1) , Y¢'s € G. To allow for the possibility of infinite dimensional
representations, we use operators on Hilbert space. We also restrict to irreducible represen-
tations i.e. the representation space has no proper subspace which is invariant under the
U(g) operators. It is a result (from Schur’s lemma) that if U(g) is a unitary, irreducible
representation, then the only bounded operator that commutes with all U(g) operators is
a multiple of the identity operator. Its converse also holds, namely, if the only operator
that commutes with all the U(g)’s is a multiple of the identity operator, then the unitary
representation is irreducible. A simple application of this result is that unitary, irreducible
representations of abelian groups are one dimensional. Hence the translation subgroup has
only 1-dimensional irreducible representations.

We define the infinitesimal generators as,
UAya) =U(6" +w",, ) = 1+%wWM“”—ieuP“+0(w2,62) , M, P are self-adjoint . (2.4)

The commutation relations among the generators are obtained from using the homomor-

phism property, U(A, a) U (X, b)U(A,a) = U[(A,a)~'-(\,b)-(A, a)] and taking A = 1+w, b =

13



€. Using the definition of the generators, it follows,

W UN, a) " M*™U(A,a) = (A 'wA)os M —2(A 'wa), P* (2.5)
e U(N,a) ' P*(A,a) = (A '€)o,P* . Using
(A e)y = nw(A_l)”ue“ = (A_l)of‘eu = A* %, (2.6)

(A wA)ap = wuw AN A, and (A wa)q = we A a” ;
UA,a) ' M™U(A,a) = A“aA”BM“’B — (A¥,a” — AY a")P?, (2.7)
U(A,a) *P*U(Aa) = A*PY
The last two equations show that under the ‘adjoint’ action of the group, the generators

transform as Lorentz tensors. To deduce the commutation relations, take A,a to be in-

finitesimal i.e. U(A,a)* =14 %waﬁMaﬁ F 1€, P%. Substitution and reading off coefficients

gives,
[M“”,M“ﬁ} =1 (n“a]\/[”ﬁ —(pev)—(aeB)+ (p,a < v, 6)) (2.8)
[M*, P] = i(n"*P" — 5" P") (2.9)
[P*, P’ = 0. (2.10)

It is convenient to introduce the notation, K := M™ and J; := Se;;,M7* < M = ¢7% ],

and also H := PP Then the Poincare commutators take the form (non-zero commutators

only),
[Ji, Jj] = e T, [Ji, K] = ie,'K, (2.11)
[Ki, K;] = —ie;' i, [Ji,Pj] = ie;"Py (2.12)
K, P;] = —iHé; , [K;,H] = iP, (2.13)
Define the Pauli-Lubanski vector, W, = %eWaﬁM”aPﬁ , €o1o3 := 1. It follows that

[Pr, WY =0, M W] = i(nreW” — n*WH) and [W,, W,] = —i€umasW*P?. These
relations imply that P? :=n,, P*P" | W?:=np*W,W, commute with all the generators of
the Poincare group and hence also with all the group elements of the proper, orthochronous
Poincare group. These are the two independent Casimir invariants of the Poincare group
and must be multiples of identity operator in irreducible representations. These multiples

serve to label the unitary, irreducible representations.
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B. Representations of the proper, orthochronous Poincare group:

Each of its representations induces a representation of its Lie algebra 2.11. Since the P*’s

commute, their simultaneous eigenvectors can be taken as a group of labels for a basis.
PUlRM, ) = KRN E) = PRRM,E) = KPRM€) kP = nu kMR (2.14)

Here, ¢ collectively labels the degenerate eigenvectors and k? is the value of the Casimir P?.
Thus, first level of classification is done by the value of the Lorentz invariant k2. There are
four classes that arise naturally:

(i) m? := —k* > 0 (massive), (ii) k% = 0, k" # 0 (massless), (iii) £* > 0 (tachyonic), and

(iv) k* = 0 (vacuum). The vacuum representation is just a single vector. The tachyonic
representations have not showed up in experiments yet.

e Since P* transforms as a Lorentz vector, so does k* and for k* < 0, the sgn(k°)
distinguishes two further subclasses of the massive and the massless representations.

We restrict to the massive and the massless representations with k° > 0 as being physically
relevant.

e Under a Lorentz transformation, (A,0), k* goes to another point on the hyperboloid
k* = constant. How does the collective label ¢ transform? We would like to deduce the
action of U(A,a) on the vectors |k*, ). Since U(1,a) = exp—ia*P,, we already know that
U(1,a)|k*, &) = exp—iatk,|k*, &) and we focus on the Lorentz transformations U(A,0) =:
U(A).

The Lorentz transformation relation (2.7) imply,

PH(UN)E,€)) = M UN)P |k, &) = (MR (U)K, €)=
Uk &) =) Ceo|Ak, &) . (2.15)
-

We want to find the coefficients C¢ ¢ corresponding to irreducible representations of the
Lorentz group. In principle, these coefficients could (and do) depend on k label, however,
their number (the degree of degeneracy) must be the same over a given hyperboloid. This
is essentially a continuity argument - the label k changes continuously while the degree of
degeneracy is integer valued.

Let k be some convenient, fixed vector on the k2 < 0 hyperboloid and let L(k) be

some arbitrarily chosen Lorentz transformation such that k* = L(k:)“,/l%”. The Lorentz

15



transformation L depends explicitly on k (and also implicitly on l%) and also is not unique.
For instance, for = (M, 6), any k can be obtained by a combination of a rotation and a

boost transformation. Having made a choice of L(k), define,

~

|k, &) == N(R)U(L(K))[F, €) (2.16)

Since this is a definition, the same label ¢ appears on both sides. It follows,

UMk, &) = N(K)U(AL(K))[E,€) = N(k) [U(L(AK)) - U((L(AR) )] UA)-U(L(K))|E,€) -
The last three factors of U combine to give U(L™*(Ak)) - A - L(k), which acting on k takes
k — k — Ak — k since (Ak)* = [L(Ak)]® k¥. Denote: W (A, k) := L™Y(Ak)- A - L(k). It
follows that W (A, k)k = k VA.

The Lorentz transformations, W (A, k) leaving the k invariant, form a subgroup of the
Lorentz transformations. It is known as the little group of k or stability subgroup of k.

Defining a representation D(W) by, U(W (A, k))|k, €) = 3¢ Dere(W)[k, ) , we get,
UMk, €) = L(AK)) ZDgg )k, ')
— N(k) ZD5/5 (W) [U L(Ak))\k,§>.]
LUN)E ) = ZDgg )| AR, &) (2.17)

In the last equation, we have used the definition (2.16). The irreducible representations
of the little group can thus be used to characterize the irreducible representations of the
Lorentz group. We are not done yet, the normalization factors N (k) need to be determined.

Determination of N(k):

For different l%, k! , the corresponding little groups are different. The unitarity of the
Poincare (and hence of the Lorentz group) representation implies the representations of the
little groups be also unitary. We can choose (K, &'|k, €) = 0¢ o83 (k — k') and we would like
this to be preserved under Lorentz transformations i.e. with the hatted k’s being replaced
by their Lorentz transforms. This is possible only for a specific choice of N (k) which we
determine now.

Note that this requirement associates the ortho-normalization with the hyperboloids de-

termined by k2, (k')2. Since a delta function is defined in the context of an integration, we are
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implicitly envisaging an integration over the hyperboloids and not over R*. The integration

is to be Lorentz invariant. This can be inferred as follows.

/ hue(ko)f(k) = /R d*kO(K°)S (K2 + m?) f(k) = /d?’kdkoe(ko)a(—(ko)z+l¥-l¥+m2)f(k)
/dSkf(VEQ+m2aE) . Z ‘5'7—55

k24 m?

(2.18)

Although there are two roots from the delta function of the mass shell, the (k°) picks out
only one term with w, = k% := +m The 4 Tk is the Lorentz invariant volume
element (measure) on the mass shell. Since we have,
3K
3 2Wg

F(F) = /R PRS- ) = /R F(R) [208*(E — 1) (2.19)

we identify the invariant delta function on the mass shell as:
8 (k—FK):=2wp0*(k — k') = 2/ k2 + m28*(k — k).
Let k = L(k)k and define k' := L(k)k' with the same L(k).
(K €[k, €) = N*(K)N (k) (K, € |UT(L(R)) UL(R)IE,§) = [N (k) [*og ¢0° (K — k).

We have used unitarity of U(L(k)). But we also know that 63(K' — k) and 8(k' — k) are

related by the same Lorentz transformation. Therefore using invariant delta function we

have,
Wb (K = k) = wid® (K — k) (2.20)
0
AK€k, €) = |N(K)|[*6e ¢ {: ]63(k; k) and the choice, (2.21)
L0
INR) =\ = (2.22)
(K, €|k, &) = 0 ¢0*(k — k') and , (2.23)

vk = /B ZDgg WA, k))|Ak, €) (2.24)

C. Little groups

It remains to determine the little groups for the various cases.

The vacuum representation (k# = 0) :
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The little group is all of the Lorentz group. However the representation is the trivial one:
UAN) =1, VA.

Massive representation (k2 = —m?) : Choose k* = (M, 0). The little group is defined by

A* kY =k = A% = 1,A%, = 0. The defining condition on A, 7% = A%A% 7 + (A°,)25%,
gives A’y = 0. Hence A is block diagonal, with 67 = A, A7,6* and the little group is SO(3),

the group of rotations. Its unitary representations are all finite dimensional and labeled
by its Casimir, J? = j(j + 1),5 € N/2. The half integer ones come from the double cover
SU(2). The D are the usual (25 + 1) dimensional representations.

The representations of this class are thus labeled by ‘mass’, m and ‘spin’ s.

Massless representation (k? = 0) :

Choose k* = (k,0,0,k),k > 0. It is more convenient to determine the generators of the
little group. These are some linear combinations of the Lorentz generators M?. Consider

the commutator,

[€agM®P P = i(e}sP° — e} PY) =

«

[€asM*P, P*] Ik, €) = i(e)‘ﬁffﬂ —eaAl%a)U%,ﬁ) = 2 k.

The Lh.s. of the above equation vanishes because, the generators of the little group, € - M
leave the eigenstate of k invariant. The r.h.s. Then gives the conditions on €’s. Explicitly,

0= e k* = (g + €4)k) = €0 + €a3 = 0. This in turn gives ep3 = 0,€91 = €13, €92 = €a3.

Hence,
1
§eaﬁMaﬁ|lim@ = oM™ 4 e13(M"™ — M) + egg(M* — M%)
= €1<J1 — Kg) -+ 62(—J2 — KQ) + €3J3 (225)
It is conventional to denote: A := Js + K1, B := —J; + K5 and write the little algebra of
k= k(1,0,0,1) as,
[A,B] =0, [J3,A] =iB, [J3,B] = —iA. (2.26)

This is the Euclidean group in 2 dimensions: two translations and one rotation. Its repre-
sentations are not as familiar. To study these, define R(6) := exp i0J5. It is easy to check
that R(0) A R7'(0) = Acos(0) — Bsin(#) and R(0) B R7'(0) = Asin(0) + Bcos(0).

Consider a representation D in which A|/Ac,a,b> = a]/%,a, b) and B|l%,a,b> = b[/%,a,b}.
Define |k, a,b,0) := R(0)|k,a,b). It follows that,

A\lz:,a,b, 0) = (acost — bsin@)“%,a, b,0) , B|l;:,a, b,0) = (asinf + bCOSQ)’]AC,CL, b,0) .
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Hence, if a, b are non-zero, then for each 6, the states |l§;, a,b,d) are simultaneous eigenstates
of A and B. Such a representation has the continuous parameter § and no such additional pa-
rameter is seen in observations. To avoid such a parameter, we restrict the representation of
the Little group to those for which a = b = 0 or A, B vanish in the representation. The little
group then effectively reduces to just U(1) generated by J3. Its irreducible representations
are labeled by half integers. We denote these representations as, ngl%, o) = O'|]A€, o),0 € %Z.
The label o is called helicity. The one dimensional representation is denoted as D,/,. The
representations with a, b nonzero, are called “continuous spin representations”.

In summary:

ko) = Z—ZU(L(k))|l%,a> (2.27)

For m > 0:

UA)|k,0) = ,/“Z’?OZD;, [W(A, k)] |Ak,0')  where,

W(A k) == L Y(Ak)-A-L(k) , L(k)k:=k oisthe j; eigenvalue (2.28)

For m = 0:

AK)O
Uk, o) = ( k]? exp{icO(A, k)} |Ak,0) where,o is the helicity label,

W(A, k) == LY (Ak)-A-L(k) == S(a(A k), B(A k) RO K)  (2.29)

Let us evaluate the second Casimir invariant of the Poincare group, W2. For this we
evaluate W, |k, o).

(i) —k% = m2 # 0: For k = (m,0,0,0),

W,Al%,a) = %ewaoMmm]l%,a>. This vanishes for = 0 and for pu = i, we get W}|l§:,a) =

—LeoM*mlk, o) = —mJ;|k, o). Therefore,

W2k, o) =m? j(j + 1)k, o).

(i) —k2 = 0: For k = k(1,0,0,1),
WMU%, o) = %(Ewao + €uazM¥?) k]ff, o). This implies,

Wolk,0) = kolk,o) , Wilk,o) = k(=J, + K))|k,0) =0 (2.30)
Wilk,o) = —kolk,o) , Walk,0) = k(—Jo — K})|k, o) = 0. (2.31)
Hence W2k, o) = [—(ko)? + (—ko)?]|k, o) = 0, for our choice of representations.
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Note that the action of the translations subgroup on the Poincare representation is given
by, U(1,a)|k,0) = exp—iatk,|k,o) while that of the Lorentz group is given in the box.
Since any element of the Poincare group can be uniquely written as a product of a Lorentz
transformation times a translation, we have specified the full action. Since this action is
determined by the choice of the unitary, irreducible representation of the little group, the
Poincare representation is said to be induced by a representation of the little group.

These representations are taken to identify elementary quanta.

D. The Discrete Subgroups and their actions

Recall that we have two improper Lorentz transformations, the space inversion P : A*, =
diag(1,—1,—1,—1) and the time reversal T : A* = diag(—1,1,1,1). All Lorentz transfor-
mations can be generated from the proper, orthochronous transformations combined with
either or both of these. Clearly these transformations are order 2i.e. P! = Pand T = T.
Let us assume that these have an action on the physical state space preserving probabilities.
Then by Wigner’s theorem, these are represented either as linear and unitary or anti-linear
and anti-unitary operators on the Hilbert space. Let us use the same symbols to denote the
corresponding operators which should be clear from the context.

The homomorphism property,
U(A7 a)_lU(/\v b)U(A7 a) =U ((Au a)_l ’ (Au b) ’ (Au a)) (232>

gives us the action of space inversion and time reversal on the proper, orthochronous trans-

formations. For a = 0 and A = P or 7 leads to:
PUNDP = UP AP, P ') , T'UNDT = U(T 'NT, T ). (2.33)

The same homomorphism (2.32), together with the infinitesimal form, U(1 + w,€) =
1+ LwagM* —ie,P* for (U(X,b), gives us the relations:

UM (A)M"™U(A) = A N, M™P | U (A)PPU(A) = A*, PV
Following the same steps as before but not canceling the factors of ¢ to allow for anti-linearity,
we get,
P PP =iP° | P'(iP")P = —iP" (2.34)
THiP")T = —iP° | T7Y(iP)T =iP’ (2.35)
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Let if possible P be anti-linear. Then it anti-commutes with P° which represents the
energy. This in turn means that for every positive energy state, there is a negative energy
state. This conflicts with the energy being bounded below. Identical implication follows if
T is linear! Hence, the space inversion operator must be linear and unitary while the time
reversal operator must be anti-linear and anti-unitary.

With this understood, the action of these discrete operators on the Poincare generators

is given by,
P ip'p=p oplpp—_p  PlyP=J K P'K,P=-K, (2.36)
T'P°T =P, TP =P TUT =—J,, T'K,T = K, (2.37)

From these defining actions, we can determine how these operators act on the unitary,
irreducible representations of the Poincare group.

It is easy to see that under space inversion and time reversal, the two Casimir invariants
are invariant: P~1P?P = P? and P~'W?2P = W?2. This is obvious from the action of these
operators on the generators which transform as their tensor indices indicate. The Casimir
invariants are Lorentz scalars (not pseudo-scalars) and hence invariant under inversions
and time reversal. Thus both parity and time reversal will not mix different irreducible
representations. To evaluate their actions on individual vectors, we note that the irreducible
representations are characterized in terms of k vector and an eigenvalue(s) of J5 generator.

Action of P :

m > 0:

Here, k= (m,0,0,0) and 0 = —s,—s+1,...s—1,s, s being the spin. Since P commutes

with P°, anti-commutes with P? and commutes with J;, we see that fP]lAf, o) also has the

same eigenvalues of the P*, J;. Hence, TU%, o) = 770\]%, o) |, with 1, being a phase (since the

vectors are non-degenerate). Next, from the usual angular momentum algebra, we know

(i +il)k,o) = /(sTFo)(sto+ |ko+l) =

(Ji £i1)(Plk,o)) = /(s To)sto+1)(Plk,o£1) = 1y = Ns1 -

Thus 7, is independent of ¢ and equal &1 since P? = 1. The phase 7 is called the intrinsic
parity of the representation. What about action on the states |k,0) 7 Recall that these

states are obtained as (2.27),
ko A A
|k, o) = EU(L(k))’k’U> , k:=L(k)k for a chosen L(k).
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Acting by the matrix 2 on the defining equation for the Lorentz transformation L(k), gives
(Pk) = (PL(k)P~1)(Pk) which implies that (PL(k)P~') = L(Pk). The homomorphism
property, (2.32), then gives P~ U(L(k))P = U(L(Pk)). Acting on |k, o) gives,

~

Plk,o) = Z—EU(L(?k))nU%,o} = 1|Pk, o). (2.38)
Thus P acts on all vectors of the representation with the same 7 and thus, n is a property
of the irreducible representation.

m = 0:

Now k = (k,0,0, k) and the helicity o is the eigenvalues of the J3, the angular momentum
direction along the momentum direction. Since P changes the sign of the momentum but
not of the angular momentum, a state |k,o) o | — k, —o). Unlike the massive case, the
direction of the reference momentum k is changed and this makes it inconvenient to infer
the action of parity on a general state. For this reason, it is useful to choose a rotation R,

about, say, the 2-axis to bring back —k — k. Hence consider a new operator P := U,P,

with Uy 1= e~"™2. But U, also rotates Js (just as l%) and hence the helicity is unchanged by

the U, operation. Hence, fP’|/2;, o) = 7]0]/%, —o) | Here 7, is some other phase factor. What

about the action of P on a general state |p, o) defined in the equation (2.27)7 Note that we
are using p := (|p|, p) instead of k to denote the general vector.

Let R(p, l%) be the rotation that rotates the reference k in the direction of the general
vector p = (|p],7). Let B(p,k) denote the boost along the 3-direction which changes the
reference magnitude k to [5]. We can thus go from k to p by first using the boost B followed
by the rotation R(p, k) : |p,o) ~ U(R(p, k)B(p, l%))|fc,a> Noting that P’ commutes with

boosts along the 3-axis, we have,

U(B(p, k) = PUB(p,k))(P) "' =U,PBP'U;' = PUB(p, k) = U;'U(B)U,P
- Plp,o) ~ U(R(p,k))PU(B(p,k))|k,0) = U(R(p,k)Ry'B) (no|k, —0))

Now, although R(p, l%)Rz_ !is a rotation that takes the 3-axis along —p, its unitary represen-

tative is not quite U(R(—p, k)). It introduces additional phases. I refer you to the equation
(2.6.21) in [1]. The net result is that, | P|p, o) = neexp{Fino}|P(p), —o).| The additional

phase Fro correlates with the sign of the 2—component of the momentum p.
Action of T:

m > 0:
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Now 7 commutes with P°, anti commutes with P? and J;.
P Tk,o) =0, P°T|k,0) =mlk,0) , Js|k,o) = —0clk, o).

The last one implies that T |l§;, o) = Co|l;’, —o), where ( is a phase factor. From the angular

momentum algebra we get,

(Ji+il)k,0) = V/(sFo)sto+ D|k,o+1) =
(=i £i)(T)k,0)) = V/(sTFo)(sto+1)(T|k,o+1))

= VsFo)sto+ 1)Gulk,—0F1) = (= Gour -

Co+1 = Co—1. Choosing the phase for say ¢ := (,—;, the phase for j — 1,7 —2,... alternate
between 4-¢. Thus we can write the phase as (, = ((—1)777, ( is an arbitrarily chosen phase.
The phase ¢ can actually be absorbed away by putting |k, o)’ := v/C|k, o). The action of T

on the new vector gives,

Tlk.o) =/ TIk,0) = [C|(=1Y |k, o) .
Note: A similar manipulation with the 1 phase will retain the phase in the redefined vectors
and thus the intrinsic parity cannot be absorbed away. The anti-linearity of T is responsible
for this feature. We may retain the irrelevant phase (.

The action of time reversal operator on the general vectors |k, o) proceeds in exactly the
same manner as above leading to, 7 |k, o) = ((=1)""?|k, —0o). It follows immediately that
T?|k,0) = (=1)¥|k, o) which distinguishes different spins.

m = 0:

The analysis here proceeds in an exactly same manner as that for the parity and we

just note the final result as: | T |p, o) = {;oexp{Finco}|T (p),o).| The additional phase Fro

correlates with the sign of the 2—component of the momentum p.

This completes the basic definitions related to the Poincare group and its unitary, irre-
ducible representations.

These representations specify the attributes that we may assign to elementary quanta.
However, these are not suitable for manifest covariance. Firstly, the label o transforms
covariantly only under the little group and not the full Lorentz group. Secondly, the label
k is restricted to the positive hyperboloid and not the full R*. This makes it inconvenient
to take Fourier transform to link them with space-time coordinates. For this we need to

construct representations on vector valued functions on the space-time. This is done next.
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3. REPRESENTATIONS SUITABLE FOR MANIFEST COVARIANCE: “FIELD
REPRESENTATIONS”

As noted earlier, the abstractly classified unitary, irreducible representations of the
Poincare group are not suitable for manifest Lorentz covariance. For this, we begin by
defining vector space of suitably chosen function and define an action (homomorphism) of
the Poincare group. These will be reducible in general and irreducibility will be imposed
by partial differential equation (“field equations”). To make the action unitary, requires an
inner product to be defined. This will further show a ‘doubling of representations’ leading
to the particle/anti-particle interpretation.

Let U4 (z) be a finite dimensional column vector of a suitable class of complex/real valued
functions of the space-time coordinates z#. The defining action of the Poincare group is:
T — g1 1= T(pq) = Ar + a. It induces a corresponding action on the functions which we

denote as: ¥ — (g¥) := V,,
Uy(x) = D(M(9))P(g~"w) < Wiy a(x) = D(R(N,a)¥F((A,0) '2)

Here, D is a finite dimensional representation of the Lorentz group, h(A, a) is a map from the
Poincare group to the Lorentz group. The above action is required to be a homomorphism,

i.e. (g¥)(x) = D(h(g))¥ (g 'x) such that

(¢ (99)) () = (¢'g¥)(z) V g, g € Poincare and V . (3.1)
Lh.s. = D(h(¢)) (99)(¢" =) = D(h(g")) D(h(g))¥(g~"g ')
= D(h(g")1(9))¥((g'9) ). (3.2)
rh.s. = D(h(g'g)¥(g'g)" %) . h(g)'s must satisfy, (3.3)
D(h(¢)) D(h(g)) = D(h(¢'g)) ¥V g,¢ € Poincare. Equivalently, (3.4)
D(h(g")h(9)) = D(h(g'g)) which implies,
h(g)h(g) = h(g'g) , or h(g) must be a homomorphism. (3.5)

Since our primary focus is on the Lorentz group, and h(g) = h((1,a) - (A,0)) =
h((1,a))h((A,0)), we may choose h((1,a)) = 1. This reduces the homomorphism from
Poincare into Lorentz, to a homomorphism from Lorentz to Lorentz. We can and do take,

this homomorphism to the identity homomorphism. With this we write,
Urg(z) == DA)U(A (z —a)). (3.6)
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A. Induced representation of Poincare from inducing representation of Lorentz

We have thus got an induced representation of the Poincare group from an inducing rep-
resentation D(A) of the Lorentz group and we take D to be an irreducible representation.
There is no requirement of unitarity as U4 (x) is not a quantum mechanical wave function.
Additionally, it is a fact that the Lorentz group has no non-trivial finite dimensional, uni-
tary representations. Our task now reduces to finding out all possible, irreducible, finite
dimensional representations of the Lorentz group.

To appreciate irreducibility, consider the infinitesimal action: (A, a) = (14w, €), D(A) =
D(1+ %waﬁT‘lﬁ ) where, T represent the Lorentz generators in the D representation. Then,

Uppoo(z) = (1+ %w TYU(z —wz —€)) = () + %w TU(x) — (w2 4 €)0, 9], (3.7)
This defines the Poincare generators acting on the W(x). Explicitly,

MY = (TP U8 (x) + i(n*2” — P20, ¥4 () (3.8)
PV = —i0, V4 (x) (3.9)

The two Casimir invariants, P2, W2 acting on ¥ should evaluate to some constants to
satisfy the necessary condition for irreducibility of the Poincare representation. The P?

Casimir is easy to evaluate and gives,
(P24 = (—0)?0,0,¥* = -0 O:=-9;+V?. (3.10)
For the second Casimir we have,

1
(W, )4 = 5E,WB(M”%D/fxp)f‘

1 vo - v .« o vV .
- éewaﬁ [(T )AB + Z5AB (n"a® =% )37] [_253086} v
= 5 un(T") 50V 4 €uagn 00U = —Seus(T7) 070" + 43.11)

Note that the 2-derivative term has canceled. Then,

1 l//Oé/ !
(W2@)h = S (Moo Pyr) (W, 0)"

1 ’ 1 / ’ ro /
= §6ul/oc’ﬂ’ |:(TV “ )AB + ZaAB<7/]’YV .Ta - 7770[ xu )a»y:| [—2(53086 :| (WM\D)C
— _%E#y/o//j/ (TV’a/)ABaﬁ/ (W”\IJ)B + EMV/azﬁzxalﬁwaﬁl (W”\I/)A
1 ’ 7 /
— _ZEMy’a’ﬂ/EMVOé,B(TV « TVOC)ABaﬂ aﬂ\I/B (312)
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Notice that W?2¥ = 0 for non-one dimensional D representation.

As illustrations consider two examples: (i) D is the trivial representation of the Lorentz
group and (ii) D is the defining representation of the Lorentz group.

D(A) =1: Now W?W¥ = 0 while P2V = —JU = —m?W. Thus, irreducibility requires
that ¥ must satisfy (O —m?)¥(z) = 0 and we recognize this as the Klein-Gordon equation.
The W transforms as: Wy q)(x) = U(A ™ (z — a)).

D(A) is the defining representation: This means A*, = 0%, + wh, = 6", + L(wasT*P)",

and hence

(T0), = —i(n™'6", — n"'d°,)

This gives,
(Tu’a’Tuoz)pU _ [nu’pnua’éaa . na’pnul/éaa . nu’pnaa’éua + na’pnau’6VU

This is manifestly antisymmetric in (¢'o’) and (va). Contraction with the epsilons give
equal contributions and cancel the factor of 4, leading to (W?W)? = ¢ ”ﬁ,ewﬁaﬂﬁ\po.

Recall the general identity:

€M TN by = (—1)T (n =) ! glaer L. 5a"b]n , (3.13)

bj+1

where s is the index of the metric i.e. number of negative eigenvalues of the metric. In our

case the metric is the Minkowski metric and s = 1. This gives,

14 v, 1
aepop = — & yeuwas = —(=1) 2020 5 (07155 — 110 0p),

leading to,

(W20)P = 2(50"7 — 0?5 )0%,,0° = 2[00 — 9°(9,7°] , and (3.14)
(P?0)r = —O0” (3.15)

Note: We have specified the action of the Poincare group on ¥4. How does GM\DA transform?
We can think of the derivative as a new quantity with two indices. The index A will transform
by (T*)4, as before while the index u will transform by the defining representation of the
Lorentz group, (T°%)” = +i(n®6 — n°4%). In the above calculation of the second W*,
this was missed. However it may be checked that this extra contribution vanishes in the 17>

calculation.
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B. Irreducibility and field equations

The Poincare representation will be irreducible provided the Casimir invariants have fixed
values. Let P?UP = —m?Wp and W2¥? = C'U”. For non-zero mass, with spin j, we know

that W? equals m? j(j + 1) and hence C' = m?j(j + 1). Thus U” satisfies,
OyP = m?*WP | 2(m2WP — 970 - ¥) = m2j(j + 1)¥”

We have two cases to consider. The defining vector representation of the Lorentz group,
splits as 1 @ 0 under the rotation subgroup. Hence 7 = 1 or 0. For ;7 = 1, taking the
divergence of the second equation implies 0 - ¥ = 0. For j = 0, this argument gives an
identity. However, vanishing of W? gives 0,0 - ¥ = m?i,. Differentiating by 9, and anti-
symmetrising in the indices gives, 0,¥, = 0oV, = ¥, = 9,® for some scalar ® which is
defined up to a constant. This scalar satisfies ((0 — m?)® =constant which can be taken to
be zero. Thus,

if the defining representation is to give the massive, spin one irreducible representation,
UP must satisfy: (O —m?)WP =0=09 V. If it is to give the massive, spin zero irreducible
representation, then ¥, = 9,® with (0 —m?)® = 0.

For m = 0 and our restriction on the representations of the little group, the Casimir
conditions give, 0¥, = 0 and 9,0,¥” = 0. Introduce a new field, A, = V¥, + J,A. It
follows that,

DA, =0+0,0A , 0,0°A, =0+ 9,0\ = 0A, —9,0"A, =0 =" (9,4, — 0,A,)

We recognize the last equality as the source free Maxwell equation, including its gauge
invariance: A, — A, + 0, !

These examples show that the induced representation ¥# of the Poincare group defined
through the inducing representation of the Lorentz subgroup, is in general reducible. Requir-
ing that the Poincare Casimir invariants, evaluated on U gives the values corresponding to
the unitary, irreducible representation of the Poincare group, imposes differential conditions
on V¥ eg the Klein-Gordon equation and the subsidiary conditions. Usually, these equations
are proposed as the field equations. Here we see them arising as irreducibility conditions.

Let us return to the classification of the finite dimensional, representations of the Lorentz

group.
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We already know that the defining representation acts as: v’ = A¥ 0" < v, = A Jv, =
(A‘l)”uv,,. From these we can trivially construct other irreducible representations by taking
tensor products and subtracting suitable ‘traces’. For instance, a rank-2 tensor V* trans-
forms as V'* = A“QAVBVaﬁ . This is a reducible representation though. Why? Because its
symmetrised and anti-symmetrised parts transform among themselves and thus form invari-
ant subspaces. Furthermore, tensors of the form n*”C'" also transforms into the same form.

Hence the symmetric combination splits further into traceless and trace part. Thus we get

the space v of the second rank tensors decomposes as:
V= ‘Vanti,sym @ ’Vsym,tmcezess ® Virace, each being an irreducible representation.

Analogous construction can be carried out for higher rank tensors. These however do not
exhaust all the finite dimensional irreducible representations. There are the spinor repre-
sentations which are missed. It is a result that all finite dimensional representations of
pseudo-orthogonal groups, SO(p,q),p+ q > 2 can be constructed from the irreducible repre-

sentations of the corresponding Clifford algebra.

C. Clifford Algebras and Spinor representations

Clifford algebras are algebras generated by elements, {1,v*, un = 0,...,(p+q — 1)}
satisfying ~v#" + "~ = 21 g* = diag(—1,...,—1,41,--- + 1). There are p negative
and ¢ positive signs. We have put a bar on the metric since we will relate it to the 7
defining the Lorentz group for which p = 1 and ¢ = 3. Note that for u # v the gamma’s
anti-commute, (7°)? = 7% and (7%)? = 77"". Since the gamma’s anti-commute, their bilinear
satisfy commutation relations.

Let X = a(y"~y" — v"~*). We will choose the proportionality constant a suitably.

Consider,

(2,59 = a® {[7"9", 7% = (p & v) = (@ & B) + (n, 0 <> v, B)} (3.16)
VT = 2t = 2y 2yt — 20y

1
5 [V, ] = [+ PP — Py 4 Pyt

S [E B = ) {0+ (e v)+ (a e B) — (o< v, B)) (3.17)
This has the same form as the algebra satisfied by the Lorentz generators: [M M aﬁ} =
i(n"*M¥P — —+), the M’s were defined through U(A = 1+ w) = 1+ w,, M*. Thus we
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need —4an*” = in*”. There are two ways to satisfy this and we choose our conventions as:

n=—n and a = 3. Thus,

l

0 (31)

=~ | =

YN gyt = =2t B = (Y = )

The X’s satisfy the Lorenz Lie algebra. Furthermore, the definitions imply that

(2 A = (" — "2 y*) |i.e. the v’s transform as Lorentz vectors.

It is useful to define | v5 := +iy°y'y*y? | Just from the Clifford algebra and definitions it

follows that 42 = +1, 957" = —y"vs5, and [v5, 2#] = 0.

Claim: It is always possible to choose the ’s to be finite dimensional unitary matrices.

This is based on the following facts: (a) The set of elements G =
{41, £#, £ylyy, iy, ... 5} with all indices distinct in the products, forms a finite
group of 32 elements (in our 4 dimensional case); (b) All representations of finite groups
can be made unitary; (c) representation theory of finite groups applied to the group G gives
that there is exactly one, non-trivial, unitary, irreducible representation of G and hence of
the Clifford algebra and that its dimension is 2%/2 = 4. The results also extends to other
dimensions.

Unitarity of the 4’s and their squares being +1, imply further that (7°)" = 4% and
(v1)T = —%. This in turn gives (X%)t = —x% (24)t = %4 and ~] = ~s.

Hence, the representation D of the Lorentz group provided by ¥’s is (i) non-unitary and
(ii) reducible, since 5 is Hermitian and commutes with the generators.

Since ~’s are finite dimensional, their traces are defined and all of them including 5 are
traceless. In particular, this implies that 5 has two eigenvalues equal to +1 and other two

1+7s

equal to -1. Hence =5 are projection matrices and reduce the 4 dimensional representation

of the Lorentz group into two irreducible representations of dimensions 2.

By convention, ¥ := 172”5\11, < VY = —VU, is called a left handed Weyl spinor while

Up = H%\Il, > Vg = +Vpg is called a right handed Weyl spinor.

The 4-component U4’s are called Dirac spinors while the 2-component projections, ¥, :=

HETVS\I/ are called Weyl spinors. Choosing D to be generated by the ¥, := 1*;52 give

irreducible representations of the Lorentz group and in turn an irreducible representation of
the Poincare group .

Returning to Poincare representation, consider the combination y*F,, apparently a

29



Lorentz scaler. Indeed, recalling that [M*, P\] = +i(65 P¥ — 0¥ P*), it follows that,
[T, P] = [2", 4] Py 9 [M™, ] =0

We have used T' to denote a general representation, M to denote the defining representation
and X to denote the reducible spinor representation of the Lorentz group. We use the
conventional abbreviation ¢ := y*a,, for all 4-vectors a,,.

Consider the Poincare Casimir P?. Irreducibility forces P?¥ = —m?W¥. Let m # 0. The
combinations, m1 + p commutes with the Lorentz generators and also satisfy, (m + p)* =
m? + (P)? £ 2mp = 2(m + p). Therefore, 7y := ";—if is a projection matrix operator (since
P is an operator) that also commutes with the Lorentz generators. It trivially commutes
with the Poincare generators as well. Hence the Poincare representation induced by the
Dirac spinor is reducible in yet another way, the irreducible subspaces being provided by
(EFm +pP)¥ = 0 = (=", £ m)¥ = 0. This is just the Dirac equation! Note that the
projection property holds only for non-zero mass.

Note: The projectors HE% reduce the D representation of the Lorentz group and each
of these induces an irreducible representation of the Poincare group. By contrast, ”;—jf, do
not reduce the D representation, but nevertheless reduces the Poincare representations. Are
either of these Poincare representations further reduced by the other projector? The answer
is ‘No’ because 75 anti-commutes with p and thus exchanges the two projectors.

Note: Consider the action of g on the left(right) handed Weyl spinors. It follows imme-
diately that v5(#)¥r/r = £pVg/. Therefore, if we restrict to any one irreducible Weyl
representation, then p must annihilate it. That is Weyl spinors satisfy the massless Dirac
equation - also known as the Weyl equation. Conversely, if we have a Dirac spinor ¥ that
satisfies the Weyl equation, then its decomposition into its Weyl spinors also satisfy the
Weyl equation individually: p(¥y + Vg) =0 = p¥/r = 0.

Exercises:

1. Form the anti-symmetrized products of the y-matrices, satisfying the Clifford algebra
{2} = =2,
[F = A#
DI = iy =yt
DHPA 1 it At At — it — iy — oyt
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el — leyvaenBl with no numerical overall factors. Since the indices take 4 values
only, we cannot have any more antisymmetric products. Together with 1, this set

comprises of 16 matrices.

Show that products of any number of 7’s can be expressed in terms of the these 16
matrices together with products of n’s. Conclude that these 16 matrices constitute a
basis for arbitrary products of +’s. Since they have different Lorentz transformation
properties, they are all independent. The vector space of k x k matrices has dimension
k?, hence the minimum matrix order for the ¥’s is 4 and they are necessarily irreducible
representation of the Clifford algebra. Hence our «’s are 4 x 4. Analogous arguments

hold for Clifford algebra of n dimensions (indices taking n values).

2. For spinors satisfying the Dirac equation with M # 0, evaluate the Pauli-Lubanski
scalar, W, WHW.

3. The Lorentz J;, K; satisty the algebras [.J;, J;] = iei]l-Jl; K, K| = —ieijl-Kl; i, K] =
ieijl'Jl. Define: A; = %(Jl +1K;),B; = %(JZ — iK;). Check that the [A;, B;] =
i€t A, [Bi, Bj] = i€}Bi, ,[A;, Bj] = 0. This the M" Lie algebra is equivalent to
the direct sum of two, mutually commuting SU(2) algebras. They have the Casimir

invariants A2, B2. Evaluate these for the spinor representation provided by S#’s.

In summary:

Upo(z) := D(A)U(A 'z — A 'a) (Reducible) Poincare action  (3.19)

Require Poincare Casimir invariants to take constant values

(O—-m?)® =0 : Klein-Gordon equation (scalar) (3.20)
(O—-m*v* =0,0-v=0 : Procaequation (massive vector) (3.21)
04" =0,0-A=0 < 0,F" =0, F,, :=0,A, —0,A, Maxwell equation) (3.22)
(—i@+m)¥ =0 : Dirac equation, m = 0 is Weyl equation (3.23)
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4. UNITARY REPRESENTATIONS ON THE SPACE OF SOLUTIONS: ANTI-
PARTICLES

At this stage, we have two sets of irreducible representations of the Poincare group -
the “Particle” representations {|k, o)}, and the “field” representations W4 (z) satisfying the
appropriate field equations (or irreducibility conditions). The former are unitary while the
latter have no such notion defined for them. We fill this gap now.

The space of vector valued functions, ¥4 can be made a complex vector space easily
enough, but we need to define an inner product to define the notion of unitary. Since the
irreducible representations are solutions of the field equations and the equations are linear,
we consider the complex vector space of the solutions of the field equations and look for an
inner product.

Consider the massive scalar field first: (049, —m?)®(z) = 0,Pp ,(z) = (A (z —a)).

Let u, v be two solutions of the Klein-Gordon equation. Then,

uw (0 —m?)v — v - m*)u* = 9, (u v — vo'u*) = 0.

Hence, | J# := X (u"0"v — vd"u™) |is a conserved current. This has an immediate implication.

Consider a 4 dimensional region bounded by two hypersurfaces of constant value of the
time coordinate. More generally, these are two Cauchy surfaces. Restricting to solutions
which vanish sufficiently rapidly as one approaches asymptotic infinity along the space-like

directions (eg |Z| — 00),

/ d4x8w]”:0:/ B’ = ngoz/ B .
region YUy P2 21

Here we have used that both the Cauchy surfaces have their normals directed ‘outward’
(future pointing for the later one and past pointing for the earlier one). This suggests that

we define a candidate inner product between two solutions as,
(v,u) := /\/ dx J°(v,u) , J°(v,u) = v*0% — ud®v* , ¥ a Cauchy surface. (4.1
by

The conserved current implies that the inner product is independent of the Cauchy surface.
Note: On a Cauchy surface, the solution and its time derivative form an initial data and
the inner product is really defined on these data. However the ¥ —independence of the inner

product allows us to think of this as an inner product on the space of solutions.
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Is (v, u) really an inner product? It is (i) linear in v and anti-linear in v; (ii) (v, u)* = (u,v)
provided \* = —\ and (iil) (u,u) > 0 with equality for u = 07

To check the third property, let us write a solution of the field equation in the form
u(t, ¥) = e, (%) ,w > 0. Let us conventionally call e=** as a positive frequency solution.
Then, (u,u) = M—2iw) [, d®z|u,(Z)]>. The inner product then satisfies the crucial third
property provided we choose A = +i|\| :=i. The absolute value of A has been taken to be
one as it only affects the normalization of the solutions.

Thus, with the convention adopted, the (v,u) with A = ¢ is indeed an inner product on
the subspace of positive frequency solution. Fqually well, the choice A = —i defines an inner
product on the subspace of negative frequency solutions.

Consider a family of solution, the plane wave solution, uz(x) := AEeik‘”, k-x:=—kt+

k-7, K= VE2+m? = wy. Substitution gives,

(up,ug) = iALA; / dPr(—ik® — ik0)elth—k)z (4.2)
3t

— AL ALK 4 KOy RO ((2@353(/25 . /5’)) (4.3)

— [(2r)Agl?] |2k (k- )] (4.4)

Since k° depends only on the magnitude of IZ, the delta function forces the frequencies to be
equal. We recognize the second square bracket as the Lorentz invariant delta function and

choose the normalization constant to Ay := (27)7%/2 so that,

1 ) - - -
up(x) = B )3/26”” , keri=—\R2+m2t+k-F, KER® (4.5)
m
(ug,up) = 63 (k—K) = (K90 k- K) . (4.6)

The above family of solutions formally form an orthonormal set in the space of positive
frequency solutions. Technically, these do not belong to the space of solutions which have
to die off suitably at spatial infinity. This is understood as usual by either using ‘box
normalization’ or forming wave-packets. Manipulations done using the above do not lead to
any inconsistency.

Now we are ready to check if the Poincare action on the above inner product space is
unitary. We will check this by showing that under the Poincare action, the orthonormality

is preserved.
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Consider,

— 1 ik-A~Y(z—a
[up(@)lae = up(A (z —a)) = We“ (=) (4.7)
1 [ (z—a — v v
= (Zﬁ)wemk)( Vo (ATHE 2 = (A f)a = (Ak) -
. [UE(Z‘)}AG = ¢ UAR)a upk(x) and, (4.8)
([U,;/]A,a ) [UE]A,a) = Ak=F))a ([UA%'} ) [u/(k]) = Ak 5?nU(A(k - k,))
= ([ug] , [ug]) Hence, unitarity! (4.9)

Note: The orthochronous Lorentz group preserves the sign of the frequency, k° > 0 =>
(Ak)? > 0, and hence maps positive (negative) frequency solutions into positive (negative)
frequency solutions. Thus we see that the space of solutions of the irreducibility condition
(field equations) itself decomposes into two Lorentz invariant subspaces of positive/negative
frequency solutions. There is no contradiction with the Casimir being constant - we just
happen to have two unitary representations which have the same values of the Poincare
(orthochronous, proper) Casimir invariants. These in fact represent ‘particle’ and ‘anti-
particle’ representations respectively.

The plane wave orthonormal basis, {uz(x)} is in one-to-one and onto correspondence
with the ‘particle basis’ {|k)}.

The same features are exhibited by the other solution spaces, it remains to identify a
conserved current on the space of solutions, define an inner product, obtain an orthonormal
set and show unitarity. Since all field equations imply that the fields always satisfy the
Klein-Gordon equation, we will always have the positive/negative frequency subspaces and
the particle/anti-particle identification.

Consider the Proca equation with divergence condition: (0 —m?)v" =0 =9 - v.

Let V' denote the space of solutions of these equations. As before, let v# and u* be two

solutions. Then it follows that | J* := A(v™ 0w, — u”0"v}) | is conserved exactly as before.

The divergence condition just selects a subspace of the space of solution of the Klein-Gordon
equation. The inner product is defined as (with the same convention of positive frequency

solutions),

(v,u) = z/ d*x [ 0w, — u” 0"v7)
3t
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Consider the family of solutions,

1

R ik-x _ o 0 7o
ut(z) = (27r)3/26”(k)6 , ket (k)=0, k-x:=—kt+k -7 (4.10)
1 ’ % _i(KO— 0 = =
(1) = g K+ KO (K ey )] e+ [(2m)80% 5 — )

— [k (eu(k)] 62, (K — k) , here k* := \/k2 +m? . (4.11)
The polarizations (k) satisfying the transversality condition, k - (k) = 0 selects 3 inde-
pendent vectors for m # 0 and 2 independent vectors for m = 0 thanks to the equivalence
of A, and A, + J,A. To distinguish the different polarization vectors, we introduce an

additional label, a taking 3 and 2 values respectively for the massive and massless cases.

We choose them to satisfy the orthonormality relations, | €}, (k, a)e" (k, b) = dap | and of course

e(k,a) -k =0V a=1,2,3. For massless case, a is usually denoted by A and takes only two
values. The plane wave family of solutions so defined, constitute an orthonormal set.
Under the Poincare action,
1
(2m)3/2
= 6_i(Ak)'b(A“V8”(k,a))ei(Ak)‘” But,

(@] = A (@ —b) = A (R, a)etA )

(Ak) (A" e (K a)) = kue"(k,a) = 0 . rhs. = MOV (AL q)etP)®

[ug’a(x)] L = M (@) (4.12)

Noting further that (Ae(k’,a))* - (Ae(k,b)) = €*(AK',a) - e(Ak, D), unitarity of the Poincare
action now follows in exactly the same manner as for the scalar. As in the case of the scalar,
here too we have two unitary, irreducible representations of the (orthochronous, proper)
Poincare group corresponding to the ‘particle’ and ‘anti-particle’ tags. For the zero mass
case, the only difference is that the polarizations are restricted to the two spatially transverse
directions.

The case of the spinors is more interesting. We follow the same strategy of looking for
a conserved current and a corresponding inner product, but we will do this for the Dirac

equation which is a first order differential equation. We have:
Ui.(2) = DEMEFA (@ —a) , (=70 £m)¥ =0.
Note that there are two equations.
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To look for a conserved current, we need to consider the (matrix) adjoint of the Dirac

equation. The adjoint will involve v which are inconvenient for manipulations. However, it

follows readily that | (y*)" = 4%y#~°|. This suggests that we use the Dirac conjugate defined
as: U := Uiy Tt follows that

(—iy"0, £m)¥ =0 <« 0, Uy" £m¥ =0.

Using these equations for two solutions, W;, Wy and their Dirac conjugates, it follows that

JH(Wy, W) := A(Wyy" W) |is the conserved current for both 4 m equations. With the choice

A = +1, the inner product on the solutions of Dirac equations is defined as:
(Uy, Uy) 1= / ErUy’V; & (U, 1) = / Bty > 0.
Et Et

Caution: For 7 in the above equation, (¥, ¥) < 0.

To construct a family of orthonormal solutions, consider the ‘plain wave ansatz’,
®4(k,0,z) = WSOA(/C, o)e** The Dirac equations then require (¥ &= m)p(k,0) = 0 or
Ko = Fmp. Multiplying by ¥ and using ¥§ = —k? leads to k*>+m? = 0 < £ := & k2 4+ m2.

ik-x

We fix £ to be positive and call a solution with e as having positive frequency

iz as having negative frequency. The two Dirac equations can

and a solution with e~
now be taken as a single Dirac equation with +m, admitting positive and negative fre-
o 3/2u Ak, o)e** and
A (k, 0, 1) = @ )3/21) A(k,o)e~**  Both satisfying (—i@ + m)®. = 0. This implies that

(K+m)u(k,o) =0= (f—m)v(k,o). The u,v spinors get their k—dependence through these

quency solutions. Explicitly, we refine the ansatz as ®4(k,0,z) :=

defining equations. These spinors are eigen-spinors of ¥ with eigenvalues + m. Since the
trace of the ~’s vanishes, K is traceless too and hence each eigenvalue is doubly degenerate
i.e. the ‘o’ label in the eigen-spinors takes two values. These will be linked to the helicities
later on.

Substitution of these solutions in the inner product leads to,

1 .
(K, 0",), ®(k,0)) = / BPr——ul (K, 0 ulk, o)e K0
¢

(2r]
= Wt (K, o"ulk, o)e  E KNG (F — K" (4.13)

ul (k' o - o - o
L@, o ) otho)) = | TR 8 B i Gt (F- ) (10

We have chosen a normalization of the u—spinors. Identical orthonormality relations follow

for the v—spinors.
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Under Lorentz transformations, the solutions transform as,

i(Ak))

(27)3/2

?

[®(k,0)]5 (2) = [D(A)u(k,0)]

O(Ak, 0)(z)

The last equality will hold if D(A)u(k, o) = u(Ak, o) ie. if (M) +m) [D(A)u(k,o)] =0.
We already have [S# 4] = i(n#*™ — n**4#). This implies (may be checked by taking
the infinitesimal form of D(A)),

DY A D(A) = A" y" = #D(A) = A", D(A)Y" .
It follows,

(M) +m] (D(Mu(k,0)) = [(Ak)y*D(A) + D(A)m] u(k, o) (4.15)
)u M, D(A)y" + D(A)ym]u(k, o)
) [Alf‘k'a/\”ﬂ” + m} u(k, o) but, A *A¥, =49,
)

S (M) +m] (D(A)u(k,0)) = D(A) [k, +m]u(k,0) = 0. (Covariance Result)(4.16)

Thus, indeed we have | D(A)u(k, o) = u(Ak, o) | and hence,

[©(k,0)]y, (x) = e DAk, 0)(x) .
Under Lorentz transformations then the orthonormality relation transforms as,

(DK, 0V pa, ®(k,0)pa) = 2R DAK, o), B(Ak, o))

ul(AK o u(Ak,0)] 5 = = 3
Q(Ak')o (5mv<k _k) - 50'705im}

(k' — k)(4.17)

In the last equality we have used the normalization of the u spinors. This proves the uni-
tarity of the Poincare representation on the positive frequency solutions. As before, Lorentz
transformations do not mix the subspaces of the positive/negative frequency solutions.

The normalization definition does not look Lorentz invariant, but it is. Both ufu = wyu
and k° transform the same way. A more convenient form will be displayed later on.

Note: The covariance result allows us to define the u, v spinors from their definition in the
rest frame (for massive case)i, k= (m,0). In this frame, the spinors satisfy the equations:
—myu(k,0) = —mu(k,o) , and —mA°v(k, o) = +mu(k,o). Thus these spinors at k are
eigen-spinors of 7° with eigenvalues 41 respectively. 7° being Hermitian, these spinors are

orthogonal: u!(k,o)v(k,o) = 0. As noted before, these eigenvalues are doubly degenerate
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and o labels these. For the massless case, k= (k,0,0,k) and u,v are eigen-spinors of J3
generator of the Little group.

Note: Incidentally, covariance result and the identification of u(l%,a),v(l%,a) as eigen-
spinors of A% also leads to a completeness relation as follows. Given that ’you(l%,a) =
u(/%,a) ,fyov(l%,a) = —v(l%,a) and each eigen-space being two dimensional, = complete-

ness relations (‘spectral representation’ - A = 3" \,|n)(n| ) takes the form

. . 1+4° < - 1-—4°
] — T —
EJ u(k,o)u'(k,0) = 5 : EU v(k,o)v'(k,0) = 5
0 ) 0 I/
A~ s Y+1  —f+m N -1 K+ m
EU u(k,o)u(k,o) = 5 = o : gg v(k,0)v(k,0) = 5 = 5
S uf. o)tk o) = TSy oyl o) = K
- ) ) 2m Y - ) ) 2m
In the second equation, we used 7 = —% and in the last equation we multiplied by D(L)

on the left and D7!(L) on the right and used the covariance result. Here L is a boost

which takes & — k. Notice that multiplying by u(E, o') and v(lZ, o') respectively, and

using the equations satisfied by the spinors, gives |a(k, o)u(k, o) = S0 = —o(k,o)v(k, o) |

—

These are consistent with the previously chosen normalizations: u!(k, o)u(k, o) = 2k%0, 1 =
ot (k, o)v(k, o).

Thus, for all the field equations we have found unitary, irreducible representations of the
Poincare group. We have also discovered that the field representations automatically also
include ‘anti-particles’. This is really a consequence of the requirement of manifest Poincare
covariance which necessitates the field representations.

Note: From the expressions above, it should be clear that the ket vectors |k,o) are
in one-to-one correspondence with the “Plane wave solutions” with positive and negative
frequencies, displayed above.

We need to study the behavior of these representations under the space inversion, time

reversal and the new possibility of ‘charge conjugation’ (particle-particle exchange).
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5. PARITY, TIME REVERSAL AND CHARGE CONJUGATION

For the field representations above, we focussed on the subgroup of the Poincare group,
connected to the identity. The remaining elements of the Poincare group - improper and
non-orthochronous are generated by the two transformations of space inversion and time
reversal. Their actions on the generators is given in eq.(2.36). These relations continue to
hold in any representation, in particular also on the field representations. Looking at the
general form of the Poincare action on the ¥*4(z)’s, U} ,(z) = D (A)UP(A~!(z — a)), we
see that the action on the space-time point is common to all D(A) representations and we
may focus on the D(A) part of it. Recalling that the time reversal operation is anti-linear
and anti-unitary, we have to be careful about taking complex conjugates. Thus we define

the actions as,

Up(x) = DY(P)VP(t, %) , D(P) =1 (5.1)
V() == DT (VB (—t,2)* , D(T)=:1, (5.2)

It is customary to denote the anti-unitary, anti-linear operator 7 as 7K where 7 is a unitary
operator and K takes complex conjugate of numbers on its right. 72 = 1 implies 77* = 1.

Consider the translation generators. These act as differential operators on the W’s:
P, V4 (z) = —id,¥4. Consider the ? and 7 actions on P, as given in eqn. (2.36). For

instance,

(TP T)UA 7)) = T H—idp(rA U5 (—t,2))} = T H+i0_, (1408 (—t, 7))}
= —id(rT) AU E) = PUALT) . (5.3)

The time has been reversed twice and the complex conjugation has been effected twice. For
the spatial components, there is no ‘t’ reversal and the 7 introduces a sign. Space inversion
is likewise straight forward. We now focus on the Lorentz generators only.

The scalar case has no non-trivial matrices and the vector case is simpler and is left as

an exercise. The spinner case is non-trivial. We have the Lorentz generators:

S — % W] & J = %’fzjk CKi=20

The Il and 7 matrices are also 4 x 4 matrices. We note a result.

39



Result: Any 4 x 4 matriz can be written as a linear combination of the 16 T' matrices,
(T} = {1,9#, Aty AliyvaN Ao} the square brackets denoting anti-symmetrization (16 =
1+ 4+6+4+1).

The result follows by showing that the 16 matrices are linearly independent.

We now deduce the II and 7 matrices from the commutation relations (see eq.(2.36)):
Eij = szk s EOZH = _HEOZ s EjkT = —T(Ejk)* s EOiT = 7—<20i)* .

The determination of II is straight forward. Commutation with 3;; implies that II is
a linear combination of 1,75, 7. Anti-commutation with g, = %70% implies that only 7
survives and IT = ¢y°. Now 12 = 1 implies ¢ = 1. Hence, | (Up)*(z) = £(1") 05 (¢, —7) |
It follows immediately that left(right) handed Weyl spinor becomes right(left) handed Weyl

spinor under space 1nversion.

The determination of 7 involves complex conjugation. From the unitarity of the
matrices and the defining Clifford relations, the hermiticity properties are determined:
%T) = Y, 7} = —v;. The transpose/complex conjugation properties however depend on
the explicit choice of the 4’s. The 7 matrix thus depends on the explicit representation of

the 4’s. There are three commonly employed representations:

Dirac-Pauli : 7° := = A s Y5 = ; (5.4)
0 -1 —o" 0 10
0 01 ; 0 o -10
Weyl @ 7" := , = | SRS ; (5.5)
10 —d" 0 01
0 o 103 0 0 —0
Majorana : 7% := ? , Y= ’ , 7= ? ; (5.6)
(o) 0 0 iO’g (o)) 0
—i 0
D3 = 7 , Vs = 72 , All purely imaginary. (5.7)
0 —ioy 0 —oo

In the Dirac-Pauli and Weyl representations, only 7, is imaginary. The 7 matrix thus

satisfies:

YioT = —TXig , XogT = —TXo3 , M31T = TX31 ,

Y17 = —TXo1 , LT = T2 , 2037 = —T203
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The last relation in the first line suggests 7 = Ay°y2. It also checks with all other relations.
The A is determined as follows.

The operator D(‘7) is anti-unitary. Hence,
(D(T)D(T)V,, D(T)D(T)Vy) = (D(T)Vy, D(T)V¥;) = (¥1,¥y) = D?*(T)is unitary.

Next, D*(T) = (7K)(7K) = 77* = [N\*(7"7*7°(=7?)) = —|\|*1. The unitarity then implies
that [A\| =1 i.e. \is a phase and D?*(7T) = —1 in the spinor representation.

In the Majorana representation, all 7’s are imaginary. Hence, ¥, = —%,,. Hence X
commute with 7 and anti-commute with ¥,,. This is exactly as for the space inversion and
we deduce that D(7) = AM°K. Once again D?(T) is unitary and equal to —1 and ) is a
phase.

For vector representation, the ‘A’ index will be a tensorial index and it is left as an
exercise to work out the D matrices for space inversion and time reversal.

The existence of the anti-particle representations suggest one more discrete transforma-
tion of order 2, called Charge Conjugation.

Recall that the anti-particle representation is the subspace of negative frequency solutions.
These subspaces are spanned by plane wave solutions and involve the operation of complex
conjugation which takes e** — ¢~*2  TFor the non-trivial D(A) representations, complex
conjugation also takes the complex conjugate of the D(A) matrices. However, a complex
conjugation of a solution need not be a solution again (especially for spinor as we will see)
and hence the charge conjugation must also involve additional transformations over and
above complex conjugation. For the Klein-Gordon, Proca and Maxwell equations, complex
conjugate of a solution is also a solution as the differential operators are real. For the Dirac
equation we need to do further work.

For instance, let ¥ be a positive frequency solution of the Dirac equation, (—iy*0, +
m)W¥ = 0. Taking complex conjugate of the equation, we get (+i(y*)*0, + m)¥* = 0. If we
could find an invertible matrix B such that (y*)* = —By*B~!, then V¢ := (B~'U*) satisfies

the same Dirac equation and of course is a negative frequency solution. W€ is called the

charge conjugate? of the W. Apparently, B depends on the choice of explicit v matrices.

2 The terminology comes when coupling to external electromagnetic field is considered by the minimal
substitution 9, — 9, —ieA,. Under complex conjugation, e — —e. So if ¥ is thought of as charge ‘e’

solution then ¥€ is a charge ‘-e’ solution.
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As a preparation for subsequent development, we have a subsection on properties of

matrices.

A. Representations of the Clifford algebra and relations among them

Quite generally, for any group, given a (matrix) representation R(G), we have three
other representations, namely, R*(G), (RT)"}(G) and (R")~}(G). From the basic relation
R(g1)R(g2) = R(g1.92), taking complex conjugate, transpose inverse and adjoint inverse
immediately verifies the assertion. If in addition, the representation R(G) is unitary (always
true for finite groups and compact Lie groups), then (RT)"}(G) = R*(G) and (R")"YG) =
R(G). R(G) and R*(G) are then the only independent representations. These are either
equivalent, R*(g) = SR(g)S™! or inequivalent. It turns out that for unitary, irreducible
representations, if R and R* are equivalent, then S is either symmetric or anti-symmetric.
The following terminology ensues.

For unitary, irreducible representations:

R(G) is complex if R*(G) ~ R(G)
R(G) is pseudo-real if R*(G) = SR*(G)S™ , ST =-S5
R(G) is real if R*(G)=SR*(G)S™' , sT=5

This is relevant for representations of internal symmetry groups as well as the Clifford
group of the 32 elements. The D(A) representations are finite dimensional but not unitary
since Lorentz group does not have unitary finite dimensional representations.

For the Clifford group in 4 dimensions (and in even number of dimensions) there is only
one (up-to unitary equivalence) non-trivial representation which is 4 dimensional (or 27/2
dimensional for N-even number of dimensions). Since £v*, 97 and 47" all satisfy the same

Clifford algebra and the representation is unique, 4 matrices B, C, D such that,
(V") ==By"B', (v')' = =Cy'Ct, (") = +Dy"D7" .

The choice of signs above is conventional. Notice that replacing any of the B, C, D matrices
by multiplying by 75 on the right, reverses the signs.
It follows immediately that,

_(E,LLI/)* — BE;LVB—I 7 _(2;1,1/>T — CE#VC—l 7 (E,uy)* _ DE;WD—I
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Given a representation D(A) we have the (DT)~1(A) , (DT)~1(A) and D*(A) representations.
The infinitesimal forms are (14 tw- %), (1—iw- )7, (1-iw-27), (1 - fw-¥*) which imply
that the corresponding generators are Y4, (X#)T —(X#)T —(X#)*. The B, C, D matrices
precisely relate these generators.

These relations can be exponentiated to get corresponding relations among the

D(A), DT(A), DT(A), D*(A), namely,
D'(A) = DD Y (A)D™* , DT(A)=CD Y(A)C™' , D*(A)=BD(A)B™".

These can be checked easily by using the series form of the exponentials derived from D(A) =

0o iw-2)k
Zk:() (wk!) :

B. Dirac-Majorana-Charge Conjugates

This allows us to construct Lorentz invariant bi-linears from the spinors. For instance,

define the Majorana conjugate U := WTC'. Then,
(0)p = (IDC = ¥I(DT(A)C = VTCDHA) = UDHA) .

Thus the Majorana conjugate, like the Dirac conjugate ) := WD, transforms by D~!(A).
Recall that the charge conjugate, ¥¢ transforms by D(A). Consequently, VW, U¥e, VARV
are all Lorentz scalars.
Recalling that D™'(A)y*D(A) = A* 4", it is easy to see that,
UV is a Scalar
UA"T is a Vector
U~ 4T is a Tensor of rank 2
WAt y5 W is a Axial (or pseudo) vector

U~ U is a Pseudo-scalar
Combine these with the definitions,
Dirac Spinor : U =V | (¥), = D(A);
Dirac Conjugate : W =WU'D | (¥), = UD(A);
Charge Conjugate : U° = B~1U* | (¥°), = D(A)U*;
Majorana Conjugate : ¥ = ¥7'C | (0), = UD (A).



Thus, the same Lorentz transformation properties hold with ¥ — ¥¢ and/or ¥ — . The
last two need a little explanation.
We defined 5 = i7"y = Lemas??7"v*y”, where ¢ is the completely anti-

symmetric symbol, with €p103 := 1. This symbol is also used to define the determi-

nant of a matrix, eg, 5u/,,/a/5/A“;A”;A°‘;A’B ;, = det(A)eywap| It follows immediately that
D™ (A)ysD(A) = det(A)ys .

Consider now an axial vector combination,
[Ty v W]y = WD H Ay sD(AY = A" Uy’ D DAY = det(A)A*, Uy 50 .

Note that for proper Lorentz transformations, the axial vector and the pseudo-scalar trans-
form as vector and scalar respectively.

Quantities that transform as tensors but with an extra factor of determinant of the
transformation are called pseudo-tensors. There are also tensor looking quantities that
transform with additional factor of |det|* and these are called tensor densities of weight w.

Let us return to determine the matrices B, C, D.

Since the 7’s are unitary, we can always choose any of the B, C| D matrices to be unitary.
Quite generally, if R = SRS~ for two irreducible, equivalent unitary representations, then
RIR =1 = R'STS = SISR = STS = al. Positivity of STS gives a > 0. Hence
S":=S/y/a is a unitary matrix. This proves the claim.

Next, v = (y**)* = —B*y**(B™')* = +B*By™(B*B)~' = B*B = A1 with \ being real
since B*B is. The determinant of B being a phase (unitarity of B) fixes A := eg := +1
and . Similar manipulation with v* = (y#7)T leads to C~'CT = A\1. Unitarity
gives C71CT = CTCT = (CT)*CT, hence ) is real and determinant gives A* = 1. Hence,
CT =ecCec = +1| For v = (v")T we get DI = AD for some phase . Since D is

determined to within a phase, we can define D’ := €D and choose a so that A\ = e~2«

to get (D')T = D’. Thus, without loss of generality, we can always choose D' = D. Now,

knowing the hermiticity properties of the v’s, we get | D = 4" | independent of any choice of

explicit v matrices.

The €p, €c are correlated since v7 = (v*)T = (y1)*. 4T = ()T leads to,

~CyC' = —(BY'DyD'B' = (C=\BD.
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T = (y1)* leads to,
~CyC™' = —(D)BYyBY(D™Y)* = C=)ND*B.

Eliminating C' gives BD = AD*B or D* = $BDB™!. However, D = 7 can always be
achieved as shown above. Therefore, X' = —\ and C' = A\BD = —AD*B. Next,

CT =AD" BT = \(D")*(BY* = AD*(B*) ™' = AD*(egB) = —egC = [ec = —e¢p.

Note that this is independent of explicit v matrices and also independent of the phase A!
We still need to determine €eg, say.

Claim: The ep does not depend on the choice of v matrices.

This is easily proved. Let 7' and v be two distinct choices of explicit y-matrices. Both
being unitary are related by some unitary matrix, S as v = S7/S~!. Then substitution in
v* = —ByB™! gives, (v/)* = —B'%/(B’)~! with B" := (5*)"'BS. It follows that (B')*B’ =
(S71B*S*)((S*)"'BS) = epl, proving the claim. It therefore suffices to choose an explicit
representation and evaluate €p.

Referring to say the Dirac-Pauli representation, see (5.4), only 42 is pure imaginary.
Hence, y%13B = —B~y%!3 and v2B = +B~?. Furthermore, 7 = 5 = 73B = —B~; as well.
Therefore B must be made up of odd number of v’s. By inspection, B = ay? satisfies the
conditions. Unitarity of B restricts o to be a phase and B*B = |a|?*(—7?)(7*) =1 = ¢5 =
+1 and ec = —1. Also C = ABD = May?*y? = (= a)y°+y% The phases \, « are arbitrary

and convention dependent. We choose A = 1 and a =i so that | B = iv? , C = iy*y" .

This also verifies for the Weyl representation. For Majorana representation, all v*’s are
imaginary and thus commute with B. Hence B must be a phase multiple of 1. This is also
consistent with commutation with 5. Clearly eg = +1 and C' = (Aa)4°.

This completes the discussion of representations and relations among them.

It is customary to introduce a charge conjugation operator, C == B~ K, where K instructs
to take the complex conjugate of the numbers on its right. This operator is anti-linear and

since B is unitary, it is also anti-unitary operator. It follows,
Cx" = B Y(Y")*K = BY(-BY"B YK = -YX"(C = CD(A) = D(A)C .

Thus charge conjugation acts invariantly on Lorentz representations. Provided C? = 1,
1:C
2

we have (%)2 = and the Lorentz representation can be reduced further. The corre-

sponding subspaces satisfy iy = £V and these spinors are called Majorana spinors. Thus,
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Majorana spinors are Dirac spinors which satisfy C¥ = £V <+ B~%)* = £W¥. Sois C? = 17
We have C?* = B'KB'K = (B*B)"'K? = ¢gl = 1. Therefore, we do have Majorana
spinors (in 4 dimensions).

Do we have Weyl-Majorana spinors? Well, Cys = B~ 'i K = —3;B 'K = —75C and we
cannot have Weyl-Majorana spinors in 4 dimensions.

A similar analysis can be carried out for spinors in any dimensions and with any metric

signature. This may be seen for instance in [2].
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6. RELATIVISTIC ACTIONS: CLASSICAL FIELDS

So far we focused on the representation theory of the Poincare group. The abstract,
algebraic approach revealed the attributes of these representations, namely mass and
spin/helicity. In order to have a framework which is manifestly Poincare covariant, we
constructed and analyzed representations on vector valued (complex in general) function,
U4 - henceforth these will be generically referred to as fields. The irreducibility condition
emerged as “field equations”. These equations are all homogeneous, linear and with at the
most two derivatives. They all admit plane waves and their linear combinations as solu-
tions, but no other ‘phenomenon’ involving (say) different types of waves modifying their
propagation etc. Intuitively, there are no interactions.

We would like to have a framework which is not only Poincare covariant but also involves
“interaction” or non-trivial “dynamics”. The well tested and successful strategy is to have an

action formulation. Let us quickly note several advantages of having an action formulation:

1. The equations of motion are retrieved invoking a variational principle as the Euler-

Lagrange equations of motion;

2. “Interactions” can be understood naturally as leading to non-linear and/or coupled
equations which can be easily introduced as more than quadratic order terms in the

action;

3. Covariance of equations of motion (or dynamics) can be easily incorporated by requir-

ing appropriate invariance of the action;

4. The Noether’s theorem gives a recipe for obtaining quantities conserved by equations

of motion (and hence during interactions as well);

5. It leads to a canonical framework of symplectic structure (“Poisson brackets”) and a
Hamiltonian evolution. This provides a systematic method of identifying “degrees of

freedom” (eg Dirac’s theory of constrained systems).

A canonical structure is already inherent in the quantum framework: the imaginary
part of the inner product provides the symplectic structure while the Schrodinger

equation gives a Hamiltonian evolution;
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6. Path integral quantization - very well suited for gauge theories especially the non-

abelian ones - has action as the central quantity.

Without further ado, let us proceed with an action formulation. Our first aim is to obtain
the Klein-Gordon, the Dirac and the Proca/Maxwell equations. Because the equations are
local, partial differential equations, the action must be an integral over the Minkowski space-
time, of a Lagrangian density built out of the Poincare covariant fields and their derivatives
i.e. it must of the form S = [d*w+/|det(n)|L with L is a Lorentz scalar built out of
the fields. It is called the Lagrangian density. Here, n denotes the Minkowski metric and
is necessary to absorb the Jacobian of Lorentz transforms of the space-time coordinates.
The absolute value of the determinant happens to be 1 and is suppressed throughout. A

variational principle has the form,

5S[@] = S[® + 58] — S[B] = /d4x6L — /d4x 5 % ”

Extremization of the action under arbitrary variation 6® leads to the Euler-Lagrange equa-
tions: % = (. Since the equation we want to derive are linear, it suffices to have L to be
quadratic in the fields. Furthermore, the equations have no more than two derivatives which
can be obtained by restricting to first derivatives in the Lagrangian.

Let us begin with the scalar field,

Pra(r) = O(A(z —a)) , AL Oud(A (2 —a)) =
(0" 60u0]5 0 = 0" [0,00,6],, = NN (000050 (A (2 — a))
= 10.0050(A” (x —a)) = [0°¢0ag] (A (z —a)) .

When integrated over the space-time, we can change the dummy variable + — Az + a
which restores the argument of the ¢’s without changing the integration measure. Hence
[ d*z0"¢0,¢ is clearly Poincare invariant. Since all fields have the same shift of the space-
time argument, we will suppress the translation part and focus on the Lorentz. This works

as long as there are no externally prescribed fields/functions, which break translation in-
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variance. Thus, let

st = [ dta {—%a“wm—%mﬂ = [ daz.00 (6.1)
651g] = /M d'w [~0,00"6¢ — m*¢og]

= [ i [-0,0"000) + @0 - w0y

= /M d*z 6¢ [(O—m*)¢] — /a Md?’:x n, (0" $Sp) (6.2)

The integration is over all of Minkowski space-time which has no boundary and hence the
second term should be zero. In practice, such space-times extending to infinite coordinates
are handled/defined putting the system in a large box and taking a limit. The fields must
satisfy suitable boundary conditions so that the boundary contribution again vanishes. Al-
ternatively requiring the field to vanish fast enough in the asymptotic regions, makes the
boundary term vanish. We can always choose the variational principle to set d¢ = 0 at
the boundary/asymptotic regions. While the boundary contribution are important in some
context, we will restrict ourselves to boundary contribution being zero.

Demanding that the action be stationary for arbitrary variations of the field, we get the
equation of motion ((0—m?)¢ = 0. Incidentally, we will get the same equation of motion from
another Lagrangian L' = L + J,A". Thus, several Lagrangians can give the same equations
of motion (although the Hamiltonian formulation will vary with the Lagrangians.)

Consider now a vector field. For the massive case, the equations we want are ((0—m?)v* =
0= 0,v".

Consider L = aF"™F,, + bmzv“v#, where F,, := d,v, — d,v, and a,b are non-zero

constants to be determined.
0L = 2aF"(0,0v, — O,v,) + 2bm2v"5% = 4aF"0,6v, + 2bm>v” dv,,
= 0, (4aF"dv,) — 4a(9,F")ov, + 2bm*v”dv, = — 4ad,F"™ + 2bm*v” = 0.

b
0 = (Dv” — 2—m21)”) —0"0-v  taking divergence and choosing b = 2a gives

a
0= (O0-m*v” and 9-v = 0. (6.3)
We got b = 2a and we choose b = —% similar to the scalar field case. The reason for this

choice will be clear little later.
Note: For m = 0, we denote the vector field by A*. Now we cannot conclude 0 - A = 0,

and the equation we get is: 9,F"" = 0 which is just the Maxwell equation. It has the well
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known gauge invariance: A, — A, + 0,A which allows us to take one of the components of
A, to be zero.

Ezercise: Another natural choice of the Lagrangian is: L' = ad*v"9,v, + bm*v, 0" +
c(9,0")?. Repeat the steps and deduce the choices for the constants so as to get the Proca
equations. Check that £, L' differ by a divergence.

Lastly, let us consider the action for getting the Dirac equation. We have already noted
the Lorentz transformations of W, ¥,4# 9,. From these it follows that we can have the
following Lorentz invariant terms, quadratic in the fields and with a single derivative:
U0, ¥, 0°Wo, U, WU and the same terms with a -5 inserted between the spinors. The
terms with the 5 are all pseudo-scalars and may be dropped if parity (space-inversion plus
a rotation) is required to be a symmetry. We assume so for the present. The candidate

Lagrangian is then,
L= aWy*9,V + b0* V9,V + cmW¥V and dg L = §¥[a@V — bW + cm V). (6.4)

For the choice a = —i,b =0 and ¢ = 1, we get the Dirac equation. If we varied v, then for

the same choice, we will get the conjugate Dirac equation: i0,¥7y* + m¥ = 0.

In summary, we have S = [, d'z+/|detn|L with,

1 1
Lscalar = _58N¢au¢ - §m2¢2 ) (65)
1 1
Lyector = _ZLFHVFMV - §m2UHUM ; (66)
Lpinor = —i0"0, + my¥ . (6.7)

0S5 = 0 leads to the field equations implementing the irreducibility condition. For massless
vector, the action is invariant under the gauge transformation: A, — A, 4+ 09,A. The actions
are also invariant under parity.

Note: We have taken the scalar and vector fields to be real. We could have complex
scalar field (say) with two field equations: (O — m?)¢ = 0 = (O — m?)¢*. The complex
field may be considered as two real fields, ¢ = ¢; + 1o and two terms may be included

in the action. Alternatively, the complex scalar field equations may be derived from £ =

—0Hp* D0 — mPp* .
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Notice that all actions are real (for spinors it is convenient to take matrix hermitian

i
conjugate). We will always take the actions to be real so that eh® will be a phase. Only
when dissipation of energy/momentum/angular momentum is to be incorporated we need

to take the action to be complex. In this course, we will not do so.

A. Variational Principle, Symmetries of the Action and Noether’s theorem

Let us denote a generic field by X with all indices suppressed. Let an action be expressed
as, S[X] := [,,d'wL(X,0X). Let 6X := ex(X(x)) be an arbitrary, infinitesimal variation
of the field X (x). Then,

oL oL oL oL
05 /de<5X5 (5X6 ) de<(5X6 §X65 )

5L 5L 5L
_ 4 o X 4
_/de<5x 8"5)()5 +/dxa (5X )

Here, X , = 0, X. The 2= is really like partial derivative, but since both £ and X depend

on the coordinate, these should be mentioned too. We have kept these implicit and used the
0 as a reminder. We follow this customary practice. The last term is a divergence and can
be expressed as a boundary integral: | oM d3ynu 5% 5X This is typically dropped/vanishes
for various reasons.

Note: For an action principle to be well defined (this includes the specification of the
class of variations), it is necessary that the boundary contribution must vanish. If in some
cases it does not vanish, additional ‘surface action’ needs to be added to cancel the total
boundary contribution. This is typically encountered in gravitational actions on manifolds
with boundaries.

To summarize: a variational principle asserts that 6S[X] vanishes for arbitrary variation
0X around X iﬁg — 0, (&L =0 i.e. iff X(x) is a solution of the equation of motion.

We now consider a different situation. We consider special, restricted variations such

that §S[X]| = 0 at all fields X (). Such variations are called infinitesimal symmetries of the

action. This is translated in terms of the Lagrangian density as,
dS[X] = / d'zdL = 0 ifeither SL =0 or 0L =09,0A",
M

where A* is some 4-vector which vanishes/falls off on the boundary. Now we have the

Noether’s theorem:
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Noether’s Theorem: For every infinitesimal symmetry of the action, 3 a conserved current,

conserved on every solution of the equation of motion.
Proof: We already have the infinitesimal variation of the £ which must equal a divergence
i.e. for a symmetry variation,

5L 5L 5L
—_— — — pu— pumy M
<5X 8"5)(,“) 5X + 0, (6X7M5X) 5L = A =,

oL 0L 0L
— —O0y— | X +0, | —d0X—-0,A") = 0.
<5X “5)(#) MG (5}(# Z )
Thus, if X satisfies the equation of motion, the first term vanish and we have a conserved
oL

5X7/"L
This is neat prescription to discover conserved currents and their corresponding conserved

current, [0J" :=

5X — 9,A* | 9,6." =0

charges: 0Q) := | o d*c n*d.J,. Discovering conserved currents by inspection of the equation
of motion is easy only in the simplest of cases.

Let us see an example, particularly a symmetry variation induced by infinitesimal
Poincare transformations for which 6S = 0 by construction. Consider a real scalar field
action for simplicity.

Under an infinitesimal Poincare transformation,

0pra(r) = (A7 (z —a) — ¢(x) = (0", —wh,)(z — €)") — ¢(x)
= (—wha" =)0 = =) , i=what e

This leads to

0L = —0"$0, (=& 09) —m*$(—& - 09) = 0"¢0,(£"0,0) + m*$€"0,¢
= (0,£")0" 90,0 + € (0", 6 + m*$0,0)

1 v e (1L 1 ,6L
5(8;1611 + 8V€u)au¢a ¢ + 5 (ﬁaaygb,u + §m %Ougb)

Explicitly, 0,&, = 0, (wyax® + €*) = wy, + 0 which is antisymmetric in p <> v and hence the

first term vanishes. The second term is just £”0, L.

0L =0, L = 0,(¢" L) — (- )L =0,0M +0 , or [6L=0,0M" , A =¢'L].

Note: We ensured that L is a Lorentz scalar, but it is not a translation scalar. Action

gets it Poincare invariance thanks to the [ d*z. Since all fields under translations shift their
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coordinates by a, in all cases we will have 6L = £ - 0L provided &, satisfies 0,6, + 9,§, = 0
i.e. &"is a “Killing vector” of the Minkowski metric.

By Noether’s theorem, we get

0L
8% = S06 — BN = DO(~ED,0) — €L = —& (6Ot L) = &I
M
Conservation of the Noether current gives (9,£,)T" + £,0,T" = 0. Provided T"” is sym-

metric (as it is here), the first term vanishes and independence of £, we get 9, 7" = 0. The

tensor, | T" := 0" ¢0" ¢ + n'" L | is called the canonical stress tensor for the scalar field.

Thus, for each Killing vector &#, we have J# := TH ¢, which is conserved on the solutions
of the field equation. We define the corresponding charges as, Q"(§) = [, d*xT"¢, which
are independent of the hypersurfaces ¥;.

Here are practice exercises:

(1) For the Proca Lagrangian, show that 0L = £*0,L for {# = wh a” + €, w, e being
infinitesimal, and obtain the canonical stress tensor.

(2) For m = 0, show that this stress tensor is not gauge invariant and one needs to
“improve” it to get a symmetric, gauge invariant and conserved stress tensor. Guess it.

(3) For the scalar and the Maxwell field, obtain the conserved charges corresponding to
the 10 Killing vectors. The charges corresponding to the translations are the energy and

momentum whiles those corresponding to the w;; are the angular momentum components.

B. Conserved Poincare charges for scalar field solutions

Let us see an explicit example of Noether charges for a general solution of the Klein-
Gordon equation. We noted above that the canonical stress tensor for the scalar field is

given by,
Ty = 00,0+ nul | L= — 00,6 — '
9T =0 , ¥V (O-m?)p=0.
Define: MMA = TH A — TV = QLM’“”\ Y P 2
(9,LM’“’A = 0 on solutions iff 9,7" =0 and T" =T""
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These 6 conserved currents (M*** are antisymmetric in the last two indices) together with

the conserved stress tensor give the 10 Poincare charges:
Pt o= / BT | MM = / MO
Et Zt

We had noted the plane wave solutions of the Klein-Gordon equation, labeled by k €R3

namely,
up(x) = ;eik"” koxi=—wit+k-T , wpi=\k2+m?
F 2wi(2m)3 7 g Pk
and their complex conjugates. The general solution is thus expressed as

o(z) = /dsk[a(lg)u,;(x) + a*(/;)u;%(m)] with a(k) being complex numbers with a suitable

dependence on k so that the field has the appropriate boundary behavior. The general
solution is manifestly real.

To compute the energy-momentum and angular momentum charges, we have integration
of expressions quadratic in the solutions. So we note: Jyuz(x) = ikyug(x) , Juur(z) =

—ikyut(r) , k= w; and the orthogonality relations:

(wp—wz )t 53 E _ E’ 5 5

3 * R _ ek Tk _ ( ) _ 3 ot

J i) = e = S = P
/d3:c up(z)up () = e 2546 (k+K) /d?’:v ur(r)uf,(x) = 2Rt 53 (k4 k')

We need,
3,.90 0 L L 5.

Pt = [ d&’xd°¢pd*p +n* —50 POy — g™ 1) (6.8)
M = / B { (0906 + L) 2* — (°p0" ) + 1™ L) 2} (6.9)

And we have,

L:——/d3 /d%'
ooy = / &k / d3k'

(a a(k' (K ugug + a*(E)a*(l?)u%u?) (—E K+ m2>

{ ;
(a( )a*(lg’)ul—y[i + a*(lg)a(/;’)ul’%uk',) (—Hg K+ m2> }(6.10)
a(k)a(

—a(k)a* (K upus, — a*(l;)a(k’)ugu,;,} (—12012“) (6.11)
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Substituting and carrying out the [ d*z using the orthogonality relations gives,
i 3. 3 1.1 kokl 1 0\ p— 2wzt * TNk TN o2iwz | §377 | 7
P= [ &k | &k (k;) (—EB)e2rt 4 a*(F)a*(—F)e k}é(k+k)
{a</§)a*(/2) +a* (B)a(k) } 6*(F — F )}
1 . - - I - o .
- E/d?’kk’{ (B)a(—F)e 25t + o* (k)a*(—k)emﬁt+a(k)a*(k)+a*(k)a(k)}(6.12)

2&)];

The first two, time decedent terms in the braces are symmetric under k <> —k while the
last two time independent term go just change their argument. Hence, under symmetric
integration, the time dependent terms vanish and we are left with,

po fonr Ry () = oy (F) 613

Since the a’s are ordinary complex numbers the factor of 2 cancels and a new factor arises
from explicit anti-symmetrization w.r.t. k. The claimed conserved quantity is manifestly
independent of ¢.

The calculation of P° proceeds much the same way. We have the t—dependent term
proportional to 53(12: + K ) while the t—independent term is proportional to 53(15 — K ). We
get,

P ;if |~ {alB)a(=R)e 5 1 a* (Rya* (~R)e* s } + w2 { 2a(R)a (R)}
{a@a(-Bye e + a*(Byar (—Ryere} (w2 + B4 m?)

+5 {QG(E)CL*(E)} (—w,% + R+ mzﬂ (6.14)

P’ = / &k wy a(k)a* (k) (6.15)

The calculation of M* is similar. The new feature is the explicit 2* in the integral. In

the M we have [T%z7 — T%z". We trade 2" for Jy, by noting that

K : thi

O up(x) = ug(w) ¢ —it— +ia’/ o or @lup = —i0gu+ —uy .
wr wr

X i

As before the spatial integration will produce ¢ functions and also derivatives of § functions

from the 0,. While doing the k'—integration, we need to flip the derivative as per the rules
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+2iw;

of § function. As before, the e’ will turn out to be symmetric under k < —k and will

not contribute. Filling in the algebra leads to the final results,

M = / & [a(R) (K0, — Wy, a — a* (k) (K, — K0y, ag] (6.16)
: l % *
]\4'0Z = —5 /dgk’ (,UE {ak‘aklazlz - alzakzazg} . (617)

All are manifestly independent of time.

Apart from verifying that the conserved quantities are indeed time independent, the
expressions for energy and momentum show that these quantities are a sum (integral) of
energy-momentum of individual solutions. Thus each of these plane waves, at least heuristi-
cally be thought of as carrying an energy w; and momentum k. Note that there is no A yet
so these are mathematically defined conserved quantities much like the energy-momentum
fluxes of electromagnetic fields identified via the Poynting theorem. This is helpful for inter-
preting the solutions of the field equations as physical entities carrying energy-momentum.
To strengthen this further, we would like to see if the fields and the action can be cast in

the form of a “dynamical system”.
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7. FOURIER DECOMPOSITIONS OF FIELDS: COLLECTION OF HARMONIC
OSCILLATORS

In the previous section, we wrote the general solution of the Klein-Gordon equation. Now
we want to see if the action takes the ‘form of a dynamical system’. The meaning will be
clear shortly. Consider again the scalar field. Let 3, be a constant ¢ surface. On ¥, the
ik-Z

set of functions, {¢; = 577, ke R3} forms a complete, orthonormal set of functions,

(2m)3/2
Js, @ P2 (T) o (T) = §3(k — k). Let us Fourier decompose the field as,

o(t, %) = /RS Pk fr(t)pzp(T). (7.1)

The reality of the field, ¢*(z) = ¢(z) = fi(t) = f ;(t). The expansion coefficient
functions are determined by the equations of motion. It is trivial to check that (O —
m?)(x) = 0= [ dPk(—f;—E>f;—m>fz)ez(x) = 0. By independence of the basis functions,
we get f,;—i—w%f,; —=0VkeR? w2 = k2+m2. Its general solution is fz(t) = age” “E +bpe™it,

The reality condition fg = f_ gives ap = b _jorby= a’ . Substitution gives,
cik-Z

soln\T) = Bk (are it + bre™it) ———————
Psoin () /R3 (az e F) RO
Ee—iwgt+ié-5+ b_Eeint_iE.j‘)

ik-x

- [ e o

S Gsoin () = /d3k; (agup(z) + a;%u;%(x)) , up = W (7.2)

This is exactly the same form we had for the general solution. We have adjusted the
normalization factor for future convenience. The last equation will be referred to as a mode

decomposition, with uz(z)’s denoting the mode functions.

Let us rewrite the Fourier decomposition in a manifestly real form:
oD = [k [0 + 0637
2

We have separated the —k tagged terms and used the reality condition. The integration is
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over positive half of R3. Substituting the Fourier decomposition into the Lagrangian, we get,

1 : m?
L= /E PrL = /E &z {—5 (—gb? + (v¢)2> - 7&]
o7 = [ [f0e@ + f; 053]
0;0(t,7) = /R3/2 d*k (ik;) [f,g(t)go,;(f) — fg(t)goz(f)] using ortho-normality, we get
L= /RS/Qd% efp - eh] L W= R (7.3)

Let fz(t) = \/ii(q,;(t) + iql’z(zﬁ)), where ¢, ¢ are real and k are in the positive half of R®.

Substitution in the Lagrangian gives,

1r,. y
L = / >k 5 [(q,% —w%q%) + <q2 —waqkﬂ .
R3/2

Denoting q;z =:q_g, we can express the Lagrangian as,

L = /Rgd?’k—[( —wiqgr)] . (7.4)

k now range over full R3.
The Lagrangian is manifestly expressed as a sum (integral) of Lagrangians for harmonic
oscillators gz each with frequency w; for k € R3. One can easily pass to the Hamiltonian

form by defining p; := g(ﬁ = ¢;. We get,

2 |1
H = /d‘ik {2 (pk+wqu)} :
R3

To complete the canonical form, introduce the usual basic Poisson brackets: {¢z, ¢z} =0 =
{pEapE/} and {QEva’} = 53(1{: - k/)a ke RS

Introduce the field, 7(t, ) := é(t, &) and define a Poisson brackets among the fields ¢, 7
fields from the Poisson brackets among the ¢; and p; using the Fourier decompositions.

Noting that f; = (qk +ig_z) and f; = (pk +ip_j), k€ R3/2. Tt follows,

{o(t, @), 7( /Rs/2d3 /Rs/zd?)k/{fk90k( )+f1;'90k( z) fk’(’pk’( )—f—fff,go}g/)}

/R o &k /R o &K
lon(@)or DT fo} + ex@es, (D e 17}
o@D D o) + e DL 1))
= [ O @) + @] = [ oD 79
Aol ), (1) = P ) (7.6
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The remaining Poisson brackets {¢, ¢}, {m, 7}, defined similarly, are zero.

Note: The same t is taken for the fields since the ¢’s and p’s are also at the same time.

Starting from the Lagrangian, using the Fourier decomposition, we saw explicitly that the
Lagrangian can be expressed as a sum of Lagrangians of harmonic oscillators. Furthermore,
we could define Poisson brackets among the fields from the same oscillator system. It is
apparent now that a field satisfying the Klein-Gordon equation as irreducibility condition,
can be given a canonical formulation wherein it appears as a system of infinitely many,
uncoupled harmonic oscillators.

Note: The integration domains appearing above can be comfusing. For real valued fields,
using a manifestly real form of a Fourier decomposition, the keRs /2. Once the solutions
for the time dependent coefficients of the Fourier decomposition are subtituted back in the
Fourier decomposition, we get the mode decomposition of the field, with k € R. For complex
valued fields, in both Fourier and mode decompositions, k € R3.

We now repeat the exercise for the Maxwell field and the Dirac field. We will use the
same orthonormal set of ¢(Z) in developing the Fourier decomposition. The steps being

very similar, we will be brief and suppress the integration range of the k.

A. Maxwell Field

Knowing the plane wave solutions having two polarizations, we write the Fourier decom-

position of the vector field A, (¢, Z) as,

ezk-x

Au(t, @) = /dgk en(k, ) fr o (ODep(@) , @p(T) = ()

The ¢, is a polarization vector which depends on k while the label a enumerates the numbers
of polarization vectors. A priori, there are four independent polarization vectors (a tetrad)
and a takes 4 values. One of the Maxwell equations fixes the 0! component of all polarization
vectors in terms of the spatial components. One of the second set of equations is trivially
true for the longitudinal polarization, 5(/;:') x k and we are left with only two independent
equations for the f,;’a corresponding to the transverse polarizations. We could have kept
the f(¢,a) inside the polarization vector, but this is more convenient. We will suppress the

sum-over-a till the final expression.
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This leads to,
F,LLI/ = a,uAy - auAﬂ - /dgk [gl/aﬂ(fgo) o 8“81,(.]0@)] ’
L Fy = /d3k‘ () {szz —ikigo fE} , Iy = /dgk e ox(@) {i(kig; — kjea)}

The equations of motion, using independence of ¢ (¥) give,

O Fo+ 0 Fyi =0 : e (=fp = ) +ikileof) + (R - kif = 0
. . kik}jéj 9 k’z‘]{?jéfj
0= {nes g bR a B
N .o
— _57 : A+ K2 F
or, 0 = {( 0,7 + 7 )Ej} [fk+l€ fk} :

The prefactor is projector, projecting a 3-vector onto the plane perpendicular to k. Thus,

i . ik- &, : ik - €.
i\ —

> kil 7 . :
g;(k,a) = <5i] T ) g;(k,a)| define the transverse polarizations and there are two inde-

pendent ones. Since the prefactor is non-zero, the Maxwell equations imply that f; satisfy
the same harmonic oscillator equation as before, with w% = k2 and the mass is zero. It is
important to remember that transverse polarization, §i(l;, a), is defined by k and hence ac-
quire the k dependence as well as the label a. Hence the f,;a satisfy the oscillator equations
only for the transverse polarization. We may not display it always to avoid clutter.

The next task is to compute the Lagrangian, £ = —1F,, F* = 2 (Fy)? — 1(F;)*.

F2 = / &k / K {eifi — ikizo } {eLfy — ikiz Sz } or(@)ep (@)

Eliminating € fz = —i%f f]; and likewise & f7, simplifies the product of the {...} to?,
: o kK-8 &k L&k
:f"f“, gg—f—kk,_,— pury —gk'/ pury —é:/k'_,—
{ }{ } kJk k2 k2 ( ) ( /)2 ( )(k:)2

3 This is equivalent to using one of the Maxwell equations, the Gauss law equation which is a constraint.
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Integration over  gives 6*(k + k') which cancels two term and we are left with,

1 2 1 Ly ER)R)ER) R s
5/& dr (Fy)? = §/d3k: ls(k:).g(—k)— 4 fof
- kiR - - -
But [...] = &i(k) <5“ - )ej(—k) = E(k)-E(—k)
1 1., - .
" 5/& dPr (Fy)? = /d3k ég(k) -E(—=k) fzf_r and similarly,

_i/d%(pij)? = /d3k F E(k) - E(—K) fif i

The dot product of the transverse polarization includes the sum over the polarizations. The

longitudinal polarization has dropped out explicitly. Making it explicit, we have,

Litazwen = / dSk f af_ w%f_'af__' 7.7
e~ abzl{ k)| [ frofro —wfiafis) ()
We may now choose the transverse polarizations such that |2(k, a) - £(—k, b) = 6, | (note the

+k for both polarizations). Using this, the Maxwell action becomes,

/dt/RB/Qd% S fead 0= “2rad £al (7.8)

=1,2

/ dt / dd?’l{: S|z, -] o (7.9)
R

a=1,2

A7) = /R L Zeﬂ (F, ) f (D) op(@) + <R a) 2 (D03(F)  with, (7.10)

, _Eealk, A
ol ), (0) =~ T &)f;m sl = (07 -5 ) ey (7.11)
bap = 2(k,a)-2*(k,b)  (Normalization). (7.12)

As in the case of the scalar, we have gone through the introducing the ‘real g;;,” degrees of
freedom and expressed the Maxwell action too is a sum of twice as many harmonic oscillators.
The canonical form goes through as well.

Note: If we were to begin with the Maxwell action and attempt to get its Hamiltonian
formulation, we would obtain the Gauss Law equation of motion as a constraint equation. By
using the Fourier decomposition, we have explicitly solved this constraint and eliminated
the ¢y polarization. Once this is done, we get the transverse projector which eliminates
the longitudinal polarization. This gives the action involving only the physical degrees of

freedom.
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B. Dirac Field

Lastly, let us consider the Dirac action. Here the Lagrangian is first order in the deriva-
tives and we do not expect a harmonic oscillator form. We will also find it clearer to write the
Fourier decomposition using the positive half in k space. We take the Fourier decomposition

of the spinor as,

> vk, a)ggp(t)] P(T)

g

W(t, T) = /R o &k [Z u(k, o) f,;jg(t)] or(F) +

(e

Substitution in the Dirac equation, keeping summation over o implicit, gives,

0= i 0+ mp = [ &k [{=ivugfe (B3 + mpufe} o
+ {_m%,;g,; +(—k-7+ m)UEQE} 90}%]

Linear independence of the basis functions gives two equations:

—iugfr+ (k- +mupfz =0= —ir vz + (—k -7+ m)vggy -
Differentiating w.r.t. time once more, multiplying by —i7%on the left and using the above
equations again leads to,

_Zuﬁ,o{f']g,o“f'(ﬂ]%fﬁ,a} =0= _ZUE,a{gE,a+W2’91€,a} , w% ;:];;2_+_m2.

o

Since uj , v are presumed linearly independent, each of the f and the g functions satisfy

the same, familiar harmonic oscillator equation, with solutions e*™#t. Of course one of the
solutions for each of f, g is spurious since the original equations are first order. Substituting

fE,a ~ e ™ and Jio ™ et™rt in the first order equations requires the u,v spinors to satisfy:

(¥ +m)ug, = 0= (F—m)uvg, | Choice of the other signs does not give a Lorentz covariant

equation for the spinors. Hence we restrict to: fEa = —wifi,» Jp, = Tiwigi | These

equations satisfied by the spinors are analogous to the transversality conditions we got on the
polarization tensors. These are consequences of the Dirac equation i.e. hold for solutions.

To compute the Lagrangian, we need the decomposition of the Dirac conjugate,

(1, ) = / T quua a)fg,ga)}so;-;(f) " {Zvu‘é, a)g,’gp(t)} 90,;(:?)]

g g
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We will now choose the u, v spinors to be solutions of the equations: (¥ + m)u(k,o) =

0= (k- m)v(E, o) and express the Dirac action in terms of the f, g functions alone.
400 = [ [ {=iPulE. o) @ + —in"0(F, )i 05}
R3/2
+{kiv'ulk, o) iz o5(@) — kir'v(E, 0)g ,93(@) }
i mt = [k [{=iulf o), + k' uE o,
tmu(k,0) [, } o5(7)
+ {0k, 0)i, — ker'o(F. 0)gg,,
—l—mv(k )gkg} gok( ]
L= / (=i, + m)i / d3k"/ >k / Pz
S R3/2 R3/2 S
{018, 0} en(@) + {00z, (8)} (@) x
{=i"u(F, o) fz, + kiv'ulk, o) i, + mu(F, 0) fr . } 03(@)
+ {—iVOU(E, )9y — kwm(/%, 0)95, T mv(E, O')g]g’g} go};»(f)}
Thanks to the integration domain of the IZ, K integrations, only @5 terms contribute

53 (E — K ). Hence only @ pairs with « and ¥ pairs with v. Using the equations satisfied by
the spinors, we eliminate (ky' + m)u = +wpy’u and (—k;y' + m)v = —wpy®v. This leads

to,
Lpirac = /RS/2 d3k‘{; [ﬂ(’;, ")y u(k, U)} [f,—f}a/(—if;;,awngf,;g)]
+3 0(F, ) olF, )] |7, (—id, - w,;gaa)}} (7.13)
Choosing the normalization of the spinors so that wu(k, 0’)7%(/2, o) = oo =

+0(k, o)y v(k, o) gives the Dirac action as,
.ol = far [ @k 03 [ Gro t isnfin) #01,Gr, —ia)] (1

y . . . "l 3
We can group the f, g’s together to get a uniform Lagrangian with £ € R®. Denote f
9z v ke R3/2. Do a partial integration of the 9 Jio = fﬁ,;gf'jgg. This makes the relative

signs the same in both the terms. Choosing the ‘-’ sign for the normalization condition for
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the v-spinors, allows us to combine the two terms and extend the integration domain to full

R3. Thus, we get,

SDzrac ¢ ¢ /dt/R3 d3k; _kaa+wkfk )] for (715)
w7 = [ 52 (W 015 0@ ), 0550 (7.16)
0= (}6+m)u(l¥,a) = (=f+m)v(k,0) normalized as, (7.17)

bpo = (k0" ulk,o) = —o(k, o)V u(k,0) . (7.18)

Note that the action is real again.

An aside: It is an interesting exercise to express the action in terms of the real ¢ type
variables as we did for the scalar. Since the action is manifestly a sum over variables with
uncoupled labels o, lg, we focus on just one of the terms. Thus consider the manifestly
real Lagrangian, L(f, f*) := %{—z’f*f - zf*f} + wf*f. Introduce the real variables z,y as:
fi=x+iy, f =& +iy. The Lagrangian then takes the form,

L(z,y,i,9) =2y —yi+w@®+y°) = p.=-y, py=+z

Notice that the equations defining the conjugate momenta cannot be inverted to solve for
the velocities - we have a constrained system [3]. This is not the place to discuss it in detail,

the reference gives the necessary background. I will just list the steps.

O =ps+Y , X =Dy—2 (primary constraints);
Heanonicat = poit +pyy — L = —w(@® +y%);
Hipr = —w(x® +1y?) + A\ + px Preservation of primary constraints =
Higtat = —w(xpy —yps) A=Wy, = —wc;
Dirac brackets : {z,p;}x ={y,py}+ = % Ayt = {pey D te = —% . Use:
Hipu = —w(x2 + y2) and Dirac brackets for equations of motion:

T = wy , g'/:—wx;ﬁnaullydlroppgg,]oyabndset:v::\/5 y'—%

1 . .
Hipar = —§w(p2+q2), {g,p}=1,p=wq, d=-wp.

Re-introducing the (E, o) labels shows that the spinor field Hamiltonian too is a sum of

harmonic oscillators for each of the k € R3 and ¢ = =+ labels.
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Puzzle: Why is the Hamiltonian of a wrong sign? Is it merely a choice of the overall sign
in the Lagrangian density (will not change the equation of motion)? What is the rationale
for a choice of sign? We will not pursue this classical formulation further here.

Remarks: The scalar and the vector fields that we discussed have been real. This was
reflected in the Fourier decomposition with complex conjugate coefficients. What if we have
a complex field? Well, we can always write the Fourier decomposition as (see the spinorial

case),

o) = [ a% [fx(00ep(@) + o))
For real scalar field, the reality condition simply identifies gz(t) = f_z(t). For a complex
field, there is no such identification. We will then have two harmonic oscillators for each
k € R3. For the spinorial case, we had a constrained system and hence half the number of
oscillators.

Remark:  Consider the time-Fourier transform of a scalar field: ¢(w,Z) :=
\/% [ dt e ™'¢(t, ). The Fourier transform of its complex conjugate is given by:
be(w) == \/%7 [ dt et (t, 7). Clearly, ¢.(w) = ¢*(—w). Therefore, a positive frequency
o(t, @) has ¢(w,Z) = 0, for w < 0. This immediately also give that ¢*(¢,Z) is a negative
frequency field, i.e. ¢.(w,Z) = 0 for w > 0. This gets reflected in the mode decomposition.

While the Fourier decomposition displays the “degrees of freedom” of the field, the mode
decomposition will turn out to be convenient for passage to quantum fields. To appreciate
this, consider a single oscillator (a single E) The degrees of freedom view gives: §+ w?q? =

O,p=¢q, H = %(p2 +¢*),{q,p} = 1. The mode decomposition gives (a,a* are constants),

q(t) = ae™™ +a*e™" = p(t) = —iw (ae ™" — a*e™") inverting gives,
eiwt D . efiwt p
) e
Aa,a’} = — L Define: a:= V2wa , a* :=V2wad" =

. _ it et

e (e ()

Notice the normalization factor of v/2w. This is correlated with the normalization of the
Poisson bracket of a,a* (and of course has nothing to do with the Lorentz covariance!). As
per the usual canonical quantization procedure, {, } — —i/(h = 1) x [,]. This would lead to
[a,a’] = 1.

Keeping this in mind, we summarize the mode decompositions for the fields:
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A3k " . .
x) = ——— [ape* T 4 e kexi= —wit 4+ kT 7.19
If ¢* = ¢ then by = aj.
A,z :/ € E,)\ ek 4 gt g l%A e ke 7.20
() WZ[ g (R N+ a5 (F, ) (7.20)
. k- £k, A
colfy = - BN
Wi
g i kl kj T 7 — /
s(F ) = (07 =T )N L SRA)SEN) = b
r) = be u(k,0)e™ + ds v(k,o)e 7.21
lﬁ() /RSWZ[ICU U k’U(U) ] ( )
(F+mu(k,0) =0= (=f+m)v(k,0)
E(E )u(lg o) = 0,0 = —u(k o)k o)
o —f4m BN K+ m
Zu o)u( syl Xa:v(k;,a)v(k,a) ==
For a real scalar field, we note
7). (7.22)

(t.)} = 0°(7 -

< Aot 7), 7
We have obtained a

{ag, i} = —id(k — k')
NOTE:  So far whatever we have done has no quantum in it

classical theory of non-interacting fields

C. Interaction with source: Green’s functions
A simplest kind of ‘interaction” we are familiar with, eg. from classical electrodynamics
So let us consider a real scalar field interacting with a source

is interaction with a “source
J(x) which is a real function. The interaction is described by the equation

= —J(@) < (O0,-m)G(x,2') = -6z —2") Green’s Function

(O —m*)¢(x)
= ¢(z) = —1—/5 d*z’ G(z,2')J(2)

Lycatar + J(2)p(x) with Lgcqrar given in (6.5)

4 Follows from the Lagrangian £
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Poincare invariance of the defining equation for Green’s function implies that it is a Lorentz

invariant function of (x — z’). It can be represented as,

Glz—a') = / L TR T (7.23)
T et em T | '

The denominator vanishes for k2 = —m? and thus we need a definition of the integral and
hence of the Green’s function.

The usual method is to define [d*k = [d®k [ dk° and interpret the k" integral as a
contour integral along a suitably chosen contour. Each choice is supposed to reflect a
“boundary condition” for the wave operator. In the complex kY plane, there are poles
at k° = + wp =V k2 + m2. The integral is sought to be defined by shifting the poles off the
real axis. This can be done in 4 ways: (i) shift both poles in the Lower Half Plane (LHP),
k® — E° + e, (ii) shift both poles in the UHP, k° — k° — e, (iii) shift the pole at +wg in
the LHP and shift the pole at —w; in the UHP, w% — w% —ie and (iv) reverse of the (iii).
To see the consequences of any of these choices, let us consider the special case of a source

localized at the space-time origin: J(t,z) = 6*(z). The solution takes the form,

d4k ez’kw

oe) = [ar [ et [ S e a0 )
B o dkO e—ikzot
= e —_— d 7.24
/(2@36 [/ 2 (k;O)?—wg] e (7.24)

1 dk® 1 1 0
[..] = — | — — ekt
2wp ) 2m \ky—wp KO+ wp

Without the i€’s, both sides of the above equations are real. Now we introduce the ie’s. The

contour integrals will have the segment of a semicircle at infinity whose contribution should

2€Rsin(0)t and

vanish. On the semicircle at large R, k° = Re, the integrand behaves as R~
the measure provides factor of R. This suffices for convergence for ¢ = 0. However, for a
non-zero t, we can get an exponential divergence unless 6 is restricted appropriately. This
dictates how the contour should be closed in UHP or LHP. Since ¢(z) is a function of the
Lorentz invariant 22 = —t* + &2, we can consider the two cases as: (a) x*> < 0 (sign of ¢ is
invariant) and we may evaluate the integrals for Z = 0; (b) 2% > 0 and we can evaluate the
integrals for ¢t = 0.

(i) Both poles to LHP: To pickup the residues, we should close the contour in the LHP.

For space-like interval, taking ¢ = 0, we see that the residues at the two poles cancel each
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other and the solution vanishes. For time-like intervals, t # 0 but we can take ¥ = 0. To
have a vanishing contribution from the semicircle at infinity, we have to restrict ¢ > 0. The
evaluation of the integral is trivial and gives,
1 .
[' e ]Retarded = T e(t)SZn(wEt) :
Wi
(ii) Both poles to UHP: To pick-up the residues, the contour should be closed in the UHP

and for time-like interval, we need to restrict to t < 0. The evaluation gives,

1

[' . ']Advanced = 0(_1&)8@”(“}];15) .
Wg

As before, for space-like interval, the solution vanishes.

(iii) Positive pole to LHP and negative to UHP: Now closing the contour in either of
UHP/LHP will always pick up a contribution. For time-like interval, for LHP closure, we
have to take ¢t > 0 and we will pick up the contribution from the first term. Likewise, for the
UHP closure, we have to take t < 0 and we will pick up the contribution from the second

term. Evaluation gives, for time-like or light-like separation

1
QUJE

1
2&),2

= —1

[0(t)e i + O(—t)et™r'] = —i— e i [9(t) + 0(—1)].

[' . ']Feynman

For space-like interval, taking ¢ = 0, we get the non-zero answer,

closure in either LHP or UHP.

[' . ']Feynman = _Zﬂllz fOI‘

The case (iv) is similar to (iii) and is obtained in an obvious manner. The solution ¢(x)
is obtained by the spatial Fourier transform as given above (7.24).

Remarks: There are two properties of the Retarded and the Advanced choices that stand
out. In both cases, the solution ¢(z) (a) is real for a real source function and (b) it reflects
the expected causal behavior - vanishing outside the future/past light cones. By contrast,
the Feynman choice gives a non-real ¢(x) even for a real source function and the solution
is non-vanishing outside the light cones! The same holds for the choice (iv). What do we
make of this?

The retarded and advanced choices support the interpretation that the field can be re-
garded as an observable responding to a source in a causally consistent manner. This is
what we would have in a classical field theory. The Feynman choice however disallows such
an interpretation - the particular solution ¢(x) cannot be interpreted as causally consistent

response to a source.
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Both the causal and the Feynman Green’s functions appear naturally when ¢(z) is pro-
moted to be an operator field i.e. in Quantum Field Theory. In the scattering theory,
section 10, the causal Green’s function are used in articulating the asymptotic conditions
while the Feynman Green’s function (or Feynman propagator) appears naturally in the
Lehmann-Symanzik-Zimmermann (LSZ) reduction of the scattering matrix.

For completeness, we note the full Green’s functions®:

Grale) = +520(a") ~ 0(0p(-a2) ")
Gaanw) =+ Ds(a) —e<—t>e<—x2>% (7.26)
GFeynman(ZL'Q <0) = +5<x2) m Hl(z)(m —1z2)

Ar 8/ — 12

+4—7T2\/?K1(m\/ﬁ) (7.27)

GFeynman(x2 > O) =

® The overall signs are convention dependent. It is easiest to match it for the massless case. For detail see:
[4, 5]
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8. COVARIANCE OF QUANTUM FIELDS AND RELATIVISTIC CAUSALITY

So far we have studied representations of the Poincare group and seen emergence of a
“field dynamical system” - an infinite collection of harmonic oscillators. In our attempt to
incorporate interactions with classical sources, we encountered the Green’s functions. We
met the expected and familiar retarded and advanced Green’s functions, but also encountered
the mathematical possibility of the Feynman alternative which does not gel with a classical
field theory interpretation. Taking it as a hint of an opportunity, we attempt a ‘quantum’
interpretation. Here, the field as a collection of harmonic oscillators gives a strong clue: use
the mode decomposition and promote the expansion coefficients to operators. We will then
have a collection of creation and annihilation operators and can tag the states of the system
by the number of quanta. We already saw (7.22) in the simpler case of a real scalar field
that postulating Poisson brackets for the coefficients and using the completeness of mode
functions , we can deduce the Poisson brackets for the fields themselves. The same method
works for operators as well. That is, not only do we promote the fields to operators but we

also postulate the necessary commutation relations.

A. Poincare Covariance of Quantum fields

The first feature, fields as operators, immediately modifies the implementation of covari-
ance: a covariant quantum field requires specific transformations for the coefficient functions
and conversely. Transformation laws of the mode functions do not suffice.

To see this, consider a linear combination of classical fields, Y*(z) = > c o (x). A
group action on 14 is deduced from that on the individual ¢2: g2 (x) = D4 (9)¢v2 (g 1),

g ) = eng i) =Y DY)l (g x) = Dy(g)v" (g7 ).

n

This of course presumes quite naturally that the coefficients are invariant under the group
action. When a similar linear combination is promoted to an operator by making the ¢, as
operators, the above procedure breaks down.

Ulg)d (@)Ut (g) == [U(9)eaU(9)1] il (x) = D97 )P (ga) .

n

Evidently, if we assume the ¢, to be invariant, then the field cannot be covariant. So the

¢, should transform in a manner that shifts the group action on to the % (x) and then
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the > to work out correctly so as to produce the expected right hand side®. Taking now
¢, — a,al, .= f ﬂ and using the mode expansion form, we observe that if we postulate

the transformation laws for the a, al as,
Ug)a(k,o)U'(g) := a(Ak, “D(A)'0) , Ulg)a'(k,o)Ut(g) = a'(Ak, “D(A)"0) |

then we can shift the changed labels from the operators to the mode function labels using
the change of integration (and summation) variables. Provided the integration measure is
invariant, the right hand side takes the expected form and we have the covariance of the
quantum field. Note that this essentially fixes the form of the mode decomposition! In

equations (for a Dirac field say),

[ (9)0U(g) [ bEUUT (k,0)e ikm%—(UcilTagUT)v(E, U)e*ik"’”]

/ \/Qwﬂ 2m)3 Z
/ \/W Z [i) u(k,o)e** + dj\k o v(k, a)e_“”}

/ [ko
A/ 2w 1k (2m)3 or1

+ d;% U’U((A_lk)7 OpA-1 )G_i(A_lk)'zi|

+d._{DA(E o) fet]

1]{;)7 O_Ail)ei(A_lk)-z

i (A)

[
S
-

Note: If we postulate a Poincare invariant state |0) and define |k, o) := b (k, )|0), then
these states transform precisely as per the particle representation. Thus the postulated group
action on the b, d operators are precisely as needed for building up the particle representations

and we will use it shortly.

B. Space Inversion, Time Reversal, Charge Conjugation of Dirac Field

Let us quickly see how the discrete symmetries act on quantum fields. Again, we will

consider a Dirac field for illustration and now suppress the ‘hats’ on the operators.

6 The homomorphism dictates the expected form on the r.h.s.
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Space Inversion:
We want Up(t, ) := PUPT = D(P)VY(t,—7). From the defining relations for P, namely,
PP,P" = —P, and PJ;P! = J;, we postulate,

beT(E, o) Pl = an(—E, o), TdT(E, o) P! = ndT(—E, o), n*==1.

As noted while discussing the discrete symmetry actions on the particle representations, the
phase is ¢ independent.

Substituting the mode expansion and using these postulated actions gives,

EP\IIT(]; O)TT = /[ddk]mv Z {77*5(];7 U)U_E’Uei/v(ﬂ’x) + ndT(E, O')U_Epe_ik‘(ipx)}

g

Claim: The u,v spinors satisfy, u(—k, o) = 7°u(k, o) and v(—k, o) = — v(k, o).
This follows by noting that

- - -
2

0 = (K+mulk,0) = (=" + k-7 +mpu(k,0) , ulk,o) =u(k,0)
20 = (= + k-390 4+ my°) (Y u(k, o)
= <_w70 + (_E ’ 5; + TH)(’)/OU(];, U)) = VOU(Ea U) X 'LL(—];, O')
Similarly, ’yov(lg, o) X v(—l;, o). The proportionality factors are fixed by noting that for
k= l%, the wu, v spinors are eigen-spinors of 4° with eigenvalues 1. This implies,

PHi(k,0)PT = A° /[dg]inv > {n*b(/g, oYz e — pdi(F, U)U];(Te_ik'(%)}

(&

Clearly n should be imaginary for the right hand side to have the field (Pz). We choose
n = —i and deduce that, | PV (z)P" = iU (Px)} ,i.e., D(P) = i | and * = —1.

Time reversal:
We want W (t, 7) := TUTT = D(T)¥(—t, 7). The defining relations where both P; and

J; change sign, we postulate,
Tl (k,0)Tt = &bf(—k,—0) , Tdl(k,0)Tt = &df(—k,—0) .

As noted while discussing the discrete symmetry actions on the particle representations, the

phase is o dependent.
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Substituting the mode decomposition and noting the 7 operator is anti-unitary, we get,
(TUT () = / ERIIY {g;:b(-lz, —o)u (K, 0)e T 4 & di (=K, —o)or (R, U)eik.x}

= /[dgk]zny Z {fiab(/;, U)u*(—E, —U)e_ik‘('fl’) + ffng(E, U)U*(—]; _a)eik.(‘z“x)}

(e

Now we need to use the relations,
U*(—];, _O-) = _0-075'“(%7 U) ) U*<_E7 _U) = _00’751)(]27 U) :

Once again these are proved from the defining equations for the spinors.
Clearly, if we choose &, = o(= +1), the we get ¥(ZTx) on the right hand side and we get,
TU(x)T = CyU(T2),ie.D(T) = Cvs , Cy*CT = —(v")T].

Charge conjugation:

Lastly, consider the charge conjugation action. This is defined through the particle-anti-

particle exchange and we postulate,
Tt e gt Tt et
Cop, O =8dg, » O O =Eb (8.1)
Substitution of mode expansion gives,

[C¥C(2) = /[d3/€]mv Z {g*d,g’ou(lg, o)e T 4 ngE,gU(E’ U)e—ik-x}

g

Now we need to use: v(k,o) = CTaZ(k,0) and recall that the C' matrix is given by

C=iy*y", 0T = —-C, C'C =1 so that v = —Cu” and u = —CvT. This gives,
[CUCY)(z) = / (P Hine > {f*d,;’g(—C@T(lg, o)) + bl (—Cu”(F, o—))e—ik'w} and,

vl(z) = /[dSk]mv Z {b%’g(ﬂT(E, o))e~*T 4 d,;}g('UT(/;, O,))eik-x}

g

Hence, if we choose £* = ¢ = —1, then we get, | C¥(x)C" = +C(¥)"(z)| . Note that C

operator is unitary!

From these it is easy to get the transformations of Dirac conjugates. Here is a summary:

73



PUPH(z) = in°U(Px) : PUPH(z) = —i0(Px)y" ; (8.2)
TUT () = Oys¥(Tx) : TUT () = U (Tx)yCh s (8.3)
CUCl(z) = CUT () , CUCHz) =0T (2)C ; (8.4)

OOt = —(ymT | ClC =1 : Cl=—-C, C:=in*" (85)

We are now ready to verify one of the important general theorem of relativistic quantum

field theory, the CPT theorem. We verify it for the spinorial quantum field.

C. CPT theorem for Dirac Field

We want to consider the combined action of the discrete transformations. Let us choose

one ordering, say, CPT. Then,

(CPT)VU(x)(CPT)! = CP(CyU(Tx))PITT = CvysCin "V (PT )T
= iCyy°C ¥ (—2) -~ PTox=—x
(CPT)U(2)(CPT)" = CP(¥(Ta)ysCHPMTY = C(U(PTw))(~ir")yCT)CT
= 0T (—2)Cy’C - CT=-C
Next, consider the CPT transform of a general bilinear of the form W(x)AW¥(x). Using
(CPT)Y(CPT) = 1, the CPT transform will be the CPT transform of the Dirac conjugate,
that of the matrix A and that of W. The CPT transform of A is just A* since only the
complex conjugate acts on A.
[(CPT)®()(CPT)'] [(CPT)A(CPT)] [(CPT)w()(CPT)]
= [iVT (—2)C 5 C] [A*] [iCysy CUT (—x)]
=i [U(—z)(Cyy°C)" Af (CY":0) " (—2)]
= +0(=2) {(C57°C) " ANCY*50) T} ¥ (~2) (8.6)

U x (-1)

The explicit (—1) in the third line is due to the fermionic nature of the spinors which we
will see shortly in the discussion of the spin-statistics theorem.

The factors of the gamma matrices simplify as,
Cy57°C = +7:C7°C = =707°Ct = +145(7")" = 157" and C7°5C =775 .
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(CPT) [V (x)A¥(2)] (CPT)T = V(=) {(7"75)AT(357") } ¥(—2) (8.7)

It remains to evaluate the middle braces for A = 1, v, v#~4", v*~5 and 5. These are obtained

easily as,

Pyl = 1

Vrsyysy® = —*
Py’ = X
Yy sy’ = —*

Y5 (i) 757" = s

The Lagrangian density is made up of the bi-linears and also involves derivatives. For
a 0,V (x), there is an extra minus sign due to P7x = —z. Thus we see that every tensor
index, on vy or on 0, gives a minus sign under CPT transform. For a Hermitian Lagrangian
(coefficients are appropriately real or pure imaginary) which is a Lorentz scalar (so even
rank tensor), CPT contributes no extra sign and only changes the space-time argument i.e.
CPT)L(z)(CPT)" = L(—x)| Thus,

a Hermitian action, invariant under proper and orthochronous Lorentz transformations,

1s invariant under the discrete CPT transformations.

We have explicitly verified it for the quantum, Dirac field. Verification for scalar and
Maxwell field is left as an exercise.

Note: Had we not used the extra minus sign attributed to the fermionic nature of the
fields, we would have got the CPT transform of the Lagrangian to be minus of L(—x)
and got CPT non-invariance of the action! This minus sign is tightly connected with the

spin-statistics theorem which we discuss next.

D. Relativistic Causality and the Spin-Statistics Theorem

Now we come to the second feature of quantum fields - the commutation relations. Here
we get another surprise. The Pauli exclusion principle follows from the requirement of
relativistic causality!

The Fourier decomposition suggested field as a collection of harmonic oscillators. A

natural quantization procedure is to postulate [ag, a%] = 63(k — k). This has a potential
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problem for k = K. The usual way this is interpreted is to imagine the field being con-
fined to a large box satisfying periodic or Dirichlet boundary conditions. This discretizes
the momentum labels, kE — ky ~ 277/ L and also replaces the delta function by Kro-
necker delta. Another way is to choose a suitable, countable orthonormal set of functions
{,(Z)} such that V3p, = —w2p,. Completeness of the ©,’s allows translating [a,,a!]
to [®(t, %), 1(t,7)] = §*(x — y). We will implicitly assume such a procedure and proceed
formally using the delta function.

From the postulated commutation relations we have, for each E,

Np:=ala; , [Np,ap] = —az | [NE,GE] = aTE ,
Nilng) = nglng) » np=0,1,...5  (mgng) = Om_n.
(al) T
Ing) == (- '|0k> » aplng) = nglng — 1), apng) = \/ng+ 1ng + 1)
i

The state label nj is interpreted as denoting the number of quanta, created by a% and
destroyed by a;.

Note: In this case of a scalar field, all quanta have the same mass parameter, but different
kj label. For a vector field, we have the polarization label A and for the spinor field we have
the spin projection label o. All quanta of a given mass m and spin/helicity are identical.

Now we add a postulate of relativistic causality [1] also referred to as micro-causality,
namely, all pairs of fields and their adjoints, commute or anti-commute for space-like sepa-
ration.

This requirement comes about as follow. In a Lorentz invariant theory, all observables
would be Lorentz tensors of various ranks. Spinors being double valued quantities, they
themselves are not observables. Spinorial fields must come in even powers (single valued) in
an observable. As per general principles of quantum theory, namely, simultaneously measur-
able observables must commute and the notion of relativistic causality that simultaneously
measurable observables must be space-like separated, suggest that for a space-time depen-
dent operators to be observables, they must commute for space-like separation. Operators
built out of spinorial fields being at least quadratic in the spinorial fields, allows possible

anti-commutation rules for spinor fields’.

7 Weinberg bases his argument in favor of relativistic causality by invoking Lorentz invariance of the scat-

tering matrix.
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All our mode decompositions have annihilation operators as coefficients of the posi-
tive frequency modes and the creation operators as coefficients of the negative frequency
modes. Let us denote these parts as W (z) and V_(z) respectively. Consider a general
linear combination of these fields: W(z) := aV,(z) + B¥_z and let ¥'(z) denote its ad-
joint. Let all observables be built out of ¥(x) and ¥'(z). Let [A, B+ := AB + BA, the

anti-commutator and commutator respectively. The requirement of micro-causality is then

stated as: | [¥(x), U(y)]x =0 = [¥(x), Ui(y)]x for (x —y)? > 0| This requirement is quite

restrictive, as seen below.

Let us begin with a real scalar field. We have,

) = d3k a_,eik-a: ) = d3k aTe—ik-x _ T T
¢+()_/\/Wk 7¢—()'_/\/WE _¢+<)'

)]s = / &k / s e
V2wp(2m)3 S /2w (2m)3

For the scalar field, we use the commutator given above. Let us assume the same form

ag, G%,]i

ik-x—ik’-y [

[¢+(£L'), ¢7

for the anti-commutator i.e. we assume, [ag, CL;%,]:I: — 03(k — k'). This gives,

ek,
[9+(2), 9-(y)]+ = /We’k'(x_y) =: A, (z — y) is Poincare invariant. For
space-like separation , choose (z —y)? = (Z — )% =12,
1 00 ]{?2 1 2 )
Thus A, (z%) = —/ dk—/ dcos(0 / dpeikreost
+) (2m)3 Jy 2Vk2 +m2 J 4 ©) 0 v
1 [ K% sin(kr)
= — dk t k=
472 J, VE2+m2  kr Pt e
1 m [ o)
2 :
A+([E) = 4—7‘_2?\/0 dO[\/Oﬂ:—HSZTL(mTO[)
119 /Ood a ( )
= “Iivor ), O — =cos(mra

Thus, |A,(z? >0) = K;(mVa?) (Modified Bessel function of the second kind) |, and

it is mon-zero for space-like separation.
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Define 6(z) == aé (z) + Bé_(x) , 6(y) = a*6_(y) + 564 (y). Tt follows,

[6(2), 0(y)]L = aB o (), o-(¥)]1 + Bap—(2), o+ (y)]L
= af(Ar(z—y) £ Ay (y — )
af(1+ DA, (z—y) since A, is symmetric in z, 1.
[0(2),0"(v)] . = | [o1(2), - (W) + 8] [6-(2), 64 (v)]
= (la? £ [B)A(z —y)

To satisfy the requirement of causality, both the brackets must vanish i.e. in both equa-
tions we must choose the minus sign i.e. a commutator as well as the condition |a| = |f].
This is quite a strong restriction on both the sign as well as the coefficients «, 3.

Let us consider the spinor field now. Let,

'Lk:r

/mz

k’ 77,k$ bT .
/\/2w~ 27)3 Z o) ) 7
/ (k,o)e ™+ dT —
\/2w~ 2m)3 Z ’
+zk:v d )
/w/zwk 21)3 Z ko

The Dirac index is suppressed and the dagger refers to the adjoint of the operators and not

of the spinors.

Let (x) := oy () + vib(x) and 91 (y) = ) (y) +v*6! (). Then,
A4 P 2wp(2m)3 & pl” Ualk, 0)ug (R,
+ |V|2UQ(E, U)UE(E, g)@—ik'(x—y)}

The sums over o are given by,
“am
m

> ok, o)k, 0)e™ T = (2m) 7 (i@ + m)y %™V and likewise,

Zva(E7U)U2(EaU> = Z[U(E,J)@(E,U)fyo]aﬂ = —_%_mvo -
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and the integration over k just gives the A, ((z — y)?) function computed above. Hence,
1+ m
Gal@)ubw)|, = (Il F A (@ - v)?)

Once again, the right hand side vanishes for space-like separation provided the upper signs
are chosen and || = |v|. Thus, the for spinors we have to choose anti-commutation relations
and the weights of the positive and negative frequency solutions must be the same up
to a phase factor. We may just take y = v = 1 which gives back our previous mode
decomposition.

Note: While writing the mode decomposition, we did not bother about the normalizations
of the coefficients, b, d* etc. Now, in choosing the brackets, [bE,a’ bj;,’a,]Jr = U’0/53(l;:’— E’) and
ditto for the d’s, we have fixed these normalizations. We could still have arbitrary multiple
in each term. The requirement of causality restricts this freedom to the above.

The two examples considered above, generalize to other representations as well and what
we have is the celebrated spin-statistics theorem.:

A relativistic quantum field theory satisfies the requirement of causality provided inte-
ger spin/helicity field quantum conditions use commutators (bosons) while the half integer
spin/helicity field quantum conditions use anti-commutators (fermions).

Note: While discussing quantum statistics in statistical mechanics, we invoke the ad-
ditional attribute of indistinguishability among identical particles and require the Bose-
Einstein/Fermi-Dirac statistics. Identical particles are defined by having identical intrinsic
attributes such as mass, spin, color, flavor etc. The (in)distinguishability arises from a spa-
tial localization and subsequent ability to tag them through, say, a scattering process. This
is lost when their wave functions overlap, the ‘quantum’ becomes operative and quantum
statistics becomes essential. In the above discussion, no such additional property emerged.
We already have the ‘quantum’ operative so indistinguishability is also operative. It is the
demand of relativistic causality that forced the spin-statistics correlation.

With the anti-commutators around, [b; ,, Z)T’;,’U,]Jr = 0y 03k — K, [0 s b o]+ = 0, we
define the number operators for each (E, o) as before: N := b'b It follows that [N,b]_ =
—b, [N,b']_ = +b'. Eigenvalues of N continue to be integers but thanks to (b")? = 0,
they take only two values, 0,1. The corresponding eigenstates are: |0) and |1). This is the
incorporation of the Pauli exclusion principle.

Consider states of two modes (scalar for simplicity), say El, ko A general basis state
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would be [ky, ... Ky, ko, ... ky) ~ (ak )" (al )"10,0).

If the a’s anti-commute, then m,n < 1 and we have 4 possible states:
10,0), |k1,0), |0, k), | k1, k2). Thanks to anti-commutation, |ks, k1) = —|ki, k»). For bosonic
operators, there is no minus sign under exchange. Generalizing from this, it is clear that
(anti-)commutation relations among the creation operators automatically ensure complete
(anti-)symmetry under permutations of the labels.

To understand the extra minus sign in the third line of eq. (8.6), momentarily write the
U as ¥, and ¥ as U,. Then in the third line of the equation, we see an explicit exchange of
¥, and Wy. The fermionic commutation relation then gives that extra minus sign. As noted
before, this is also important for the CPT theorem.

To summarize: Quantum fields are operators tagged by space-time points and obeying cer-
tain commutation relations. We may think of them as a collection of creation-annihilation
operators for each mode (solution of the equations of motion). A general state of a quantum
field is a linear combination of basis states which are multi-quanta states. Each quantum
with momentum label k¥ and a spin/helicity label ¢ carries energy-momentum-angular mo-
mentum as given by the Poincare charges. As per quantum field theory, all processes involve

exchanges of quanta among different quantum fields.
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9. STATES OF FREE QUANTUM FIELDS: PARTICLES, COHERENCE AND
COHERENT STATES

While we argued that particle dynamics with position-momentum is not compatible with
relativity, we observe particles in a variety of experiments eg as tracks in bubble chambers,
photographic emulsions, stacks of particle counters etc and also use the particle view in
designing accelerator beams. So the more sophisticated relativistic framework should also
have a suitable description of “particles”. Since quantum fields are operators, the description
must be in terms of states of a quantum field. In the section (7), we saw that from a
dynamical view point, a (free) field is an infinite collection of non-interacting harmonic
oscillators. Furthermore, its quantization follows from the quantization of oscillators and
A quantum field emerges as a linear combination of creation-annihilation operators of its
modes. Its states are built by the action of the creation operators on vacuum state of each

mode. We have to identify “particles” in this huge space of states of a quantum field.

A. Particle/anti-particle wave packets

Let |0) denote the unique vacuum state annihilated by all annihilation operators az. We
can generate “l-particle states” by taking a linear combination of the form ) oz(l;)a2|0>,
“2-particle states” by taking a linear combination of the form Z,;ja(l;, f)a%alﬁ\()) and so
on. The totality of all such states forms the state space of a free quantum field. For the
n— particle states, the (anti-)commutators of the creation operators automatically take care
of (anti-)symmetrization of the states. Notice that 1-particle state does not mean a single
a£|0>, but a linear combination of several creation operators. These allow us to form wave
packets.

As an explicit example, let us construct a wave packet of an anti-fermion with some

momentum and spin distribution. We have the Dirac field,

U(r) = /[dgk] (b,g’gu(l;,a)eik“—|—d%ov(/;,a)e’ik"”) , where,
3k

[d3k‘} = W

, and (K+m)u=0=(—k+m)v.

Acting on the vacuum, it will create a 1-anti-fermion state, the linear combination from the
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d%o creation operators. Let f (];’ ,0') be a suitable complex valued function. Define

(f] = /ddk’Zf ) (Oldz /d?’kZ\f(E,o)]Q:l. (9.1)
(X)e(@) = (f]¥(2)[0)
_ / (@)Y FF ool o)™ o (Oldg il [0) = 8,0 (F ~F) (9.2)

The so constructed (x).(z) is a spinor-valued function of # which satisfies the Dirac equation.
The U(E, o) spinor signifies that it is an anti-fermion wave packet and the suffix ¢ on y is
a reminder. How do we get a fermion wave packet? Well, in place of ¥(x) operator, we
use its charge conjugate, CW7T (z) (see 8.2), and in place of the d%a in (f| we use bz ,. The

corresponding fermion wave packet takes the form,

(g] = /dgk’Zg ) (Olbz 0 /d3k2|g(12,a)|2=1. (9.3)

x(x) = (g|C¥T(2)]0) and <O\b,;,’g,bjaa|0>:5070/53(12’—15) =

= /[d3k] Zg(E, o uc(k, o) * (9.4)

where, u¢(k, o) = (iv2u*(k, o)) is the charge conjugate of the u(k, o) spinor.

The generalization for wave packets of other fields should be obvious. All these wave
packets are positive or negative frequency solutions of the corresponding field equations.
We already have discussed the inner products on these spaces and we may view these as the
usual probability amplitudes. Of course we do not have the analogue of position operator
unless we restrict to a non-relativistic approximation/limit. Suffice it to say that one can

use Dirac equation to analyze beams of relativistic fermions, as is done for instance in [8].

B. Correlation Functions and Coherence of states

There are of course more general states which are not labeled by the number of quanta.
Even for a single oscillator, states with a given occupation number is only a class of states.
We can have finite linear combination or infinite linear combinations of these numbers states,
can have squeezed states, coherent states etc. They are distinguished by their properties
and utility. A some what more general characterization of quantum states is in terms of

correlation functions. Let us see an example of this.
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Consider a real scalar quantum field. We have its mode decomposition and had also
defined the ¢ (x) fields consisting of the positive/negative frequency parts. Consider the
measurement of the operators ¢_(x)p,(y). Its average value is some state which is kept

implicit, is denoted as

G(x,a") (a correlation function)

31./ R .
d°k 6—ik~z+ik'-x'< T

d3k
/ apag)
V2wip(2m)3 S /2w (2m)3

i
where, <a£a,3,> = Tr(pa%a,;,) and thus the measured averaged value depends on the density

matrix or “state”, p. The usual Schrodinger equation for the ket vectors becomes the equa-
tion id;p = [H, p] whose solution is: p(t) = e~ pyeis for a time independent Hamiltonian.
These are the only Hamiltonians considered below. For example, the Hamiltonian of our
scalar field is given by the quantum version of (6.15).

A time-independent density matrix p is said to represent a stationary state. Thus for a

stationary state, [p, H] = 0 which implies, p = e " pe™ V ¢.

i _ [ —itH _itH 1 _ itH ot o p—itH
Tr [pal;ag,} =Tr E e aEaE,] = TT|: ’ azape ¢ ]
— T p(eitHalge—z‘tH) (eitHalgle—itH)}

=Tr :paj;a];,} et wi—wr) o H o~ /[dgk"]w,;u]\/gu

The left hand side is time independent, so T'r [pa%a];,] = 0 unless wy = wy, i.e. unless
k| = |K'|. For the same frequency, the trace need not vanish and we have a matrix in

the labels k, k. This matrix is hermitian (p is hermitian) and can be diagonalised. Hence,

without loss of generality, |for a stationary state, T'r [pa%a,;/] =: Nz O | » where n: denotes

the average number of quanta in the k mode. This leads to,
Gz, ') = /ﬂ g e rt=t)- ik (F) (In a stationary state).
2w (2m)3
Clearly, a stationary state leads to translationl invariance of the above correlation function
and this correlation function contains the information of the average number of quanta in
each mode.
Assume now that the average number of quanta is vanishingly small outside a small

neighbourhood of some direction kq (collimation) and also outside a small neighbourhood
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of wy (monochromaticity). We may then approximate the integral as ,

N jwr (t—t")—iko-(F—a" °k
G(ZE, .I/) ~ 0 - ezwko(t t')—iko-( ) ’ N() ~ / d ~ ’I’L_E
2wy (2) ngbd(fo) 2W7(27)

It is apparent that the correlation function has a factorised form: G(z,2') =

o (x)p() , p(x) = \/%eiko'm which is a plane wave. A state p with such a form of
the correlation function is said to have a first order coherence®.

Notice that the factorised form results when the integral can be approrimated. This in
turn is valid for |F— 7| ~ (27)/|ko| and |t—t/| ~ (27) /wg, . Furthermore, the imperfections in
the monochromaticity and collimation affect the approximation and also limit the validity of
the first order coherence. This introduces the ideas of coherence time and coherence length as
time and space intervals over which the factorization property or coherence property holds.
Thus a stationary state with first order coherence, with finite coherence length and time,
may be interpreted as a “beam” along the direction ko with intensity proportional to Ny wy; .

Let us continue further and assume perfect collimation along say the x-axis. The beam
may have a distribution of frequencies though. The phase? then becomes iw(t —t' — z + )
and G(x,2') =: G(7), 7:= (t —t' — x + 2’). Since we have a single direction, we can denote

the dependence on k by the frequency w. Suppose further that n; =: n, has a Gaussian

w—w 2
(w—wo) ]

dependence on w: T, = A exp[—“53

. Now the integral can be done exactly and get,

& d w—wg)? . : o272
G(r) = A/o w(;r)e[_( = - G(0)e™Te” 2 .

Thus, a highly collimated beam with a frequency range of ¢ around wy, has the correlation
function G(z,2’) decaying with 7 = (t —t' — x + 2’) ~ o~'. For example, if we have say a
laser beam with wy ~ 10'* Hz and o ~ 10° Hz, then 7 ~ 107 seconds or about 10? meters.
Since the beam is presumed to be a stationary state, the 7 does not vary with the time, ¢ (or
t'). However, beyond the coherence length, the beam will show frequency dispersion. Note

that first order coherence suffices for the notions of coherence length and time.

8 k' order coherence is defined in terms of the factorization property of G™(x1,...,Tn,Y1,--. Yn) =
(p—(x1)y. oy O+ (yn)) = E*(z1) ... E*(z) E(y1) ... E(yn), where E(x) is independent of n for all 1 <n <
k [7]. The coherent states, eigenstates of the annihilation operators, familiar from the harmonic oscillator
have infinite order coherence.

9 The formula is given for a massless field. More generally, we will have 7(w) = t —t' — /1 — m2/w?(x —2").

For very high frequency/energy, the mass can be neglected.
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Remark: In this example, we have stipulated the properties of stationarity and 1% order
coherence to restrict the implicit state of the quantum field. These stipulations do not single
out a particular state, but permits a subset of states p. All such states suffice to describe a

beam with stable properties over the coherence interval.

C. Coherent States

There is a very important class of states of quantum fields, especially for electromagnetic
field, namely the class of coherent states. These are familiar from the quantum harmonic

oscillator. Let us recall their construction briefly.

1. An aside: Harmonic Oscillator States

With the usual creation-annihilation operators, [a,a'] = 1 we take the oscillator variables

as:

q(t) = ae”™ +ale™ == q, () +q (1),

pt) = —gae St e [a(0)p(0)] — i

Define:

(i) Displacement operators: For each o € C,

D(a) = poal—ara _ joal —ata e—% Using the BCH formula,
(@) *% —aal ja’a  _ D(—«) and DT(OZ)D(C“) =1
DT( JaD(@) =a+al ,  Dia)d' D(a) = a' +a"1, and
Dia-+5) = Dla) D(5) &350

(i) Squeezing operators: for each complex number € := re',

S(e) = 3 Sl = S(—e) , SH()S(e) =1
St(e) a S(e) = ach(r) —a'e®®sh(r) , S'(e)a' S(e) = alch(r) —a **sh(r)

These operators define a two parameter family of states, squeezed coherent states, as

la,e) == D(a)S(€)|0) ; €=0 <> (coherent states), a =0 <> (squeezed states).
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For this family of states, it is straightforward to see,

= —e %ch(r)sh(r) 4+ o? , |[{a,€elajaye) = a, Ve

= —e?@ch(r)sh(r) + (a*)? , (o, ¢la’|a,e) = o
= [af + sh()
= —sh(r)e ?*D(a)S(e)a'|0) + aja,€) .
The last equation shows that only for the squeezing parameter, r = 0, |«, 0) is an eigenstate
of the annihilation operator which is the usual definition of coherent states.
The Heisenberg uncertainty relation takes the form,
A:=14+2(N) —2[{a)]* = 1+ 2sh*(r)
B = (Aa)’e ™ + (Aa")?e*™ = —2ch(r)sh(r)cos(wt + ¢)
(Ag)*(t)=A+B . 4(ApQ*(t)=A-B

Clearly, for the coherent states r =0 = A =1, B = 0 and (Ag)?(Ap)? = 1 which saturates

the uncertainty bound. The uncertainties are also time independent. Some of the basic

properties of the coherent states are:

la) = |a,0) :ooD(oz)|O) = (ala) =1 (9.5)

0) = % > Gl 96)
laPg2 .

Blay = ez * (9.7)

1= %/dQOz ) (a| = §|n><n|. (9.8)

2. Correlation functions

This subsection is based on [6, 7].

We begin with the definition:

G™(t1, . tyitnsr . ton) == (q-(t1) ... q—(tn) qr(tns1) - .- qs(t2n)) (9.9)
= [ei“(tlJr“'t"_t"*l"'_tQ”)] Tr [p(af)”a”] (9.10)

Since the ¢_ and ¢, commute among themselves, the ordering of (¢1,...t¢,) and (t,41...t2,)
is unimportant. Note that for (and only for) p = |0)(0|, the correlation functions vanish

identically. In the following, this density matrix is ezxcluded.
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We invoke the general result: ‘V A, andVp, TripATA] > 0. ‘
Taking A := )", gy (t:),

(ATA) =) ;G (titj)a; >0V ajs .
i,

Hence, the matrix G'(t;,t;) is non-negative. So its determinant is non-negative. Thus,
G (i, t:) G (ty,t5) — G (i, ;)G (¢, ;) > 0.

From the definition of G', it follows that G'(¢;,t;) = G'(t;,t;)*. Therefore G'(t,t)
is real and in fact non-negative. The non-negative determinant condition becomes

|G (i, t5)]* < G (ti, ;)G (t;,t;). | This leads to the definition of the normalized correlation

functions,
G (t1, ... ton
gn(tl,...,tml) . (1 2 )

C VGt ) Gl (tan, tay)
The determinant condition may be expressed as, |g'(¢;,t;)| <1 . Using the explicit defini-

(9.11)

tion,

iw(ti—t;) T )
gl(ti7tj) _ e T(pa CL) _ elw(ti_tj) |gl(t¢,tj)| -1
V (Tr(pata) Tr(pata)

k! order Coherence :

A state p is said to have k™-order coherence, if |g"(t1, ... ton)| =1V 1<n<k.

Remark: This is a property of a state, defined with respect to a specific kind of correlation
function. Thus we could have different notions of coherence, if we adopt different correlation
functions. The choice of this specific class of correlation functions has its roots in the
measurements in optics which involves electromagnetic field. The correlation functions are
also defined for classical fields (with the averages defined as ensemble averages over repeated
observations) and have very similar properties as the quantum counterparts. The distinctions
begin to show up when the intensities of the light beams is decreased to almost “single
photon” level.

Remark: In light of the result in the preceding line, every state has 1st order coherence.
It follows immediately that for k™ order coherence, |G"(t1, ..., t2,)|> = [, G*(ti, ;).

Result: A state has a k'™ order coherence iff there exist a function E(t), independent of
n, such that
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The proof is easy. First prove it for G*(t1,t5). From this the result for G™ follows. This
factorization property is another characterization of k' order coherence.

Among the pure states, we have states which are finite linear combinations of number
states and those with infinite linear combinations. Let |1)) be a state with finite linear com-

binations of the number eigenstates. Let K be the maximum eigenvalue of N appearing in

the linear combination. Then a"|¢)) = 0V n > K. Since, for pure states, |¢"| = %,
it follows that |¢"| =0V n > K. Hence, finite linear combinations are necessarily partially

coherent i.e. have mazimum order of coherence to be K. A fully coherent state must have
infinite linear combinations.

But not all infinite linear combinations have full coherence! Here are two example.

n

(\a| )
coherent. These are the only non-vacuum states which have infinite order coherence. This

Coherent states |a, 0): We have |¢"| = =1V n > 1 and coherent states are fully

may be checked by considering an arbitrary, infinitesimal perturbation of a coherent state,
(W) = (1 —€/2)|a) +¢/2]¢), |¢) # |0) and computing (¥|(a’)"a|¥) — ((¥|aTa|¥))" to first
order in e.
Squeezed vacuum |0, €): Now,
10| = (0[S*(e)(al)?a?S(€)|0)
V ((0]St(e)ataS(e)[0))"

This evaluates to,

Numerator: = (0|StafS STa'S STaS STas|0)
= (0[(ch(r)a" — sh(r)e*?a)(ch(r)a’ — sh(r)e**a)
(ch(r)a — sh(r)e™*?a’)(ch(r)a — sh(r)e~**?a')|0)
= (sh(r))*(0la(ch(r)a’ —sh(r)e*?a)(ch(r)a — sh(r)e**al)a’|0)
(sh(r))?* [(ch(r))* + 2(sh(r))?]
Denominator: = (0|STNS|0) = (sh(r))> == ||¢*| = 1+ 3(sh(r))® >1V0,¢).

Thus while full coherence requires infinite linear combinations, they do not guarantee
even a second order coherence!

Points to note as a summary:

e Quantum framework has vastly more number of states compared to the classical frame-

work. The observed measurements are always averages with uncertainties. There are
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many states which have the same average of a given set of observable. While uncer-
tainties serve to distinguish among these, alternative attribute are provided by the
correlation functions and notion of coherence. There is at least one class of states, the
coherent states, which have full coherence, have time independent uncertainties (for
oscillator dynamics) and have the smallest uncertainties compatible with the Heisen-
berg relation. This class of states is large enough to provide (over-complete) basis for

the Hilbert space.

We used a specific kind of correlation function and defined coherence of states w.r.t.
these. These correlators have equal number of creation and annihilation operators
which are ordered with annihilation operators to the right (the so-called normal order).
This is prejudiced on typical detectors working by absorbing quanta. For opposite types
of detectors, anti-normal order would be appropriate. The correlators with unequal

number of a,a’ operators, are used in measurement of phase information.

All these correlation functions are premised on processes being understood as emission

and absorption of quanta.

Generalizing, the coherent states of fields are essentially tensor product of single mode
coherent states. We may thus denote a coherent state of a scalar field as |[{a;}) with
ap = (ag]ag|ag). Then,
2 ik-x * —ik-x
o) = (agHo@lag)) = [ [#4] (age™ +aze ).

Thus every coherent state of the quantum field gives a classical solution determined
by the complex parameters a;’s. Conversely, we may interpret a classical (free) field
as the expectation value of the quantum field in the corresponding coherent state. It
will faithfully mimic the usual classical description eg descriptions of wave solutions

etc. This is how one understands the usual classical electromagnetic waves.

There is also a generalization of coherent states for fermionic fields. This uses Grass-
mann variables, their algebra and calculus. The constructions are very analogous. 1

refer you to [7]
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D. Evolution into a coherent state

Since we see a large set of classical field solutions, a question arises as to why does a
quantum system, go into a coherent state? Under what conditions are these states mani-
fested?

Under a free evolution (linear equation), a state which is say a finite linear combination
of the number states will continue to maintain the finite linear combination and not evolve
into a coherent state, interactions are essential. It suffices to have an interaction with a
classical source i.e. a c-number source. This is demonstrated most easily by using using
interaction picture for a single harmonic oscillator.

Recall:

Let |¢) s denote a state vector in the Schrodinger picture and Ag denote a generic operator
without explicit time dependence and let the Hamiltonian be also time independent. The
Schrodinger picture is defined by: id;[1)(t))s = H[1)(t)) , diAs = 0. Define a new ‘picture I’
with an arbitrary unitary operator V(¢) ,V(0) =1 as,

)
Vo= idVIO)[b(0)s + VI Hslo(t)s = VI(e) [(—id + Hs] V(1)[(1))1
caddy () = [Hr = VI)id, V()] [v@®)r , Hi(t) :=V(t)HsV(t) . Similarly,
t) = [A/(t),VI(t)id,V(1)] .

For the choice d;V (t) = 0, we get back the Schrodinger picture. For the choice id;V (t) =
V(t)H[(t) < id,V(t) = HsV (t), we get di|v(t))r = 0, idiAr(t) = [Af(t), H;(t)] and we
have the Heisenberg picture.

Let us split the Schrodinger Hamiltonian as Hg := Hy + H' where H, is the “free”
Hamiltonian and H’ is the “interaction” Hamiltonian. Now we choose, id,V;(t) = HoV;(t).

This results in the equations,

iddy(t)r = (Hr— (Ho))lY(t)r = Hilp(t)) , idAr(t) = [Ar, (Ho)i] (9.12)

This is the “Dirac” or the “interaction” picture wherein the states evolve by interaction
Hamiltonian while the operators evolve by the free Hamiltonian. Notice that (Hy);(t) = Ho.
Consider now a quantum harmonic oscillator interacting with a “classical source” i.e.

H = (3p* + jw?¢®) + J(t)4(t), where J(t) is an externally prescribed real function of time.
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We express the Hamiltonian as,
ty o L t /
H=w(a a+§)+J(t)(a+a) = Ho+ H'.
In the interaction picture,

idyar(t) = [ar(t), Ho] = war.aar] = way
coar(t) = e (0) , al(t) = e™al(0)

L Hy = J(t)ear(0) + J(t)e “tal(0) .

The state vector evolves by H/(t) which gives, |1(t)) = exp (—i fot dt’H}(t’)) |1(0));. The

exponential simplifies as,
e_ifg At H() eii f(;f dt’ [J(t/)eiwt'aJre_iwt’aT] 0= aI(O) ’ aT — a.II.(O)
t
= Wel-a’Mae (1) = —2'/ dt' J(t')e™ ™! . Evidently,
0
(V&) = D(a(t))|4(0)): -

We see immediately that if |¢/(0)); = |0), then at each ¢, [¢)(¢)); is the coherent state |a(t)).

Thus a quantum oscillator interacting with a classical source (linearly coupled) will evolve
into a coherent state from its ground state.

The generalization to a quantum field is immediate. A quantum field in its ground state
(vacuum state), upon interacting (linear coupling) with a classical source, will evolve into a
coherent state.

Remark: You may try out different coupling to a classical source eg J(t)g?, to see what
happens. This is indeed what happens with a quantum field in a FRW expanding universe.
The result is squeezed states of the field modes, in exactly the same manner. If the source is

also an operator, then in general we do not expect the state to evolve into a coherent state.
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10. QUANTUM FIELDS IN SCATTERING PHENOMENA

So far we have introduced and studied quantum fields in the “non-interacting” con-
text in the sense, the equations of motion that they satisfied were linear. We alluded to
interactions of the fields with sources/detectors, involving emission/absorption of quanta.
A more detailed version of this is typically treated in interactions of quantum fields with
atoms/molecules which are non-relativistic system making transitions among their bound
states. There is another class of interactions which are manifested in scattering phenom-
ena. These can be studied in high energy collisions and are a direct tool to probe the basic
microscopic interactions.

We first discuss typical scattering arrangement, identify the relevant measurable phys-
ical quantities, set up a theoretical framework and see how quantum fields gel with the
framework.

A typical scattering experiment involves shooting particles at some target to be studied
and observing the deflected or emerging set of particles. Instead of fixed target we could
also have colliding beams. It is usually the case that,

(i) we understand the projectile particles reasonably well and able to control their prop-
erties such as energy, momentum, spin, charge, shooting angles etc fairly accurately. It
is presumed (a necessary condition) that the presence of target and/or other particles do
not affect these properties significantly at least as long as they are well separated (spatially
and /or temporally);

(ii) after a large but finite time, we can observe the emergent particles whose properties
can be similarly ascertained and they too are presumed well understood;

(iii) the correlations among the incoming and outgoing particles, though determined by
the intervening target region, can be measured independent of the target.

If we wish to view the combined system of projectile, target and emergent particles as
a single dynamical system, then the dynamical system must have three separate evolutions
at least approximately. These are: (a) evolution in the distant past (t — —o0); (b) evo-
lution in the distant future (¢t — 4+o00) and (c) evolution during the intermediate time of
interaction. For instance, in a classical scattering, we will have a trajectory beginning and
ending in a region of the phase space, marked as “asymptotic region”. In these regions, the

exact trajectory may be well approximated by a different, usually “free” Hamiltonian. In a
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quantum setting, we may replace a trajectory in phase space by one in the state space. It
should be noted right away that not all trajectories are of the scattering type - classically or
quantum mechanically.

What are the typically observed quantities?

In practice, it is not a single particle that is sent in but rather a well collimated beam
directed at the target region. After individual particles emerge, there is a spread in their
direction as the initial conditions are not identical. Typically, these are detected at different
locations by detectors which have finite aperture and therefore the state of the detected
particles is also known approximately. Given the aperture of a detector and its distance
to the target, we know the solid angle subtended at the scattering region. Thus, the basic
measurements are: (i) /(n)d€) := number of particles or events detected per second along
the direction n. This may be measured for each species of particle separately or just the
total; (ii) the prepared beam has a flux J := number of incident particles per second per unit
transverse area of the beam. Both these numbers are known directly. They are obviously

proportional and define: |I(n)dS? :=do(n,...)J.| The do(n,...) is called the differential

cross-section and ... refer to its dependence on other properties such as energy etc. These
reflect the averaged attributes of the beam - average energy, momentum, polarization etc.
The detection can be made finer with particle detection in coincidence, select specific polar-
ization, charge etc. Depending upon the attributes tagged and included in I(n)dS) we get
exclusive/inclusive cross-sections. If one does not care even about the angle, we have the
total cross-section. These are typically used in determining decay rates and in applications
in statistical mechanics as input from the microscopic dynamics.

In summary, the only information that is used about the beam is the flux while finer
details of the final state are used in defining various differential cross-sections. Thus any
cross-section is defined as the ratio above and has dimensions of area. Experimentalist give
these measured numbers while a theorist has to choose a favorite model and compute these
numbers. For this, we turn to the theoretical formulation of scattering processes in the

quantum framework. Here are some basic observations.
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A. General scattering framework

Let H be the Hilbert space of the combined system (projectile-target-scattered /emerged).
Let Hy, Hj and H be the three Hamiltonian operators governing the time evolution in the
remote past, distant future and all through. For simplicity, we take Hj = Hy, though they
could be different. The evolution generated by Hj is is said to be “free”. All are assumed
to have no explicit time dependence. All are assumed to be self-adjoint.

Let their corresponding eigenvalue equations be, Hy¢, = €,¢, and Hy, = €,0,. We

have the most general solutions expressed as,

V() = Y a0 (0)  G() =D ane "9, (0)
Ve (0) = Zba,nqbn(()) H{Ya(0)}, {0.(0)} , are complete.

LPt) = Z Cabane " ¢,(0) , all coefficients are time independent.

We are interested in those solutions ¢ (¢) while resembles some free solution as t — +o0.

Thus, as t — —o0,

Y(t) = ¢(t) >0 = {Z Cobg peEotTiont an} $n(0) =0 .

LQn — Z cabame"(enfsa)t YV n . t—independence of coefficients implies,
(0%

Cabon (nosum) =0 whenever g, # €, .

So, if Hy, H do not have any eigenvalue in common, then for every c,, # 0,b,,, =0V n.
Hence, no solution v,(0) is approximable by a free evolution. For a sufficiently general
solution ¢(t) to approximate some exact solution (), spectrum of Hy should be a subset of
the spectrum of H. Conversely, every solution with ¢, = 0 for every ¢, ¢ Spec(Hy), can be
asymptotically approximated, by some free evolution. Such solutions are called scattering
solutions.

Note: Usually, the spectrum of Hy is continuous and bounded below. Its eigenstates span
the Hilbert space. The scattering states of H however span only a subspace of . To span
the full Hilbert space we need to include the bound states of H. We have been somewhat

informal in the above argument, here are the sharper definitions.
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Definition: A solution [¢(t)) is said to be incoming (outgoing) if 3 a solution
|0 (£)) (|dout(t))) such that

i [[9(8) = G =0 ( Jim_[[9(2) — GO

Note: If the prepared beam or the detected scattered particles are to be associated with a
state of the full system, then it is necessary that at the most only one |1)(t)) can be asymptote
to a given |¢i,(t)) or a given | (t)). Establishing such a property for a model of scattering
is called the basic existence and uniqueness problem.

The solutions can be tagged by states at any particular instance for example, “|i)(t = 0))”.
We identify #, := {v € H /1 (t) is incoming } and H,,, := {1 € H /1(t) is outgoing }.

Potentially it is possible to have (i) ¢ ¢ H,, v ¢ Hyu: (no scattering); (i) ¢ € H,,
but ¢ ¢ H, (capture’ process); (iii) v ¢ H,, but ¢ € H,,; (‘decay’ process) and (iv)
W € Hiy, N Hyyy (scattering).

Definition: A scattering system is weakly asymptotically complete if H,,, = H,. It may
so happen that the subspace of bound states, Hyounq is such that H = Hyouna © Hir O Howse.
Then the system is said to be asymptotically complete.

These distinctions have a bearing on the definition of S—matrix and its unitarity.

Let U(t),Uy(t) denote the unitary evolution operators corresponding to Hy, H respec-
tively. Let [¢(t)) = U(t—t')|[1)(t')) be an incoming solution. Then 3 ¢;,(t) = Up(t—1")in(t'))

(¢ arbitrarily chosen instant) such that,

Ast— —oo , U@t =)t = Us(t — )i ()] — 0
[(t') = Ut =) Us(t = )i ()] — 0
L lim g(t) = lim Ut —tUp(t — ) pin(t') .

Define: Q, = lim U'(t —t\Up(t —t) = lim UT(t)Uy(t) Using Ut(t) = U(—1),
t
——00

t——o0

we have, Q. = lim U(=t)Up(t) and [¢(t")) = Qi |din(t)) ¥V T'|.

t——o0

Likewise, for an asymptotically outgoing solution, we have,

Q- = lim U(—0)Uo(t) and () = Q_[dour()) ¥ 7.

t—+o00

The Q4 are called the Moller operators. They map free solutions to asymptotic solutions.

The assumption of existence and uniqueness of scattering solutions, guarantees the existence
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of these operators. Their adjoints are defined as, Qf := lim,, o Usy(—=t)U(t) , QF =
limy_, o0 Up(—t)U(t). The adjoints give ¢ (t') = QL0 (1) | dou (') = QLp(t') V',

It follows that ¥(t) = QuQLY(t), QL Qdin(t) = ¢u(t) and QL Gour(t) = Pour(t).
Since the ¢;,/0u¢ span the full Hilbert space, the last two equalities imply that QlQi =1.
The same is not true for the ¢(¢)’s and hence Q.QL # 1 . Thus the Moller operators
are isometry operators but not unitary operators. For the special case of asymptotic com-
pleteness, we can write QiQL = 1 — Pyound Where Pyyunq is the projection operator on
Hyoung- From the Schrodinger equations satisfied by the 1 (¢) and ¢(t), it is easy to see that
HQ, = Q. Hy and H)QL = QLH .

Consider now a solution which is both asymptotically incoming and outgoing. Then we

have, 1(t) = Q4 din(t) and dou(t) = Q' p(t). Therefore,

Gout(t) = QQLdin(t) , Gin(t) = QU Q_¢ou(t) and we define, (10.1)
S = Q'Q, on [Range(Q.)] N [Domain(Q_)] # 0 . (10.2)

Note that the range of Q. are states in #;, while the domain of OF are states in H,,;. The
scattering operator, S, is thus well defined when weak asymptotic completeness holds. Sim-
ilarly, we define ST := QLQ, which is also well defined when weak asymptotic completeness

holds. If in addition asymptotic completeness holds, then

Sts = 0l 0T 0, = QL(1 - Pouna) = 1 -0 likewise, (10.3)
SSt =00, 0l0. = Q' (1 - Puna)2. = 1-0. (10.4)

Thus the scattering operator is unitary when asymptotic completeness holds. This is regard-
less of the Moller operators being non-unitary. The scattering operator S maps from free
solutions ¢y, (t) to free solutions ¢oy. Its matrix elements between the basis of free solutions

define the S — matriz. Explicitly, let ¢¢ (t) and ¢2,,(t) denote incoming and out going free

out

solutions. Then,

Sba 1= (Sout(DIS105, (1)) = (D5t (1) D5t (2)) - (10.5)

The ¢%,,(t) state is a state that evolved from a specific incoming state while ¢°_,(t) is an

arbitrary free state and Sy, is the inner product between the two.
Hence, Sy, gives the probability amplitude for a free state |¢;,(t)) to evolve into an out-

going state |¢° .(t)) - in short a transition amplitude.

96



The S operator defined in terms of the Moller operators is manifestly time independent.
It matrix elements however seem to have a time dependence through those of the ¢;, /Out(t).
This apparent time dependence is actually absent and can be seen as follows.

Recall the boxed relations among €24, Ql, H and Hy. From these we get,

SHy = Q' Q,Hy = Q" HQ, = HyQ' Q. = H,S.

idiSpa = idy((05,(t)[S]65, (1))
= —(Bout(t) HoS |65, (1)) + 0 + (Pt (1)iS Hol 45, (1))
= (Bou (D[S, Holle5, (1)) = 0.

In summary:
e A generic scattering system has H and the three Hamiltonians H, Hy, H, specified;

e There exist asymptotic subspaces of H , #,,, H,,,; elements of which give full solutions

approaching some free solutions as t — +o0;

e Provided the system admits scattering states, there exist the Moller operators, {24 on

H with ranges in H;, . respectively;

o If weak asymptotic completeness holds, 3 the scattering operators S : #;,, — *,,; and
its adjoint ST. The scattering operator S is unitary provided asymptotic completeness

holds.

e Once Sy, are known, the cross-section can be computed, since the number of scattered

particles is proportional to |Sy,|?, while the flux of the incoming particles is given by

the probability current corresponding to ¢, (t).

e Much of the rigorous analysis goes in addressing the existence and uniqueness prop-
erties of the proposed scattering system. Further details may be seen in [9, 10].
In practice, rarely a scattering system is specified in sufficient details to address these

issues, but they are at the very basic definitional level.

Returning to interacting quantum fields, we have the candidate free states - the states of
free quantum fields with known free Hamiltonian Hy,. We may specify the interacting system

by additional Lorentz invariant terms in the Lagrangian or specifying the Hamiltonian H.
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However, we do not know what the Hilbert space of interacting quantum fields is let alone
if it admits scattering states. But we do know what properties we would like to have for
a scattering interpretation. The task now is to make suitable assumptions and build a

computational recipe to define and compute the S—matrix elements.

B. Scattering with quantum fields: Heisenberg Picture

The above discussion has been in terms of the states evolving in time i.e. in Schrodinger
picture. For interacting quantum fields we do not know the state space (except for the free
fields). We do have Poincare covariance as a guide and this puts the field operators and their
Poincare transforms at the center stage. We are thus led to use the Heisenberg picture and
formulate the recipe in terms of the evolving operators. As states do not evolve in Heisenberg
picture, we postulate certain properties for the states, postulate Poincare covariance on the
operator evolution and make specific additional assumption of “asymptotic condition” to

incorporate the scattering feature. A reference for this material is [11].

1. We choose the basis states of the interacting quantum fields to be labeled by mutually
commuting, conserved Noether charges whose existence is guaranteed by the pre-
sumed symmetries. Among these symmetries is included the Poincare group (proper,
orthochronous with/without discrete symmetries). The Poincare symmetry immedi-
ately gives eigenvalues of P* as a set of labels. Our first assumption is regarding the

spectrum of P*.

2. e There exists a unique vacuum, eigenstate |0) with P*|0) = 0;

e Eigenvalues, p*, of P* lie in the forward light cone i.e. p* < 0,p° > 0;

e J stable, single particle states with masses m;: P*|p’) = p!'|p") , p? = —m? .

e The eigenvalues 0 and m? of P? are discrete in the sense of being isolated val-
ues. The “multi-particle” states have their total momentum time-like but the

corresponding —p? can take any value above their total rest mass.

Note: If there are “internal symmetries” (i.e. non-space-time symmetries), then it is
conceivable that the zero eigenvalue of P* is degenerate, and carries some represen-

tation of the internal symmetry group (usually compact). Every one of these states
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FIG. 1: Spectrum for a single, massive scalar field. The two particle states form a continuum above

and including —(p; + p2)? = 4m? hyperboloid.

must still be singlets of the Poincare group. But now, these vacua themselves carry
some quantum numbers and quantum fields acting on these will create single particle
states labeled by tensor product of representations of the internal symmetry group.

This is not done and one stipulates the vacuum to be a singlet under all symmetries.

Note: We have taken the stable particles to have a non-zero mass. This is a statement
about the spectrum of P? in the full, exact interacting quantum field theory and not
at some approximation of it. This would seem to exclude the massless representations
of the Poincare group for interacting quantum fields. In practice i.e. in perturbation

theory we will use massless photons and see the accompanying infrared problems.

3. e An interacting field operator, denoted schematically by ®(z) satisfies an operator
equation of the form, (O — m2)®(x) = J(x) where J(z) is an operator built
out of ® and possibly other field operators. We re-write the field equation as
(O —m*)(x) = J(z) = (m* —m)®(x) =: J (x)

e The field obeys the equal time (anti-)commutation relations:
[@(t, ), d(t,5)] = 0 = [1(t,7), 11(t,9)] , [(t,7),11(t,9)] = i0* (T~ 7) .

If J(x) has no derivatives of fields, the momentum field is TI(¢, Z) = ®(¢, #). This

stipulates the quantized nature of the field while the equation of motion stipulates
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the nature of interaction.

e T another set of fields, quantized ®;,,(x), @,y (), build out of the interacting field
®(x), and satisfying the same set of equal time (anti-)commutation relations but
obeying free field equations: ((J—m?)®,, Jout = 0 where m is the “physical” mass.
The in and out fields thus have the same mode decomposition introducing the
creation/annihilation operators which create/destroy stable particles with phys-
ical mass m. These fields also transform the same way as the field ®(z) under

the symmetries, in particular, ®;,(z + a) = P d;, (z)e"F.

4. Asymptotic conditions: The exact interacting quantum field ®(z) is linked to the in

and out fields by the asymptotic conditions,

— VZ®(z) , D(2) — VZ D, (2)

q)(x)|t—>—oo |t—>oo

Here Z is a possible normalization constant which we will show to be necessarily

different from 1.

Note: The asymptotic conditions are not operator equations but are weak equations

i.e. hold for arbitrary matrix elements in the basis of normalized states.

Below we elaborate the conditions and note a number of properties.
Asymptotic conditions are consistent with Poincare covariance: A formal solution of the

equation satisfied by ®(x) is given by,
(I)(gj) = /d4y Gret(m - Y, m)j(y> + \/Z(I)m(w) (106)

As t — —o0, the first term vanishes (property of retarded Green function) recovering the
asymptotic condition. This is a heuristic argument since J(y) it built out of ®(z) and some

iterative procedure is implicit. The consistency with covariance is seen as,
VZ®;,(x —a) = ®(x—a) — /d4y Gret(z —a—y,m)J(y)

= e " PP(g)e P — /d4y Gret(z — 1y, m)J(y — a)

= e laP [@(m) — /d4y Gret(z —y,m)J(y)| €T = VZe P, (x)e T .
Note: Only the G, is used in the formal solution and not G'reynman-
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®,,,(x) creates states with physical mass m: The infinitesimal form of the transformation

law for ®;,(z) implies, [P*, ®;,(x)] = —i0*®;,(x) and we also have the equation of motion
(O —m*)d,, = 0.
For any physical state |k, ), P*|k, o) = k*|k, ). Therefore,
—10M(k, | @y (2)]0) = (K, a|[P", Py ()], @) = K (k, | P (x)]0)
—0(k, 0| @in()[0) = k*(k, a| P (2)]0)
(=04 m?)(k, a|®;,(2)]0) =0= (k* +m?)(k,a|®,(2)]0) = k*=-—m?*.

Thus, ®;,(x) behaves exactly like a free field producing physical states from the vacuum and

we can be taken to have the usual mode decomposition,

-

/ \/2wk o L (h)e *e el (Be ]

d*k
PoPinlt) = V2
al (k) = \/T /ddx etk ?
And, a,n(g) = W/d3x e_ik-a; 8()
i

Note: In writing the inversion formula, we have done the spatial integration over a

al (k) is

The choice of this hypersurface does not matter (a;,

[—z’wgam(/z)eik"” + iwgay,

t =constant hypersurface ;.

independent of t). This is kept implicit in all the inversion formulae below.

It follows immediately, (0|®;,(x)|0) = 0 and,

(k, a|®(2)]0) = (k, ale ™D, (0)e™|0) = e *(k, a|D;,(0)]0)

—ik-x

(. al2uO0) =~y = Kl @) = s
p k

Suffice it to say that corresponding expressions exist for ¢,,:. In particular the heuristic

expression take the form,
B(2) = VZoula) + [ &y Coanle — )T (w)

How far can we get with Lorentz covariance and the assumptions on the spectrum?
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C. Kallen-Lehmann Representation

Consider the vacuum expectation values of the commutator of interacting field,
iAN (z,2") = (0][®(x), P(2")]0). We had evaluated this for the free fields while consider-
ing the spin-statistics, ~ A, (z — 2’). We evaluate it as,

iA(x,2') = Z(O|<I>(:B)|n>(n|(l>(x’)|0> —(z < 2'), (10.8)

n

= Z<0|<I>( )e' " |n) (nle” T (0)|0) — (z ¢ a), (10.9)

= Z| 0|®(0)|n)] ( i(o=at)hn _ e’i(x’x/)'kn) a function of (z — 2’). (10.10)

The states |n) contain the vacuum, the single particle states on the isolated hyperboloid

kZ = —m? as well as the multi-particles continuum. To collect terms with the same total

kt, insert 1 = [ d*qd*(q — k,,) and write,

Nz —a) =~ [ o [% 55" (a = kOl (1 _e—z‘u—m»kn)]
= —(2;) /d4 < o x/)'q—e*i(%x)'q> p(q)  where,
p(q) = [ (2m) 254 q — k,)|(0]®(0 )|n>|2] (the spectral density).

Claim: The spectral density is a scalar function of ¢2.
Proof: Under a Lorentz transformation, U(A), we have U(A)[0) = |0) and
U(N)P(0) U1 (A) = &(A0) = ®(0). Hence,

(2n)* 2200~ kIOROU )

Next,

(54(1{3) ~ /d4xezkx:/d4(Ax)ezk(Ax) :/d4x€i(A1k)~zN54(A—lk,) )
2m)% ) " M (AT (g — k) {O[2(0)U ™ (A)[m) |2
Let U(A)|n) = |m). Then U'(A)P*U(A) = A* P”. Acting on |n) implies, P*|m) =

k% |m) and we already had P¥|n) = kF|n). This in turn implies, kU~ *(A)|m) = A" k¥ |n)

or, k# = A* k7. Lowering the Lorentz index gives, (km), = (kn),(A™")",. Replacing the
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sum over n by that over m gives,
pla) = (27)* S 64k — A1) (0] @(0)[m)|2 = p(A"1q)

Thus, p(q) can only depend on g through ¢?.
Since the physical spectrum has ¢* < 0 with ¢° > 0, we write p(q) := 0(¢°)p(¢?), p(¢*) =
0 for ¢ > 0. Substituting in A’ gives,

N —a') = (;)3 / dap(?)0(q") () = emiala)
= [ artole?) | g [ dte? et
A/(l‘ — :E/) = /000 do? ,O(O'Q)A(x . :E/, 02) . (10'11)

Here we have introduced the function €(x) = 6(x) — (—x) to combine the two exponentials
and also recognized that the the square bracket is just —i[®;,(z), ®;,(z")] for m? = 0. The
last equation is known as the Kallen-Lehmann representation or the spectral representation
for the commutator function A’(x — ') of the exact interacting quantum fields. This has
followed from Poincare covariance (separation of the z—dependence), the assumptions re-
garding the spectrum of the interacting system (p(¢*> > 0) = 0) and normalizations used for
®,, in identifying the A(x — 2/, 0?).

We can separate the contribution of the 1l-particle states at 0> = m?2. We obtain the

(0|®(x)|k) using the asymptotic condition,
ORI = VZQI@u()R) + [ 'y Guals = y.m)OLTWIE) . but

0|J(y)|k) = (O(O —m?)®(z)|k) = (O — m?) (0] (0) [y ™)
= (—=k* —m?) (<0|®(0)|k>€ik'x) = 0. The first term then gives,

R(K) = VZORuI) = V7 = ORI = s
Z
(P partice = 21)° | PRk — @)z = Z0(q* — m?)0(q" :
(@) )" [ k0~ 0) s = 2606~ Yol (10.12)
A(x —2) = ZA(x — 2',m?*) + /2 do’p(o®)A(x — 2/, 0%)| .(10.13)

The lower limit on the integral is the smallest invariant mass of the multi-particle continuum

and m? > m? is assumed.
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We can now derive a bound on Z. Observe that

lim (i0,A' (z — 2)) = (0|[®(x), D(2))]]|0) = —i6®(z — 2) = (IO, Az — ', m?)) .

t'—t
We are using the assumption that there are no derivative terms in J(z) or equivalently,
I1(z) = ®(z) and noting that the in/out fields satisfy the same commutation relations.

Taking —i0; on eq.(10.13) and taking the limit ¢’ — ¢, we deduce

2
mi

Oor, 1 =2 do? p(o? 0< Z < 1. 10.14
n1=2+ [ dotple) —[0<Z<1] (10.14)

my

—i63(7 - 1) = Z(-id*(& - 7)) + /OO do® p(c®) [-i6*(Z — &, 0)]

The inequalities on Z can be understood as follows. Since asymptotic condition is needed
to link ®(z) with ®,/0u(x), Z # 0. To understand the upper limit, notice that the free
fields can only produce 1-particles states since it is linear in creation/annihilation operators.
The interacting field has no such restriction and can produce multi-particle states as well.
Hence the probability for it to produce 1-particle states is less than that for the free fields
i.e. [(0]®(x)|k)|* < [(0|Pin/out(x)|k)[*. This results in Z < 1.

In principle the Z factors for the in and out fields could have been different in the
asymptotic conditions. However, following identical steps as above would lead us to the
same relation (10.13) implying equality of the Z’s.

An important point to note is that Z < 1 has a physical reason, quite independent of
any infinities and their renormalization that we will encounter later on.

Remark: In the Kallen-Lehmann spectral representation we considered the vacuum ex-
pectation value of the commutator of the fully interacting quantum field presumed to satisfy
the usual canonical commutation relations. Because of this, the interacting quantum field
gets identified with the so called “bare” quantum field in the renormalized perturbation
theory. We could instead use a “renormalized” quantum field, ®g(x) := ®(z)/v/Z and cor-
respondingly define, Aly(z — 2') := Z7'A'(z — 2'). Tt follows that pr(¢?) = Z7'p(¢*) and
[@g(z), Pr(a’)] = iZ716%(x —2'). In terms of the renormalized quantities, there is no factor

of Z in equation (10.13). The manipulations leading to the bound on Z will now give,

lim (10, Al (z — 2)) = (0][@r(z), Pr(2)]|0) = —iZ 7163 (x — 2') = Z (10, Az — 2, m?)) |

t'—t
and the eq.(10.13) will lead to 1 = Z [1+ [ do?pr(c?)] implying again that Z < 1. These

bounds are true provided the spectral integral is finite. In perturbation theory, the two point
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functions (commutator or the Feynman propagator) of the unrenormalized fields are Ultra-
Violet divergent and the bound cannot be inferred (See section 10.7 of [1]). The Kallen-
Lehmann representation eq.(10.11) itself does not depend on the canonical commutation

relations for the interacting field and can indeed be derived for composite fields as well.

D. The S-matrix and its properties

Having the ®;;,/0u:(7) and their corresponding mode expansions at our disposal, we can
now define the in/out states as, |k)in := al (k)]|0) and |k)ou := a,,(k)[0). Similarly, multi-
particle states can be defined. We can form wave packets for normalizable states and take
limit of infinite sharpness at the end. We bypass these steps and work with the momentum
eigenstates. Note that these states are time independent. While we can certainly define the
general in/out states and take their spans, we need to (and do) make a further assumption
that these spans generate the full Hilbert space of the interacting quantum fields'®. The
sets of in and out states just constitute two orthonormal bases, conveniently transforming
by representations of the Poincare group. This guarantees existence of a unitary operator
connecting the two orthonormal bases. This is our scattering operator in this Heisenberg
picture formulation. Taking the basis elements to be generated by monomials of a;rn(lg, a,...)

and a (E, o,...), the S—matrix is defined as,

Spa = (B out|a in) =: (B in|S|a in) (10.15)

T 4l . The definition

) out*

Note that «, S label basis states which are created by monomials in a
of S operator shows that it preserves the labels: (f out| =: (f in|S. We stipulate some
conditions on the S—matrix.

Stability of the vacuum and 1-particle states: We expect vacuum state to suffer no scat-
tering spontaneously except may be acquiring a phase (uniqueness of vacuum allows a phase
since rays are defined unto phases). We choose the phase to be 1, and stipulate .
Likewise presumed stability of single particle states also disallows any spontaneous change
(nothing to scatter against). Thus we stipulate that Sy, = 0%(K — k). Scattering takes

place with multi-particle states.

10 This automatically precludes bound states in the interacting system and amounts to postulating asymp-

totic completeness property mentioned earlier.
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Claim: ®,,(z) = S7'®;,(z)S .

Proof: Consider, (5 out|®y:(z)|a in) and evaluate in two ways.
(B out|Pout(z)|av in) = ((B in|S)Pout(z)|a in).

Next, (8’ out| := (B out|Py,(z) is a linear combination of the out-basis elements. Each of
this can be expressed as corresponding in-basis element times S. And the in-basis element

is also obtained by action of ®;,(z). In equation,
(8 out] = 37 Oy out] = 32, ((y inl) =
g v
(Z Cly m|> S =: (8" in|S = ((B in|®in(x))S.
v

Taking inner product of the two expressions with |« in) gives,

(B out| Doy ()| in) = (B in|SPous(x)|a in) = (B in|P;,(x))S|a in) ¥V a, B.

Completeness of the in-basis implies, | @, () = S~ ®;,(7)S .| proving the claim.

Claim: Covariance of the in/out fields gives invariance of the scattering operator.

Proof: We have,

U(A,a)®;,(2)U YA a) = @i (Az + a)
U(A, a)®u(2)U A a) = ®py(Az+a) and  Pou(x) = S0, (2)S
S US™0,(2)Y U™ = 8710, (Ax +a)S = ST'UD,, (2)ULS (10.16)
S UISUS 10, (0) = i (2)UTSUS™! =>

U'SUS™ = 1or|SUA,a)=U(\a)S]|. (10.17)

Question: Are the Schrodinger picture definitions of the scattering matrix element (10.5)
and the Heisenberg picture scattering matrix element defined using ®,,; = S~'®;,,S, related?
If so, how?

We now relate the S-matrix elements to vacuum expectation values of time ordered prod-
ucts of the interacting fields - the Lehmann-Symanzik-Zimmermann (LSZ) reduction formu-
lae. This is followed by covariant perturbation series leading to Feynman rules. We will first
detail these steps for the notationally simpler case of a scalar field and then summarize the

corresponding steps for the Dirac and the Maxwell fields.
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E. Lehmann-Symanzik-Zimmermann Reduction of S—matrix

We have defined the S—matrix elements using the in and out states which form the basis
elements created by monomials in ajn(l;, ...) and a!,(K,...) acting on the unique vacuum.
The in and out fields are not independent or uncorrelated, they are linked through the
interacting field ®(x) via the asymptotic condition. The LSZ reduction of the S—matrix
elements expresses them in terms of the interacting field explicitly. For simplicity, let us

first consider the case of an interacting Hermitian scalar field.

1. LSZ reduction for Klein-Gordon field

Consider a matrix element of the form (8 out|a, k in) where we have separated the k

label in the in-state. The definition gives,
(8 outla, ks in) = (8 outlal, ()l in) = (8 out] (al,(F) — abuu(F) + alyu(R) ) |ov in)

The aout(k> acting on the out-state will remove a particle with label k if it is present in the
label set (3, or will annihilate the out-state. For simplicity, let us assume that there is no
such state in the § label. Then we have just added and subtracted a 0. For the first two

term in the brackets , use the inversion formula (10.7).

(B outla, k in) = (B out| [ Din ()

d3 ik-x 8
\/2 w~ (2m)3 / e ’
(z)

| in).

+i 3 ppika Sy
+\/W/d a0 (Pout
. . +i L 9B (x)
[..] = (tlgrnoo_tgmoo) {\/r W/d a:—ﬁ }
NZ[...] = /d4x Do {eik“b—g@(x)}
_ /d%; {F2R(x) — R(T)D()} | (—ORe™ = (—V2 4 m?)eih)
= /d4x etk {83@(:16) + (=V?+m?)®(z)} , (V? flipped onto ®()).

—1 d*ze*

(B out|a, k in) = —m?){(B out|®(x)|a in) .

‘/2%; (2m)3

Now let us separate a particle with label &’ from the out-state and write (5 out| =
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(v, k' out| the inner product on the right hand side of the above equation. Consider,

(v, k" out|®(x)|a in) = (v out!aout(E’)®(x)|a in)
= (7 out|(aout (k)0 (x) — B(2)ain (k') + ®(2)ain(K))|c in)

As before, for simplicity, assume a-label does not contain &’ and thus drop the third term
in the brackets. Notice that we have added and subtracted the zero term with am(lg’ ) to the
right of ®(z) while agy (k') is naturally to the left of ®(z). We need to maintain this order
as we do not have the commutation relations between the in/out field and the interacting
field. As before, using the inversion formula (10.7) and using the asymptotic condition, we

get

(7. K out|®(x)]a in) = (v out| [ ﬁ [ @ {F o))

NVZ[..] = - /d3x'{ lim (e_ik,'zlgcb(x'))@(x)

It is convenient to define a time ordering instruction. Define a time ordered product as:
T{A(t:,2)B(t2, §)} == 0(t1 — t2) A(t1, ) B(ta, §) + 0(ta — 11) B(ta, y) Aty 7).

Notice that the two limits already have the time ordering incorporated. Hence we can

combine the terms and write,

VZ1.. lim — lim >eik’-f3§T{q>(a;')q>(x)}

1= — &
\/2(,‘)]—5, 27‘(‘ 3 =00 t'——o0

_ W/dﬁlx@’ (9T (@(2)2(2)})

Proceeding exactly as before we get,

—zk’ ! ik~;t
K out|a, koin) = d*r | d*x
0 outle ein) ( ) / /205 20)? 2w (27)?

(Do — m?) (0, — m?) (3, out|T {D(a')d(x)} |a, k in) (10.18)

The generalization is immediate and we state the master formula for the S—matrix element
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as,

. m—+n
(ki) .o K outlky, .. ko in) = <—Z> /d4 dhx ’/d4x1..d4xm
n k —Hk’ X
1;[ \/ka, H \/ka 27T

. (Op — m2)(|:|x1 —m?) ... (0,, —m?)

Dxl —m?)

O[T {®(2)) ... B(x)®(w1) ... B(x,)}]0) (10.19)

The vacuum expectation value of the time ordered product of n quantum fields (interacting
or free) is called an n—point function/Green function/n-point correlation function.

To get the S—matrix elements, the n-point function is operated by the free field equation
expression, multiplied by the in/out mode functions and integrated over all the space-time
points. Note that the time ordering arises because the definition of S—matrix requires all the
creation operators, aln(g), have to be on the right while the annihilation operators, oy (k)
have to be on the left. This will also naturally lead to the Feynman Green’s function (free,
2-point function).

Let us note the steps that were followed to get the S—matrix elements in terms of the

n-point functions.

e Mode decomposition of the free field and the inversion formulae;

Equation of motion for the interacting field with a ‘source’ term on the right hand

side;

Equal time(anti-)commutation relations for both the interacting and the in/out fields;

Asymptotic conditions;

Reduction process;

2. LSZ reduction for Dirac field

We begin by recalling the mode decomposition.

/ W Yu(k, o) + dt (K, o)yo(k, U)e_ik“]
Pk

\I/T(x) 2w~

[ (F, o)l (K, 0)e™™* + d(R, o)l (R, o)e|
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We have used the U field instead of ¥ because the inversion formulae take a more convenient
form.

We had defined the u, v spinors as,

(F+mu(k,0) =0, a(k,o)u(k,0') = 6,00 = —0(k,0)0(k,0"), (—k+m)o(k,o)=
;u@,o—)a(ag):—@;m , ;vu%‘,a)@(%,o—):—%;—mm

We need to express these in terms of the adjoints rather than in terms of the Dirac adjoints.

This alternative for can be derived as follows. We have,

u(k, o)y u(k, ') = Ak, o)y u(k, o) , k* = A"k | k* = (m,0) . For u =0,
uf(k, o)k, o) = A ul(k, o) v ulk, ') = A ul(k, o)y ulk, o) - Y Pulk,o') = u(k,o")
= Aul(k, o)y u(k, o") + A%uf (k, o)y'u(k, o)

ol (b o)u(k, o) = Au(k, o)u(k, o) +0 = A%8,0 +0

The second term in the last equation is zero because, for k spinors 7°u(k, o) = u(k, o). This
implies,

ulyiu = u'y 'y = —ulyiy'u = —ulyiu .
Similarly, vf(k,o)v(k,0') = —A%0(k, 0)v(k,0") = +A%0,4. But A% is defined through,
k# = A”l,l%”. For p = 0 this gives, AY = % Our orthonormality relations then take the

form,

— —

u' (k, o)u(k,o’) = %5570/ =l (k, o)k, o) , ufv=0=0lu.

We can use these relations to derive the inversion formulae. For instance, multiplying the

mode decomposition for (x) by uf(k,o)e"** and integrating over d®z yields,

b(k,o) /dgmﬁ(lz, o)e”F ()

B 2m
V2w (2m)3

It is convenient to define
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The inversion formulae are,

b(F o) = / Bre m U E o) () (10.20)
di(k,0) = / Pret T VE o) U () (10.21)
vk, o) = /d?’xe*ikw*(a:)U(E, o) (10.22)
d(F, o) = / Fre G )V (R, o) (10.23)

In the reduction process, we will have for instance,

Vo0 = (o) = [ ' e (W(a), — W) U(E.0)
1 . .
and using asymptotic condition — — /d4x Qo (™ (2)) U(k,0)
VZ
Next,

Ao (e Ut () U(k,0) = ¢** (0! + ik UM U:
ikoUTU = 0 (koY )U = iV (F — kiU = iU (—mU) + Uy (—ik;U)
o €k UTU = e (—iUmU) + Uy (=0;e*")U = e** (—im¥ + 9;07") U
5.0 (eik"”\lﬂ) U(/g, o) = e {060~ + 0,0y —imV} U = (—ie™) {Z@% + m\If} U

% —
Hence, instead of (—J, +m?) acting on ®(z), we will have (—2mi)(i @ +m) acting on ¥ (z)
and (—Qmi)(—iﬁ + m) acting on W(x). The wavefunction factors will be:

Particle in in-state: U(k,o)e™™® | Particle in out-state: U(k,o)e ™" (10.24)

anti-Particle in in-state: V(k,0)e™™® | anti-Particle in out-state: V (k, o )e"*%(10.25)

For multi-particle case we will again have time ordering instruction. For fermions, it is
defined with an relative minus sign,
T{Pa(2)¥s(y)} = 0(a" —y")Wa(@)Ps(y) — (5" — 2°) Vs(y) Va(2)
and T{V,(2)¥s(y)} = =T {¥s(y)¥s(x)}. Thus for fermions, changing the ordering inside

the time ordering generates a minus sign for each exchange. We summarize the general
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matrix element for m fermions going into n fermions as,

. m+n

— — —1 — [N

out (K0l ] Koy i = ( ) H/d‘*x;.,d%jU(kj,aj)U(k;,,a;./)
V 44’

e 12 Ky (—idy +m)...(—id, +m)
(O {0 (2}). 0! (1), )} 10)
(=i +m) ... (=g, +m)eHTike (10.26)

For anti-fermions in the in/out states, the spinors U, U are changed to V,V as appropriate.

3. LSZ reduction for Mazwell field

This is a bosonic field so there is no additional minus sign. Like the Dirac field, it has

two polarizations and thanks to the zero mass, these are transverse polarizations. We begin

by recalling the mode decomposition.

Z [%‘,Aéu(lg, At 4 QEAEZ(E’ A)e—ikw}

&k
Aule) = / V2@ =,

- LSk . ) 1 . .
ey = = EBA gy - (6/—’“%5)@(&» Cwp =R

This gives the inversion formulae as,
. . PEEC - - ey
a(k,\) = iai(k,)\)/deelk'xﬁoAl(x) cal(k,\) = —ier(k, )\)/dgxe“k'xaoAl(:v)

In the transverse/radiation/Coulomb gauge, Q“(E, A) = 5#@7 A, k-&(k,A) =0 and the

equations of motion are 0A;(x) = 0. The commutation relations are:

} o 0,0; PR ik
[Al(t,l'),ﬂ-](t,y)] = 1 (51]_ VQJ) = 'L\/Wek( y) (51]_ l;:éj)

The reduction formula goes similar to the scalar. We will have (-0, + m?) — —0,

5M(E, A) = — N Phen the general S—matrix

2w (2m)3 )

and the wave function factors would be
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element for m — n particles takes the form,

. m+n
AR 7 —1 / 7 s (7 /
out (K Ny L kg A in = (\/Z_A) H/d‘*xj,d%jS(kj,A)e (K, )
73’
e 2 Kty (<) L (— 1)
(O[T { Ay (1) Ay, (27) Ay (1) Ap () § 10)

(=(00)... (=3,)eti Tk (10.27)

Having related the S—matrix elements to the n—point functions of the interacting fields,
out next task is to try see if these can be expressed in terms of the free fields in some

systematic, well defined way. This is achieved in the so-called covariant perturbation series.
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11. COVARIANT PERTURBATION THEORY

In formulating the scattering theory for interacting fields, we postulated the in/out fields
satisfying the free field equations. More importantly, we also postulated them to satisfy the
same equal time (anti-)commutation relations. With some assumptions of existence, these
suffice to develop a perturbation scheme to compute the n—point functions.

Since the interacting and the free (in/out) fields satisfy the same basic quantum condi-
tions, it is plausible that they are related by some unitary transformation. For systems with
finitely many degrees of freedom, it is theorem that guarantees existence of canonical trans-
formations at the classical level and unitary transformations at the quantum level (thanks
to the Stone-von-Neumann theorem). For field theories, there is no such guarantee and we
need to postulate the required existence. Their utility gives a post-facto justification for the
assumptions. Let,

O, %) = U ()P (t,D)U) , TI(t,7) = U ()i (t, D)U(t) .

The fields satisfy the equations of motion in the form,

8tCI>m(x) = i[Hin(CI)ina Hm): (I)in(x)] ) ath(:E) = i[Hin((Dina Hin)v Hm(x)] (11-1)
0y (x) =i[H(®, 1), d(x)] , OIl(x) = i[H(P,II),(x)] (11.2)

These enable us to derive an equation for U ().

0P, = GUMNOU ()] =0,U - U ', + U0, @)U + @y, - UOU!
= [OU-U ", @) +iU[H(®,1),d]JU " But,
UH(®,1),0]U " = [UH(®, MU, USU | = [H(Pip, Uin), Pis]
0@ = [0,U - U™ +i {H(Pin, in) — Hin(Pi, Ti) + Hin (P, i)}, @]
0Py = 0, Ps + [O,U - U™t +iH (4, 3,), @3] Similarly,
oLy, = Oy, + [0U - U™ + i Hp (P, i), Ty
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Since ;U - U™ + iH;(®;,,I1;,) commutes with both ®;,,I1;,, it must be a multiple of
identity, say Fol. This gives the equation determining the U(t) as

iU (t) = Hp(Pin, W) U®) |, | Hf(Pin, W) := H(Pin, ) — Hin(Pin, i) + Eo(2)
(11.3)

To solve the equation, it is convenient to define the combination U(¢,t') := U(t)U ().
It follows that this combination too satisfies the same first order equation with the initial

condition, U(t,t) = 1. The integral form of this equation is:

t
Ut t") = 1—@'/ dt"H; ("YU ", t') .
t/

This is solved by iteration.

Define: Uy(t,t’) = 1, and for n > 1, U,(t,t') := 1 — zftf dt,H'(t,)U,_1(t,,t'). Then
U(t,t') =", Uy(t,t') is the formal solution of the integral equation.

It is trivial to verify the formal solution. It is formal because no conditions are imposed

for convergence of the series. The first few terms are,

U()(t, t/) =1

t
Up(t,t") = 1—2’/ dt H'(t)1
t/
t
Uz(t,t/) = 1—/ dtng(tz)Ul(tQ,t/)
t/
= 1+(—i)/ dto H / dtQ/ dt H'(t2)H' (1)
t
t
Ug(t,t,) = 1+<—2)/ dtgH,<t3){1+(—Z)/ dtQH,(t2>
t/
/ dt2/ dt H'(t2)H'( tl)}
t
=1+ (- )/ dts H /dtg/ dtoH' (t3)H' (t2)
t/
/ dts / dty / dt\H'(ts)H' (ty) H' (t,)

UML) = 1+Z(—z’)k/tdtk/t/ dt - /t G H () H (b 1) H(t)  (11.4)

k=1 t

Consider the term f; dt, [," dt,—;. By interchanging the order f integration we can write
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it as (H. := H'(t,)),

/dt/ dt, 1H H

VLHS = YLus 1+ rES) =

/tdtn l/t dt,H H /tdtn/tdtn 1H, | H
tn—1
[/ dt,, / dt,—1H, H 1+/ dt,, /dtn W H 1H’}
U dt[ dt, T {H,H,_}
/dt /dtn T {H, H], 1}}
= /dt /dtn T {HH,_,}

Similarly, we can symmetrize the higher order terms to replace each product by their time

N~ N~

ordered products and then combine the integrals to have the same limits of integrations. The
th order term then takes the form: 2 f; dt,, f:, dt,_q- - f; dtyT{H'(t,)H'(t,—1) ... H'(t1)}.
We write the iterated formal solution of the (11.3) as

Utt) = T (exp{—z' /t t dt’H}(Cbm(t’),Hm(t’))}> (11.5)

- 1+Z n' /dtl /dt T{H}(t,)... Hj(t,)} (11.6)

n=1

The solution is thus obtained entirely in terms of the ‘in’ fields. Note that the solution
gives U(t,t') and not U(t). While the equations satisfied by U(t) and U(¢,t") are the same,
there is no “initial” condition provided for U(t) and in a sense it is ill-defined. There is no
canonical way to deduce/define U(t) from U(t,t"). Fortunately, U(t,t") suffice.

Note: From the definition it follows the useful composition property that U(t,t') =
U(t, t"\U(t", 1), regardless of any inequalities for ¢”. This may also be verified directly.

Let us see an implication of the existence of U(t). Consider an n—point function for a
scalar, G(z1,...,2,) = (0|T{®(z1) ... ®(x,)}|0). Insert in this ®(z) = U1 ()P, (x)U(¢)

which gives,
= U Yt) [U(t, 1) Psn (21U (t1, t2) Pin(2) . ...
Utn-1,tn)Pin(20)U(tn, =) U(=t) , U(t,t') :=U®)U )

Observe that in the limit ¢ — oo, the factor U~!(t) goes to the extreme left and U(t) to

the extreme right. All other space-time arguments being finite, we can take these factors
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outside the time ordering symbol. The product of the fields ®(z)’s is already under time
ordering which then allows us to arrange all the factors within 7{...} to be conveniently
grouped. In particular, all the U(t;,t;) can be combined using their composition property
noted above.
With the limit of £ — oo implicit, we can write the n—point function as,
t
G(zy,...,z,) = O U®)T {q)m(ﬂﬁl) o D () exp (—z/ dt’H}(t’)) } U(t)|0) . (11.7)
—t
Next, we evaluate the U(—t)|0) in the limit ¢ — oo and its adjoint.
Claim: U(—t)|0) — A_|0) as t — oo.
Proof: Consider an in-state containing at least one particle of momentum £k, |c, k).

Then,

mla, k|U(=)]0) = s lc|am(E)U(—t)]0)
>z L 4
e * O (| @i (—t', B)U (—1)]0)

We have used the inversion formula for a;, by choosing an arbitrary >, hyper-surface and
a;y 18 of course independent of this.
In the integrand above, substitute ®;, (', 7) = U(t)®(¢', Z)U~' (') and evaluate the time

derivative.

Integrand = e~ (a| |U(—t"\U (=)D (—t', Z)U (—t) + s (—t', D) U (—t")Dp Ut U (—1)
+U (=)0 (YU () U(=t) = U(~t)@(~t)\ U (U (~t)(F(~ik - 2))] |0)

Now take choose t' = t. Then, the first two terms on the r.h.s. combine as,
[U(=0)UH (1), Pin(—t, DWU(—t) = —i[H}(®in, i), Pin (1, DU () = 0.

In the usual theories, the interaction Hamiltonian has no II dependence and hence at equal
time, commutes with the field giving 0.

In the last two terms, the U~ (—t')U(—t) factor becomes 1 for ¢ = ¢. These terms
combine to give, ;, (a|U(—t) (e*ik*’f@HOCI)(—t» |0). Taking the limit ¢ — oo and invoking the
asymptotic condition, converts ®(z) into v/Z®;,(z). The spatial integration converts the
expression into v/Z, (U (—t)a:,(k)]0) = 0.

Thus we conclude that ;,{a, k|U(—t)|0) — 0 as t — oo for all states containing at least

one particle. U(—t)|0) must therefore be proportional to |0) itself thereby proving the claim.
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By similar reasoning, we obtain U(t)|0) — A|0) as ¢ — oo.

Corollary:

NAL = [<0|Texp (—z' / h dt’H}(t’)) |0>} B (11.8)

o0

The proof is simple,

M- = lim (0[U(1)|0)(0|U (—1)]0)

~ (0|U(t)|U(—t)|0) since intermediate states do not contribute by above result

Q

OIU(=)U(1)[0) = (0|U(-t,1)]0)
(OIU(E,=t)710) = ((0[U(t,—1)]0)~" .

Q

The final expression follows by substituting the formal solution in the limit ¢ — oo.

Using the equations (11.7, 11.8), we express the n— point function as,

(0|7 {cpm(g;i) D (wn)exp — i [ dt'H,(t')} 10)
Gz, ... 0n) = (11.9)
(o|T {emp —i [ dt’HI(t’)} 10)

Notice that the multiple of identity Ey(t)1 has been canceled between the numerator and
the denominator before taking the limit ¢ — oc.

Suffice it to say that analogous expressions exist for other fields as well. However we will
not write them explicitly.

The reduction formulae give S—matrix elements in terms of the n—point functions and
the n—point functions have a perturbative expansion in terms of the free fields alone. These
two together are the master formulae for computations.

A further simplification is provided by the Wick’s Theorem.

A. Normal ordering and Wick’s theorem

Recall that the mode expansion of the free quantum fields can be grouped as ®(x) =
O () + ®_(z) with ®,(z) denoting the sum over positive/negative frequency modes. The
positive frequency part is made up of annihilation operators while the negative frequency
part is made up of creation operators alone. For a Hermitian quantum field, the negative
frequency part is the Hermitian adjoint of the positive frequency part. A product of fields

at different points will mix these parts and the idea is to bring all annihilation operators to
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the right and the creation operators to the left. The vacuum expectation value of so ordered
groups will of course be zero. In this process, several commutators of fields at different
space-time points are generated, but they all are c-numbers. This leads to a simplification.

We define normal ordered products of two free fields as:

For bosons : ®_(2)®,(y): = ®_ (2)®,(y) , :a'a: := a'la  (11.10)
O ()P _(y): = O_(y)P (x) , :ad': = d'a  (11.11)

For fermions : U_(z)U, (y): = V_(2)¥, (y) , :b'b: = b'b (11.12)
U ()0 _(y): = —V_(y)T,(x) , :bb': := —0bb (11.13)

For product of two or more positive (or negative) frequency fields, the normal ordering does
not change order. It is immediately obvious that (0| : Operator : |0) = 0.

Note that the normal ordering are meaningful only for products of free fields (in/out).
Hence the in/out suffizes are suppressed for these.

To get a general form for several bosonic as well as fermionic free fields, notice that for
a quantum field Q(z) = Q+(z) + Q_(x) a product of n fields generates terms with the k
number of Q) ’s interspersed with (n — k) number of Q)_’s, with the order of the space-time
points maintained, with £ = 0,...,n. Under normal ordering each of these terms will shift
the ()4 ’s to the right and () _’s to the left, generating a permutation of the space-time points,
say p. If @ is a fermionic field, the term with permutation p will get a factor of o, = sgn(p)
while a bosonic field will have o, = 1. Note that for any given k, there will be several terms
eg (102, Q3Q7, ... etc. Each will generate its own permutation under normal ordering.
With this understood, we can write the general expression for normal ordered product of

n—fields as,

Q). Qan) s = Y0y [ [ Q- (w0) [ ] Qv (wai) -

i€cA jeB

The A, B are two groups of space-time points corresponding to the k, (n — k) mentioned
above and the sum refers to various possible groupings of the space-time points within each
class.

Exercise: Verify for n = 4.

Consider now the relation between time ordered products and normal ordered products.

For a single field, both orderings are trivial and their vacuum expectation value vanishes:
(O[T {¢in(2)}10) = 0 = (0] : ¢(x) : |0).
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For time ordered product of two fields, for any particular instances of time they ap-
pear in a particular order which can be explicitly put in the normal ordered form, eg.
a(k)a' (F) = “1 + al(K)a(k) =: a(k)al (k') : +17. The last term is a c-number (multiple
of the identity operator). Similarly, ®(x)®(y) =: ®(2)®(y) : + c—number. And the c-
number is trivial to evaluate by just taking the vev (vacuum expectation value): ¢—number
— (0 ®(x)®(y)|0). Noting that T{®(x)®(y)} = 0(z° — 1*)(@)D(y) + O(y° — 2*)B(y)(x),
we get, | T{P(z)P(y)} =: T{P(z)P(y)} : +(0|T{P(z)P(y)}|0) | Notice that normal order-
ing and time ordering commute: : T{A(z)B(y)} := T{: A(z)B(y) :}, for all non-trivial

A(z), B(y) operators i.e. for operators which are polynomials in the basic field operators of
degree greater that zero. The generalization of this to product of arbitrary number of field
is the Wick’s theorem. We state it explicitly for a scalar field.

Wick’s Theorem:

T{D(x1)...®(x,)} = : T{P(x1) ... P(x,)}:
+ [(0|T{P(z1)P(z2)}|0) : T{P(z3)... P(x,)} : + permutations]
+ [(O]T{ P (1)@ () }O) (O T{ P (5) P (4) }[0) x

: T{®(x5)...P(z,)} : + permutations]

([ [(0|T{®,®5}[0) ... (0|T{®,_;®,}|0) + permutations]
(n even)

[(OIT{®1D2}(0) ... (O]T{Pp—2Pp—1}0) Dy,
+ permutations] (n odd)

\

In the last line we have used the abbreviation ®; := ®(z;) and we will use the same when
convenient.

Proof:

The proof is by induction and we have already seen the validity for n = 1, 2. Assume the

theorem is true for n = n. Include an extra field ®(x,1) and choose t,,; to be the earliest
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instant so that it stays on the extreme right. Then,
T{Py... P11} = T{Py...9,}P,

TT{@y . @)+ > (OT{@1®o}|0) : T} 4.

perm

1Dy Dy Dy = {Zapncp Hq>+} Or+9,)

1€A JjEB

= ZUPH@ H(I)Jrq)nﬂ +

€A jEB

ZapHab { n+1H<b++LHc1> ”

€A JjEB

(Dn-i-l 3

The first two terms in the last equation have the requisite normal ordered form for n + 1
fields. The third term has several commutators, [®;, ® ] which again are c-numbers and

can be evaluated by taking vev. That is,

(@7, @, 1] = (O1(®) P, py — 0,4, 2)[0) = (0[] P, ,4]0) +0
= (0|®;®,,41|0) = (0|7 {®;®,,+1}]0) , since t,4; is the earliest.
Dy Dy Dy = Dy DDy Zap Oy D Dy Dy, (0T {D;D,,1}|0)

Thus, inserting the time ordering, the first term, : T{®;...®,} : ®,,; gets expressed as
:T{Py...9,D, 41} : + {terms which have a structure similar to the second term} and so
on. Hence the induction hypothesis allows the expression to hold for n + 1 and the theorem
is proved by induction.

FExercise: Verify the theorem for n = 3, 4.

Observe that G(xy,...,x,) = (0|T{®(xy1)...P(x,)}|0) vanishes for odd n and equals
> perm Op(0[T{®(z1)P(22) }|0) . .. (O|T{P(x1—1)P(2,)}[0) for even n.

Thus, 2n—point function of free fields is the sum of products of n, 2—point functions of
free fields. We denote: | (0|T{®(x)P(y)}0) =: iAp(x — y) =: (Feynman propagator) |.

We have the S—matrix elements in terms of the n—point functions of interacting quantum
fields, expressed in terms of vev of time ordered products of free fields and thanks to Wick’s
theorem these are expressed in terms of 2—point functions of free fields. In short, the
S—matrix elements are obtained from a bunch of 2—point functions of free fields, together
with some integrations and operations of ((J—m?). It remains to have a convenient algorithm

for computations.
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A few remarks are in order. The normal ordering is introduced here as a simplification
step. It works because the postulated unique Poincare invariant vacuum state is annihilated
by all (free field) annihilation operators. This also requires the Poincare generators of the free
fields to be normal ordered!!. The Poincare generators of the interacting fields also need
to annihilate the vacuum. Thanks to the assumed unitary operator linking the free and
the interacting fields, these generators too are expressed in terms of the free field creation-
annihilation operator. These expressions, in particular the Hamiltonian, must also be normal
ordered for Poincare invariance. We will make this explicit for the interaction Hamiltonian
Hi (P, 11;,).

In the quantum optics context, the normal ordering was used since the detectors worked
by absorbing a quantum from the field and in principle, for a detector working by emission
of a quantum would require anti-normal ordering. Such an option is not available with
manifest Poincare invariance with a unique invariant vacuum state.

An explicit example of evaluation of an n—point function will be useful. Consider
Go(x1, x9) computed to second order in Hj. Consider the numerator first. All fields are

“n’ fields and the ‘in’” subscript is suppressed below.

GQ(Qfl,.CEQ)‘NT = <0|T{(I)(.T1)(I>(ZL‘2) (1 —Z/ dt/H](t/)

—00

+ % /:: dtldtQT{HI(tl)HI(tg)}> }10)
— (O (o)} 0) — i [ dn (O D) Hi) HO)

—00

+ (_—22)2 /_OO dt1dty (0| T{ D (1) P (x2) Hy(t1) Hi(t2)}0)

Now let us take a specific interaction Hamiltonian, simplest non-trivial being H;(t) :=
g [ d®y: ®(t,9)* : . As noted above, for the case of Poincare invariant vacuum, the Poincare
generators and hence in particular the Hamiltonian must be normal ordered. The time

integrations combine with these spatial integration to give a space time integral. Thus, we

1 Note that while abelian symmetries could allow a non-zero multiple of identity for invariance (i.e. P*|0) =
a*|0)), non-abelian symmetry generators have to annihilate the vacuum. Hence the Lorentz generators
must annihilate the vacuum and then the commutator of M* with P» shows that the a* = 0 must also
hold. Poincare group being non-abelian must have its generators being normal ordered for the vacuum to

be invariant.
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get,
Galir,aa)lve = OIT{0(e) @) HO) — g [ dy(01T (@) (ra) s 8°(0) 3}10)
=550 [ at [ dnorm(ew) o) : 9 = 90 30
— i —a3) = G [y [ a0 (@) @) 90 5 8(wm) HO

The first term is just the Feynman propagator and the o(g) term vanishes since it is a 5-
point function. The non-trivial term is the o(¢g?) term. This is not in the form of the Wick’s
theorem, in that there are normal ordered factors. We can replace the normal ordered
product in terms of unordered product minus the product of two point functions i.e. using

the Wick’s theorem in reverse form. For instance, consider (for three distinct points)

CO(y)@(y)P(y)) - = P(y1)P(y1)P(yy) — (01D (1) P (y1)[0) D (wy)
— (0[@(y1)@(y1)]10) @ (y1) — (0]D (1) P (y))[0) P (¥))

And likewise for the second factor of : ®(ys)? :. If we now substitute these in the o(g?)
term and eventually take the coincidence limit of the primed arguments, we see that the two
point functions of coincident points cancel out. The net result result is that in writing the
permutation terms, we omit the Feynman propagators of coincident points and this holds
because we use the normal ordered interaction Hamiltonian. If we did not normal order the
interaction Hamiltonian then these terms, which are formally divergent, will remain and will
have to be handled differently. This is what will happen in the functional integral method

which will be discussed later. Keeping this in mind, the o(g?) term under vev becomes,

OIT{®(21)®(x2) : D*(tn) = P*(y2) :}|0)
= iAp(r1 — 22). AR (y1 — Y2) iAF(y1 — ¥2).iAr(y1 — y2) + permutations
= (i4> [AF(% — 22)Ap(y1 — ?/2)3 + Ap(ry — y1)Ap(ze — y2) Ap(yr — ?/2)2

+Ap(x1 — y2) Ap(xe — y1)Ar(yr — 92)2}

There are no other ‘pairings’ of space-time points as they would involve Feynman propagators
with coincident arguments.

The denominator of the n—point function has the same structure as the numerator except
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for the ®(x1)®(x2) fields ie.
Gy, 22)lor = (0[0) — / dy(0[7{: 9*(y) }H0)
+ SR [t [ ol ) = 9°0) o)
=14 [t [ a0 90 = 9w 30

. (—ig)? 4
— 1+ 5 (CF) | d'y [ d'yp (IAR(y — y2))?

Here, C'F is the combinatorial factor - number of distinct ways of effecting the same pairings
- and equals 3! in the example above.

The generalization is fairly obvious. For definiteness consider the interaction Hamiltonian
density to be Hy(®(y)) := & : ®*(y) :. Then, it is apparent that the numerator of a general
n—point function is a sum of the m! order contributions, m = 0,1,.... The m'* order
contribution has the form:

o GOSN [ty . dly (OIT{® (1) .. D(xn) - ®F(yr) : - 1 D (y) }]0) ;

e The Wick’s theorem gives a sum of terms, each of which is a product of a total of
(n+km)/2 Feynman propagators, iAp(x; —y;), whose arguments give the ‘pairing’ of space-
time points from the set: x4, ..., z,, k—copies of y1, ..., k—copies of y,,. The normal ordered
form of interaction Hamiltonian ensures that the paired points are necessarily distinct. The
x1,..., T, points are assumed to be distinct. A ‘pairing’ is also called a ‘Wick contraction’.
The sum of terms is generated from any particular one by permutations. If n 4+ km is odd,
the contribution vanishes:;

e There would also be combinatorial factor counting distinct ways of getting the same
set of pairing (or Feynman propagators). The denominator has similar contributions except
the z4,...,x, points.

There is a convenient diagrammatic representation to keep track of the generated terms as
well as associating specific factors and integrals with them. The diagrams are the Feynman
Diagrams while the prescription to construct associated integral is given by the Feynman
rules.

Procedure to generate Feynman diagrams for Green’s function:

e For each distinct xq,...,x,, draw a verter with a single edge. Call these vertices as

external vertices;
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e For normal ordered monomial of order k, draw a vertex y; with k edges sticking out.
Call these as the internal vertices;

e Wick contract or pair, by joining two edges from two distinct vertices, internal or
external. If the pair has one or both vertices to be external vertices, the line is called an
external line while a pairing with both vertices being internal, is called an internal line. This
constructs a Feynman diagram with vertices and internal /external lines.

Procedure to associate integral with a Feynman diagram:

e With each contraction, associate a Feynman propagator, iAp(z" — 2”).

e With each internal vertex, associate a factor of (—i)xcoefficient of the monomial of
the fields in H;(®(y)) and an integral over its space-time location, [ dy.

e Associate a numerical factor as a ratio. In the numerator, count the number of distinct
ways of generating the same diagram (or the same contractions). In the denominator, put
m! if m is the total number of internal vertices.

For the above example of Gg(x1,3) to second order for Hy = g : ®(y)? :, here is a

sumimary:
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o(g) — )\ Has one loose end and vev is zero.

o(g°)
(2
3 /’)\
(a) | 21 it . (=ig)* (35) [ d'nd'ys (iAp(z1 — 41)) X
(i1Ap(z2 — y2)) (AR (Y1 — y2))?
\(////5
Yo
/)\\\\\\\
(b) C) k (—ig)? (3'32'!2'1) [dhpdrys (iAp(z1 — y2)) X

N (iAp(r2 — 1)) (iAF(y1 — 2))*

. (—ig)® (%) [ d*yidys (iAp(z1 —
© h <> Y2 \z2))(iAF (11 — 12))?

The diagrams (a) and (b) are examples of connected diagrams while (c) is a example of a
topologically disconnected diagram. Here (dis)connection refers to (dis)connection with ez-
ternal vertices. A diagram with no external vertices is called a vacuum bubble. The diagram
in (c) has a disconnected piece which is a vacuum bubble. The denominator diagrams are
all vacuum bubbles.

It is actually possible to separate the vacuum bubble components of the diagrams in the
numerator and cancel them against those in the denominator. The proof goes as follows.

In an n—point function, at the k%" order, the numerator has the form,

— (=)
Nr = Z I
k=0

Group the contractions into two groups: (i) those that have [ of the internal vertices with

[ dt QT @) @) s Hrlyn) -+ Hile) 1O

a contraction with at least one of the external vertices and (ii) the remaining (k — ) internal

vertices which have no segment connecting an external vertex. The above vev then splits
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as,

O|T{®(x1) ... P(x,) : Hi(yr) : -+ Hi(yg) :}0) =
OT{® (1) ... ®(n) : Hy(y) < -~ Hily) :}|0) x
(OIT{: Hr(y1) : -+ Hr(yx—1) :}10)

And this split can happen in *C; ways. Hence,

Nr = Z Zl /d4y1---d4yl
<0\T{q)(951) O(w,) : Hr(ys) « -+ Hr(y) :}{0) x
/d4yz+1 Ay O Hy(yign) « -+ 2 Hi(yi) :31|0)

Putting (—i)* = (—i)!(—i)*~) and interchanging the order of summation we can write,

_ [Z (_ui) / dhys - AUy (OIT{D (1) - B(wn) : Hy(yn) : -2 Hi(w) ) '0>]
=0
(=)D
X [Z ((k)fl)' /d4yl+1 o dryOIT s He(yign) =+ 2 Hi(yn) 3}|0>]

k — k+ 1 in the second square bracket, shows it as (0|T{exp — i [°°_dtH(t)}|0) which is
just the denominator!

The first factor is called the connected Green’s function and denoted as G¢. It consists
of only the diagrams connected to external vertices. The diagrams may be topologically
disconnected. From now on we focus on the connected Green’s functions and drop the de-
nominator.

Having gotten Feynman diagrams and Feynman integrals, we further simplify the expres-
sion for the S—matrix elements.

To go from Green’s functions to S—matrix elements (a) we operate on the Green’s func-
tion by the equation of motion differential operator for each external vertex; (b) insert the
wave function factors for each external vertex; (c) divide by v/Z for each external vertex
and (d) integrate over the external vertices.

We have only connected diagrams. Among these are topologically disconnected diagrams
too. There is a special subclass of topologically disconnected diagrams in which two external
vertices are Wick contracted. These represent an incoming particle which goes out without

any scattering. We can separate such un-scattered processes from the S—matrix (which
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we will do little later) and focus on processes wherein every incoming particle necessarily
scatters i.e. every external vertex is necessarily connected to an internal vertex.

Consider an external vertex x connected with an internal vertex y. Associated with the
external vertex is a wavefunction factor %, integration over z (or z’), Feynman
propagator Ap(z —y) and ((J, — m?) acting on the propagator. Since the propagator is a
Green’s function, (O, — m?)Ap(z — y) = —0*(x — y). Integration over z then removes the
delta function and e*** — e**¥_ For the external vertex of an out-going particle, e~**"*" —
e~™"v_ Thus the integration over external vertices is trivially carried out and the propagators

involving an external vertex is removed - an “external leg is said to be amputated”.

Now use the Fourier representation of the remaining propagators, Ap(y; — y;) =

f d4l ell (yz y]
(

5 ———. Each internal vertex y; is connected to possibly several other internal vertices
2m)4 124+m?2 —ie

as well as possibly several external vertices. For internal vertex, the Fourier transform sup-
plies a factor of % and each external vertex provides a factor of ¥ . All of these combine
and the [d'y; then gives a (2m)*0*(>_k — > Kk + >_1). Thus, the integration over inter-
nal vertices result in a momentum conserving delta function. The space-time integrations
are done but we are left with integration over the Fourier momenta which are associated
with internal lines. The delta functions trivialize many momentum integrations leaving an
overall delta function involving only the external momenta and enforcing the momentum
conservation. We also left with some unconstrained loop momenta.

To be explicit, let ng,n; denote the number of external and internal lines and let n,
denote the number internal vertices. We have then ng + n; number of momenta and n,
number of conservation equations. Thus ng + n; — n, + 1 is the number of undetermined
momenta or the loop momenta. The +1 in the counting signifies the loss of one conservation
equation due to the left over delta function enforcing conservation of external momenta.

There are no dependence on space-time points, no space-time integrations left and the
scattering matrix element is given by integration over a bunch of loop momenta and a
product of momentum space propagators forming the integrand and of course the various

factors of 7, 7 and numerical combinatorial factors.
~ 0N Y E=) K d'l;
Z Z H/ H( kl+m2—ze)

We will elaborate the numerical factors in explicit examples. The structure of the S—matrix

elements (non-trivial scattering) should be clear from the above discussion.
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To separate out the trivial scattering it is customary to introduce the the so-called

T —matrix as,

Si=1+4T , (K,|T|k;) == (2m)* " (Spk), — Sik;) M(k; — K,)

Here the k, k' denote the on-shell momenta of the incoming and outgoing particles. The
delta function enforcing momentum conservation is a consequence of translation invariance
and (M) is called the invariant matriz element. This is what is computed in practice. The
Sy given above is really the iT';.

In practice, computation of the T'—matrix elements is only part of what is needed to
compare with experiments which measure cross-sections. To compute cross-sections, recall
that the S—matrix elements are the transition probability amplitudes whose non-trivial
contributions are identified as (f|i) = (2m)*6*(k} ;01 — Ktotar) (iM,— ;). The cross-section is
the ratio of the number of outgoing particles per second to the incident flux. The numerator
is proportional to the transition probability rate while the denominator is determined by
the initial state.

We have given the S—matrix elements in the plane wave basis which is strictly incor-
rect. One should use wave packets for representing the asymptotic states. Alternatively, a
commonly used practice is to put the system in a finite space-time box and take the limit
of infinite box at the end. This is simpler to implement in practice and suffices for most

purposes. We will use this [12] and refer to [13] for the wave packet treatment.

B. Differential Cross-section for 2 — n process

Imagine the scattering experiment to be enclosed in a large spatial box of volume V = L3,
with periodic boundary conditions imposed on the mode functions. Let the duration of the
experiment be a large time interval T'. The probability of transition from an initial state |4)

to a final state |f) is given by,

Prop - UIDP_ [2m)'8 (K, — Xky)] [(2m)*04(0)] iMoo
rob_y = =

(ila)(f1f) (i) {f11)

The square of the momentum conservation delta function is written with one factor as 6(0)

which is to be understood as: |(27)*5*(0) = /d%eio'x = /d4a: := VT | The initial and
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(2m)3 |
initial state consists of two particles. So let us specialize to this case of 2 — n processes.

Then, (i) (f|f) = [(2¥)3](”+2). Therefore,

Prob_;  [(2m)'0" (k) — Tk;)] [iMss PV
T [V/(2m)?]+2

final states are normalized using | (k|k) := k}lmk (K — k) = 6°(0) := -5 | Typically, the
/—

Real detectors have finite aperture and hence the detected particle’s momentum is any-
where within a small window around the central value. The corresponding probabilities are

thus to be added. An estimate for such a window follows from the box normalization we

have taken. The momenta are given by /2:} = Q%ﬁj. Summing over the momenta within
a window is same as summing over the integers within a window and for large volume,
Y, ~ # [ @k, for each final state particle. This leads to the total probability per unit

time for the transition,

ar, =

Prob,._,, [(2m) 64 Sk, — 3kj)] [iMasn PV 5 [ dBF;
T [V/(2m)?]+2 1;[ [ }

2

[(2m) 64 (SR, — ky — ko)) iMoo "*2 Zwk (27)? ] .o
_ 0 d&*k;
(2wk1)(2wk ) {2(% 2m)3 1

Jj=1

In going from the first to the second line, we have divided and multiplied by the product
of (2wy) for all the (n + 2) particles. The last product is the dI',, which is the Lorentz
inwvariant phase space volume. The square root factor will get absorbed in the invariant
matrix element and will get rid of similar factors coming from the wave functions of the
incoming and outgoing particles.

We also need the incident flux. For the initial state of two articles, consider the laboratory

O

frame where the particle ‘2" is at rest. The particle ‘1’ has a speed |E1|/ E; and gives the
number density of one particle per unit volume, 1/V. Hence, the incident number flux is
k1| /(E,V). Dividing by the flux, the exclusive, differential cross-section for 2 — n process

is given by,
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91454 WAy 2
Aoy, = (2m) 707 (ks + = K3 [iM o dr,, where,
4me (K1) 1ab|
~ n+2
Moy = Mo, H |:2ij(271’)3] and,
j=1
i - ﬁ d*k;
" L2 2wi(2m)3
7=1

We have used Wi, = Mo and wg, = FE;. Notice that all factors of the volume and the duration
T have disappeared. The explicit square root factors will also cancel out.

Many basic calculations involve scattering processes with two particles going into two
particles. We have already used the initial state of two particles to obtain the incident
flux. We will now also specialize to n = 2 for out going particles and write the phase space

integrals more explicitly.

1. The Special case of 2 — 2 processes

Let the initial momenta be denoted by k1, k2 and the final momenta be denoted by &/, k.
Lorentz invariance implies that the scattering amplitude will have Lorentz indices (tensorial
or spinorial) carried by the wavefunctions and the invariant amplitude will be a function of
Lorentz invariants. We have three independent momenta thanks to the overall conservation
due to translation invariance and we can form 6 Lorentz scalars of the form p; - p;. Of these
three are masses and the remaining three are conveniently defined as “center of mass energy”
and two types of “squared momentum transferred”. These are known as the Mandelstam

variables and are defined as (k; + ko = k7 + k),

s = —(k1 +ko)? = — (K| + K,)? (Centre of Mass Energy) (11.14)
t = —(K, — k)= — (kb — ky)? (Squared Momentum transfer)  (11.15)
u = —(ky — k1) = —(ky — k})? (Squared Momentum transfer)  (11.16)

The definitions imply the Mandelstam identity: |s +u+t = mj +mj, + mz/l + mié .

Laboratory and Centre of Mass Frames:

The lab frame, is defined by regarding particle 2, say, at rest while particle 1 is incident
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on it. Thus,

k?.lab - (\/ E% + m%a Ellab) ) kl2ab = (mQ’ 6)

The lab frame is convenient for expressing the incident flux.

The center of mass frame is defined by Etotaz = EI + Ez =0= l;’l + E’Q Thus,

k™ = (\/ Egm + m%, Ecm) , kg™ = (\/ Egm + m%, _Ecm)

This frame is more convenient for defining scattering angle. The common momentum direc-

tion singles out say, the z-axis. Orienting the frame accordingly, we take

kl - (Eh kcmf%) ) k2 - (E2a _kcm'g) 3

K= (BLR) | K= (EL —K) , K2 = cos(Oum). (11.17)

The Mandelstam invariant s can be used to relate the lab frame momentum |k;['®* and
the center of mass momentum |k|.,. The invariant s

= —<I{Z1 + k2)2 = —(—m% — m% —
2FFEy + 2]21 . IZQ) has two equivalent expressions:

2 2 7
Sliay = mi +ms + 2may/m3 + k?

Slom = 2+ md + 2/m3 + B2, \md + K2, + 22,

These can be solved for the momenta and give manifestly Lorentz invariant expressions,

1

Kiliap = Sty 52 —2s(m? 4+ m3) + (m?2 —m3)? (11.18)
1

|Klem = 2—\/5\/32 — 25(m? +m32) + (m? — m3)2 (11.19)

Phase space volume in center of mass frame: We have the Lorentz invariant definition,

dTy = (2m) 64 () + Ky — k1 — ko) g 5

ka/l (2m)3 2wk/2 (2m)3 -

In the CM frame we simplify it using: 0% — 8(E} + E} —/5)83(k, + k}) since ki +ky = 0,5 =
(E1 + E»)%. We can remove the momentum delta function by integrating over l% Denoting

Bky = A3kl = dk. (K)?,dOwnsin®(Ouy,)do, we write,

1 1 .
/ Brydly = W&(E{ + B, — \/5)mdkgm(k’)?md(acmst(@cm)d¢
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Since E} + Ey = /(m')? + (K')2,, + /(m")3 + (k')2,, is a function of k., we simplify the

delta function using 6(f(x)) =>_, 5;”?(;9_”;) , f(z;) = 0. We have

B T Ey " BBy BB
V52 = 2s((m)} + (m)3) + ((m)7 — (m)3)?

2y/s

Doing the dk.,, integration using the delta function gives,

fken) =0 = ke =

K2 E!E 1 k!
(K E1 By d* Qe —<2 . (11.20)

ks which gives dI'y = 162 s

Thus, for the special case of a process with 2 particles going to 2 particles, one gets the

[ w2, 58+ B )

differential cross-section as,

d 1 1K
dQU = Q—kcm IM|?  where we have used 2mg|k1|"® = 2v/5|k|em , and(11.21)
cm 7T s cm

Ko _ \/ 2 = 2s((m')} + (m)3) + () — (m)3)?

Fem s = 2s(mi + m3) + (mi — m3)?

(11.22)

The invariant amplitude has dependence on the scattering angle O, and the total cross-

section is obtained by integrating over the center of mass solid angle.
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12. DIAGRAMMATIC RECIPE FOR S-MATRIX ELEMENTS

We now specify explicit interacting fields by giving an interaction Lagrangian and state
the Feynman rules to complete the diagrammatic recipe for the T — matriz elements. We
will state the rules for the ®* theory, the Yukawa theory and the Quantum electrodynamics
(QED). In the next section we will compute specific processes. There is a good deal of
conventions of normalization etc and they have to be kept track of carefully. The free
(quadratic) part of the Lagrangian density sets the normalization of the propagators while
the interaction terms (beyond quadratic in fields) contribute to the numerical factors. Here

are the terms in the Lagrangian densities.

Free Scalar : —%8“@8,;@ — %mzcbz(x) ; (12.1)

Free Spinor : —iW@¥ + mWV ; (12.2)
Massless Vector _;lFWFW , Fu=0,A,—-0,A,; (12.3)
Scalar self coupling : —%@3(1:) - ECID(J:)4 ; (12.4)
Yukawa coupling : —g®(2)¥(z)¥(z) ; (12.5)
QED coupling : —ieA,(z)¥(z)y"¥(z) . (12.6)

In the interaction Hamiltonian, all coupling terms will change signs.  (12.7)

The propagators are the Feynman Green’s functions for the free equations of motion.
Consider the massless vector field as this has a new feature.

The free Lagrangian (Maxwell) can be expressed as $A,(n""0 — §#9”)A,+ divergence
terms. The equation of motion is (n**00 — 0#0") A, (z) = 0. Equivalently, in Fourier space
equation takes the form —(n**k? — k*k¥) A, (k) = 0. However, the differential operator is not
invertible and hence does not admit a Green’s function! The non-invertibility follows because
every A, of the form 0, f(x), solves the equation. That is, 0, f is a non-trivial eigenvector
of the differential operator, with zero eigenvalue. For perturbation theory though we need
a propagator for which extra terms are added to the action to break its gauge invariance
- invariance under 0A,(z) = d,A(x). This can be done in several ways and each choice
corresponds to a gauge.

A common and convenient choice is to add —%(BNA“V term to the action. Up to a

divergence term, this is just —i—%Au@“al’Ay and precisely cancels the term in the equation
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of motion operator, making it n*”[J which s invertible. The added term is manifestly
Lorentz invariant and the corresponding gauge is called the Lorentz gauge. For our pur-
poses, this gauge will suffice. The propagator is an inverse of the differential operator since
(n"'0z)(DF)ua(z — y) = 6"6%(z — y).

The QED coupling arises from the minimal substitution rule: P — P+eA —10, —
—10, + eA, < 0, — 0, + ieA,. Substitution in the free Dirac action gives a —ieA, as the
QED coupling.

Let us gather the various factors for the scalar field in the T'—matrix elements.

e Each in/out particle gives a wave function factor of [2w(27)%]~1/2e* an [dix
and (0O, — m?) acting on the n—point function. For a spinor field, the amputation
operator changes to (—i@ + m) and we have additionally the u, v, 4, spinors. For a
vector field, the amputation operator changes and we have the polarization vectors in

addition. Other factors remain the same.
e Each order in Hy, gives (—i) [ d*y from the T—ordered exponential and a (m!)~! for
the m'* order, from the exponential;

d4l 7;eil-(z—z/) .
(2m)* 12+m2—ie

e Each Wick contraction gives (iAp(z — 2')) := [

e Each amputation, action of ((J —m?) gives a (—d*(z — y)) while each integration over
x or y gives (27)* times a momentum conserving 4. The momentum integrations do

not produce any factors.

e Let F, 1,V denote the number of external lines (= number of external vertices), num-
ber of internal lines and number of internal vertices (= order of Hj) respectively.
Then, the factors of [2w(2m)3]71/2, precisely cancel the explicit factor we found in the

[(f18) [

amplitude ]\Zlg_m. This is due to the normalization choices which cancel out in TN

and can now be dropped from both M and from the T—matriz element.
Factors of i: (—4)V (i)! = (—=1)ViV*H;
Factors of 2m: (2m) 4 T4E+4V =4 The last —4 is because it has been taken out in the

definition of the M due to the overall momentum conservation.

Vertex factors, including the ¢ in the QED vertex are to be taken case-by-case. There

is the (m!)~! and a combinatorial factor that will come for each diagram. These too
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are taken case-by-case.

With these, we now state the Feynman rules for Feynman diagrams.

External Line:
scalar | _ . | AN - 1
p p
fermion - > ® u(p, o) ® — ulp, o
. . . 5 (p,0)
anti-fermion - . o(p, o) . — v(p, o)
p p
Y 8
photon en(p, \) eu(p, A)
p p
Internal Line:
scalar | —--------- m
fermion — %—}gtz)
photon (Lorentz gauge) 1% v ;ﬁi:
Vertex:
® . 5
P i i
Yukawa| @ ------ g
QED iz eyt
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13. ELEMENTARY PROCESSES IN YUKAWA AND QED: NR LIMIT

We begin with scattering of a fermion off another fermion, interacting via the Yukawa
coupling and compute the T'—matrix element to the leading order. We will take the non-
relativistic limit and identify an equivalent potential. We will consider anti-fermion scat-
tering and fermion-anti-fermion scattering as well. We will then compare the qed coupling
and briefly the gravitational coupling. This will lead to appreciate the dependence the
attractive/repulsive nature of the interaction on spin of the exchanged particle.

Consider a general process depicted below together with its ‘expansion’.

p—>—p
s _ I - p J”“/_pli + ... (13.1)

e N

The first term (0(g°)) denotes ‘no scattering’. There are two contributions at o(g?) corre-
sponding to exchange of two out-going fermions. The overall momentum conservation delta
function is the same, enforcing p + k = p’ + k’. The Feynman rules give the expression as,
—1i

W =P+ mE—ic

iM = (ig)° {ﬂ(p’)u(p)
(k' —p)? + m2 — ie

—alkyu(p) u(p’>u<k>} (13.2)

The relative minus sign between the two terms is due to the T-ordering definition for the
fermions. The overall sign of the amplitude is determined by the convention adopted for
ordering the initial/final state labels for the fermions. See [12, 13]. Notice how the fermion
arrows are followed.

Note: If we had anti-fermion scattering, then all the fermion arrows will be reversed and
their momenta will be denoted as minus the previous momenta!'?. Apart from the reversal
of fermion arrows, the u(p), u(p’) spinors go to v(p’), v(p) spinors.

If it is a fermion-anti-fermion scattering, then the second exchange diagram will be absent.

12 Thus, we may adopt a convention that the diagram displays the fermion arrow and the momentum is also

in the same direction. For a fermion the momentum is p and for anti-fermion it is —p.
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A specific scattering arrangement may permit the initial and the final state fermions to
be distinguishable. Then only one of the two scattering diagrams will contribute.

Note: The reduction formula for fermions gave a factor of 2m for the wavefunctions since
we had normalized the spinors as u(p, o)u(p,0’) = 6,,. With the Feynman rules we have
adopted in the table the wavefunctions have only the spinors. This is equivalent to using
the normalization: u(p,o)u(p,o’) = 2mdy, = —0(p,o)v(p,d’), m is of course the fermion
mass.

With this noted, the amplitude becomes,

5Jp,ap/ 50k Ne¥] _ 5Up,ak/ 5Up/ Ok
(P =pP+mf—te (K —p)*+mf—ie

iM = (ig)*(—i)(2m)? { (13.3)

Noting that the scalar field momentum is just the momentum transfer in both the diagrams,
we denote it by ¢. And ¢* = —(¢°)*+|¢]*> = |¢]* in both cases. We thus write the amplitude
more conveniently as,

+ig? 4m?

M = e Sy v~ BB}

As noted above, only one of the two terms will contribute if the fermions are distinguishable.
In the non-relativistic scattering theory, we have (K'|S|k) = (K|k) — 2mié(Ey —
E){(K'|T|k) with,

(K| T|k) = (K'|H'|k) = (K|V(@[k) = V(q=F k).

We can read-off the potential as,

4ng2 ngf
V =——7 (00 — 00) = ——— . 13.4
() =~ sz 09 99) =~y (1.4
The inverse Fourier transform gives,
d3q ei(ff ngf 9] q2 1 '
V(Z) = — 2 _ - @ = _ZHr dg——m—— d 0 igrcos(0)
) = iy [ G — e, Wi | e
92ff 00 qeiqr
= =2 dg——— tour integrate to pick =i
22 (i) / qu = contour integrate to pick up g = im,,
Gers €M .
Vi(r) = i (Yukawa Potential) (13.5)
s r

This is a simple illustration how an effective potential can be inferred from the underlying

relativistically specified interaction. Several remarks are in order.
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Remark: The most important point is the sign of the potential which renders it attractive.
But is the sign unambiguous?

We have already noted that the overall sign of the amplitude is determined by the con-
vention adopted for ordering of the fermion labels in the in/out states while the relative
sign is due to the Pauli principle. When the fermions are distinguishable, either of the two
diagrams may be chosen, there is no preference. But the diagrams contribute opposite signs!

The convention arises as follows [13]. We have taken |p, k) ~ b;,b,UO} (sequence of creation
operators follows label order in the in-state) and (p', &'| ~ (0|bx b,y which is opposite to that

of the in-state, but consistent with the Hermitian conjugation. Hence,

(P K'|P k) ~ (0[bwbyblbi|0) = (0[bwb}|0)6° (0" — p) — (0]bwblb,bl|0)
~ 8k = k)8 (p —p) = (v — k)& (K = p)

Actually there are UV fields in between, but being a bilinear it does not change the relative
sign. This explains the overall sign.

In a non-relativistic comparison, |q| < m,, the small momentum transfer means large
spatial separation and hence fermions are distinguishable. If so, there is no Pauli principle
or anti-commutation and no relative sign either! So either of the two diagrams will give the
same answer.

Ideally, we should consider one of the fermions to be very massive to mimic a source of
potential (means ¢ — 0 limit) and match all the factors for a precise comparison.

The effective coupling contains the Kronecker deltas enforcing conservation of the spin
projections. Hence, the Yukawa potential preserves spin projection. For matching with non-
relativistic normalization we have to take 2m fermiona%%, — 1. This is needed for inferring
the strength of the Yukawa potential.

Remark: Suppose we consider fermion-anti-fermion scattering. Then we will have one of
the Kronecker deltas to have a minus sign. However, in this case, bf — df and doing the
contractions with ¥’s from the Yukawa coupling, we pick up another minus sign. Hence the
overall sign does not change. Hence, the Yukawa potential between fermion-anti-fermion is
also attractive. The same holds for anti-fermion scattering.

Thus, the inferred Yukawa potential is always attractive. Its underlying QFT description
is an exchange of a (virtual) massive scalar particle of mass m,. Yukawa proposed this

potential as a model for binding of nucleons and working with the properties of nucleons,
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estimated the scalar mass to be about 200 MeV which is close to the mass of the pion. Of

+

course pions come in three varieties, 7%, 7° while we have taken only a single scalar.

Consider fermion scattering in QED, by replacing the Yukawa coupling by the QED

coupling. The relevant diagrams are:

The corresponding expression is,

iM = <z’e>2{u<p'wu<p>(‘i¢.a<kwu<k>

Y —p)*—ie
S ) ) (139

with the same relative minus sign.

As before, consider the case of non-relativistic limit with distinguishable fermions and
consider only the first diagram. The denominator simplifies the same way: (p' — p)* — ie —
|g]* — ie. In the numerator we have [a(p, o’)v*u(p, o)|[a(k’, ')y u(k, p)].

Claim: In the NR limit, @(p’, o')y*u(p, o) — uy’u.

Proof: The spinor u satisfies, (+ m)u = 0. Consider say the Dirac representation of the
gamma matrices. Then in terms of the two component notation we have,

—ws+m p-od Uy L L
? = 0= —p-du; = (wy+m)ug,p- cus = (—wz +m)uy
—p-d wyp+m Us
The NR limit wy; =~ m + % then implies us ~ o(|p|/m)u;. Also, in the two component
notation, we have

. 1 0 0 of Uy . .
ay'u = ((uh) (uy)") . = (u})'o'uz + (up)'o'ur ~ o(p/m);
0 —1 —o' 0 Us
10 10 Uy
0 —1 0 —1 Us

Wy = ((u)', (uy)") = (up)"ur + (uy)Tuz ~ o(1) + o(|pl /m).

This proves the claim.
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iM (13.7)

Since the square brackets are positive (p’ = p, k¥’ ~ k for small momentum transfer) and
the ngo < 0, relative to the Yukawa matrix element we have an opposite sign and hence,
the effective potential from the QED coupling will be repulsive for fermion scattering. The

form of the potential itself can be obtained from the Yukawa one by taking m, — 0 and

as expected, we get the Coulomb potential, V(r) = (Z;)f =: . We have absorbed the

normalization factors in €’. By redefining the original e, we can take ¢/ — e, the measured

electric charge (in the natural units). The constant o := % ~ 15 is called the fine structure
constant.

If we consider fermion-anti-fermion scattering via the QED coupling, the u — v does not
introduce a negative sign since it is u'u and not wu. The b' — d introduces a minus sign
as before and hence the overall sign changes. Hence, for fermion-anti-fermion, the potential
is attractive. For anti-fermion scattering of course the potential is repulsive.

Note: It seems the sign depends on the 79y which is convention dependent. However, the
signs in the propagator will also change accordingly and the sign of the potential will be
metric signature independent.

Note: For a tensorial interaction like gravity, helicity 2, we will have two factors of 79
and the overall sign will not change. The Newtonian potential will be attractive and will
be so for fermion-anti-fermion scattering as well. This argument is to be taken as heuristic
since we need to be explicit about the gravitational coupling to infer the numerator factors
of the spinors which are sensitive to u — v changes.

These examples indicate that exchange of quanta can be interpreted as giving an equiva-
lent potential (and hence force) in the non-relativistic limit (where the concept of potential
is meaningful). The qualitative properties of attractive/repulsive are already encoded in the

Feynman rules. The comparison with effective potential also allows the coupling parameters

to be determined experimentally.
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14. BASIC QED PROCESSES

The quantum electrodynamics has basic scattering of two charged particles, the scat-
tering of light by a charged particle, particle-anti-particle annihilation and pair creation.
These are analyzed as: (i) electron-muon scattering, (ii) electron-positron scattering as well
as production of muon-anti-muon, (iii) electron-photon scattering (Compton scattering) and
(iv) electron-positron annihilation into two photons. We will evaluate these in the leading
e? approximation. We will also compute the cross-sections for comparison with experi-
ments. These cross-sections will be for the un-polarized particles in the initial state, for
which we will average the cross section over the initial spins/polarizations. We will also not
detect the final particles spin/polarizations and hence sum the cross-section over the final
spins/polarizations.

Here is the list of the processes with their diagrams and the corresponding invariant

amplitudes.
e (p)p (k) = e (p)u (k) (for p replaced by e it is Moller Scattering)
e (p) e (p)
| iM = [a(p) ey u(p)] | 7% | [a(k') Giexyu(k)]
(k) e (K)
et (p e (p) = pwt (K ) (k) (for u replaced by e it is Bhabha Scattering)
W) (k)
>3< iM = [o(p") ey up)] | 7222 | [a(K)(ier* o k)]
e (p) (k)

In the next two processes, there are two diagrams contributing, obtained by exchanging
the initial and final state photons in the Compton scattering and the two final state photons

in the annihilation process. Although the diagrams may not look ‘crossed’, they are!
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e (p)y(k) — e (p')y(K) (Compton Scattering)

iM = e, (K, N)a(p)(ier") [(;ZEF kg)2 +m2 — ie
(

x (iey")u(p)e), kA

ptk - —zé+k)+m)}
ol ’)

(p— Kk')% +m?2 —ie
x (iey"Yu(p)e, (K, N

e~ (p)
'y(k)

(k)
et (pe (p) — ”y(k)”y(k’) (Annihilation process)
e”(p) (k)

M = e X)) iert) | LI

(p— k)2 +m2 —ie
x (iey")u(p)e, (K, \)

}< iM = &, (F N0 (iey”) [(jf(__,{ff;f;lf _”Z]

x (iey")u(p)e, (K, X

Since we will be computing un-polarized (average over initial spin/ polarizations), inclusive
(sum over final spin/polarizations) cross-sections, we have to evaluate 33 200 |M|? for the
fermion scattering and likewise for the other cases. For the Compton Scattering and pair
annihilation where two diagrams contribute, we need to add them before taking the mod-

square.

A. Electron-muon processes:

Consider the electron-muon scattering. We have,
- {@®@)y"ulp))(u' () ()" () u(p')}
< (@K (k) (u (k) ()T (1) Tu(k))}

(¢? —i€)(q® + ie)
The spins, o,0’, p, p’ are implicit in the above expression. Summing over all of these replaces

(iIM)(—iM") =

uu using the completeness relation. Each of the braces can be expressed as traces over the
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gamma matrices. With the new normalizations used, the completeness relations take the

form,

> ulp,o)ulp,0) = —p+m . Y v(p,0)o(p,0) = —p—m| (14.1)

g g

Thus the electron and muon spin sums become,

{. oy =Tr" (=B +m)V' (¢ +me] o {. tew = Trlva(—=K+m) v (—F +m,] .

This leads to,
LY L (gt mr (]
- = — T — Me — Me
1 g o T (@ =i e !

X Tr [y (=K + my) v (= F +my) (14.2)

For the ete™ — pup~ we will have,

64

(IM)(—iM") = (q% — i€) (g% + ie)

{@@)y"ulp) (u' () (v") (") 0(0))}
x (@K )yv (k) (0! (k) (%)" () (k) }

This is the same as before except the p’, k' spinors are v spinors. Using the corresponding

completeness relation we get,

1 2 1 e /
— _ = == T s . v B .
4 o;p, ‘M’e+e —utp 4 (q2 _ ZE)(qQ + ZE) 7"[")/ ( % +m )fy ( % m ]

X Tr[yu (=K + mpu) v (—§ —m,] (14.3)

The Compton scattering and annihilation processes have two diagrams each and each of
these has a single Dirac trace. But each diagram also has photon polarization completeness
relations. Incidentally, for Moller and Bhabha processes, there are ‘crossed diagrams’ too.
We will do these later.

To proceed with the two processes above, we need to traces of 2 and 4 gamma matrices.

Here are the relevant formulae.

T?f"yu'yy — _477/“’; (145)
Traty sy = 4 (" — o 4oy (14.6)
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Using these, we get

Triy"(=#+me)y (=F +me] = papTriyy*y"7"] + miTr[y"y"]
= A(p"p” —"p-p +p'p") — dmIn"  and,
Trly (—§+ mu)%/(_kl +my,] = kak}iTrhMya%'Vﬁ] + mZTT[’Yu%]
= 4(kuky, — k- K + kE,) — 4mi77,w.
Dotting the traces gives,
_ 2 2 2.2
Trl..Tr[...] = 32[(p- k)@ -K)+ - k)P - k) +mep-p' +mik - K + 2mim:]
1 8et
23 2 Ml = R K+ (oK) K) + i ik - K 4 2mEm{l4.7)
spins
where g =p' — p .

2 2
e’mu

For the ete™ — puTp~ process, the only difference is m changing signs. Thus we
have,
1 2 8e* 1o Y. 2. 27, 17 2 2
) Z IMSt eyt = ?[(p-k‘)(p K)+(p-K) (' k)—mup-p' —mgk- K +2mZm,] (14.8)
spins
where ¢ = p+p/.
To relate to cross-section, we can use the center of mass frame. For the electron-muon
scattering, we may choose

!/

p‘u = (Eevp’%) ) k“ = (E,u? _p’2> ) pﬂ = (Eé7ﬁ> ) klﬂ = (E//p _ﬁ) 3 COS(@cm) =z ]%,

Notice that E. + E, = /P> +m2 + \/p? + m% = E. + E, = \/(')> + m2 + \/(1))*> + m2,
implies that |p’| = |p|. The magnitude of the center of mass momentum and the scattering
angle are the only two independent parameters given the electron and muon masses.

For ete™ — u™p~, a good deal of convenience ensues. The equality of magnitudes of
momenta and masses being identical in both initial and final states, implies that the energies
of individual particles in initial and final state are equal and total energy conservation implies
these energies are equal too. The initial and final momenta magnitudes are then simply
related by the masses. Thus we may choose,

-,

P =(E.p2), ()= (B, —p3) , k= (Ek), ()= (E ~k), cos(Ou):=2- i

Again only the center of mass energy and the scattering angle are the only independent

parameters given the masses.
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It remains to simplify the expression for the cross-sections. We will give it for the muon
production process and leave the ey scattering process as an exercise. We will also neglect
the electron mass compared to the muon mass.

The dot products of momenta, in the center of mass take the form, ¢> = (p + p/)? =

—(2E)? = —4(k* + m?) ~ —4k*. Next, p-p' = —FE? — p* ~ —2F? and
p-k=p -k =—E*+ Ekcos(O.y) , p-k =p-k=—E*— Ekcos(Oum) .

Substituting in the invariant amplitude gives (m. = 0 set),
8 4

1 e
1 Z |M|§+eq,ﬁ,, = m {(E2 + Ekcos(Oupn))? + (E? — Ekcos(Oum))* — mi(—ZEQ)}

2.2 2
_ 64{1+k003 (@Cm)jL@}

spins
B2 B2
m? m?

= ¢! [(1 + E—g) + (1 — E—’;) 0082(@%)} (14.9)

The differential cross-section is given by (11.21),

dQern 6472 5 ke, \ 4

spins

1 1 [s?—4sm2 m? m?
= =/ 1+~ 1——£) cos*(Ocm
6472 s s K +E2)+< E2)COS( )

2 2 1 2 2 o
B (E) iV [(1 T E_'S) + ( - E—Z) 6082(@cm)} (14.10)

Putting o := %, the fine structure constant and FE., = 2FE, we write the unpolarized,

d 1 1k 1
7 = cm (— Z |/\/l|2) where, s = 4FE* m, = 0,m} =mh=m, =

ete” — ptp~ cross-section as,

do a? m2 m? m?
o (E,Oum) = =V 7’5 Kl + E—g) + (1 - E—g) 0082(@Cm)} (14.11)
do T’ m?

2 mi
Ototal -— /de_Q = 32 1— ﬁ 1+ @ (1412)

Remarks: The square root factor shows that £ > m,, must hold for the muon production

to proceed. In the ultra-relativistic limit, £ > m,,, the differential cross-section has the
characteristic (1 + cos?(©)) angular dependence.

Since the cross-section is a measured quantity and the center of mass energy is under
our control, by comparing the pair production cross-sections for two different final states,

eg i, 7, and taking the ratio, we can obtain bounds on the masses of the heavier leptons.
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Fxercises: Obtain the differential and the total cross-section for ep — ep process. Also

for the Moller and the Bhabha processes.

B. Compton Scattering:

Recall the total amplitude from the two diagrams (we take the photon polarizations to

be real),

M = el 0l ier”) | I e utp)e, ()
(

v E N er”) | DI G utpe, (7, 3) (1413

M = e, (Ve (B Xpatp) | ST LmIE S B )
(14.14)

In the second (crossed diagram) terms, we have used p—k’ = p’ —k which is more convenient.

Simplification: Since the momenta are on shell, p?> = —m? k? = 0 = (k¥')?, we get

(p+k2+m>=pP+m*>+ k2 +2p-k=2p-k , () —k)>+m?>=—-2p k

(= +m)y"u(p) = 2p" + 4" (B +m))u(p) = 2p"u(p) ,
u(p )y (¢ +m) = a(p) 2" + (F + m))y* = 2(p") u(p’) .
v(2p" — FyM) N 2(p")" + ")y

2p -k — e —2p' -k — e

2p™ — k)" A2 + k)
2p -k + e —2p -k + e

M = e, (k, Ne, (K, N)u(p) {7 )] u(p) (14.15)

— -

M = e, (k, Neg(K', N)a(p) [

|

} u(p’)  (14.16)

In the second equation, we have used
[a(p)Tu(p)]* = a(p) (V)T ulp’) = ap)Treverseari(v').

Here I',cpersed has the order of the gamma matrices reversed due to the t operation.

Summing and averaging over the spins and polarizations the |M|?, we get,

P X mp = G { (PR BUEEN)

ke — —o) .k —
ey 2p - k —ie 2p' - k — i€

(2p% — )P P20 + Fy®) /

{Zsﬂ (k, Nea(k, N }{Ze (', N)eg(K A)}] (14.17)
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We have used the completeness relation (14.1) to convert the spin sum. We have a trace
over strings of 7 matrices, but now we also have sums over the photon polarizations. An
explicit expression can be obtained by introducing an explicit set of 4 orthonormal vectors.

Consider the polarization sum. Given a k, k% = 0 we can write k¥ = (||, k). Introduce
another vector k := C(|k|, —k) so that k2 = 0. Fix C' by demanding k-k = —2 <» C' = 1/|k2.
We have two transverse directions and we take polarizations 5(/~c, A) along these two directions
and mutually orthonormalized. These are space-like vectors and have no time component.
These 4 vectors, k, k, 5(12, 1), 5(12, 2) are independent and the completeness relation takes the

form, . .
B kFEY 4+ kY EH
2

Thus we get the sum over photon polarizations as,

+ ek, 1)ev (k, 1) + e"(k, 2)e" (k,2) = 0™

- - k.k, + k, k
S euENEN) — g+ et

A=1,2

(14.18)

Claim: The terms containing k,% in the polarization sum, do not contribute to the
M.

Proof: Observe that we can always express M = 5u(l;, A)M*, by just taking out the ¢,,.
Then Y, [M[? = M*(M*)"{n., + %(kul%,, +kyk,)}. The k terms contracting with M can be

seen by replacing €, — k,. It is more convenient to write the Fermion propagators using,

q2:r€:27iie = qjm since (—¢ +m)(f +m) = ¢°> + m?. Then,

zm@ku:e%@v%<> e+ ptm—g—m)

ptE+m
+HE—p —m+p +m}-

1
pP+KE+m

A0 )

:eZ%Wywmm»—Mﬂvwﬂ (¥ +m)})u(p)

a(y) (—£(K)u(p) + ) (F +m) ﬂwm@ﬂ 01

1
P—K+m
We have used p — k' = p’ — k in the second term in the first equation. In the last equation,
the first and the third terms cancel while the second and the fourth terms vanish by equation
of motion. This proves the claim. Hence, effectively, each of the polarization sums give only
the 1.

Note: The total scattering amplitude vanishes when the photon transverse polarization

is replaced by a longitudinal one, is a general result known as a ‘Ward identity’. This is a
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consequence of gauge invariance. While we do not discuss the general proof here, it suffices
to note that (a) we used the Dirac equation: (p+ m)u(p) = 0= u(p')(¥' +m); (b) the QED
coupling has the form ~ A,J# with J#* ~ Uy*W ~ @(p' )y u(p); (c) 64, = 9, A is a gauge
transformation (<> €,(k) — €,(k) + k,A(k)) and gauge invariance of the interaction implies
0, J" = 0. Thus, the vanishing of the amplitude is related to gauge invariance.

The averaged |M|? in equation (14.17) becomes,

5 = o e (TREE COP Y

0,0 AN 2p -k —ie 20 - k — e
200 — )7 W20 + Kyp) ,
- 14.1
2p - k + i€ ™ —2p/ -k + ie ( Z’5+m) ( 9)

20" — ¥ k)P (2puy — wk%)zé’}
(2p - k)?

(
!
{ PR+ AR )2 + Yok
mo{’
{2

+

) /
(=2p' - k)? }@
208" — )20, + k)P

—dp - kp'" - k }@

P+ KN ) P20 — w%%)ﬁ’}
—4p - kp' - k

+m2 et

@
@+

(2" =" K") 2y — Yukn)
I { @ )2 }

T { 2 )+ Ey") (20,70 + k) } N
(=20 - k)? (®)
2Py = Ev™) (20,7 + k)
ro{ TR }@ *

(14.20)

7 { @) +"K7") @pury — Yukbr) }
—4p - kp' - k

The terms linear on m have odd number of 7’s and hence vanish under trace.

It may be checked easily that the @ is obtained from @ by p <+ —p' and likewise for
5 <> 6. Noting the identity Tr(v172 - Vn) = Tr(VnYn-1---Y271), it follows that 3 = 4
and 7 = 8. The first group of 4 terms involves trace of a maximum of 8 gamma matrices
while the last 4 terms involve a maximum of 6 gamma’s. These are simplified using various

identities among the gamma matrices.
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Consider @ We have the traces,

Tr {49 byl — 29" okl — 29" Kb + 7 K Bk}

Use: |V/pv, = +20, pp = —p°, Kp+ pk = —2p -k, Trpy = —4p - p' | and the cyclic property

of the trace to get the above trace as,

Tri-- }@ = (4p*)(2)(=4p - p') — 2p*(2)(—4k - p) x 2+ (2)(2)Tr (KpkY)
= 32m*(p-p —k-p)+32(k-p)(k-p) (14.21)

We have used p? = —m? and k? = 0.

Similarly we get the other traces (without the denominator factors) as,

Trf - Ygy = W FTrO pud) = o pr) + 2T k)

= Tr(y Ky " Pk ) (14.22)
= —320p- )+ (k-p—Fk-p)(16m>+32p-p) +0 (14.23)
Tr{---) gy = WTr(") = 20r (K1) + STr () + 16Tr(kY
= 64m* — 64k - p (14.24)
Tr{ }® = —64p-p' +32(k - p—k-p) — Tr(v" Fy"v. kv,.)
= —64p-p +32(k-p—Fk-p)+0 (14.25)
To simplify the expression further, we need to use: p-p’' = —m? +k-p — k - p’ which

follows from 0 = (k')*> = (p + k — p/)®.. For comparison with [13], it is useful to note:
k-p=Fk-p,pk=p-k
The final expression is,

1 s o4l (P K Pk , [ 1 1 A 1\’
1 Z IM|* = 2e [(pk P +2m PRy TR +m PRy AT

spin/Pol

Exercise: Check the algebral

The Compton cross-section is usually presented in the lab frame with the electron initially
at rest, i.e. p* = (m,0),k* = (w,w?), (P)* = (E',p)), (K)* = (', w'sinb, 0,w'cos(h)). The
final electron and photon momenta define a plane which is taken to be the z—xz plane with the

final photon making an angle 6 to the z—axis. These choices give: p-k' = —mw', p-k = —mw
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and,

> IMP=2¢!

spin/Pol

/ 1 1 1 1\°
Ci+ﬁ,+2m <——,+—> +m? (——+—,> ] (14.27)
w w w w w w
Next, (p')? = (p + k — k)% implies,
m? = —m? 4 2k~ k) + (b~ K)? = 0 = m(w — o) — w1 cos(6),

leading to the Compton formula for shift in the photon wavelength with the scattering angle:

1 1 1 — cosb
Compton Formula: |— — — = STOT G W= nd : (14.28)
wooow m 1+ 2(1 — cost)

To get the differential cross-section, we simplify the phase space integral as,

dgk}/ d3p/ 4ot ,
/2w’(27r)3 / 2E(am)y 2T O Ak —p — k) =

dw'(W)2dQ 1 her
/ 2w/ (27)3 SE )y o) oW A B m—w)

We have used up a 0% to get § = K — k — ' = (w'sind,0,w'cosd — w) which gives (E')2 —

(W)? 4+ w? — 2w'wcosh +m?. Hence

W' w! 1 dE" W' — wcosH
dw’ (W +E(W)—m—w) = - = .
/ “UE (W) (W EW) —m—w) EW) 1+ &) A E

Inserting in the phase space integral,
dcost w!, 1 ,
- y Wy + E, w; =m-+w
/1“2 / 2m 4El |1 4 w—wcosh w'—wcosf UJCOSO . ( )

do :_/

dcost - 4mw 87T mw Z|M|
et 1 (W % LY 2m_1 + cost N 5 (1 — cosf)?
 16mm2 \w w W m m m2

This give the differential cross-section for the Compton scattering, known as Klein-Nishina

We have, (14.29)

formula,

do ma? (WM g ith & ! (14.30)
= - — + — —sin“Oy| , with — = . .
dcostg, m? \w w W fab M T + 2 (1 — cosf)

Remarks:
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(a) There has been no approximation at the a? level computation. It can now be used
for various limits. At # = 0, forward scattering, there is no frequency change and the cross-
section equaling 7%2 is independent of the photon energy. For a massive charged particle,
one defines its Compton length to be A, := h/(mc) = 2w /m in the natural units, A = 1 = c.
The forward scattering cross-section is then a?(7A%), where A := \/(27).

(b) There are two scales in the problems: m,w. This gives two natural limits: (i) w —
04 w/m<1and (ii) w — 00 <> w/m > 1.

For a generic 0, consider w — 0. Then w/w" — 1+ (w/m)(1 — cosf) and

Ta?

= 1+ cos®0 — 4sin(6/2) %—i— , Otot =

8ma?
3m?2

do

14.31
dcos + (14.31)

w/m<k1
The leading term is the Thomson cross-section for classical radiation scattering off free
electrons.

In the opposite limit, m/w < 1, we have

m 1

w/w:;1—6089 (1_51—00594_'“) = el=e) 6<6)::;1—0050'

In this limit,

do o o m
o Ty 14.32
dcos0 m2 «(9) m?2 w(l — cosf)’ ( )
(0) := /1_(S dcosf do_ 7r_042 [—ln(0/2)] — o0, asf — 0 (14.33)
Ttot\0) == o deos ~ mw ’ . .

For the €(f) < 1 condition to hold so that the expansion is meaningful, 6 > \/2m/w must

hold. At 8 = 0 we know the exact answer which is finite.

C. Electron-Positron Annihilation:

Having evaluated the Compton scattering amplitude, this is actually simple to eval-
uate. From the table giving the amplitudes (notice the use of p’ — k and k& — p’ mo-

menta in the crossed diagrams), we can see that the annihilation diagrams expressions

are obtained by making the substitutions: [p — p,k — —k,p' — —p/, k' — k' and u — 2.

These substitutions preserve the momentum conservations appropriate for the processes:
p+k=p +k — p—k=—p + k' The photon polarizations are insensitive to the ‘sign’

of momentum and will give 7,, as before. One of the spin sums however changes from
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(=4 +m] — [ (—p¢ +m)] = [ — m] which generates an overall minus sign in the summed,
squared amplitude. This is actually an example of what is known as the crossing symmetry
of the S—matrix: A scattering amplitude for a particle with momentum k in the initial state
1s the same as the amplitude with the initial particle moved to the final state anti-particle
with momentum —k.

Without any explicit calculation we can write down the summed squared amplitude for

the annihilation process as,

s (yget | (PR R e (L LY (LY
Z IM|? = ( )2e[ (p~k+p-k’)+2m <p~/{:’+p~k +m p~k+p'/€’

spin/Pol
(14.34)
It is more convenient to express the cross-section in the center of mass frame:
= (Epz) , )= (B -pz), B>=p"+m® , s=—(p+p) =4E°
k* = (E,Esin®,0, EcosO) , (K')* = (E,—FEsin®©,0,—FEsin®)
This gives,
p-k = —E? 4+ pEcos® = —E(E — pcosO)
p-k = —E% —pEcos® = —E(E + pcosO),
K |em s2—040? B 1 B E K
‘k‘cm B 32—25(2m2)+0 N 1—m2/E2 - FE2 —m?2 o P
The differential cross-section takes the form,
do 1 1 FE 9
= — ith
Q0 6Am2 AE2 || Z M b
spin/Pol
E+ pcos® E — pcos©
2= (=2 |- 14.35
Z M (=2¢) E—pcos@+E+pcos@ ( )
spin/Pol
2m? 1 1
14.36
* —-F (E + pcos© * E —pcos@) ( )
L L 1 ?
E?2 \ E+pcos®  FE — pcos©
E2 2 2 2 2 2 4
et | B peos© o - m (14.37)
E? — p?cos?©  E? — p*cos?©  (E? — p2c0s?0)?
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The differential cross-section for unpolarized, ete™ annihilation process is then given by,

2 2 | 220002 2 4
do :a_£ E+pcos@+2m B 2m. R (14.38)
dQen s |p| m? + p?sin?© (m? + p%sin?0)?
In the high energy limit, £/ > m, this reduces to,
do o® [(1+ cos®O
dQern - s ( 51n20O ) (14.39)

To obtain the total cross-section, we need to integrate over the final state. Since the two
photons a identical, © needs to be integrated between 0,7/2. The Bose factor of 2 (which
we did not include in the amplitude) cancels the factor of 2 from the angular integration.

We get,

2 1 1 2
Gt = (21 / do——" (14.40)
s 0

1 — a2
The integral is clearly divergent from the ‘forward’ direction (© = 0). This is artificial since
we set m = 0 in the integrand. Split the integration as fol_A + fllf A- The first term is a
finite number and this contribution falls off as s~!. For the second term, we go back to the
exact differential cross-section, approximate the integrand for 1 — A < cos(©) < 1. Then,
the factors of E all cancel and second term ~ a?(1 — A)m™2 where, A < m?/p? so that
the denominator can be approximated. Thus, the total cross-section does not diverge but
is bounded by m~2. This is an example of bounds satisfied by total cross-sections at very

high energies.
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15. NUMERICAL ESTIMATES OF CROSS-SECTIONS AND APPLICATIONS

We have obtained examples of cross-sections for some of the basic processes in quantum
electrodynamics. We also saw how they relate to non-relativistic versions of the processes
eg potential scattering and inferred the modification due to relativistic effects as well as
estimate ‘strengths’ of interactions. Before we study the higher order corrections, it is useful
to have a sense of order of magnitudes of cross-sections and how these numbers are used in
applications. We will focus on the QED processes.

What is the value of the fine structure constant?

This is related to the electric charge, the Planck constant due to quantum framework
and the speed of light due to special relativity. We first obtain the expression in terms of
“engineering units” and then use the measured values to compute the fine structure constant.

Observe that the Feynman rules are derived from the Lagrangian density which has
properly normalized kinetic (quadratic) terms, —iF PP 4 iUy 0, U — mUW and the in-
teraction term introduces ‘e’ as eUy*WA, and thus is dimensionless. This definition gives
the equation of motion, 9,F" = —eUy*¥ « O;E" = e¥IU, using the identifications:
F% .= E'" 9,F" = —J" J* = (p,J"). Furthermore, the Hamiltonian and hence the energy
density is E2/2.

The MKSA (SI) units has the Gauss law in the form: V - Eg; = pg;/€o. The field energy
density (as inferred from the Poynting theorem) is eoﬁg ;/2. Comparing the energy densities,

we introduce the identification, E := |/égEs; Then p = V-E= \/56 . ESI = \/5%. This

leads to the identification, [e := % Thus, we identify the variables used in the action with

those used in engineering variables by comparing the equations of motion and the energy

densities.

In the natural units, A = 1 = ¢ used in writing the action, the fine structure constant was
defined as « := €?/(47) which is dimensionless as noted above. Substituting e in terms of
esr and introducing h, ¢, we write o := :j%’ohacb and determine the powers a, b by requiring
a to be dimensionless. For this, we need the dimensions of eg; and ¢! Now we also use

the ST expression of the Lorentz force, F' = eg;Es;. Hence, dimensionally (Force)?/(energy

density) ~ e%;/eg ~ M'L*T—2. This and « being dimensionless gives a = b = —1 and
a= 4:§01hc ~ 1/137 ,| using the values: (4mey)™! = 21077, es; = 1.6 x 107 Coulomb,

i~ 1.05 x 1073 Joules.sec and ¢ ~ 3 x 10® m/sec.

155



An Aside: Another set of units are commonly used in gravitational physics, the so called
geometrized units. These are defined by setting G = ¢ = 1. The choice of ¢ = 1 gives: 1
sec = 3x10® meters. Newton’s constant in SI units is, G ~ 6.67 x 10~ kg tmetersec™2.
Hence setting G = 1 along with ¢ = 1, gives 1 kg = 7.4 x 1072% meters.

It is conventional in gravitational physics to use the Gauss law in the form V-E= dmtp
and the electric field energy density as E?/(87). This gives the identifications: Eyeom =
VAT Esr , Qgeom = qs1/V/4Amey. As before, the Lorentz force equation gives the dimensions

as: [q%€0] = [47rq§eom] = M'I3T2 =172

Setting ggeom = \/‘Z%OGO‘CB must have dimensions of L, we infer « = 1/2 and § = —2 and

Ggeom = FL=G'?c72 = qovV/2 x 1077GM?¢ 2 = (8.6 x 107'%)gg; | meters.

Looking at the expressions for the cross-sections and noting that in the natural units
energy ~ length™! we see that the cross-sections are of the form «/FE?. This gets more
and more accurate at ultra relativistic energies where masses can be neglected. Since the
cross-section has dimensions of area while energies are typically given in MeV/GeV/TeV
etc, it is useful to have a conversion between energy units and length units. As already
notes, ¢ = 1 = 1 second = 3 x 10® meters. A = 1 = 1 Joule = 10%*sec™! ~ 3.3 x
10%meter=. Next,|100MeV = 1.6 x 107975.] ~ 5 x 10"*meter—!|. (This is also expressed
as 200MeV.fermi = 1). Clearly, a cross-section at 100 MeV (electron mass being 0.5

Mev) is approximately equal to |oigonzes =~ @*/E? ~ 2 x 107**m?.| The conventional unit

for these cross-sections is 1 barn := 100 fermi* = 10~2m?2. Typical numbers encountered
in high energy processes (around 1 GeV) dominated by strong interactions ~ 10739m?,
electromagnetic interactions ~ 1073%m? and weak interactions ~ 10~42m?2.

So, scattering experiments will provide us with such numbers. How are they useful?

In many applications, say passage of a collimated set of particles through some medium,
we have the estimate of the cross-section of scattering of individual particles comprising the
‘beam’ and the medium. Intuitively, a cross-section may be viewed as a target disk of area
o which is bombarded by ‘marbles’ which get reflected from the disk. They are reflected if
they hit the disk or pass by if not. Thus, o gives the likelihood of a scattering interaction.

Suppose we have multiple targets (medium) and multiple beam particles. The probability of

interaction is clearly proportional to the ratio of the effective area of the target particles and
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the area exposed to the beam Thus, probability of scattering = (number of target particles

T O Ok\Total Area
O Beam —> O O
J
o, |

Target

exposed o the beam)xo/Total area presented by the medium). Let n be the number of

target particles exposed per unit area perpendicular to the beam. Then the number of

particles exposed = nx total area and the ‘probability of scattering =n - o.

Let p be the number density of the target particles i.e. number per unit volume. Let d be
the thickness of the medium. Then the areal density n = p-d. The probability of scattering
islno=p-d-oford=d=(p-0)'. Let (v) be the average speed of the beam particles.
Then the average reaction time := 7, := d/{v) = 1/(p(v)o).

Thus, if we have a confined plasma of say electrons and we bombard it with a beam
of positrons and look for production of p* pairs, then we should expect to wait for a
time 7 = 1/(p(v)0e+e——pt,-). This type of use of microscopic cross-sections is required in
discussing bulk processes eg in nuclear physics or astrophysics and are useful in estimating
thermalization times.

Sometimes, we aren’t interested in tracking individual processes, any interaction may
suffice. In such cases we need to sum over all possible final states, oy = > FOimst- The
Timsp ~ |Miss 2. We already have expressions using phase space integration for fixed number

of final state particles. Now we have to sum over the number of particles and the labels,

d3/<:’
454 Y 2
Otot = 4E E labZ/H ka/ 27T ) 0 (Zk Pm)|M| :

This can be related to the forward scattering amplitude via the “Optical Theorem”.

We have STS =1 = Zf<z]5*|f><|5|z> =1 =3 ,|Ssl* Substituting for Sy; we get,
[Spil* = dpidgi + (2m) 0% (P — P)ogli( My — M7)] + (2m)°[6°(Py — P)* | M il -
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Summing over f and using unitarity gives,

(2m) 254 Py — P)ogili( My — M) = =(2m)° Y 6%(Py — P)3* (P — P)[M il
7

Or,

2Im(M;;) = (2m)* > 64 (Pp — P — i) My (15.1)
f

Substituting the rhs in the expression for o;, gives,

Opor = W , where, k = kcyr and s = —(>. P)?

The M;; is the forward scattering, ¢ — i, amplitude and oy, is the inclusive cross-section
for i« — any f processes. This could also be used to estimate the total cross-section.
Remark: Let us note that we defined the scattering matrix in the basis of number states or
Fock basis. Further, we chose the idealization of plane waves for both in and out states. This
is convenient but looses the information about spatial locations of the scattering particles.
This also looses any notion of “impact parameter” - how far the projectile particle is from
the target particle or equivalently the ‘orbital angular momentum’ of the projectile about
the target particle. The information about the transverse position is of course contained in
the parameters of the outgoing particles. This should be kept in mind while interpreting

some of the divergences of cross-sections.
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16. RADIATIVE CORRECTIONS IN QED

Consider now corrections due to higher powers of interaction Hamiltonian, also called
radiative corrections. Having seen the correspondence between the correction terms and
Feynman diagrams, we can list the corrections directly in terms of the diagrams. A Feynman
diagram is made up of lines (free propagators) and vertices. In QED, there are two types of
propagators and one types of vertex. So consider corrections to two point functions and the

three point function.

A. The fermion propagator: self-energy

(16.1)

+ 4 (162

Here is a graphical expansion of the exact two point function of the fermions. In the

second line, the diagrams have been grouped into a series of terms involving I-particle
irreducible (1PI) blobs, connected by free propagators. The 1PI blob represents the sum
of all diagrams with two external legs and which cannot be disconnected by removing a
single fermion line. The 2nd and the 3rd diagrams in the first line are 1IP (their extreme
propagators being the external lines) while the last diagram is 1-particle reducible. The
second line follows from first one by inspection.

Let 1S%(p) denote the lhs - the full 2-point function or full propagator - and iSg(p) denote
the free propagator. Let the 1PI blob be denoted by i¥(p). Then the series is:

~iSp(p) = —iSp(p) + —iSp - i%(p) - —iSp + —iSp - i% - —iSpg - i% - —iSp + ...
= —iSp + —iSp - i%(—iSp — —iSp - i - —iSp...)
. —iSy = —iSp + —iSp - i% - —iS}
Sk = (1= 8SpX)Sy ¢ 1=8(-X)S, and S;'=p+m,

, B 1
Sp(p) = ]Hm——E(m )

Y(p) is called the fermion self energy.
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The S%(p), X(p) are matrices with the Dirac spinor indices though we may not always be
explicit about it. What can we say about its singularities?

We can appeal to Lorentz covariance and decompose X(p) = a(p?)p + b(p*)1 + c(p*)7s.
With parity conserving interactions such as qed, we can take c(p?) = 0. Furthermore, to the

leading order, a(p*) = 0 = b(p?). Thus the denominator of the exact propagator is,

S = (= (=007 = (1 o) |5+ T2 )

1 —a(p?)
m—b
) = — L |
r\P) = 2
1 — a(p? m—>b(p2
%) |2+ (1_a(<52)>>
m— 2
Clearly, the denominator vanishes for p? = —mf,h, Mph, 1= Ia?(—mhz) Since the numerator
has the form —p + m,y,, we can regard the pole to be defined by p = —m,,. Since a,b are
functions of p? = —pp, we may regard the self energy as a function of ¥ and define the pole

by the condition: | +m — X(p)|p=—m,, = 0. | Clearly, m,, # m.

The exact propagator can be expanded about its pole as,

dx(p)
dp

¢+m—z@>:o+w+mmﬂr— B—w4+d@+mmﬂ

2

1 1 7y
9 ~ =
r(p) B+ myp, [1 dz |p__mph] P+ myn

The shift of the position of the pole in the exact propagator from that of the free propa-

gator, [0m := my, —m = —X(§ = —myy,) | is important in an S—matrix element which has

the spinors on the external lines. These spinors satisfy the equation of motion with phys-
ical mass (= my;,) and not the mass parameter in the free propagator inferred from the
Lagrangian. In particular this means that in the LSZ formula for S—matrix element, the
amputation of external fermion legs is to be done with (—i@ + myy;,). This in turn means
that in the Green’s functions with external fermion legs, the external lines must include the
self-energy corrections i.e. should have S% propagator instead of the free propagator Sp
(and of course no more self energy corrections on the external lines). We will return to this
point later again while discussing renormalized perturbation series.

We also see that the residue at the pole in the exact propagator is not 1 and we identify

it with the Zs which we know from the Kallen-Lehmann representation to be less than 1.
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B. The photon propagator: photon self-energy

:

Here is a graphical representation of the exact photon propagator. As before, we group
together the 1-PI diagrams connected by free propagators. Let the exact propagator be
denoted by —iD),(¢) and the free propagator by —iD,,(q). Let the 1PI blob be denoted
by iI1,,(g). In the Lorentz gauge, the free propagator is: D,,(q) = n,,/(¢* — ic). While
the series can be formally summed as before, it is more convenient to separate the tensor
indices in the I, (q) tensor.

Lorentz covariance implies, I1,,(¢) = 7, A(¢*) + ¢.9.B(¢?). The II,, tensor may be
thought of as v — ~ process, although ¢> # 0. We now appeal to a Ward identity:
¢"11,,(¢) = 0. This is done separately below. Presently, it implies A(¢?) = —¢*B(¢*) and

we define: [I1,,(q) == [7w¢*> — ¢.¢,]11(¢*) | . With this notation, the exact 2-point function

takes the form,

N o . N . Nua . 2 af a, B - Tlpv
—iD,,(q) = —zq2 — + —Zm [ilg™ ™ = ¢%¢")1(q)] - _qu e

— Dy - [i(...)*] - —iDg, - [i(... )] - =iDgy + . ...

Define,

(e}

. o o . — re’ qql/ (% « 14 «
i(*n™ — ¢“¢")(—ing.q 2)2(%— Z ):Au = A% A% =A%

Then the exact propagator series takes the form,

. . Nuv . Nua o . Nua o
—ZD:W((]) = i A TI(g?) + —Z%A ﬁAﬂVH(QQ) + ...

g% — i€ q% — i€ q® — i€
= —i 277‘“’, +—z’%A%(H+H2+H3+...)
q* — 1€ q- — 1€
—1 Q,uQV Q,uQV q,uqy 2 3
- L — , — I+ 112+ 118 . .
q* — ie Hm E g }+(77” & >( i )
1 Quly 1 q.q,
D) = —<””_L)+_ 2
ol P(1-1(¢?) \ " ¢ ¢ ¢

In any S—matrix calculation, the D" propagator will land on a fermion line and thanks to the

Ward identity, the terms proportional to ¢*,¢” will vanish. Hence, for S—matriz element
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computations, we can take | D], (q) = M‘W . The TI(¢?) is called the photon self

energy. To the leading order, the self energy vanishes and hence in perturbation theory,
it can never equal 1 and cause another pole at some other ¢?. As long as it is regular
at ¢> = 0, the exact propagator continues to have a simple pole at ¢> = 0, just like the
free propagator. Hence, the photon wavefunction, eu(g) continues to be transverse and
longitudinal polarizations will decouple.

Unlike the fermion self energy which shifts the mass, the photon self energy does not

shift the photon mass from zero thanks to the Ward identity. However, like the fermion self

energy, the residue at the pole does shift away from 1, [(Z3)™! := 1 —II(¢* = 0).

1. The Ward identity claim: ¢*11,,(¢q) = 0:

Yi+1 Tn

Pitq Pntq
Vi Y1

Di P1

Vi Y2

Proof: Recall that II,,, is defined without external propagators i.e. it is an amputated 2-point
function. The momentum ¢ however, need not be on-shell and hence it does not correspond
to an S—matrix element (even if we disregard the polarization factors). Consider diagrams
contributing to the photon self energy with some fixed number of vertices (or order in the
coupling). The set of these diagrams will be generated by vertex injecting momentum ¢* at
various points on the available fermion lines. The fermion lines will necessarily be loops as
there are no external fermions contributing to the photon self energy. Consider the subset

of diagrams wherein the ¢* vertex is on some particular loop which contributes a factor of

the form: (the fermion arrow points from i = 1 to i = n and so do the fermion momenta)

Tr [Sp(pn + @)y .. SE(pivs + OV {Sr(pi + OdSF(pi) } ¥ - .. Sk(p1)y"]

The ¢* vertex is inserted between the it and (i + 1) vertices and adds the propagator

Sr(p; + ¢). All momenta from p;,; to p, are shifted by ¢. We have also contracted with ¢*.
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The expression between the braces simplifies as '3,

1 1 1 1

ﬁz‘*ﬁmqi‘ﬁm:¢i+m_z&+q+m:SF(pi)—SF@ﬁQ)-

The trace thus becomes,

Tr[Se(pn + V"™ ... Se(pix1 + OV {Se(pi) } " ... Sp(p1)y"]

=T [Sp(pn + )Y ... Sp(Pis1 + OV {Sr(pi + @)} 7" ... Sp(p1)y"]

Note that the momenta after ¢ (and ¢ — 1) have ¢ added to them. Summing over the
diagrams where the ¢* vertex is on this fermion loop i.e from ¢ = 1,...,n , there is a
pairwise cancellation. The first term at ¢ cancels the second term at i + 1 and so on. We

are left with the second term at ¢ = 1 and the first term at i = n, i.e.

ZTT [ ] =Tr[Sp(pa)y"™ ... Sp(p )™ = Tr [Sp(pn + @)V ... Sk(p1 + @)™

Because we have a fermion loop, there is an integration over say p;. Provided the integral is
finite, we can shift the integration variable and absorb away the q. The integrals of the two
traces, then cancel out and the claim is proved.

Remark: We have not yet introduced loop diagrams. The above fermion loop, before the
q insertion, has n vertices and n momenta entering at those vertices. The conservation of
momenta, taking out the overall conservation, thus leaves one momentum undetermined and
this is to be integrated.

Remark: As an extension of the result, consider an open fermion line with incoming

momentum py, outgoing momentum p,, and insertions on it.

Tn Tn—1 Yi+1 Vi V2 Al

13 This identity holds as long as both the fermion propagators have the same mass, mpp, or m. This is

relevant while dealing with external fermion lines.
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For the insertion between the 7,7 4+ 1 vertices, we will have a string of factors as,

Se(pn + V" Se(pn + @) - A {Sk(pi + OdSr(pi) } " - .. Sk(p1)y"* Sk(po)

Replacing Sp(p; + ¢)4Sr(p;) = Sr(p:) — Sr(p; + q¢) and summing over the insertions from
1=20,...,n, we get

n

[...] = Sp(Pa)y"" Sr(pn-1) - .. Sr(p1)y**S(po)
— Sp(Pn + OV Se(Pr—1 + ) - .. Se(pr + )" S(po + q)

To get an S—matrix contribution, we have to multiply by @(p, + q)[Sr(pn + ¢)] '] on the
left and by [Sr(po)] *u(po) on the right and take the limits p3 — —m?, (p, + ¢)> — —m?.
Now we see that each of the two terms has only one of the poles which can cancel the inverse
propagator. In the on-shell limit then, each of the terms vanishes, thereby proving that for
S—matriz elements with external fermion lines, sum over insertion of photon lines followed
by contraction with the photon momentum gives zero.

Note: There is one subtlety here. For external lines, we should be using the exact propaga-
tor as per the LSZ rules. The S¢S identity requires both propagators to have the same mass,
the physical mass. This would require all internal fermion lines to use the exact propagator
(and then do not consider the fermion self energy correction). For fermion loop, this issue
does not arise. Notice however that S%(p)~' = Sr(p)~! —X(p) and o(p) is always of order «
and higher. Thus, in using free inverse propagator instead of exact inverse propagator, we
are dropping a higher order contribution which we can do in a perturbation theory.

The conclusion is then that g,M*#(q,...) = 0 which is a statement of Ward identity.

C. The Vertex function: Form factors

The expectation is that the electron-photon coupling will undergo a change due to higher
order corrections. Unlike the 2-point functions above which were considered for arbitrary
momentum, we consider the 3-point function with the fermion momenta “on-shell” (and this
means the ¢? is necessarily space-like (prove this)) and hence an internal line. When viewed
as part of an S—matrix element, the external fermion legs are amputated with physical mass
inverse propagator and replaced by the @(p’), u(p) spinors respectively. Here is a graphical

view of the possible corrections.
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iel'*(p,p') =

Notice that some corrections on the fermion lines and the photon line are just self-energy
corrections. The remaining corrections have photon lines necessarily connecting the two
fermion lines and these diagrams are already 1PI. The last diagram in the second equation
is 1PR.

We can simplify the form of the exact vertex function, I'*(p, p’) by appealing to Lorentz

covariance.

!

T“(p,p) = Y"A(¢) + (0" +p")B(¢*) + (" — p")C(¢%) .

With two independent momenta, we have 3 Lorentz scalars, p?, (p')%, p - p’. The first two

equal —m?, while the third is traded for ¢? for convenience.

P
Claim: u(p')g,I"u(p) = 0.
Proof: This is the Ward identity argument given above.

The above form for I'* then implies,

0 = a(p)gu(p)A(g*) + (—miy, + me,)u(p') B(¢*)iu(p) + ¢*u(p')C(¢*)u(p)

= 040+ ¢*a(p)C(¢*)ulp) = a(p)C(¢*)u(p) =0 .

The A, B terms can be rewritten using “Gordon identity”,

1

u(p' )y u(p) = 2mphﬂ(p’) [(p+ )" = 2ic" q,] u(p)

This can be established as follows (m,, — m for convenience):

We have, u(p) = —=pu(p) , u(p') = —Lua(p')y". Therefore
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u(p' )y u(p) = —%(7’% +#7") But, ¥ =pA"" =p, (—77“” + %[7”»7”])
St = =218, Pyt = () - 208, B = %[’Y”,’YV] ;

() = —5-a) [ — @)~ 45— )] u(p)
= )+ )~ 20 Julp) =20 g=if .

Eliminating the (p+ p')* from the B(¢?) term, and identifying A + 2m,, B =: Fi(¢*) and
4% B(q?) =: Z-F?(q?), we take the general form of I'*(p, ') as,

2mph

.o'q,
I(p,p') = v"Fi(¢°) + i 2

(), q=p —p.

mph

The F;(¢?) are called form factors. To the lowest order, Fi(¢?) = 1, F5(¢*) = 0 . These get

corrected at higher orders.

D. Electric Charge and Anomalous Magnetic Moment

The form factor decomposition helps us identify the electric charge and the anomalous
magnetic moment of electron (and other charged fermions). This is seen as follows.

Consider the scattering of an electron off a heavy charged particle. We imagine the
scattering to be effected by exchanging a single photon between the heavy charge and the
electron. Schematically the amplitude can be written as,

1

iM =ie® [u(p" )T (', p)u(p)) Z [a(k")yuu(k)]

The first factor is from electron, second is the single photon propagator and the third
factor is from the heavy charge. The I' vertex has only 1PI diagrams and excludes the
photon self energy on the propagator. This represents the modification of the electron
response due to the 1PI corrections, the photon self energy would indicate modification
in the electromagnetic field felt by the electron and hence is also referred to as wvacuum
polarization. This is ignored in this calculation.

In the limit of infinitely heavy fermion, the second and third factors are replaced by an

external classical potential A,(q) and the amplitude is defined as,
iM (27) 6((9' — p)°) = —iea(p')["u(p) A7 (' — p)
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We consider two cases - Coulomb potential and magnetic field, and consider non-relativistic
limit of the scattering.

Coulomb potential: A% (z) = (¢(x),0). Coulomb field is static and we also assume it

to be slowly varying spatially. This means that we take flzl(q) = 216(q")((q),0) with
the &(q) having support near ¢ ~ 0. We can thus take the limit ¢ — 0 of the first
factor. This in turn means that only the F; term contributes. In the non-relativistic
limit, @(p' )y u(p) — w(p )y u(p) = 2mu’(p)u(p) and the amplitude takes the form, iM —
—ieF1(0)¢(q)(2mut (p)u(p)). Comparing with the Born approximation for scattering off a
potential leads to the identification, V(z) = eF1(0)¢(Z). Thus, |electric charge = eF(0).

Since F}(0) = 1 at the leading order, the radiative corrections to Fj(¢?) should vanish as
¢ — 0.

Magnetic field: A% = (0, A% (z)). Again this is taken to be time independent and spatially

slowly varying. Thus we consider the limit ¢ — 0. Earlier, we dropped the F5 term, because
F| term was non-zero. Now however 4(p')y'u(p) =~ o(p/m) in the non-relativistic limit which
is comparable to the F, term.

Recall from the NR limit of the Dirac spinors, v’ := (u?, ul), (p+m)u(p) = 0 = us(p) =~

—%ul and we have the normalization u'u(p) = 2m. We also had,

- i i i 1 P o g
a(p' )y u(p) = ul (¢)o us(p) + ub ()0 ur (p) = =5 —ul (p){o'F - G+ 5 - Fo'Yun ().
Using o0’ = 67 +ie” 0%, we get,
— - Aec 1 ~  71c e - qcl g
a(p)7 - Au(p) = ——ul(p)) (§- A7 + 7' - A = A€ q50") s (p)

Noting that ¢ = 0, the F5 term has 0%¢;. Going over to the two component spinors, we

get

T

e lul ()"

—u(p))ou(p)g; ~ u(p)]

?
2m
The contribution of the wuy spinors is negligible in the NR limit.

Combining the terms we get in the NR limit,

WD) A g 0 — L g, Ao (F(0) + Fo(0) | (o)

a(p)Mu(p) A (q) ~ ul(p)) om 2m

In the non-relativistic Hamiltonian, (p —eA)?/(2m) we have the e(p-+A - p) terms which

are recovered. The remaining terms however are new. Focusing only on those, we write the
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amplitude as,
iM = —ieul (p) —%(Fl(O) + F3(0))0* By | ui(p) . By = —ie, A% (q) .

This amplitude is interpreted as the Born approximation to a potential scattering with

potential, V (z) = —(fi) - B(Z), with the effective magnetic moment,

—

o €

o F1(0) + Fa(0))u () 5 s () = g

(&

(i) = S, g:= 2[F1(0) + F5(0)] = 2[1 + F5(0)].

2mph

g is called the Lande’s g-factor, its value being 2 is prediction of Dirac equation while
F5(0) # 0 is a prediction of QED. It is called the anomalous magnetic moment.

Without actually calculating the higher order corrections, we noted what they mean for
2-point functions (self-energies). We used Lorentz covariance to get a form factor decompo-
sition and interpreted them by appealing to the NR limit. One of the immediate prediction
was the anomalous magnetic moment.

We also note that to the leading order (see diagrams), we have Z, ' =1, Z; ' =1, Fi(¢%) =
1, F5(¢*) = 0. This is the reason that at the tree level calculations that we did, did not have
any factors of Z’s. This will change when we do explicit evaluations of the leading corrections

in the next section.
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17. RADIATIVE CORRECTIONS AT 1-LOOP: DIVERGENCES

We now calculate the leading radiative corrections to the self energies and the QED vertex
function i.e. the 1-loop contributions to 3(p),I1(¢?), F1(¢*), F2(¢*). Here are the Feynman

diagrams and the corresponding invariant amplitudes.

Fermion self energy

d*k “ —Z<—% + m) v _inuy
27T)47 K2+ m? —ie ! (p— k)% + p? —ie

=) = (ie)* [ -

Photon self energy (vacuum polarization)

d*k —1 —1
() = G2 [ G W}H m Figem

QED Vertex function, 6I'* := I'* — ~#

" N . \2 d4k' _ina

oI*(p,p’) = (ie) /(2ﬂ)4 (k:)Z—i—,uf— e

[ W= =) +m) W= m)
(P — k)2 +m?—ic’ (p—k)?2+m? —ic

In the photon self energy expression, the (—1) is due to the fermion loop. The photon
propagator is added a small mass ;2 in anticipation. In the vertex correction, the expression
is understood to be sandwiched between u(p’) and u(p).

There are some new points to be noted.

e There is a momentum integration over k, unrelated to the external momenta. This &
can be space-like, time-like or light-like. In any frame, we may consider the region where
k* — oo, then: (i) the electron self-energy ~ [ d*kk®/k* ~ [ dk which is naively linearly
divergent; (ii) the photon self-energy ~ [d*k/k* ~ [ kdk which is naively quadratically
divergent and (iii) the vertex correction ~ d*kk? /k® ~ [ dk/k which is naively logarithmically
divergent.

e There are also other regions of integration space which give divergent contributions,

but these will be visible after the integrand is put in a convenient form.
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e The ie in the denominator is quite significant now. It implies that the 4-dimensional in-
tegration must be defined with the k° integration being done first and the spatial integrations
done subsequently.

e The naively divergent integrals need to be reqularised i.e. a prescription for the integra-
tion must be supplied which will manifest the divergence in an explicit form. The divergent
contribution so obtained, must be subtracted to obtain finite answers. This is the process of
renormalization.

e The integrand has a numerator which has tensor/spinor indices while the denominator
is a product of scalar factors. One combines the denominator factors into a single factor form
using the so called Feynman parameters. This is followed by the momentum integration with
a regularization and a finite part is identified. The integration over the Feynman parameters
is done last to get the answer. We explain these steps now.

The Feynman/Schwinger trick:

1

Claim: —— =(n— 1)!/ dxy...dx,
An 0

ALl '

(Zizi A"
Proof: Observe that A~ = [* doe™? | Re(A) > 0. Therefore,

1

_ :/ dag ... dope "% 1 1:/ dto(t — X;aq) and «a; — tay,

o0 oo 1
= / dt/ dry ...dx, t"e A - (X — 1)
0 0 t
1

= / dzy ...dx,0(3x; — 1)/ dt tm e i)
0 0

= (n—l)!/ dxl...dxnw
0

h dt t" e = AT (n) .
(Biw; Ay)" /0 ‘ Q

2

Note: Since each of the denominator factors are of the form A; = (p; — k)% +m? — ie, we see

that

= (k= Sixpi)® + M? —ie | M*(x;,pi,m;) == Sizi(p; +my) — (Sizip)” .
The obvious step is to shift the integration variable, k& — k + ¥;x;p; which simplifies the

denominator - it has the same form of a single propagator with the same —ze.

Let us begin with the fermion self energy.
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A. Isolation of Divergence: Fermion Self Energy

. . d*k —i(—F+m) —in
D — 2 o v mv
iX(p) = (ie) / (27047 k2 +m? — Z'E’Y (p— k)2 + p2 — ic

The Feynman trick gives,

1 ! 1
(k2 +m2 —ie)((p — k)2 + p2 — ie) :/0 dm[(k—:l:p)2+M2—ie]2 ’

with, M? := z(1 — x)p* + (1 — 2*)m® + zp?. Shifting k — &k + xp, and using ¥y, =

B / / k;imﬂﬁékg%]

Recalling that the &° integration is to be done first and that the poles are at k° =

=41, 4"}y, = 2K, gives

+VE + M2 F 1€, we rotate the contour anti-clockwise without crossing any singularity.
This is equivalent to putting % = ik® and k% — (k)% + k2 =BEuclidean vector norm. This
sends [ d*k — i [ d*k. For Euclidean integrals [ d*k k5+Xj2) = 0, since the integrand is odd
under k — —k. We are left with,

4 4 2
/ / o kT:MZ]; , M? = (1 —z)p* + (1 — 2®)ym® + zp”

The k—integral is logarithmically divergent and needs to be regulated. There are several
ways of doing this. One is the Pauli- Villars regularization which subtracts from the photon

propagator, another identical piece with arbitrarily large mass squared, A%, i.e

1 1 1
— — :
(p—Fk)P+p?  (p—kP+p> (p—k)?+A

For large k, both terms go as k=2 and cancel each other leaving a finite answer. Thus
i3 — 1%, 1= iX(A = 00) — iX(A). The same combining of denominators will produce

identical terms with M?(u?) — M?(A?). The momentum integration becomes,

LN N O R
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The angular integration gives: €2, _; = 12?://22) = 272 for n = 4 and the integral becomes,

— e — . = — _J . k2:: btttd
/ (271')2 [ ] 877'2 /0v 2 |i(y + Mg)Q (y + M§)21 P Yy substitute

N
e y J— —

1672 J, y+ M2 y+M;  (y+ M2 (y+ MR)?
— 1 In y—i—Mﬁ Oo—i— Mi — Mi N

1672 y+ M3/, Y+ M2 y+M§O

/(;Z%Q[—] _ 1&2“(%) |

In the limit A — oo, M3 — xA? and we get,

2 1

iX(p) = —i% i dz (2m + xp)ln L

(17.1)

TA?
(1—2)p?>+ (1 —2)m? + zp?

Recall that the mass shift as well as the Z, are obtained from the self energy as, dm =
Mpp —m = =P = —myn), Zy ' =1 — %V:—mw Since the self energy already has an
explicit factor of €%, in the integrand, we can use p = —m,;, &~ —m. The derivative of 3 is

obtained as,
dy . «a ld l xA? N
dp Pt 21 S —z(l —z)m? + (1 — x)m? + zp?
-1
(221~ a)(-m)

—z(1l —z)m? + (1 — x)m? + zp?

(2m —x - m)

Simplification leads to,

dx e [T [—xln <<1 - x)xAz ) L@ — gt }

dy by 2T Jo 2m? + xp? (1 —x)?>m? + zp?
(17.2)
a ! xA?
om = —N()f = — = — [ dz (2—2) 17.
m v ) 27T/0 z (2= 2)in ((1 —x)?m? + x,u2) (17.3)

The integrands are well behaved at both end points so the integrals are finite and the leading
contribution is given by the A? dependent part alone and for dimensional reasons we divide

by the fermion mass. Thus, the divergent contributions as A — oo take the form,
a [* 3a
om ~~ —/ dz(2 — z)In(A?*/m?) = ——In(A*/m?)
2m Jo 4m
il 1- 2 /1(—xln(A2/m2)) =1+ (A2 /m?) = Zo ~ 1 — —In(A2/m?)
2 2m Jo B AT 2 AT

The logarithmic divergence is thus manifested in terms of In(A?/m?). There are of course

finite pieces, but until we take care of the divergent parts the finite parts are irrelevant.
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B. [Isolation of Divergence: Photon Self-Energy

gy — o2 [k T (= m)y"(—f = g+ m)]
i a) = /(27r)4(k:2+m2—ie)((k+q)2+m2—ie)

Using the trace formulae for the Dirac matrices (14.4), we get

Numerator: = Tr[y*¥v" (¥ + ¢) + m*y*~"]
= Ak (k+ q)" — "k (k) + (K + g)'k” — mPp]

= ARKMEY — i (B +m?) + (KR + K" — 0"k - q)]
1 1

k% +m? —ie (k + q)? + m? — ie)

| i

dx

0 [(k+zq)? + z(1 — x)¢% + m?]?

The shift generates additional terms linear in k& in the numerator. Under integration, these

Denominator: =

shift k — k — zq,

terms drop out and we are left with,

, d*k {2k"E" + 22%qMq” — ™ (K? + 22¢* + m?) — x(2¢"q” — " q*)}
v 2
dlly ((D - (_46 )/ (271_)4 (kQ +M2 _ iE)Q

where, | M? = 2(1 — 2)¢* + m?|. Doing Wick rotation as before,

4 ALY — 20(1 — oV 1— uy 2 ,uz/kQ 2
I () = (_462)2./ d'k {2k"E" — 22(1 — 2)q q2+93( @yt = (& + m )}
(2m)* (k* + M2 — ie)?

The tensorial integral,

4 .V 1 4 2
(LY
() (i 1 V) 1) oy @@y

There are several problems to be faced now. First, the integral is quadratically divergent
and shift in the momentum variable is unjustified. Second, we have now 0** and n*” in the
numerator, confusing Lorentz covariance. Third, naively we see a quadratically divergent
piece with coefficient n* but only logarithmically divergent one with coefficient ¢*¢” casting
doubts on possibility of gauge invariance. We could try the Pauli-Villars regulation, but we
will introduce a different one, the dimensional regularization. The Pauli-Villars may be seen
in [13]. The dimensional regularization has the main virtue of keeping the Ward identity
satisfied, even for non-abelian gauge theories.

The idea is to think of the perturbation theory to be a member of a class of similar theories

formulated in general n dimensions. One chooses a value of n where the integrals are well
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defined (n < 4) and analytically continues n — 4. This isolates the original divergence
in a particular form (poles) providing the needed regularization. Since the mass/length
dimensions also depend on space-time dimensions we need the coupling constants to be
dimensionfull. To maintain space-time covariance, we need to regard the external momenta
and the vy matrices etc also to be n—dimensional. We set € := 4 — n and consider the
limit € — 0. Since the integrals are over Euclidean momenta due to the Wick rotation, the
external momenta and the metric tensor need to continue back to Minkowski signature at
the end of the calculations.
In this regularization scheme, the following rules are adopted.

n /2
[ et ) = [ Gt [kt ety | faonn = o) a7y

[ Gt = [ e [ 10 (17.5)

n

oodk knfl 1 ood {L‘E_l . M2
/0 (k;2+M2)a_§/0 Twrarye 0 PV T e

= MT; i /0 dyya_l_%(l - y)%_l = MT; aﬁ(OZ —n/2,n/2)
Y Kt M D(a—n/2)0(n/2)
/0 dk;(kQ R 3 (o) (17.6)
and
d"k 1 _ 1 Dla—n/2)  9n/oa
el s o

The T" function has isolated poles at &« — n/2 = 0,—1,-2,... ie. at n = 2(a +m),m =
0,1,.... The Gamma function has the expansion I'(¢/2) = 2/¢ — v + o(e) where, v =
0.57721... is the Fuler-Mascheroni Constant.

Since finite parts can be affected we need to keep € in various place too eg {77} =
—20"1,Tr(1) =n =4 — 9"y, = (2 — €)7”. These terms will give contributions from
the 1/e terms. The coupling constant dimensions work as follows. [V] = (n —1)/2,[A,] =
(n—2)/2=1leJ=n—(n—1)—(n/2—1) = €¢/2. Therefore we write e — e,uf)/2 where
is an arbitrary mass scale which should disappear from physical quantities. The dimensions

are in mass units. The tensorial integral will now follow from k*k" — %(5‘“’/{2. We use these

in evaluating the I1*"(q).
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"(q) = (—ne’u / v [{—22(1 = 2)g"q" + 0" (x(1 — x)¢* — m?)} x

'k 1 A"k K+ M2 — M?
/% ey oy T @) / T e ] where,

M? = z(1 — 2)¢® +m?

= (o o |9 (%‘0\/(;%@ Tt arEm
© ®
{—2 (1—a)¢"q" +0 —mQ—x(1—x)g2—(%—1>M>H
1 T(1-n/2) M? P T(e/2)

/-\
\_/
—
Q
0«)
|
Q
@
\_/

= H‘“’(g) = (QQ(S‘“’ — Q“QV)H(QQ) with,

i [ ( ") a0 -
‘i >’ / o H e G
&), w

M(g?) = —2?0‘ e a1 -2) (% - 7) (1 + %ln <4]7\}—’§‘2’) (1 - i)) (17.8)




Notice that for ¢*, M?* = m? and

202 (1 201 2
H(O):——a—/ dz(z — 2*) + constant :——a—, = 23:1__a (17.9)

T € Jo 3T € Jme

We see the divergence in I1(0), Z3 and there is of course no mass shift. We return to the
interpretation of TI(¢?*) later.

Remark: The ¢! pole in dimensional regularization corresponds to logarithmic diver-
gence in Pauli-Villars. this is indicated by comparing the regulated integral [[(k?*+ M?)~?
(k*A%)72] in Pauli-Villars, which goes over to ;=In(zA?/M?). In the dimensional regular-
ization, our integral @ goes as 7z2. Hence, €' <5 In(A/M). Thanks to the dimensional
regularization maintaining the Ward identity, the ¢?6** — ¢#¢” got pulled out and the su-

perficially quadratically divergent integral go converted to a logarithmically divergent one.

C. Isolation of Divergence: Vertex function

We compute 6T = T* — 4# with p* = (p/)? = —m? and sandwiching by u(p’), u(p) is
implicit.

PR B o o CW-Kt+m) , (—(B—K) +m)
o (p,p') = —ie /(zﬂ)4k2+ﬂ2_¢e[ W — k2 +m2—ic| (p— k) +m2—ic ’

We have three denominators and the Feynman trick leads to,

1 1 1
k2 + p? —ie(p— k)2 +m? —ie (p) — k)2 +m? — ie

/ dx / dy / dz . where,
k—ap— yp) + M2 — e’

M? = z(p* +m?) +y((p ) +m?) + zp* — (zp + yp')?

M2 =040+ +zp? +mi x4+ y)? + Pay

Since ¢®> > 0 (space-like) for this diagram, | M? = (z + y)*m? + xyq¢® + zp?| is manifestly

positive. As usual shifting the momentum k& — &k + xp + zp’, doing the Wick rotation and

dropping the terms linear in &k in the numerator, we get,

d*k 2 x Nr
u - L

Nr o= " {(f —k—ap = )" (0 — ¥ —xp — yp)} va + m* "7
—my* (V' (P —xp—yp) + (F — xp — y¥ )"} Yo + linear in k
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Now we need to use the identities,

VYV = =207 — 2" (—4) = 29" (17.10)

Y Ve = A7 (17.11)
VVAV Y e = 297 (17.12)
YA E = 2 = —ARMH A 29M K = — kP (17.13)
Y e = 2{( - 2)p -y {1 - )Y — 2} (17.14)
(17.15)

YA ) F )Y e = A{( = 2)p" =y + (1 =) () — ap"}

Using these, the numerator takes the form,
u(p)(Nr)u(p) = a(p) ([—4k“% + 2k27“]® +2{(1 —2)p -yt {1 -y - xrf}]@
F2lms ¥ gy — Aml(1 = 2007 + (1= 200 ) ) )

Observe that pu(p) = —mu(p), up’y’ = —maup’. In @, [ d*kE} oc v# (after Pauli-Villars).
We simplify @ as,

a(@)2u(p) = a@)[(1 —2)(1 — y)py"y + zym*y* + 2(1 — 2)ympy" + y(1 — y)my"plu(p)

P — =2 — (—m)y Y — =2(p")* + my* between the spinors.

DN | —

Thus we see that, between the spinors, all the terms in the numerator can be put in the
form of (p+p')*[...]+~*]...] and therefore the integral can be arranged as contributing to
the form factors Fi, F5. The intermediate steps, including the Pauli-Villars regularization,
are left as an exercise. The result is (from 6I'*):
1 2
A
Fi(¢®)—1 = % i dr dy dz6(1 —x —y — 2) {ln (;4—2)—1—

1

77 (=) —y)¢* + (1 —4z+z2)m2)] (17.16)

! 2m2z(1 —
Fy(¢?) = %/0 dr dy dz6(1 —x —y — 2) [%} ,  with  (17.17)

M? = ¢*zy +m?(1 — 2)* + zp?

Note:
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(i) In the 0F}, there is a UV divergence (A — 0o) coming from the large k region, even

for ¢> = 0. This violates the §F;(0) = 0 condition and thus changes the electric charge. The

condition can be naturally restored by defining |§F} ,en(¢?) := 0F1(¢%) — 6F1(0). | This is a

renormalization prescription.

(i) The 6F; also has an “infrared divergence” (u*> — 0) at ¢*> = 0 coming from the
M=2(0) =m~2(1 — z)~2 from the z — 1 region.

(iii) The Fy(¢?) has no divergences. Its value at ¢> = 0 gives the anomalous magnetic

moment and can be evaluated explicitly as,

1 2 1 1—z
F5(0) :ﬁ/ de dy dz6(1 —x —y — 2) : :g/ dz/ = 2
2 Jo 1—2 T Jo 0 1—=z 2m

g—2 «
= |m—=—
2 2T

One of the triumphs of QED! (17.18)

The renormalized Fy(q*) is obtained as,

1 2 1_2)2
an2::1-3/ﬂ1dd51— -2 m(
1, (Q> +27T 0 T ay az ( z Yy Z)[n(mQ(l—z)2+q2$y

m2(1—4z+z2)+q2(1—f)(1—y) m2(1—4z+z2)( 7.19)
m2(1 — 2)2 + Py + 22 m2(1 = 2)2 + 2]

We have to face the divergences now. All three radiative corrections have UV divergence
while the vertex function has IR divergence as well. For dealing with the IR divergence, we

need to look at another process called “Bremsstrahlung” (breaking radiation in German).

D. Bremsstrahlung Cross-section to o(«a)

We know from the classical electrodynamics that accelerated charge radiates. A quantum

mechanical view of such a radiation is depicted in the diagrams below.

k k

/ /
j:: + :::%j +  emission of any number of photons

The diagrams depict a scattering process which causes the top electron to ‘accelerate’ and
‘emit’ a (on-shell) photon. This is the QFT view of ‘radiation from an accelerated charge’.
The bottom charged line represents some heavy fermion/boson/source, while the connecting
wavy line denotes mediation of the interaction. The first diagram suggests photon emission

before the kick while the second diagram suggests photon emission after the kick. As per
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the rules of the relativistic QFT, both contributions are to be added and mod-squared to
get to the cross-section. To the leading order - single photon emission - the cross-section is
order a. This cross-section also has a an IR divergence as k — 0. An on-shell photon with
arbitrarily small momentum is called a ‘soft photon’. To isolate the divergence, focus on the

following diagrams:

We are computing the amplitude for the process e — e+~. Let My(k’, ") denote the part
of the amplitude of electron interacting with the external source, it is depicted as the blob.
Here £/, 1" denote the out-going and in-coming momenta respectively. The full amplitude is

then given by (polarizations 5(12, A) taken to be real),

iM(p'p k) = (ie)u(p') | Mo(p',p = k) (_Zf(—_lg;;fr)njf? ey

L= ) +m) :
WY (p,+k)2+m2_i€/\/lo(p + k,p) | u(p)

To compare with the classical radiation formula, consider the limit wherein the external
source interaction approximates as, Mo(p',p — k) = Mo(p' + k,p) = Mo(p',p). Next, since
the photon is soft, we neglect the ¥ in the fermion numerators. The denominators simplify
as, (p—k)>+m?=-m?>—-2p-k+0=m? = —2p-k and likewise, (p/ + k)? +m? = +2p’ - k.
Furthermore, (—p + m)y*u(p) — 2ptu(p), and a(p )y (—p + m) — u(p’)(p’)*. Thus the

amplitude takes the form,

iM(p',p, k) =e [ﬂ(p')Moff',p)u(p)l X (_;_z + ;:p};)

J/

elastic scattering amplitude ~~
& amb extra k dependent factor

The total, unpolarized cross-section is obtained as,

d3k
da(p—)p’+k):da(p—>p’)/— 262 —

17.20
2|k|(2m)3 =y ( )

The integration is over soft photons i.e. ]E | < Emas- Notice that The integral is dimensionless.
The integrand is the probability density of radiating a photon of momentum k within

d®k and any transverse polarization, accompanying the electron scattering with p — p/
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(“acceleration kick”, p’ # p + k) while the integral is the total probability of emission of a
soft photon with energy up to kpqq.

Multiplying the integrand by the photon energy, |E| gives the expectation value of the
enerqy carried away by soft photons up to enerqy kmaz,

d*k e? il P
gso kmax = (k)= / T Na — |& (— — —)
st ) (E) (2m)3 ; 2 vk p-k

2

The polarization sum in the cross-section can be done as follows. Noting that & - (p’,’_,k —
p%c) = 0, we can drop the kk terms in the completeness relation for the polarizations,

effectively taking Ye,e, = n,,. Hence,

ZPI_LNE AN 2 N D O N 2 S A
~\rk pk) L\ ke opek) T 0k pek) \pok o pek)]

and the expectation value of energy carried by soft photons is given by,

A3k e? {_ m? m? p-p
(

gsoft(kmmﬂ) = /W 2}\: E - ]{;)2 B (p : k?)2 B 2(p ) ]{?)(p/ ) k)

Note that the integral represents average radiated energy inferred from the quantum me-

] (17.21)

chanical probability distribution for emission of a single soft photon with Ug| < kmaz-

An Aside: Incidentally, integrand in the r.h.s. is also the classical formula for energy
carried away by the k' Fourier mode of the electromagnetic field. To see this, consider a
classical trajectory z#(7) = p*/m for 7 < 0 and equals (p")*/m for 7 > 0. The corresponding

current is,

JH(z) = /0°° dTﬂ(54(ZE — 2(7)) +/ d7%54(:ﬁ —z(1)) =

m —o
. vl o
At(k) = —% (1(5 )k‘ — pp‘ k) (using the Retarded Green function.)

The energy of the above radiation field is the precisely as given by the integrand in the r.h.s.
of eq.(17.21) [13]. The integral now represents the total energy carried by Fourier modes
with momenta |E| < kmaz-

The integral, Esopt(kmaz), thus has two different interpretations.

Returning to the evaluation of the integral in eq.(17.21), let us choose a frame in which
the initial and final energies of the electron are the same: E' = E = (p/)° = p® and we

write p = E(1,9), p/ = E(1, @), k = (k := |k|,k). This is equivalent to p> = —m? and
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m2/E? = 1 — ¢2. With this choice, p-k = Ek(=1+k-7), p' -k = Ek(=1 + k- ') and
pp = E*(—=1+7-7). The k? from the dk cancels and the integrated emitted energy takes

the form,

gsoft<kmax) = __/ /87r3
15,7) = / T

gsoft(kmax) =

The integral is actually divergent at the upper end. It has been cut off at k,,,, which is
provided by the inverse of the duration over which the electron receives the kick. This is
given by ke ~ |[p'— P'| :==|q]. This is a physical cutoff.

The angular integration receives the maximum contribution from when k is parallel to
v or ¥' depending upon if it is the initial or the final state bremsstrahlung. Given the
directions vv, v', the k varies between these two directions (smaller angle). Thus, to pick
up contribution when kis parallel to ¢, we define cosfl by k-7 = veos® which varies between
|U|cosf = U - v and cosf = 1. Similarly for contribution from nearly parallel to ¢’, we define
cosf by k - 7 = ||cosd which varies from ||cosf = ¥ - 7' to cosf = 1.

Additionally, in the extreme relativistic limit where we can neglect the m?/E? terms, we
can approximate (1 —k-0)(1—k-7) ~ (1 —|7]cost)(1 —7-7") or ~ (1—|0|cos)(1—7-T).

The angular integral then approximates as,

1 i~ 1 = =y
1—7- 1—7-
I(T,7) =~ / dcost G +/ dcost vy
| \

¥|cosf=5-7" (1 —wvcost)(1 —7-7) (1 —v'cosh)(1 — 0 - )

1-0-7 1-0-7 (p-p')?
~ [ - l - | =l
”( =7 )*”(1—&7@) ”<E2<E—p><E—pf>

~ 2lnq—2 where ¢:=p' —p
m

| cosf=0-v"

We have used: (1—0-¢) = —p-p/'/E* , (1=[0]) = (E—|p)/E, (E—=|p)(E-|P]) = (E-|p)*
and E(E — |p]) ~ E? — p> = m? in getting to the last equation.
Thus the radiated energy in the soft modes is given by,

o [kmas 2 [Hmaz
Esoft(kmaz) = — / dkI(T,7") —— — dk In(q*/m?) . (17.22)
0

T E>m T [,
Interpreting the above energy classically, what would be the total number of photons

emitted, N,? Notice that (¢, ?")dk is the contribution to the radiated energy from the
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Fourier modes with energy, ]l; |. The equivalent number of photons would be I(UIZI and the

total number N, is obtained by integrating over the energies:

o [Free gl 9a fEme gk
N, = —/ Tr@ ) ~ / Il fm?)
0 0

s ™

This is clearly divergent from the lower limit.

But this is the same expression for the total quantum mechanical probability for emission
of a soft photon up to energy k., and thus is divergent.

This is the IR divergence of the QED cross-section for the bremsstrahlung process.

If the photon is given a small mass y, then the [ dk/k will give In((|q] =~ kpqs)/p) while
I(v,0") gives the in(q*/m?). Hence,

&)
do(p —p' + k) =do(p — p) ;l (/1) ln(q2/m2)l (17.23)
Sudakov double log
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18. TREATMENT OF DIVERGENCES:

At the first non-trivial attempt at computing radiative corrections, we encounter di-
vergences of the UV type (from large loop momentum) and of IR type (from small loop
momentum in massless propagators). How do we understand the physical origin of these?
How do we adjust the computational procedure so as to make unambiguous predictions to
be confronted with observations? Let us recapitulate what we have got.

e Quite generally, using only Poincare covariance and assumption about the possible

spectrum of a theory with mass gap, the Kallen-Lehmann representation gave us,

A(p) = ZAo(p,mph)+/2 do’p(c)No(p,o) , 0<Z <1

Mih
Ao(p, o) = " (Free propagator of mass o)

p? + 0% — ie
p1(a®)p + pa(0?)}
P2+ 02 — ie

Se(p) = Z2So(p; mypn) +/2 do? —

Mih

_ . (=#+0)
Solp.o) = T

Z e II(c?)
D/ v = v q.qu ’ / d 2
(D) (q) (77# q2>{q2—i€+ o 0q2—|—02—i6

The Z’s are the field (or wavefunction) renormalization constants. They are determined as

(Free propagator of mass o)

the residues at the (isolated) pole at the physical mass, m,y,. This is without any perturbation
series.

In perturbation series though we obtained (for fermion and photon),
1 AN 1
#(r) p+m—3(p) £l o ) ¢ 1-T(¢?)

This is consistent with the general expectation that the physical masses are determined by

the poles in the exact propagator while the corresponding residues determine the Z’s. Thus,

_ =)

o e 2 =1-T100)

om =mpy, —m=—-X(p=—my), Z; =1

and of course the photon physical mass is zero.
e The vertex function for on shell fermion masses takes the form,
i

Y4 (p,p') == V' Fi(q°) + ic" g, Fo(q?) | 0 = Sl #=—mp =o'

This decomposition is understood to be sandwiched between u(p’) and u(p). Since my, =
m 4+ dm = m + o(«), for the first order corrections, we can take my, = m. Here are the

expressions we obtained:
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F5(0)

(V)

dopp+k

AdOpp +k

xA\?

(18.1)

o /1
%/0 dx (2m + zp)in
a ! A2

— [ dx (2—2x)l

21 Jo v (2-7) n(l —x)?m? + xp?’
1+ %ln(AQ/mz)

200 (1 2 2 4 20(] —
= dxx(l—x){——”y—ln(m +qx2( x))}
T Jo € Mo

2a 1 2a 1
——a—+0(€0) = Zg_l——a—

3me 3me

2
+—/d:13dydzd(l—x—y—z){ln(j\}i)

—1=-2)(1—=y)®+ (1 —4z+ 2)m }
Ve
%/dxdydz(su—x—y—z){%} ,

M? = ¢xy +m*(1 — 2)® + p*z

« SA2
1+ %/dx dy dz0(1 —z —y — 2) {ln (—(1 — z)zmz)

1 —4dz+ 22
(1—2)?

27T/davdydz&(l r—y z)<1—z)_27r E

d3k

- o\ 2
e-p €-p

dU //— 62( _’___))
pp 2k(27r)2; 7k Pk

2
dop sy {%ﬂ/d—:l(ﬁ, 17")] where,

(1 —x)p?+ (1 —2)m? + zp? — ic

(18.2)
(18.3)

(18.4)

(18.5)

(18.6)

(18.7)

(18.8)

(18.9)

(18.10)

(18.11)

(18.12)

Q 2 = 2 EQ 2 EQ
/d— a-v-v) __m/E __my (18.13)
Ar \(1—k- D)1 —k-@) (A—k-02 (Q—k #)?
where p* = (B, E7) , ()" = (E,E¥) , K*(|k|, k) is used.  (18.14)
For |0] = |0 = 1, 1(¥,7") = 2In(¢*/m?), ¢:=p' —p =
(0
Aoy [%ln(qQ/;f) In(q*/m?) (18.15)
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A. Treatment of the IR divergences

Let us consider the IR problem first. Since F; has both the UV and the IR divergence,
we will separate these by using the UV renormalized F},., which was defined through,
OF) ven(q®) := 0F1(¢*) — 0F1(0). This guarantees that the renormalized F; satisfies the

condition F;(0) = 1. Using the expressions above, we see that,

a —(1—2)(1—y)¢*+ (1 — 4z + 2*)m?
6F1,ren(q2) = %/dﬂf dy dz 5(1—1}—@]—2){ ( )( y?\j-g(q;) )

(1 — 4z + 2%)m?
(1 —2)2m?2 4 zp?

The IR divergence comes from z — 1 <> # ~ y ~ 0 <> M(q¢? z,y) would vanish but for
the photon mass 2. To isolate the divergence, it suffice to take v = y = 0, z = 1 in the
numerator. Doing the x integration using the delta function givesx =1—y—2>0=y <

1 — z and leads to,

1 11—z 2 2 9
—om? — 9
5F1ren%g/ dZ/ dy m q m
e o (1—22m? +y(1 -y — 2)¢% + 2 (1 — 2)?m? + 12
Substituting y := (1—2z)u, v := 1—2z, the leading contribution in the limit ; — 0 is expressed
as [13],

2 2
w) where, (18.16)

12
fir(d®) = /Oldu{ m )2 }—1 (18.17)

m? + u(l — u)q?

«
Fl,ren(q2) ~1 - %fIR(q2) In <

Since F is the coefficient of the v* term, we can replace e — eF ., in the electron scattering

off a classical potential. The cross-section is then given by,

d d 2 2
()= (3),.. L= Smtem (*55)

Notice that e — eFy = €* — €*F? = o/(27) — a/(7).

Not only is this divergent as . — 0, for non-zero p it is actually negative implying negative

2

cross-section! In the limit of ¢* — oo (¢* is space-like and hence positive), frr(¢?) —

In(q®/m?) = Firen(q®) =1 - %ln((f/mg) In(q?/p?) and hence,

/ / @
do(p —p') ~doye(p = p') |1 — ;ln(qz/mQ) ln(qQ/MQ)] . ? =00, it —0. (18.18)
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The Bremsstrahlung cross-section on the other hand is,

2

do(p—p +k)=do(p—17p) gln—2 lnq—2 =do(p = P)iree glnq—2 mL|. (18.19)
p 02 T m2 2

Both the cross-sections above are IR divergent and both suffer from ambiguity from con-
tamination of soft photons.

We already noted that detectors are unable to distinguish a charged particle accompanied
by soft photons below detector sensitivity. What is the appropriate theoretically computed
quantity which reflects this limitation of the detection process?

When an experimenter reports a detection of a scattered electron, he/she is actually
giving an estimate of the probability that an electron, e(p') is detected and a photon is
not detected. This probability is the probability for a process with no emitted photon plus
the probability that there are accompanying soft photons with energies below the detection

threshold, &;,. In equation,

(d0 ) measured =do (p—p' ) +do (p—p +k; |kl <em ). (18.20)

But this is precisely the sum of the two cross-sections given in eqns.(18.18,18.19). We see
that the leading contribution as ¢*> — oo, u? — 0 is exactly canceled out in the observed
cross-section!

Note: For a general ¢?, the sum of the two cross-sections is given by [13],

q* or m? )

(% (0% .
(dg)measured - dgtree( p — p, ) {1 - ;fIR(qz)ln ( ,UQ + = I(U7,U/) ln(gth/MQ)}

2

It turns out that without the limit ¢*> — oo, it still holds that I(v,v") — 2f;g [13]. For
general ¢?, the coefficient of frg is In(¢?) or in(m?). For large ¢®> we can of course drop
m?. Furthermore, experimentally it is easier to track the behavior of the cross-section as a
function of ¢2, so taking ¢? > m?, we write the unambiguous and measurable prediction as,

do do ) o ¢ 7 )
d$2 ~ a0 1=—in—5 In5 18.21
<dQ>measured (dQ>tree <p e ) |: m an ng?h * O(Oé ) ( )

q2>>m2

Appreciate that we had parametrised the IR divergence in terms of the photon mass p?;
we used the renormalized Fl,ren(q2) to separate the IR from the UV and finally, identified
the quantity which is actually reported by experiments which is the sum of the two cross-

sections.
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This has been a demonstration at the 1-loop. It is non-trivial result of a great deal of
work, that the basic mechanism of cancellation works to all orders in «. There are other
types of divergences analogous to the IR divergences, the so called “mass singularities”
which do not cancel but can be factorised in a convenient form and then eliminated from
the observed cross-sections. See the book by G. Sterman [14].

UV divergences is a different ball game and needs a different procedure.

B. Treatment of the UV divergences

All the three radiative corrections in, 3, IT and F; have the UV divergences parametrised
in terms of the Pauli-Villars cut-off A or the dimensional regularization e~! pole. Note that
the bremsstrahlung process does not have a UV divergence as there is physical cut-off for
the energy of the “soft photons”. We need to pay attention to the Z factors now.

Recall that the S—matrix element definition, via the LSZ reduction procedure, had a
factor of % for each external line. There was also an amputation of the external line,
effected by the equation of motion operator eg [0 — m? acting on the Feynman propagator
Ap for the external line. The v/Z entered from the asymptotic condition relating the
interacting field to the in/out fields. The in/out fields satisfy their respective field equations
with physical masses and also have the normalization factors with w, which also contain
the physical masses. In the momentum space, these factors associated with external lines
are of the form \%Z(p2 +m?)A’%L(p) where the A contains the self-energy giving it the form
A%(p) = (p? + m? — T (p?))~! (for scalars).

In perturbative computation of the self-energy however, the m is the mass parameter in
the L which is not the physical mass. In fact from the Kallen-Lehmann representation, we
know that the physical mass is determined from p*+m?—TII(p?) |P2:—m§h =0 4> —m2,+m* =

I1(—mg,). Expanding II(p*) about —m2, gives us,

n(p*) = ﬂ-(_m;%h) +(* + m?)h)H/(_mzh) t... =
(AR) 7 (p) = p*+m® —T(—=mp,) — (p* + M3 (=m,) + ...
= (p? —i—mf)h) {1 —H’(—mih) —|—} = (p* +m§h) {Zq:l —|—}

L 0Pt m2)A(p) = VZa {1+ o (0P +m2)? )}

Since we evaluate the S—matrix elements on shell, all the higher order terms vanish. The
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net result is that:

In an S—matriz element, for each external line introduce a factor of \/%X appropriately

normalized wavefunction and now do not include self-energy corrections on the external lines.
Consider the electron scattering off external potential. The corresponding invariant am-

plitude is given by e(v/Z)2u(p)T*(p', p)u(p) with T* = 4*F; + (...)F,. The F, has no

divergences while Zy, F} both are divergent. Thus we write, Zy = 14+ 02, I} = 14+ 0F] with

the ¢’s representing the o(«) divergent corrections. Thus we write,

w0t q,

Meor(psp) = o1+ 52y) {a@Wu(p) (14 6R() + 1) L% () 5F2<q2>}

Qmph
wotq,

= ela(p )y u(p)| {1 + 6 + 62} +u(p') u(p) 6F>(¢%) But,

2mph

Q ! 2\? 2(1 — 2)m?
62 = o [ e [ 2 R g (s
« ! ZA2 m2
0F1(0) = Y . dz(1— z) {anﬂL(l—l-zZ—élz)W}
a [* 2A2 m?

{(4=22)1—2)z+ (1 —2)(1+ 2> — 42)}]

Integrate the first term by parts,

1

1 A2 A2
/ dz(1— 2z)lnz— = (2 —22%) In"=
0

M? E| /01 dz(z — 22) {% 20 _Z)(]\_/_/12)m2+u2}

Pol—z 2 2
= — [ dz {M?* +22(1 — z)m* — zu*}
0

0

m2(1 —2)%(1 + z2)
m? ((1 —2)2+ z%)

_ —/Oldzlj\;22{m2(1—z)(1+z)}:—/Oldz

a (! m2(1 —2)(1—2%)  m? ) )
a 1 m? )

= — _— — — — = |
o, dzM2(1 2)(1—2){-1+1} =0 (!

Thus not only has the InA? divergence canceled, we have got 67y = —§F;(0) and thus the

entire correction takes the form,

wohq,

Mee(p',p) = et(p' )y u(p) ¢ 1+ 0F1(q%) — 6F1(0) ¢ + iu(p) u(p)dFa(q?)

4 2mph

Vv
5F1,7‘en
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We recover the ad hoc prescription of using ¢ £ ., introduced earlier while discussing the IR
divergences. Note that the subtracted term was crucial for the IR divergence cancellation.
It was of course physically expected since §F;(¢*> = 0) = 0 should actually hold to all
orders. Note that the UV divergence in the vertex function, 6 F(¢?), is canceled against the
divergence in 075 coming from electron self-energy.

Now we are left with the divergence in Z3 from the II(¢> = 0) for the photon self-energy.

We still have the electron mass-shift om which is divergent.

1. 1-Loop Renormalization: Charge Screening and Lamb shift

Consider charged particle scattering by exchanging a photon, necessarily off-shell (space-
like in fact). Replace the free propagator (Dr),,(¢*) by the exact propagator which includes
the photon self-energy, (D), (¢?). The exact propagator has additional terms g¢,q,. But
thanks to the Ward identity, these do not contribute to S—matrix elements and effectively,
(D) (¢*) = —inwld®(1 — I1(¢?))] . This has a pole at ¢*> = 0 with residue Z3 = [1 —

I1(0)]~!. The replacement thus gives a factor of Z3. The photon internal line connects two

vertices contributing e?. Thus, if we identify |e*Z; =: egh , then all divergences coming

from the photon self-energy can be neatly absorbed in the physical, measured charge which
is finite. For the mass parameter too, we identified mgh = m? + dm, which absorbs the
divergence in dm into the Lagrangian parameter m. The identification ey, := ey/Z3 is called
charge renormalization while m?, := m? + dm is called mass renormalization. For external
photon line, we will just have y/Z3 factor and no self-energy corrections and of course no
mass shift.

Thus the exact photon propagator may be replaced by the free propagator by simultane-
ously replacing « by aes¢ defined below.

DR’ = (Plely iz = 5 | gy | = o) | 5
with, Oéeff(q2) - 1— (H(q217)h_ H(O))

To appreciate the implication of the above procedure, recall the discussion of the effective
potential inferred from the tree level scattering for both the Yukawa and the QED coupling.

Let us use the same formula (for QED), but include the self-energy correction for the photon
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propagator. The inferred potential is,

V(@ = / 4 iga —Cn (18.22)
B 2m)? (1 —1(¢?) + 11(0)) '
2a (! 2 2 4 q?a(1 —
N = -2/ des(1-2) {— —q—1In (m T4 g;( x)> }(18.23)
T Jo € Ho
@) -no = 2 [ aea-nl m” (18.24)
q = = ), T T )4 ln w2+ (1 — ) .
fem? 20 [ 2 s o ¢ ..
= dr2*(1—2)* % = —_ (NR limit 18.2
— — ) rz (1l —x) ol T (NR limit) (18.25)
= d3q iz —c;
V() o~ / G )Seq —— (18.26)
& (1 — 15-152)
_ _ CQph 4aph 3/
~ o 52 (18.27)
perturbation

The perturbed Coulomb potential induces a shift in the energy levels of the Coulomb po-
tential, say in Hydrogen atom. The first order perturbation theory gives the shift as,

2 3 3 5
dag, appm o apm

AFE = — =
15m?2 87 307

~ —1.123 x 10~ "eV(Lamb Shift) (18.28)

This is the contribution of the photon self-energy to the famous Lamb shift. The photon
self-energy <+ apyy is thus an observable and observed effect. More exact calculation may
be seen in [13].

We can also consider the ultra-relativistic regime ¢ > m?. Now

II(¢%) — I1(0) = —2; Oldx z(1 —x) {ln(?—;) —ln <x(1 — )+ TZ_;)}
20

Q

2 [Lintort o)~ [ de 2 ingatt ) + oo/

«Q
=~ o [In(q*/m®) = 5/3 + o(m’/¢")]
Oéph q2>>m2 37'('
S Qepp = — — (18.29)
I—2in <m2qe25/3'> In(q*e=>*/m?)

Note that the denominator is less than 1 and hence effective coupling is larger than the
physical coupling. Thus, the effective coupling gets stronger at shorter distances. This is
interpreted as saying that the photon self-energy correction polarizes the space between

say the nucleus and the electron, shielding the nuclear charge. As the shielding cloud is
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penetrated, higher nuclear charge is seen and hence a.rs is larger. For this reason, the
photon self-energy I1(¢?) is also called the vacuum polarization.

To summarize:

1. The UV divergences in the self energies and the vertex correction are absorbed away
by introducing the physical mass for electron, physical charge for the electron and

electron wavefunction renormalization constant to cancel the divergence in F(q¢?);

2. The IR divergences in the amplitudes, imply IR divergence in the cross-section. For
the e — e scattering, the IR divergence is canceled against the bremsstrahlung process,
once the measured quantity is correctly identified taking into account the finite detector

resolution;

3. The hiding of divergences in o, and mgh imply that aeys, dm? acquire ¢* dependence

- they “run” with ¢%.

This seems satisfactory within the context of the o(«) corrections and the magic of the
Ward identity. But it raises more questions.

e Are the divergences generic? What are the mathematical and physical reasons for their
existence?

e Can we sometimes/always take care of the divergences and make unambiguous predic-
tions?

e What kind of predictions can be made?

e What are the effective/running parameters?

e Are the divergences an artifact of perturbation theory? Etc, etc ....

Addressing these questions is the genesis of the renormalization theory.

As a matter of strategy, we will stay within perturbative framework and try to make sense
of the divergences. After all, despite divergences, we could obtain prediction from QED at
1-loop which have been well tested!

We begin with a comment that the UV divergences persist at higher loops as well and
have to be faced. Can we always absorb them away in physical masses, couplings and the
field renormalizations in S—matrix elements/cross-sections automatically and make finite,
unambiguous predictions? Indeed it is so for QED and for the class of (super-)renormalizable

theories. The proof needs a somewhat modified procedure, introducing additional diagrams,
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representing the so called ‘counter terms’ and adjusting its coefficients/Feynman rules to
systematically absorb the divergences. We discuss this procedure in the context of a scalar

field theory, specifically the ®* theory in 4 dimensions and ®3 theory in 6 dimensions.

C. The Method of Counter terms

Consider the ®* theory given by,

1 1 A
L = —50,200" 0y — 5mi®f — 4—‘!)@3
The corresponding Feynman rules would be,
P > —1 Ao

p? +mi —ie

As seen in QED, we will have divergences in the radiative corrections,

+@— - — + —

The suffix 0 quantities are called “bare quantities”. Define: ®, := /Z®, arbitrary scaling

of the field. This expresses the Lagrangian density as,
Z Z N Z?

- _ vdH o252 . VT p4
L = ~50,20"0 - Tmi@® — 0
1 1 A
- __ LdH _ —an2H2 . T Hh
= —50.20"0 - m*®’ — Ta
Z-1 Zm2—m? _,  NZ®— A
— =5 0,00"0 — m02 g2 20 VTR

The last line constitute “counter terms”, the field ®, the mass m and the coupling A are

called renormalized quantities. The corresponding Feynman rules would be:

_r —i >< A
_— JR— Z_
P+ m? — ie ’ 4!

p (7 -1) PP = ZmE —m? ~ -
Lo HE YAz -G :
zZ m A

We have used the renormalized quantities and have additional vertices with adjustable coef-

ficients 9z, d,,, 5. The new vertices are generated by the counter terms.
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Note that we have only rewritten the bare Lagrangian density split into two sets of terms.
Since we have not stipulated any conditions, the split is completely arbitrary. Two sets of

conditions, called renormalization conditions, are now provided: (i) The exact propagator

—1
p24+m?2—ie

is given by + terms regular at p> = —m?2. That is, the renormalized mass should
be identified with the physical mass and the residue should be 1;

(ii) The exact 4-point, 1PI function should equal —i\ at s = 4m?,t = u = 0. s,t,u are
the Mandelstam variables.

The definition of A could be changed, but essentially it is the value of the exact 4-point
scattering amplitude which is measurable.

Diagrams generated by these vertices will again have divergences which must be regu-
lated. The counter terms coefficients, 0z, d,,, 0, are to be so chosen as to ensure that the
renormalization conditions are satisfied, order-by-order. Since the conditions are finite and
cut-off independent (regularization independent), all divergences are spent in defining the
counter term coefficients. By construction, we have generated finite quantities to all orders!

Note: There are different ways of absorbing the divergences in the counter term coeffi-
cients, especially when massless particles are involved. The different methods of absorbing
the UV divergences is generically referred to as a subtraction scheme. This will be illustrated
below.

The perturbation series generated using the bare form of the Lagrangian is called “bare
perturbation series” while that generated using the renormalized quantities together with
the renormalization conditions, is called “renormalized perturbation series”.

Does such a simple splitting procedure always generate UV finite (cut-off independent)
quantities in terms of finitely many renormalization conditions? The answer is YES for a

class of theories called “renormalizable theories”. There are non-renormalizable theories (=

Lagrangians) for which this procedure fails.
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19. RENORMALIZED PERTURBATION SERIES

Let a theory be specified by a (bare) Lagrangian density, L as,

1 1
L((I)(), mo, gO,k) = —58#(1)08“(1)0 — émgq)g — g]z'k (I)k

k>3
Introduce renormalized quantities, @, m?, g, and scaling parameters, Zg, Z,,, Z,, through the
definitions: ®¢ =: \/Zy®, mZZs = Z,ym?, gmez/Q =: Zg, 9. Writing the Z’s in 1+ ¢ form,
we recast the Lagrangian density as,
L(®,m, 43 60, 6 0r) = ——a D — Sm*P” Y ot
k>3 !

1 1
—554)8”@8“(1) - §6mm2(1>2 - Z 5k%¢k +— (Counter terms)

k>3
We choose the renormalization conditions to be:

(i) Exact propagator = which is equivalent to the two conditions: (a) I1(p* =

—m?) =0, and (b) II'(p?> = —m?) =0 ;

(ii) g = k-point amputated function, also called k-point vertex function, at some chosen
values of its momentum arguments.

Note: Due to the conditions (i), this scheme is called on-shell renormalization.

Calculations of the vertex functions will be functions of the external momenta,
m, gr, 0a, Om, Ox and the regularization parameter - A for a momentum cut-off, e = 4 — n
for the dimensional regularization. The renormalization conditions will serve to define the
counter term coefficients in terms of the regularization parameter and eliminate them from

the vertex functions. We will be left with vertex function having dependence on the mo-

menta, m and the couplings g;. This is what we seek to understand.

A. Necessary Conditions for UV divergence: Power Counting

We begin by finding necessary conditions for occurrence of UV divergence. These are
obtained by estimating the Feynman integrals in the region where all loop momenta become
large. Feynman integrands are rational functions of momenta and in the regime of large
momenta, simply give a power of the large momenta.

Consider an arbitrary, connected and topologically connected diagram made up of FE-

external lines, I—internal lines, n,— vertices of k** order and L—loops. The loops arise
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because we have I number of momenta with V := ¥;>3n; number of vertices enforcing
momentum conservation (and —1 since an overall momentum conservation) condition which
leaves some momenta undetermined. All internal momenta are linear functions of some
external momenta, p; and some loop momenta, k;. There are several integration regions in
the d x L dimensional space (d is the space-time dimension). These regions correspond to
various subsets of internal lines vanishing as q(p;, k) ~2. It suffices to consider region wherein
all loop momenta diverge which means that all internal momenta also vanish. If we take
the loop momenta to diverge as k; = Ak;, A — oo, then we get the superficial degree of
divergence, | D = dL — 21.

For vertex functions, there are no external lines and |2] = ¥>3kn, — E.| The Green’s

functions will have +F. As noted before, the number of loop momenta is given by

L =1-V +1.| Using these the superficial degree of divergence is given by,

D:d—¥E+an{k (%) —d}

k>3

A necessary condition for divergence is that D > 0.

For D < 0, there is no UV divergence, D = 0 is (possibly) logarithmically divergent,
D =1 is (possibly) linearly divergent, D = 2 is (possibly) quadratically divergent. We have
taken k > 3 to have some interaction, we take at least one ny # 0 for a non-trivial diagram
and of course d > 2, £ > 1.

As an example, consider d = 4. Then D = 4 — E + Yp>3ni(k — 4) > 0 for divergence.
That is 4 > E + n3 — Spssne(k — 4). If we have ng>5 = 0, i.e. only ®* ®* terms, then the
condition for divergence is independent of the number of ®* vertices while with increasing
3 vertices, the F must decrease correspondingly.

e For n3 = 0, we must have E' < 4 i.e. the 2—point and the 4—point vertex functions are
superficially divergent, quadratically and logarithmically respectively. For pure ®* theory,
the vertex functions with odd number of external lines vanish identically. Thus, in 4 dimen-
sional ®* theory, the self-energy and the 4—point vertex function are divergent to all orders.
Since we do have 04, d,,, 04 coefficients, we can satisfy the renormalization conditions to all
orders. This theory is renormalizable.

e For pure ®3 theory, ny > 0, D =4 — E — ns. For n3 = 1, we can have only tree level,

3—point function. This gives D = 0. But of course there is no loop integration and hence
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no divergence (hence superficial degree of divergence is not a sufficient condition). Let us

also require L > 1.

For n3 = 2, we can have 2—point function diagrams —C} , }—Q with £ =

2,L = 1,D = 0 which are logarithmically divergent and also >—< with £ = 4,D =

—1, L = 0 which are (trivially) “convergent”. For n3 = 3, £ = 2 we can have the diagram
which is divergent even though D < 0. But this is because of the 1PR nature

of the diagram. To exclude this triviality, we stipulate that contributing diagrams should
all be 1PI. Then, for all ng > 4, all E—point vertex functions are convergent. This theory
thus has divergences (eg 2-point function), but only up to a finite order. Beyond that, there
are no divergences. Such a theory is called super-renormalizable.

e For a pure ®* k > 5 D =4 — E + (k — 4)n,. With increasing ny, the number of loops
also increase and D keeps increasing. Equivalently, more and more F—point functions turn
divergent and we will need infinitely many counter terms to absorb the divergences, in the
same E—point function. Such a theory is non-renormalizable.

e For sake of variety, take d = 3, so that D =3 — E/2 4+ ng(k/2 — 3). For k = 6, D is
independent of ng. The 2,4,6 point vertex functions need counter terms to all orders and
®° theory is renormalizable.

e Take d = 6,= D = 6 — 2E + ni(2k — 6) = 2[(3 — E) + ni(k — 3)]. For k =3, D is
independent of n3. The 1,2, 3 point functions are divergent to all orders and the theory is
renormalizable.

Remarks:

e The formula for the superficial degree of divergence can be generalised to include
fermions and photons. The fermion internal line contributes —1 (instead of —2) to the
power counting. The fermion number conservation ust also be paid attention to by restrict-
ing the types of vertices. If there are derivative couplings, the numerator contributes positive
powers to D.

e As noted above, D > 0 indicates the possibility of a UV divergence. The actual diagram
may be less divergent due to symmetries eg I1(¢?) in QED is only log divergent though D = 2

suggests quadratic divergence. It is also possible the coefficient of the indicated divergence is
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actually zero! An example of this is the photon 3—point vertex function in QED, at 1-loop.

A

v

Here D =4 — 3 = 1. However due to Furry’s theorem, in QED, any photon amplitude with
odd number of external lines is zero. Hence the diagram is identically zero. However, what
is true is that if D < 0 for a diagram and each of its sub-diagram, then the diagram has no
UV divergence (Dyson-Weinberg theorem).

The superficial degree of divergence, with the caveats mentioned above, suggest a classi-
fication of theories as:

(i) Super-renormalizable: Only a finitely many diagrams have D > 0. The D has a

dependence on the number of vertices such that it decreases with increase in ny;

(ii)) Renormalizable: Only a finite number of E—point vertex functions have D > 0. For

these functions though, D is non-negative at all orders;

(iii) Non-renormalizable: All vertex functions are superficially divergent at sufficiently
high orders. The D increases with increase in ny.

A given theory, may be in any one of the classes in different dimensions.

Dimensional analysis gives another convenient criterion for renormalizability. This goes
as follows.

Dimensional Analysis:

In d dimensions [@] = 2, [@F] = k942 - [g] =d— k%2 =d(1— %)+ k. An E—point

vertex function can come from a term in the Lagrangian as gp®¥ with [gg] = d(1—£) + E.
If a diagram contributing to such as vertex function has a momentum cut-off A and the
number of vertices of order k is ny, then the divergent part is proportional to gy*AP. For

k = E and ng = 1, there is no loop integration and dimension comes only from the coupling

ge. Hence [gg] = [gp*AP], i.e.
d—2
d1—E/2)+ E = nk{d—kT)} +D =
—2 —2
or, D = d—dTE—{d—di:}nk
—_— —

[gx]
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Thus, D is independent of ny if [gr] = 0 and we have finitely many vertex functions poten-
tially divergent. If [gx] > 0, then only finitely many diagram can be divergent. If [g] < 0,
then every vertex function has divergence at some order. Thus, the dependence on the

space-time dimension, d can be hidden in the dimensions of the couplings and

gr®" is renormalizable if [gx] = 0] ;
gr®" is super-renormalizable if [g;] > 0] ;
gr®* is non-renormalizable if [g;] < 0] .

Having identified simple criteria for presence of UV divergences, we see now how the

counter terms are used for renormalization.

B. An Example: The (®3)s theory

As specific example, we will consider the (®3)s. Here are the Feynman rules for the

renormalized perturbation series.

D m , )\ +ig ,
FN i P ) }K tighs

D =6-2F > 0= E = 2 (quadratically divergent) and E = 3 (logarithmically divergent)

are the only vertex functions with UV divergence. Consider the 1-loop divergences first.

p+k

k

imﬁ):[6)@N/1£@(@+@£&ﬁ_km+;;ﬁgkj
[ (=)™ + 0 + ]

1 RN 6x2x3 1
The 5 comes from: o5 < 1 > 3 W =3 and
2x1
The 1 comes from: 1 R o = 1

8o, 0m to be determined from I1(—m?) = 0 = 7' (—m?) .
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The first term, after using the Feynman parameters and Wick rotation and equations (17.4,

17.6, 17.7) gives,

gt 9 ! dk 1 2 2 5
. 1) =i | d M2 = z(1— 2)p® +
@ 5 ), 1(p7) 1/0 x/ i 2+ )2 (1 —z)p”+m

I(—1+¢/2) [ _ g

I 2y _ M2 4 M2 €/2 — 6 — €/2 —

@) = S [ e AR 6 put g = gl) o
(2) = —i(dap® + §um?)

. 2y @ 2 p_2 2 ! 2 Arp? o 2 2 2

S(p) = 2{(1+e)(6+m)+/odme<67M2 Jop”~ — dpmm”™ + o).

Putting | p := V4re "ji|, the logarithm becomes In(u?/M?). We continue the Euclidean

momenta back to Minkowski momenta, ]_92 — p%. Club the first group of terms with the

counter terms. This gives the self energy as, [12]

rwﬁzgldewM%ﬂ

s (Grg)ropr-{a(feg) tonfmtroe 0w

Now, in the first term, use In(M?/u?) = In(M? /m?)+In(m?/u?) and absorb the contribution
of the second term into the counter term coefficients along with the UV divergences (the e~
pole) by choosing,

1 1 1 1
bg = —= (— +-+ Cq>> +o(a®) , Omi=—a (— + 5+ Cm> +o(a?) . (19.2)
6 \e 2 e 2

Note that we have only absorbed the pole together with some, u— dependent finite parts (the
In(m?/u?) terms) and subsumed these in the undetermined, finite constants Cg, C,,,. These

constants are determined by the renormalization conditions. The self-energy then takes the

form, ,
(p*) = %/ dx M*In(M?/m?) + %Cq,pQ + aC,ym? + o(a?). (19.3)
0
The C’s are now determined by imposing IT1(—m?) = 0 = IT'(—m?). This leads to,
Co LM Mg
Cm—F = /0 dx ?gln(Mg/mQ) : ﬁgzl—x+x2 : (19.4)
Co a ! 2/, 2
~% = 3 dz z(1 — z) {In(Mg/m?) + 1} . (19.5)
0

Notice that the C’s so determined, are independent of the arbitrary parameter u that entered

in the dimensional regularization scheme. We have expressed the 2-point vertex function
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explicitly free of UV divergence and the arbitrary p parameter. In II(p?) we had two terms
with the e~! pole, one with coefficient p? and one with coefficient m?2. The two counter terms

0s, 0, sufficed to absorbed these.

Consider now the 3-point vertex function, I'(py, pa, p3):

p1 B n
D2 @ D3 T D2 D3 +

At 1-loop we have,

b1
. m k—pi k
1 : +
3 D2 P3 D2 D3

po + k

= [ig53]® + (ig)*(—i)* x

/ddk: 1 1 1
(2m)® | k2 4+ m? —ie (p2 + k)2 +m? —iec (k — p1)? + m? — ie ©)

In the second term, Feynman parameterization, shifting momentum and Wick rotation gives,

—r—y—=z
—2/dx/dy/ k2+M2) >, M? = zxp? + zyps + xyp; + m?

As before replacing g — gfi/?, ¢ = 6 — d and using the (17.7) gives,

k1 B —d/2) 5 a
/ ey 2ame

Hence, putting a := ¢?/(47)3, pu? := dre 7p?
oT 2 e\
M:égjt% E+2/dmdydzé(1—x—y—z)(;\%> ; (19.6)

- {20}

—a / drdydz6(1 — x —y — 2)In(M? /m?) + o(a?)

Choosing dy = . aC, +o(a?)| = (19.7)
€

C(p1,pa,p3) = g [1 — a/dz dy dz6(1 —x —y — 2)In(M?/m?) — aC, + o(a®)| (19.8)

As before, we have obtained a completely finite and p—independent vertex function with
one undetermined constantC,. This is to be fixed by a suitable renormalization condition.

What condition do we choose?
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In QED we had a natural choice T*#(¢*> — 0) = e,,. Here however, there is no natural

choice. Any cross-section will involve both g and C, and the value of a cross-section gives

one condition. A convenient choice is I'3(0,0,0) = g > C, = 0.

Thus, at the 1-loop level, we see how the counter terms absorb the divergence and how

the renormalization conditions determine the constants C’s. Note that we could have added

any finite constant to the pole in defining the counter terms. The renormalization conditions

then would give different expressions for the constants.

1. At 2-Loops

A natural question is: How does this work at higher orders? In our (®3)g theory, only the

2-point and 3-point vertex functions are divergent. At 2-loops the contributing diagrams

(505)1 ((Sm)l
D D + é + /;@: + I
2—point| — —  + g j + i E + II
(03)1 (3)1
4®7 4®7
(04)2 + (812 + 111
3—point + % + (Opm)1  + %<[ + vV

The counter terms have the same form as the original bare terms. When they are clubbed to-
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gether into the ‘interaction’ Lagrangian or Hamiltonian, one would expect that from HF  /k!
terms, we would get the counter vertices also appearing k times. For example, at o(g?), we
would have { } and —@— —Q@— vertices. In ver-
tex functions, the 1PR diagrams from the self-energy counter terms are omitted. Secondly,
the coefficients of the counter terms are explicitly instructed to be adjusted to enforce the
renormalization conditions at any given order in g. Hece, the counter vertices are not on
par with the elementary vertices. The order of perturbation is determined by the number
of elementary vertices and not by counter vertices.

In the first of the group of diagrams, we have a subdiagram that is divergent (only
|k1| — o0, ko remains finite). This divergence is absorbed by the 1-loop counter vertices
- the seond and the third diagrams of group I. To absorb the divergence when both ki, ko
loop momenta become large, we need the new 2-loop counter term as shown in III.

The group II exhibit the so called “overlapping divergences”: the vertical line’s momen-
tum diverges when either of the loop momenta diverge. There are two subdiagrams which
are divergent and to absorb these, we need the d3 1-loop counter term. The group III counter
terms are needed to absorb the divergence coming from both momenta becoming large.

Ar higher loops, the procedure is thus recursive. The counter vertices themselves have
an expansion in g* with coefficients absorbing divergences from the subdiagrams (lower loop
orders). The renormalization conditions determine the highest loop order coefficients.

This explains how the divergences arise and how they are absorbed systematically via
the counter terms and the renormalization conditions.

We have taken for illustration the on-shell renormalization condition. This method fails
when the physical masses vanish and the procedure needs to be adopted suitably. This
impacts what exactly is subtracted - (divergent part) or (divergent part + a finite piece)?
This leads to different schemes of renormalization. Let us see how the probem arises and

how different renormalization conditions can be chosen. We continue with the (®3)g theory.

C. Renormalization with massless particles

We have the self energy in equation (19.1). Taking derivative w.r.t. p* gives,

€ 2 2

I(p?) = — [54, +2 (3 + 1)] 42 /01 dz (1 — 2){In(M2/2) + 1} + o(a?)
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Asm — 0, M? — z(1 — x)p*. Then I1(0) = 0 identically while IT'(0) is ill-defined (depends
on how p?, m? — 0 is taken). Thus the previous renormalization conditions cannot be used
and the counter term coefficients would remain undetermined! We noted while discussing
the Kallen-Lehmann representation, that the physical spectrum was assumed to have a mass
gap i.e. single particle pole being separated from the multi-particle branch point. Whenever
this is violated, the above on-shell renormalization procedure fails.

All is not lost though. We can try different renormalization conditions.

There are two commonly used subtraction schemes within dimensional regularization -
the so called Minimal Subtraction scheme (MS) and the Modified Subtraction Scheme (MS ).
They are defined as:

M S < define the counter term constants by absorbing only the € pole(s);| while the

MS scheme uses p? := 4we~7ji% in the MS scheme.

With these definitions, we give the finite self-energy in the three schemes:

1
Won—shen(p?) = —%(p2 +m?) + %/ dx M?In(M?/MZ) + o(a?),
0
where,  M? = z(1 — 2)p* + m? and Mg := M*(p* = —m?) (19.9)
1
Mys(p?) = —%(ﬁ +m?) +%/ da MPIn(M?/ i) + o(a?) (19.10)
0
2 Q2 o, @ ! 2 2/ 2 2
Iizs(p”) = 50" +m7) + 5/ dzM?In(M?/1?) + o(a?) (19.11)
0

The II,,_spen is ill-defined as m — 0 as noted above. For non-zero m though, it is
unambiguous, free of the arbitrary scale g and m is also the physical mass.

By contrast, I35 is well defined as m — 0, but it depends on the mathematical artifact
parameter u! Now the m parameter cannot be the pole of the propagator and hence is not the

physical mass. The physical mass is determined from [p? +m? —II(p?)]

_ 2 _
pP=—m2, = 0« mey, =

2 (2 - - : 2 _ 2 1 (.2
m?* — lgzs(—m2,,). Since II is order a, we can write, to order a, |m,;, =m" — llzz(—m) |

Substitution gives,

1
m2, = m’+ %mQ(l —6)+ %/ dz m*(1 — x + 2°)In((1 — x + 2*)m? /%)
0

2
4 —
or mﬁh = m? [1 + %oz {ln% + C'} =+ 0(042)] , = %3 ~ 118 (19.12)

Observe that the physical mass explicitly depends on p which it should not. Hence

#mih(m2, a, ) = 0 must hold. Clearly this would be possible if « and/or m also have p

dependence. The independence of the physical mass then relates the p dependences of m, a.
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The residue, R, at the physical pole is as before, R~! = %bz:_mih =11 (—m2,) =

1 — I (=m?) + o(a?). This evaluates to,

17 — 373
V3

The residue gives the wave function renormalization constant Z¢ = R.

Ri=1+ % {In(p?/m?) +C"} , C" = ~0.23 . (19.13)

Finally, in the vertex function, we choose d, = —a/e in the MS scheme. This leads to,

F3,m<p17p27p3) =49 |:1 - Oé/dilf dy dzé(—:v —Y - Z)ln(M2/:u2> + 0<a2) ’ Where,
M? = zyp? + yzp; + zap; +m . (19.14)

To see a possible u—dependence of the coupling «,, we need to identify a physical quantity
which has explicit i dependence. As discussed by Srednicky [12], we consider the two particle
going to two particle process which is related to the 4—point vertex function which is UV
finite. In the limit m — 0, this process too suffers from IR divergence which is handled as in
QED - carefully considering what is observed and including the soft particles contribution.
From [12], we borrow the formulae below.

The amplitude for the process, p; + p2 — ps + p4 is depicted below to order a.

/
D1 P WL Pr_s-

/

(@) (b)

The contribution of (@) in the high energy limit, is given by,

M = M, [1 — %a (In(s/m?) 4+ o(m”)) + o(a®)| with,

1 1 1
My = —¢° (g + n + E) , s =—(p +p2)27 t=—(p —p1)2, u = —(ph _pl)Q.

The o(m°) term is free of im(m — 0) singularity. The amplitude M is divergent as m — 0
(see equation (26.1) of Srednicky [12].)
In the limit m — 0, the above process is experimentally indistinguishable from the one in

which there are on-shell, collinear particles associated with any/all external lines'*. This is

14 For mass less particles, (3, p;)? = 2oizi PiPj = i |pillpjl(—1+ cos(6;5)) which vanishes if all particles

are collinear, 6;; = 0.
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shown in (b) above, with the dotted lines denoting the collinear particles. We must integrate
the squared amplitude over momenta collinear within detector’s angular resolution.

For observable cross-section with collinear emission included (from all 4 external lines),

4o A2k?
1—|—E(ln< m2 >+C>+

= IMoP 1= g tn(s/o) | x [L4 5 (1n(A%/(am®) +C) + .

we have

M5, = [M[? L C=4—3V31, k*=s/4,

= |Mo|? [1 -« {gln(s/mz) - %ln(l/A2) + o(mo)} + 0(042)} 26.15 of [12]

The A is related to the detector angular resolution. In going to the second equation, we
have included collinear emission from all 4 lines. There are no UV divergences here. The
above formulae implicitly assume on-shell renormalization scheme where we cannot take the
m — 0 limit.

The same computation of the amplitude can be done in the M S scheme. This changes
the amplitude M by changing the In(s/m?) — In(s/u?). The correction due to inclusion of
collinear emission continues to have In(A2s/(4m?)). Additionally, the residue at the physical
pole is not 1 but R and hence the amplitude is multiplied by R2?. Including these changes,
the observed squared amplitude is given by,

IMEB, = [MaP | 1= Fatn(s/s)] [1+ Gun(as/unt)] [1 = SinGu/m?)

= My -1 -« {%ln(s/;ﬁ) — %ln(AQS/mQ) + %ln(;ﬁ/mz)} +.. ]

M, = Mol -1 -« {gln(s/,uz) + %ln(l/Az) + o(mo)} + o(az)} (19.15)

There is no dependence on m now and the limit m — 0 can be taken. However, there

is explicit u dependence and the observed cross-section cannot depend on the arbitrary pu.

Hence %\MF = 0| must hold. Writing

obs

In| M2, = In|Mo|* + [a3in(p®) + aCy) := Cy + 2lna + 3aln(p) + 3aChy

obs

where C7,C5 are functions of s,t,u but independent of « and u, the condition of

205



p—independence gives,

0— @ +3(C +m(u))> %‘E‘M) 30 = (19.16)

Bla) = #?u) = —;oz2 + o(a®). We also recall, (19.17)
0 = dizz%) N (19.18)

(@) = ZZZZ%) = —10‘—2 +o(a?) (19.19)

The ~,, is called the anomalous mass dimension of the mass parameter and [(«) is the
famous “beta” function of the theory. We have just obtained these functions at 1-loop,
for the (®3)g theory and these govern how the renormalized parameter must change with
the “renormalization scale” | u, in order that the physical quantities are independent of the
renormalization scale. If we identify u = s, then we have the running of the renormalized
parameters with the center-of-mass energy scale.

The differential equations can be trivially solved giving the running as, u = fiet,

~

alt) = a m(t) = i (1 +32a t) . (19.20)
1+ 3ain(p/p) B 2 '

As p ~ /s > [i, the coupling decreases. Such a theory is said to be asymptotically free.

To summarize: We have seen how the introduction of counter terms makes it possible to

absorb the UV divergences into unobservable coefficients such as dg, d,,, d4. This process of
absorption or subtraction” has an inherent ambiguity: exactly what is subtracted. This is
implicitly determined by imposition of a set of renormalization conditions (eg the on-shell
renormalization) or explicitly (eg the M.S/MS scheme). When the pole (in p?) in the self-
energy is not a simple pole, which happens with mass less particle (m,, = 0), alternative
subtraction schemes are needed. Such schemes, typically imply renormalization scale de-
pendence in the renormalized parameters such as masses and couplings. This is governed by
the beta function(s) and the anomalous dimension(s). For the sub-class of asymptotically
free theories, this helps in improving perturbative predictions at high energies.

A more general discussion of the renormalization group and its application is given in

subsection (22 B).
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20. PATH INTEGRALS IN QUANTUM MECHANICS

We consider an alternative strategy to view quantum dynamics.

Recall that in a quantum framework, we have a (projective) Hilbert space (or more gen-
erally a density operator on a Hilbert space) that encodes the kinematics while a family of
unitary operators encodes the dynamics. Observable quantities are provided by operators
whose expectation values and uncertainties in a given state (or density operator), provide
numbers to be matched against experiments. To track time evolution of observable quanti-
ties, the central quantity of interest is the transition probability amplitude, for a state |¥)
at time t to make a transition at t' > t to another state |W'). The state ¥) evolves to
exp—i(t' —t)H|¥) by Schrodinger equation (H is taken time independent for simplicity).
Its inner product with |¥’) gives the probability amplitude. This is denoted as:

Transition probability amplitude := (/| (e_i(t/_t)H|\I/>> = (V| DH )

Assuming the quantum system to be describing a particle with a configuration space {¢},

we can use the position representation completeness relation and express the amplitude as,

Wle ) = [ag [ ag ig)@le O o)
= [ [ v@K@.aon

The idea is to focus on the kernel K and get a convenient representation for it.

Note: We have already presumed the usual framework of quantum theory. It is possible
to develop the ideas ab initio taking the Kernel as a central quantity with a proposed form
and arrive at the usual quantum framework. The book of Feynman and Hibbs follows this
line. We will first sketch the heuristic approach and then relate it to the usual quantum

framework.

A. The Ab Initio Path Integral

Consider a classical system with a configuration space () which, for convenience of no-
tation we take to be R. Let ¢, ¢ be two points of it. The particle is supposed to make a
transition from ¢; at ¢; to ¢o at 5. Such a transition takes place classically as well and we

use it in the Lagrangian framework and deduce that the transition takes place along a curve
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q(t) which extremises the action. In a departure from the classical dynamics, it is proposed
that there is certain probability for the transition (q1,t1) — (g2,t2). This is to be computed
by squaring the total probability amplitude obtained by summing over the probability am-
plitudes for every path connecting the (q;,¢;) and (go,t2). The amplitude for each path is
given as a certain phase. Thus, heuristically, /K (ga, t2; q1,t1) ~ D 4 eiela®)]

Questions: What do we choose for the phase? How do we restrict the paths? How is the
‘sum’ to be performed?

e We expect to recover classical dynamics in the limit A — 0. So we expect the phase
must be such as the amplitude is dominated by a single path corresponding to the classical
transition. the obvious choice is ¢[q(t)] ~ S[q(t)]/h!

e First guess about the paths would be smooth paths, but this turns out to be not enough.
Since the action involves derivatives of ¢(t), we expect at least piecewise differentiability.
But even this may not suffice - we can define derivatives as differences. It seems, continuity
suffices. Without worrying about this too much, let us proceed by discretizing the time
interval. This will also lead us to answer the third question.

Let T :=ty — t; := Ne where Nis a large number eventually to be taken to infinity. For

definiteness, let the action be

S:/jdt[%q? }—>Nz§{ M—EV(W)},%3:Q@Q

For uniformity of notation, denote qy =: Ginitia: N =: ¢fina- We have used the natural
discretization of the action. The space of paths is now described by the N — 1 ¢;’s varying
independently over R. The integration measure may be taken as the product measure

A %, where the constant C(e) is left free and will be chosen shortly. Since N is

arbitrary, we define a path integral as:

. l I > ko i m (qey1 — i)’ Qk+1 + Gk
(20.1)

We can rewrite it by separating the k = (IV — 1) integral as,

[ ot {2952 o (559} -]
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As € — 0, the rapid oscillations of the % term imply that dominant contribution to the
integral comes from ¢’ very close to gs. Therefore Taylor expanding the potential and the

K (qin,q'; T — €) about ¢y, we get

K(qin,q5;T) ~ erzelar=a” J 14 — f...

x {1 b —anop+ T g } K(gmdsT — )

2!

/

q=4qf

Notice that the first braces are independent of ¢’ (V(q) is assumed to be reasonably well
behaved). The second braces is a power series in (¢’ — ¢).
K(qin,qr;T) = e <V as) /00 d—we%ﬂﬂ L+ 20, + 82 K(Gin,qr; T —€)
Y Y e O(E) 2' qf Y Y

2

i
. . . o0 - .
In effect, we have a series of Gaussian integrals of the form: f_oo dxx™eh 2¢ . The Gaussian

3

integrals are all well known,

1 o0
da;e ax® \/7 / dzae " = WFU{ +1/2), /_ dza? e =0 .

m

oi. For this to be defined, we have to define the usual Gaussian integral for

For us, a =
a > 0 and continue analytically in the complex a—plane with real part of a being positive.

Hence, we must put m — m + i to provide the convergence factor. Thus,

ieh

T 1)><{1—i7%‘/( )+—(92 -}K(Qm,Qf;T—G)-

—im/(2he) C(e

K(Gin, q5;T) =

The terms in the braces are regular as e — 0 and hence the right hand side can be arranged

to have a regular limit as € — 0 by choosing |C(e) = @/2_”7:2. Additionally, we also get,

ieh
K(qin,q5;T) — K(qin, q5; T — €) = (—32 - #/( )) K(ginsq5;T) (20.2)

or ihor K (qin, qp; T) = (—%agf + V) K(Gin, q5;T) (20.3)

Thus, the K defined above, satisfies the time dependent Schrodinger equation!
What about the initial condition? To see the limit 7" — 0, take N = 1(T" = €). Then

there is no [ dg. Only the k = 0 term in the exponent survives and we get,

1 im 2 2meh
. . **(Qf*qz'n) —eV((qr+qin)/2) —
K(qin,qr;¢ = 0) = 11_{% ol ) h 2 , Cle) —
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The right hand side is just the representation of 6(¢; — ¢in). The usual quantum framework
definition of the transition amplitude satisfies the time dependent Schrodinger equation with
the same initial condition! So we have a strong hint that the K (g, ¢r;T) defined may indeed
be identified with {q¢|e™"#|q;,) We can see this directly as well.

B. Derivation From Transition Amplitude

Divide the interval [0, 7] in to N intervals of size € each, Ne = T". Since the Hamiltonian
is assumed to be time independent, we can write,

N-1

N—
P i N-1
e~ i TH = o= Zk=o Hlber1—te) — H e h (1=t H oy H (1 — —H—|— )

k=0 k

Insert the completeness relation 1 = [ dgi|qi) (k| between each factor so that

N-1

L N N - N _ ieH
(@rle™ " ") = /dQI---dQN—l 11 (@le

@) Qo = Gin » O = qf
k=0

7N1—%H+... for small e.

o
L

To simplify further, we consider types of Hamiltonian operators (we suppress the vector

arrows).

(i) H(g,p) = f(H) + 9(g). Then

<%MMM=/M%MUWWW

:/@mwmmmwm» Use: (pelay) =

A e 7Pk (Tht1—dk) . .
CAGeal fF D)) = /dpkf(p)T Likewise,

A . 1 [P
(Ge119(D)|ar) = a(@)0(Terr — @) = 9(G)=— / dpgenPr (Ter1=0k)

2rh
R dﬁk ka—i-l“‘cfk . £ P (Got1— k)
" H(q, = H 7
(qr+1H (G, D)lar) /%h d( S B

We have used ¢g(qx) — 9(qx+1 + qx)/2) when multiplied by the (g1 —

A~ /\2/\ A A

Q)-
(ii) H contains the g,p in various ordering such as, 4p, pq, G*p, Gpq, PG>,

.etc. As an
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example, consider a term ¢%py in the quantum Hamiltonian. Then,

QLA — ~ ~ dﬁk L AN A

o . . a u dpy iz (= =
(Qri1|Doq"|ax) = / AP (@i | Dol pr) (P13 ) = ai (pr)s / e (@1 =)

q"py + Pod* iyl + af APy in i a
<qk+1|#|q1g> = 2k+1 "k (pk)b k ehPk (Gr+1—qk)
2 2 2mh

Thus for the natural ordering, the classical Hamiltonian has its ¢ dependence in the averaged
form. Here is another example involving 2, p?, taken in a particular order, called Weyl order:

Weyl(G*,p?) == 1(G*p* + 2¢p*q + p*¢*). It is easily seen that,

. 1
(gt Weyl(@® 07)lar) = 7 {akerlgenrlp’lan) + 2x10k(ara |P*lgk) + Gi(gr[P*lgi) }

Ter1 + @\’
1 R
= (%) <Qk+1|p2|Qk>

More generally, for monomials in ¢, p, the Weyl order Weyl(p™, ¢") equals the fully sym-

metrized and averaged product. It is a result that

o m Qo1 + T \" o
(e [Weyl(@",p™)lqr) = (%) (@er1]P™ | qr)

Hence, modulo Weyl ordering, we do get,

d i + i= (= ~
<Qk+1|€_%H|qk> = /%6ﬁeH(pk’W>eth'(%+1—%)

i . . dp: dp’ 0
(qrle” ThH|q¢n> = /dql...qu_l /%22—% expﬁ{

c —»k+1 . (Qk+1€_ Qk) _ 6}[(])]{/.7 Qk+12+ Qk)} (204)

Notice that we have N, p; integrations, one for each interval and N — 1, ¢; integrations, two
less than the number of points since qq, ¢y are fixed. The exponent is clearly a discretized
T, - - VN T VNN - dp
form of [ dt p(t) - q(t) — H(p(t),q(t)) = [, dt L(¢(t),q(t)). The dq(;Tph) measure suggests
that we have paths in the “phase space”. What type of paths?
The mis-match in the number of integration variables makes it harder to view the mul-

tiple integrals as a measure on the space of paths in phase space. Introduce an arbitrary

momentum py so that (go, po) denotes a point in the phase space just as (Gy, px), k=1,..., N
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do. The [dpy shows that the momentum at the final point is integrated over. Thus, the
phase space path may be specified by an initial point (¢, po). The arbitrary momentum
does not enter anywhere and just serves to anchor the initial point. The final point however
is the set of all points (¢y, py) with Py integrated over. Thus, the space of paths is (Iis a

phase space of dimension 2n):

Space of paths = % = { A(t) €T/ 5(0) = (@, ) , AT) = (@7.5), FER" |

There are arbitrary constants here, the py is an arbitrary constant vector. Since the py, g

are all independent, the paths are continuous but non-differentiable everywhere. Thus we

denote:
zTH L 5 dp1 dﬁN
(grle™ 7 |gin) = 11_13(1) dqi .. .dgn—1 b 3R
= (Qr+1 — Q) L Q1 T G
cap |3 ¢ Z Prt1 - — — H | pi, — (20.5)
k=0 €
i [T :
= [ DurDutey ean |5 [ at (510 it0) - 1G510).70)) | (200)
Pr 0
. dp;
[ DayDpir) = ngmoon / i, H / 90 (20.7)

For the special case of H(p,q) = % + V(§@), the momentum dependence is quadratic and

the momentum integrals can be done trivially. For instance,

/ dﬁk+1 e,{pk-u (Gro41—qr)— 6(2m+\/(M))} 1 L (g1 —dk)?
(27h)" (2mh)?

e (= m(Tpr1—ar)\2 .
/ddpkegmh<pk+el k) e—éeV

27h(ie)

The square root prefactor is just C'(¢)~!. Doing all the momentum integrals gives,

(20.8)

(arle ¥ gzn) = lim

d(jl / d(?N—l 6%{%4(‘11#—162 k) ,V}
(2mh(ie/m))4? (2rh(ie/m))%2 (2mh(ie/m))/?

Each dq integral gets a factor of C'(¢)~¢ and extra such factor is left over from the extra
momentum integration. This was the factor introduced and determined by a regular behavior

as € — 0.
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Thus, the upshot is that we can either take the heuristically motivated definition of K and
show that it matched with quantum mechanical definition of transition amplitude or directly
deduce it from the quantum mechanical definition. The K of the transition amplitude is the
central quantity in the path integral approach.

A note: We defined K(gin, qr; T') and identified it with (qs|exp—(i/h)T H|g:,) and called
it the probability amplitude for a particle at ¢, at t, to transit to ¢ at time to + T
This is sometimes also denoted as (qr, T|¢in,0) or (¢",t"|¢',t') with ¢ —¢ = T. This
notation can be confusing since |¢/, t') does not denote a solution of the Schrodinger equation.

Rather, it denotes the instantaneous eigenvector of the Heisenberg picture operator Q(t) =

eitH/hQSch (O) e—itH/h' ThU.S,

QW)|a.t) = qla,t) < Qsen (e "|q, 1)) = q (7™ /Mg, 1)) = e /Mg, t) = |q)

Or, |q,t) = e*/"|q). If |, t) were the time evolution of |¢), we should have e*/%|q). Thus

we have the consistent notation:

iTH i(t" —t"HH it H it H

<qf‘eiT|Qin> = <qf‘€7 g ‘qzn> = <qf’ei ho-eh ‘Qm> = <qf7t”’ql'mt/> .

Consider now (gr, T'|Qu(t)|¢in, =T, for t € [T, T.

<C]f,T|QH(t)|(]m,—T> — | —iTH/h th/hQ e—th/h —zTH/h|q >

q
_ / /dq// q |6 (t— TH/h’q><q/|QS|q//><q//|e—z’(t+T)H/h|qm>
— [ g o TI ) 01Qs1d") o )

_ / dd' (a5, 140 (), Hdims —T)

In the last equation, we have used (¢'|Qs|q¢”) = ¢'0(¢' —¢") - the property of the Schrodinger
picture operator, carried out the dg” integration and as a reminder inserted the argument ¢

in ¢'(t). Using the path integral notation, we write the last equation as,

7y — LS[-1,1) _ STl LS[—Ty1]
) H iny — -
(a7, T|Qu(t)|qin, —=T) /Dq q(t)en /dq/ﬂ?qeh /Q?qe
(20.9)

Next, consider the quantity,

/Q)qq t1)q(t2) 6’15[ = /dQ1/dCI2 [/ Q)q€% (b7 }%(h)
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For ty > t; the factors will switch accordingly. We summarize the formulae as,
(ar.t"|qim, t') = / DaerS T = (gple 7@~ ) (20.10)
(a5, T|Qu(t)|gin, =T) = /Q?q g(t)er )
— [ datar. Tlastade e, ~) (20.11)

(a7, T|T{Qu(t1)Qu(t2) }qin, —=T) = /DQQ(tl)Q(tQ)e’éS[T’T] = /d(h dqa

)

(ar, Tlqr, t1)qr(t1){qu, t1|q2, t2) g2 (t2) (g2, t2| Gin, =T ,
t1 <t

(a7, Tq2, t2)q2(t2) (g2, t2|qr, t1) a1 (t1) (@1, t1|Gin, =T') ,
to <1ty

(20.12)

C. Functional Derivative

It will be convenient to have the notation of functional derivative. Recall from the
variational principle of mechanics, the action functional, S[q(t)] := :12 dt L(q(t),q(t)). For
any given function q : [t1,t3] — ¢(t) € R, the right hand side computes a number and that
number is the action. It is a function on the space of paths/curves/functions on [ty,ts], and
in short is regarded as a functional of any given q(t). This is not a functional in the sense
of being in the dual of vector space - it is not linear in q(t)’s. Under a variation of a curve,
q(t) — q(t) + dq(t), we compute 05 := S[q + dq| — = [dt oq {—q — %%—2} + end-point
contributions. Comparing this with df (x4, . .. ,xn) = Z?Zldx 0, f, we can identify and denote,

the functional derivative of the action with respect to the curve as: % = g—s — %g—s . Note

that S has no explicit ¢ dependence while its functional derivative does. Thus the idea of a
functional derivative is to consider the first order variation of a functional and read off the
coefficient of the 4.

We can also notice that any function f(t) we can write, §f(¢t) = [dt’ § tof(t) <

6f(t
of(t’

= d(t — t’). Thus we define the derivative with respect to a function as:
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() 55 (@FLf]+ BGLf]) = agzym + Bsrly (linearity)
(i1) 5t FLAGIS) = #55.GIf] + FIf] 5% (Leibnitz rule)
(iii) 555 F(GLf]) = §E S (Chain rule)
(iv) = 6t —t)

For an arbitrary “source function”, J(t) define the functional,
@ O] = [ Dgeh I o 0o (20.13)

Then it follows that,

%q(t)

t
Or, (_ZhéJ(t ) q// 75//|q t ] _ /Q)q q(t)e%lftl dt{L(q,4)+J (t)q(t)}

— <q//7t”’Q<t>’ql,tl>J
0 0 it .
— "G T = | Dg g(t)g(ty)et fi L@+ Wan)}
( Zh(sml)) ( 5.J(ty) (¢, "ld, 1] / q q(t1)q(tz)er

= (", "T{R(t)Q(t2)} ¢, )5

O gt / Dget i L@+ 00}

Qan

The generalization is obvious. Evaluating the functional derivatives at J(t) = 0 gives us,

571
(¢", t"lq, ) (20.14)

(AT Q) - QU ) = (i) s =l 'l 11

Thus, the “correlation functions” (left hand side) are given by the functional derivatives
of the transition amplitude in presence of a source function, evaluated at vanishing source
function.

To relate it to ground state/vacuum expectation values of time ordered products of
Heisenberg picture operators, we take a closer look at the transition amplitude with non-zero
source function.

Choose the source function to have a compact support, J(t) = 0 for t < ¢t > t”. Choose

T' <+ and T" > t". Then,

<Q”, T/I’Q/’TI>J — /dqll dq’(Q//’T”’q//, t”>J:0<q”, tll‘q/7t/>J<ql, tI’Q/,TI>J:0
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The J = 0 amplitudes can be written in the energy representation (energy eigenvalues
assumed to be discrete for convenience),

<q’,t'|Q',T'> _ <q/|6—z‘(t/_T/)H/h|Q/> _ Z(q |<Pn><§0n|Q > —i(t'=T")En /R

n

_ ngn —z(t’ T")Eyn /b

'.e_iT/EO/h<q/,t,|Q,,T,> _ an —t’ En/h 1T/ (En—Eq)/h
Thm e B/ 11Q T = gpg(q )i (Q)e B/ - B+ Ey terms drop out, likewise
'—ioc0
) T,,l_l>mwo zT EO/h(Q”,T”|q”,t”> _ 908((]”)%00<Q,/)6it//E0/h

We have assumed that the lowest energy eigenvalue is non-degenerate, otherwise the »

will reduce to the sum over the degenerate states. Thus we get,

<Q// T//|Q/ T/>
%lm —iEo(T"—=T") " !
T'ico € Voo (Q")e5(Q')

T"——ioco

/dq dq// *( //,t”)@()(q/,t/)<q”,t/l|q/,t/>J (2015)

D. Ground State-to-ground state Amplitude: Z[J]

The right hand side of eq. (20.15) is the ground state-to-ground state transition am-
plitude, the one that we were looking for. The left hand side tells us how to compute it
from (Q",T"|Q',T') which is similar to (¢”,t"|¢’,t');. The factor in the denominator is

independent of J and will not matter. We introduce the definition,

Z[J] — /dq/ dq” wé(q/’,t”) <q".t//|ql,t/>Jg00(q', t’) (20.16)

i n
Y T <ﬁ) / dq' dq"p5(q", ") x

(" t"T{Q(t) ... Qtn)} ¢, 1) wold, 1) (20.17)

o Z[J]
3Tt ... 0d(t)

The previous result tells us that Z[J] may be computed as,

T/ —ioco T —ico ’
T" ——ioco T" ——ioco

. T//
Zi~ lm (@ TNQ.T), = tm [ Dyeap [% | detLa.d) + I@a)
We have dropped the unimportant denominator on the left hand side.
We have continued 7" — ioco, T” — —ioco, but not the intermediate times, t; appearing
as arguments of the Heisenberg operators. We will do so now and get to the Euclidean

formulation.
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We begin with,

(", T"T{Q(t1) ... Q(tn)} Q" T") j=o ~ hm /dfh o dgn Q" T g1, t) i (g, tr g, t2)

*}’LOO
T”H 100

- Qn <Qna tlel, Tl) 5 Where,

, Ne =t —

QZ+%+1 qi+1 — 4;

is Uil Qit1s L 617 €y L
(@i til Gig1, tign) / 2me p[ Z ( B c )
€ ¢+ Giv1 Qiv1 — i

— L
exp[h; ( T )

The analytic continuation of the (T{...}) is defined through the (..|..). Thus,

/.
s N€ = Ti+1_7_i

(Gi, —173| Qi1 —iTis1) /

27T6

(" T"T{Q(tr) ... Qtn)} Q' T") =0

ti=—1T; Tin 7~

This suggests going over to a Fuclidean formulation,

:/Q)q exp |:/ZdT{L (q, ZQ) +J(r)q(r )H (20.18)

and the paths are between some Q' = lim, ., ,, ¢(7) and Q" = lim,_,, ¢(7). The Euclidean
Z g and the Minkowskian Z are related through,

1 5" Z[J]
Z[7]6J(t)) ... 07 (ty)

=1

B 1 " ZplJ]
s=0 " ZglJ]6J(1)...0(Tn)

J=0

This will be used in the field theory Green’s functions.

E. Explicit evaluation of a path integral

We would like to see the various expressions above explicitly for a 1-dimensional harmonic
oscillator with a source function. We have L = £(¢* — w?q®) + J(t)q(t) and we want to

compute (¢”,t"|q’,t') ;. Discretizing the corresponding action, the definition gives,

dqy o 1 NZ_E(%H—%V_ﬁ k. + Qi1 2
S N R AV~ E R 2 2

1
1
Vi t// ! t/ 1
<q ) ’q7 >J 61_{% C(E)/ —
_.I_
el (%) } o= ) an = q(t"), T = T(t)

2
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All are Gaussian integrals with coupled variables. It is more convenient to discretize a
different action.

The equations of motion are: ¢+ w?q® = J(t) , q(t') = ¢,q(t") = ¢". Let gq(t) be a
classical solution of this equation satisfying the end point conditions. Let us assume that
there is just one such solution. Introduce 7(t) via the definition: ¢(t) := gu(t) + n(t). Then
n(t') = 0 =n(t"). The action becomes,

2

! Vi t” 1
S(t',t") =/ dt{ (et + 1) — 2(ch+77)2+<](t)(%l+77)}
t/
v 1 -2 2 2 1 -2 2 2 .. 2
= [ dt|§50da =) + T(Oga p + 9507 = w*n°) o + {0da — wnga + In}
t/

Up to a total derivative, the last term is —n(jy + w?qq — J) = 0. The total deriva-

tive term gives 1dy|’, = 0 thanks to the end point condition satisfied by 7(t). Thus,
t//

St t") = Sq(t' ") + / 1(7* — w’n?),| where S is the action evaluated at the presumed
t,

solution ¢,. The terms linear in n have vanished thanks to ¢, being a solution. We now

“quantize” the n variable, i.e. we define

1 / dny % ' Nzll Net1 — Mk)?
=0 C'(e) L™ 2 ¢

0 k= k=0

<q//7t//‘q/7t/>J = |:€thl(tl t//)i|

2

—%«nk ema/2?) ] (2019

The paths 7n(t) begin and end at n = 0. The second factor is independent of both J and
t',t". It depends on T = t” — t/. Our task is to evaluate the first factor and carry out the

coupled Gaussian integral.
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The exponent in the second factor is of the form,

. N-1 N—1
1 1
%< . > = Z E(T]k-+1 — T]k>2 — € w2(7)k+1 + Uk)/2>2 = Z nkAklnl s Where,
k=0 k,1=0
Ay = 2(1/e —ew/4) o — (1)e + € WP /4 {61 + Oip1} - LE=1,...N —1.
——— ——— - _
a b
a —b 0 . 0
-b a —b. 0

= A tri-diagonal, symmetric matrix.

<q"7t”’q/at/>J = _B%Sgl(tlvt”)]

1 00 dN_l'U 7 N-1

ij=1

For a single variable we have [* dze " = \/r/a = [* dze™ = \/7/(—ia). Its multi-

dimensional generalization is

/OO dnxeizijxiAijzj — (”T)n/Q
s Vdet A

Using this, our transition amplitude takes the form,

: ) (V-1)/2
("l 1)y = [R5 {nm L1 _(inh) }
S0 C() (O Vet A

Using C'(e) = v/2imeh since we have taken unit mass, m = 1, we have,

(20.20)

i v 1 1
//’ 4 /7 A [65S§l(t t )} lim
(q",t"q', 1) 0 \/2mil(e)N/2 | /det A(e)

Now we need to compute the determinant of the tridiagonal, symmetric matrix. This is
usually solved by using a recursion relation. Denote D,, := det A, «, where A has the form
given above. Clearly, D; = a and D, = a®> — b?. By checking for 4 x 4,5 x 5 matrices, it is

easy to see that D, satisfies the recursion relation,

1 2 1 2
Dy=aDy 1 —Dp s, Dy:=1,D1=a ; a=2(--2)  p=-4+
€ 4 € 4

We can pull out a factor of ¢! from A and since our A is of order (N — 1), we pull out

a factor of (€)~W=Y/2_ This replaces the second [...] by lim.o(2mhvedetA’)~t. The A’

matrix has elements a’ := 2 — €2w?/2 | V' 1= 1 + 2w?/4.
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Note: For a given N, e = T'/N, hence (suppressing the primes) a, b have an N dependence.
The matrix itself is also (N — 1) x (N — 1) and our notation D,, as the determinant of A,
is valid for n < N —1. For a given NV, the D,,>x is not defined. Hence, the recursion relation
is a difference equation with constant coefficients [15]. It is important to keep the distinction
between fixed N and a variable n. The a, b are functions of N but independent of n.

Such difference equations are solved by the ansatz, D, = A\". Shifting n — n + 2, we

write the difference equation as,
VO<n<N-3: Dpio—aDp1+b0*D, =0, Dy=1,D =a.
Substitution gives the characteristic equation A\?> — a\ + b? = 0. Its solutions, for € < 1, are

e2w? \/ €2w? €2w? €2w?
A 1-— + 1-— — (1 ~ 1— +1
e EY (s B s b

A~ ltiew . = Dy=aX] +6\" Vn € [0,N—1].

1 ' 1 '
Initial conditions give, o = 5 (1 — L) , B== (1 + L) .

Q

The desired determinant is then given by,

1 ' 1 '
Dy, = = (1 — i) (1 +dew)V ™t + 3 (1 + i) (1 —iew)N™' e=T/N

2 €W €w

1 iN , N1 iN , N
m 5 (1_ﬁ) (14 iwT/N) +§< +ﬁ) (1 —iwT/N)

C2wT w
sin(wT

. ( iN ) G %sin(wT}

w

i 1411 1 w
P - [ LSSt t )] ) 20.21
<q ) |q ) >J € /—27Tlh SZ’N,(OJT) ( )

Note: All the J dependence is in the first factor only while the “quantum correction” are

We finally get,

in the second factor and independent of J.

Note: This method of evaluating the amplitude near a classical solution can also be
adopted for more general (non-linear) equations of motion. The S, always comes out, the
term linear in 7 always vanishes while the o(n?) terms always gives the (determinant)='/2.
In the general context, it is termed as a semi-classical approximation which is exact for the

oscillator.
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The calculation of the first factor requires solving the equation of motion with the source
function and then evaluating the action for ¢,(¢). This is little involved as the equation
is inhomogeneous and requires use of Green’s function. The Green’s function can be ob-
tained by directly solving the differential equation with d- function source and matching
the discontinuity due to the delta function. We just note the final result [Problem 3.11 of
Feynman-Hibbs, Abers-Lee].

SA ) = ooy @)+ (@))eos(T) 24

q” : / a ; 7
—i—m/ dtJ(t)sin(w(t —t')) + sin(oT) / dtJ(t)sin(w(t” —t))
~ wsin( wT / do / drJ(o)J(7)sin(w(t" — o).sin(w(t —t'))  (20.22)

This exercise was done to illustrate the schematics of evaluating the path integral directly
using the definition.

Note: If we have a system of two degrees of freedom, the ¢(t) and the J(¢) which are
coupled by a linear coupling, f;// dtJ(t)q(t), then the S7(#',t") can be viewed as an effective
action contribution after integrating out the ¢(t) degree of freedom. This has the form

~ [dtJ(t)a(t) — [dtJ(t) [*dop(t,0)J(o). This last term is a non-local term.

F. Alternative Expression for Z|J]

We now consider another method which is closer to what is done is field theory. We begin

by modifying the Hamiltonian operator as: | H — (1-— ze)ﬁ [12]. Then,

£.0) = eFI) = 3 @)l in) = 3 g @ )e O )

Assuming Fy = 0 for convenience and taking the limits, we get

1) —— SN0y and (] —— (Olpeld”) (20.23)

Thus, |¢',t'),(¢",t"| both go to the (presumed non-degenerate) ground state as t' — —oo
and t” — oo, provided we make the substitution: H — (1 — ie)H. We will work with the
limits.

Consider, for our 1-dimensional oscillator, H = p*/2 + w?¢*/2,

00, = [ DoDgeon |3 [~ aripi - (1= i1 + 3010}

—00
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We do momentum integration by using (1 —ie)p?/2 ~ This gives the term (1+i€)¢?

1+ze

and we get,

(0[0Y, — /Q)qexp [% /Oo i {%(1 +ie)d? — %&(1 i+ J(t)qH 1 2029

—00

Define the Fourier transform,

iw)i= [ ety a) = 5 [ dveaw)

) 2m 00

and similarly for J(t). Substitution give,

1 [ dv [ d/ . ,
= — _ oY i)t - . r . 27 ~ .,
9 /oo o /OO 27r€ [{ (I +ie)vv' — (1 —ie)w }q(y)q(y)

The expression in the braces simplifies to {...} = v —w?+ie(v) , €(v) := e(v*+w?). Define

z(v) = qv) + #ﬁe(y) The the action becomes,

5 1/_00 dv [z@)(;ﬂ i) d(—r) - L) ]

2 ) 21 v? — w? 4 ie(v)

The shift, ¢(v) — Z(v) is a constant shift, the shift is independent of ¢. Hence the Jacobian
of the transformation will be 1 and Dg(v) = Dz(v). Taking Fourier transform, the shift
takes the form ¢(t) — x(t) + f(t) with f(¢) independent of ¢(¢). This is also a constant shift

and in the time domain too, and we expect Dq(t) = Dx(t).

. <O|O>J — exp [2h/ dV (_;J(i?{jg(:ji(y))] X (20.25)

U Di (v expi /Z Z_Z“%(”)(”Q —w® +ie(v))i(—v)| (20.26)

The second factor is a path integral independent of J and hence equals (0]0);—o. How-
ever, without any source interaction, the ground state remains a ground state and hence

(0]0) y—o = 1!|. This gives finally,

(00); = exp . ( J()J () > (20.27)

2h —v? +w? —ie(v)

We never needed to evaluate the path integral!
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The above expression can also be expressed in the time domain as,

(0/0)s = eapy- / drdt" TG — )T (t) with, (20.28)
9] —iv (¢ —t") ; o
Git'—t) = /OO g—; —1/26—|— g = ie_wlt ~"I(by contour integration) (20.29)

Note: The v dependence in the €(v) does not affect the contour integration.

We have discussed two different methods of computing the transition amplitude in the
limit of infinite time separation. Notice that the (0]|0); above is the same as the Z[.J] defined
earlier in eq. (20.16) since [ dq'lq’,t")o(q',t') = |0,t') and likewise for (0,¢"].

The above frequency domain form is very convenient to obtain the correlation functions
as seen below.

Our general formula (20.14) tells us that (0|T{Q(t1)...Q(t,)}|0) is given by the func-
tional derivatives of Z[J] evaluated at J = 0. Choosing the above form of Z[J] we see

that,

OIT{Q(t)Q(t2)}0) = (—my% (20.30)
- (-m)?(sj(g ){%2/% Gty — 1) J(#)
exp QH//JGJ }

= (=ih)*(i/R)G(tz — t1) = —ihG(ts — 1). (20.31)

The derivative of the e/ 7%/ does not contribute in the limit of J = 0. Taking one more

derivative to get the three point function, we have

2t [ace-n00 - 00} =
(%]1 {%G(tz% —t3) - (0]0); + % /dt G(ts —t)J(t) - % /dt’ Gty —t)J(t) - <0|0>J}

=040 =0 "+ there is always a factor of J which kills the term at J = 0.

223



For 4 derivatives, we will have,

%{%G(tg ) %/dtG(tl —4)J(t) - (0]0),+

Loty -t L / dG (1 — 1)J(1) - (0]0) 4

l l

: /dtG(t3 —)J(t) - 7 G(t — 1) - 0[0)+
(%)3 / dtG(ts —t)J(t) - / dt'G(ts —t')J(t') - / dt"G(ty —t")J(t") - <0\0>J}

Carrying out the .J, differentiation and putting .J = 0, only the first 3 terms contribute since
they have a single factor of J(t). For a 4-point function, this is multiplied by (—ih)* and we
get,

(01T{Q(to) Q1) Q(t2) Q(L3) }]0) = (—m)Q{GmG% + GGy + G03G12} L Gy o Gt — ) .

(20.32)

We recognize this as the same pattern seen in the vacuum expectation value calculation

using the Wick’s theorem. Indeed, the quantum field theory Wick’s theorem shows up here
just as a result of the functional differentiation.

We now have all the definitions, notations and pattern of computation needed in the field

theory generalization.
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21. PATH INTEGRALS IN QUANTUM FIELD THEORY

We consider the path integral formulation of a field theory, specifically a scalar field
theory. While discussing the field as a dynamical system, we had already noted that the
notation ¢(t, ¥) refers to infinitely many degrees of freedom labeled by # € R? (for us). Thus
we could view ¢(t, T) as ¢z(t) and draw analogy with ¢;(t). Each of these degrees of freedom
can be quantized a la path integral exactly as the single degree of freedom discussed before.
In place of [ Dgq(t) — IR gq’g), we now have [ D¢(x) — [ TlLies sy oz
We have dropped the C’ ( ) which will be subsumed in the overall normalization constant.
The action for the field theory is as the usual one. Thus, the vacuum-to-vacuum transition

amplitude in presence of a source is denoted as,

(0[0), / Doexp / de{ £(6.0,0) + J(@)olx)} = 217 (21.1)

The ‘paths’ implicit in the measure D¢ are of course paths in the configuration space of the
field i.e. the space of all ¢(Z) at any fixed t. A path itself connects ¢ (%, 1) to ¢po(Z, t2), V 7.
The paths are not paths in the space-time.

For the Lagrangian density £, we write £ = Ly + Ly, with | Ly := (9“¢8ugb m 202,

The m? has —ie implicit, in anticipation. The £; will typically involve interaction terms,

polynomials in ¢ such as g3¢*(z) + g4¢*(z) ... etc. Consider

~ [ Do can;, [ duteo+ st}

We go to the momentum space as in the case of the single particle.

Let ¢(k) := [ dze *7¢(x) > ¢(x) = | & d4k e*r(k), with k - 2 := —k%° 4+ k - 7 and k°

is the integration variable in d*k and not k. Substltutlng in the action and doing the d*x
integration gives,

J(R)B(—k) + T (~k)(k)]

L[ d% T oy g
S=5 [ Tyt [~OE + )ik +

Note that Sy is not f Ly, but includes the source.

Define ¢(k) := (k) + k;]J(m)lg Then D¢ = Dy since we have a “constant shift transfor-

mation”. This also holds in the ¢(z) space. Then, as in the case of the single oscillator, we

1 d*k
%‘E/mm4

get
J(K)J (=)
k% +m?

— X (k) (K* + m2)>2(—k)] :
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The path integral [ Dy, just gives a factor independent of J, namely (0[0);—o = 1 and we

write, ‘h = 1 from now on

i

0[0); = Zo[J] = exp [Z/ (%4 {%;(j)#-_kze}]

— eap {z / di / it %J(x)A(az—x’)J(x’)} where,

) dAk eiky(:z:—x’)
Alx —2') = / o Bt i (Feynman propagator)

Note that the Feynman propagator arose because of the —ie included in the mass term in
the L.
As discussed for the oscillator, we get

O[T {p(z1)d(z2)} 0) = (_i)(;J?xl) ' (_i>§fo2
J

)
— (_z)wm) {ZO[J]./A(x’—zg)J(m’)d4x’}(—i)(i)’ =
OIT {¢p(21)9(w2)} [0) = —iA(z1 — x2) .

Exactly as for the Oscillator, we get

OIT {o(21)p(w2)P(w3)P(24)0} |0) =
(—i)? [A(xl — 29)0 (w5 — 1) + A(a1 — 23)8(xs — 4) + Ay — 24)0(2s — xg)]

which easily generalizes to,

OIT {p(21) - .. P(220)} |0) =
(—i)" [ Z Axy —29)0(x3 — 24) ... A1 — X9p) + permutations]

pairings
This is what we had obtained as the Wick’s theorem.

Note: Wick’s theorem expressed the time ordered product of quantum fields in terms of
the normal ordered product plus contractions. The normal ordering was for all Poincare
generators to ensure invariance of the vacuum. The theorem was also proved for free fields
for which we do have Fourier decomposition.

Here too the “Wick’s theorem” is again seen for free fields. Here it is no more than the
chain rule of differentiation.

Consider now interacting fields, by which we mean £ = Lo+ £;. Recall that (0|Q(¢)|0) =
[ Dq q(t)e™ and we can get the g(¢) in the integrand by %SJL]:O (remember S = S| ;-0).
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Thus, insertion of ¢(t)’s or ¢(x)’s in field theory, can be effected by %@)SJL]:O. If we expand

et L@ = e T [ £1]™/n!, then we have integrals of polynomials of the fields which can be

expressed as %S 7. The ¢; can be taken outside of the path integration. Thus we write,
211 = 00 = [ Do eani [[ata(Lol0) + £6) + Ta)ola)
o L) | / Det | ¢ 2{LotT@)o(a)} o,
Z[J] < |expi / diny (=il - Zo[J] , with (21.2)
p 1 (SJ(SU) 0 9 .
l 4 4
ZolJ] = exp(E/d x/d yJ(x)A(x—y)J(y)) (21.3)

In the oscillator case, for Zy[J] we had the exp% [ [ JAJ term and a Gaussian path

integral which turned out to be equal to Zy[J = 0]. By taking the asymptotic time limits,
we could assert this to be equal to 1 since it was vacuum-to-vacuum amplitude without any
source. In presence of interactions, even with J = 0, the vacuum may not remain unaffected
and we cannot justify (0|0)7, = 1. Instead, the proportionality constant is determined by
demanding Z|J = 0] = 1.

The prescription to compute Z[.J] via the e“1(=12) Zy[J], is in effect the perturbative
prescription. Let us see how this works in an example £;(¢) = g¢®(z)/3!. Then Z[J] o

6%5?’ - Zp|J]. Expand the exponential,
oo fig 5 N
Z[J]—N;U! [Sl/dx( z&](x)) X
=1 [
Sy [ [ atrwae - 26
= p! |2

This too is a power series in J as is Zy[J], but with different coefficients. Consider a particular

p

term in this double sum with a fixed v and p.

e Then we have 3v derivatives acting on 2p J’s, leaving F = (2p — 3v)J’s. Clearly, £ > 0
must hold and there are several such term;

e The overall numerical factor associated with such a group of terms is:

(0) G _ (o Lo

31/ wlp!

3! v! p! (3h)vulp!
e The combinatorial factor resulting from the number of ways he derivative acts is: 3v
derivatives on 2pJ’s give (2;(32—273),2)! (This is because the first derivative can act on 2p J’s, second

on (2p—1),...(3v)" on (2p —3v +1) J’s.)
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We can generate and keep track of the various derivatives by denoting

{ Has [ d'z

—eo Has [d'y [d*z

53

2lg

>

wlg

RRE
(@A —y)Iy)

s w
IS

and the operation of evaluating the derivative by joining the free ends from the ‘vertices’ to
the free ends of the ‘propagator lines’ - exactly as we represented the Wick contractions.

The number of terms with a give v,p is the number of ways of joining the free ends
and generating a diagram. Some of the diagrams may have the identical factors associated
with them For example, the 30;’s at a given vertex can be permuted in joining up with the
propagator lines. This clearly gives a factor of 3!. Likewise ends of propagator lines gives a
factor of 2!. The diagram will look the same if the v vertices are themselves permuted (the
[ d*z are dummy variables) and this gives v!. Similarly the propagator lines give p!. Thus,
all the numerical factors, except i, g cancel out.

Compared to the previous counting based on Wick’s theorem, we have a double expansion
and lines (pairs of J’s) to be contracted with the edges of the vertices. Secondly, in the
Wick’s theorem, thanks to the normal ordering of the interaction terms, we don’t have self
contractions at the vertices (A(x,z) propagators). In the present approach, there is no

“normal ordering” and we do get such term. Eg.

o(z —y)

{az i A(x —z) Such diagrams are called ‘tadpoles’. ( — Q )

Thus we have more diagrams and different ways of working out the total combinatorial
factor. The above bulleted points have gotten rid of all explicit factors, but could involve
an over counting. This is compensated by dividing by a factor called the symmetry factor.
This is a geometrical problem of identifying the groups of diagrams. Here are a couple of

examples [12].
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We can exchange the two loops in 2 ways. We can
Q —_— Q : exchange the ends of each loop in 2 x 2 ways. Therefore
the total symmetry factor is 2-2-2 =8.

The 3 propagators can be permuted in 3-2 ways. The 2
@ : vertices can be exchanged in 2 ways. So the symmetry
factor is: 312! = 12.
A general statement and a derivation may be seen in the appendix of Sterman’s book [14].

In the double expansion, we have terms with no J’s, a single J, 2J’s ...etc. When J =0
is put, only the terms with no J survive. These are termed as the “vacuum bubbles” and
are the contributions to the Z[J = 0].

A general contribution to a given number of left over J’s would consist of product of
topologically connected diagrams. Let C, denote the contribution of a particular topolog-
ically connected diagram, v. In a given diagram, I', let v occur n. times. The symmetry
factor resulting from permutations within each 7, are included in the contribution C.,. But
now we can also have permutations across different, topologically connected diagrams. Such
permutations can leave the product diagram invariant if the different copies of a given I' are
permuted as a whole. Hence, we have an additional symmetry factor of n,! by which we
have to divide. A product diagram with different +’s thus has a symmetry factor of HA/ n.,!.

Returning to the full Z[.J] which we can now represent as a contribution from a sum
of diagrams I', each of which can have several topologically connected «’s with n. copies.

Hence,

2= Yo~ ST = WITY 8

{n~} {ny} v 7 ny=0

= /\/'Hexp[C'W] :Nexp[ZC’y} :

v
Thus, Z[J] is proportional to the exponential of the sum of contributions of topologically
connected diagrams. In this sum, are also the contributions topologically connected vac-

uum diagrams i.e. Z[J = 0]. Imposing the normalization condition, Z[J = 0] = 1, gives

N x exp(topologically connected vacuum bubbles) = 1.|. Hence, the normalization is triv-

ially incorporated by simply dropping the contributions of the vacuum diagrams and we are
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left with,
Z[J] :exp[iW[J]] W] =

(21.4)

Z (topologically connected diagrams.>

The Green’s functions that we get from Z[J], now get expressed as,

|
SZ[J] SWJ] I
oo =75 =55 W=

J=0
This gives the contribution of diagrams with a single J(z) and gets removed when J = 0 is

=1.

put.
Similarly other Green’s functions can be expressed in terms of the derivatives of the W[.J].

As an illustration of the organization of the topologically connected diagrams in W/[.J],

consider the two point function.

Lo 07 , i
G(z1,29) = (—2)25J15J2Z J]‘J:O = —idy, (e",W)
= W (6,W.0,W —id7 ,W) ,_,

Ge(21)Ge(22) — Ge(z1,2) , where,
Ge(x) = 05 WJ]li=0 s Ge(z,y) := i53(x)J(y)

R N

Top. disconnected Top. connected

G($1,$2) =
W] s=o0

The G, denote, contributions from connected (to external points) and topologically con-

nected diagrams. This continues to the other n—point functions, as proved by the argument

leading to eqn. (21.4). To conclude,
G(zy,...,xy,) Y of all connected diagrams (—i)"mZ[ﬂ
J=0
Ge(x1,...,2,) : ¥ of topologically connected diagrams : (—i)" ' ——2——W|[J
0J(x1)...0J (zn) o
n=>0 ¥ of all vacuum diagrams ZlJ=0]=1
n =20 2 of all topologically connected WI[J=0]=0
vacuum diagrams

The computation of the diagrams uses the same Feynman rules that we discussed earlier.

The Z and W provide a convenient way of dealing all the diagrams together and serve as

generating functions for the Greens functions.
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A. The 1-point function: Renormalization < normal ordering

The 1-point function of a scalar field has a distinction. Since this represents the
(0]®(x)|0), the Poincare invariance allows this to be a non-zero constant, say v. No other
Lorentz covariant field can have its vacuum expectation value to be non-zero since there are
no Lorentz invariant spinors or vectors'®. However, if we want the quanta exchanged during
interactions to have the appropriate quantum numbers, the vacuum should not have any
quantum numbers. As noted in the discussion of uniqueness of vacuum, a non-unique vac-
uum would have to carry non-trivial representation labels of the symmetry group which will
add to the labels of the exchanged quanta. Consequently, we must have a unique vacuum
and then, by the mode expansion of the quantum field, its expectation value must vanish.
Does our path integral definition of n—point function satisfy this property?

Consider computation of the 1-point function in the (¢)3 theory. Notice that topologically
disconnected diagrams contributing to the 1—point function can only be the vacuum bubbles
giving a multiplicative contribution of 1. So we can limit to only topologically connected
diagrams. Furthermore, if we have 1PR diagrams, their contribution is again of a product
form: (1PI) x A(x —y) x (1PI) x A(z —w) x (1PI)---. Hence it suffices to consider only
the 1PI diagrams. Thus we have,

At 1-loop (and higher), the diagrams are non-zero and in fact divergent. We invoke the

counter term method to absorb away these divergences. Thus, we add a term in £;, of the
form Yo(z) = —iY%(r). This is represented by the diagram ®— . With its inclusion, the

contributing diagrams are:

=x~—@+k®y +~—®+F®Y+
(a) (b)

(2-loop)

15 A second rank, symmetric tensor field can have <0|fALW(x)|O> = Any,. But this typically arises only when

gravity is included.
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These give, to 1-loop,

O16@)0) = |3V +7 - <id0)| - [ dylise - ) +ols)

®) (a)

For the left hand side to be zero to o(g), we must set | Y = i2A(0) 4 o(g”) | with,

A(0) = / (;i:;n [ n112 s (divergent for n > 2.)
- Z/ (;l;f” K —1—7712 —ie Z'(47r1)"/2P(lr_(lglm (mEy"T for m =4 = e (say)
- i1617r2(_1)§<m2)1_6/2 '
Y= 16g7r?mT2 (1_§l”(m2)+”'> ~ 16g7r2m72+0(60)+"' '

Thus, we fix the counter term Y by demanding that the 1-point function be zero, as the
renormalization condition and this can be continued at higher orders. The upshot is that
we can ensure (0|¢(x)|0) = 0 by means of a counter term. Hence, the sum of all connected
diagrams with a single external line vanishes.

Clearly, a tadpole can attach to any other diagram only in a 1PR manner (eg replacing
the source end of the tadpole by the other diagram). This is a multiplicative contribution
and immediately renders all such diagrams to be zero. Hence all diagrams with a tadpole
attached, when summed to a given order, vanish. We may thus simply remove the tadpole
diagrams and obtain results equivalent to those obtained by normal ordering prescription
employed before.

Note: Had the 1—point function been finite, we would still need to use the counter term
method to set it to zero to ensure uniqueness of the vacuum. In the dimensional regulariza-
tion, massless tadpole diagrams are zero.

Qn: Normal ordering eliminates all self contractions - 1—point function in P3 as well as
2—point function in ®* and likewise if higher order vertices are included. For instance, the
1-loop diagram contributing to the 2—point function in ®*. Now there will be a 1-loop
counter term for the 2-point function (absent in the normal ordered version). Does it affect
the finite part?

Ans: The self contractions at any vertex, in any diagram produces a 1-loop contribution
as a multiplicative factor, Ag(0) and this multiplicative factor is independent of any mo-

menta entering/exiting the vertex. Consider such a contribution to the self-energy, I1(p?),
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in the ®* theory. Unless a counter vertex is introduced, it is not possible to satisfy the
renormalization condition, II(—m?) = 0 at the order A\! (here we consider on-shell renor-
malization for simplicity, so that m? = mzz)h). So introduce an order A counter vertex. Then
at 1-loop, the self energy equals Ap(0) + 6;. Both are independent of p* and the renor-
malization condition implies that two must add to zero. The self energy thus receives no
contribution at 1-loop, exactly as if normal ordering has been invoked. In any other diagram
(1PI), if a self contraction appears, then the same counter vertex, J; will again automatically
cancel the contribution, effectively enforcing normal ordering. Again this is independent of
UV divergence and is a consequence of the requirement of the renormalization condition on

self-energy.

B. Path Integrals and Statistical Mechanics

We discuss briefly an interesting connection of the path integral representation of the
transition amplitude and the (grand) partition function of statistical mechanics [16].

The basic observation is that the transition amplitude, schematically (Q2,t2|Q1,t1) =
| Dq exp{; [, "2 dtL(q(t),q(t))}, can be taken as a postulate rather than a derivation from
matrix element of the quantum unitary evolution operator. We can also separately postulate
that the transition amplitude is the matrix element <Q2|e_%(t2_t1)H|Q1>. Mathematically,
set to — t; = —if3, set Qs = Q1 =: Q) and integrate over (). On the left hand side,
we get Tre PH which is the usual canonical partition function. On the right hand side,
the path integral turns to a path integral over all closed paths of an integrand which is
exponential of a Fuclidean continuation (t — —it) of the action. We thus obtain a path
integral representation of the statistical mechanical canonical partition function, in terms
of Euclidean continuation of a classical action. This is used in the context of the black hole

entropy which may be seen in [16].
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22. PATH INTEGRALS AS GENERATING FUNCTIONALS

We have noted the two basic quantities, Z[J] and W[J] = —ilnZ[J]. Their func-
tional derivatives with respect to J(x) give the contributions to the n—point (n > 1)
functions: (—i)"6"Z[J||;=o contains the contributions of all the connected diagrams while
(—2)™~15"W[J] contains the contributions of all the connected and topologically connected
diagrams. The normalization condition: Z[J = 0] = 1 > W][J = 0] = 0 omits the con-
tributions of the vacuum bubbles. We had encountered the 1PI diagrams while discussing
the self-energies. Their contributions too can be obtained by functional differentiation of
another quantity which we obtain below. Note that the n—point functions being obtained
by functional derivatives also means that Z[.J], W[J] can be viewed as generating functional

for Green’s functions.

A. The Generating Functionals: Z[J], W[J], T'[®]

Consider a connected and topologically connected diagram contributing to 6"W[J]|,=o.
It is said to be I-particle reducible (1PR), if it can disconnected by cutting 1 internal line. A
diagram which is not 1PR is 1-particle irreducible (1PI). Any given diagram can be viewed as
a collection of 1PI sub-diagrams connected by one internal line. As noted in the discussion
of self energy diagrams, all 1PI diagrams with two external lines when strung together by an
internal line (free propagator) lead to the exact propagator. Thus, the sum of all connected
and topologically connected diagrams contributing to an n—point function can be viewed
as new connected and topologically connected diagrams whose “vertices”, 7y, are all 1PI
diagrams with k£ > 2 edges, connected by lines representing the exact propagator. These
new diagrams all have a “tree topology” - there are no loops in such a reorganization of
diagrams since any loop would make a 1PI sub-diagram and will already be included in one
of the ~;’s. These vertices can be of any order, unlike elementary vertices dictated by the
Lagrangian defining a theory. The set of these new diagrams can be generated from another

generating functionals,
Zy[J] = /@90 exp {l <7[g&]—|—i/d4xj(x)<p(x))} = MWl
(X1, , T
el = Z/d“;l"'dxn7< 1 )SO(M)'“SO(:Un).
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Note: The coefficients of the ™ terms are not simple numbers and this action is non-local.

The coefficient of the n = 2 term, ~y,(x1, z5) is the Fourier transform of the inverse of the

exact propagator. Note that this establishes that | Wg[J] = W, [J]

tree

However, such a Z,[J], W, [J] will generate diagrams with loops as well and we are inter-
ested in generating only the tree diagrams. To pick out these alone, introduce a fictitious

dimensionless parameter, A and define

20 = [ Do eon |5 (sl +i [ des@iet))] = eoiwal)

Let us count the powers of A in a any connected and topologically connected diagram. Noting
that the v, term in ~y[yp] is the (Fourier transform of the) inverse of the exact propagator,
the scaling by A™! means that that each propagator gives a factor of A while each vertex
and every J, gives a factor of A™'. Thus, for any diagram contributing to W, \[J] we get
the factor (\)P=V=F where P,V, E are the number of propagator lines, number of vertices
and the number “external” lines (lines connected to a source) respectively. The number of

“internal” lines is P — E. In the diagram below, we have P = 6,V = 2, E = 4 giving \".

For topologically connected diagrams we also have L =1 -V +1=P — F —V 4 1. Hence
the factor of A is (A\)X~1. We can thus write, W, ,[J] = Y72, AL"'W, 1[J] and organize the
diagrams by the number of loops. In the formal limit, A — 0, W, \_,o[J] — %W% 1—o which
is the contribution of the tree diagrams (with exact propagators and exact vertices alone).

On the other hand, we may evaluate Z,,[J] in the limit A — 0 by stationary phase
approximation. Clearly, the path integral is dominated by the fields, ¢(z) which satisfy
g—; + J = 0. Denoting ¢ (x) as its solution, we get,

7 1

. 7
asold] expx {’y[gocl] + /d4xJ(a:)<,pcl(:U)} = eWra—old] ~ e:chW L=o[J]-

oY [eal + /d4xJ(x)g0d(:c) =W, [J]

= WlJ].

tree
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The last equation shows that y[p] is just the Legendre transform of W[J] and by construction,
it is the generating function of connected, topologically connected, 1PI diagrams with exter-
nal legs amputated! The last property follows because the vertex functions 7, (x1, -+, x,)
explicitly do not have external propagator lines included in them.

Note: We have followed a route of organizing the diagrams as a tree of 1PI diagrams
connected by exact propagators and inferred the corresponding generating function ~y[y] as
a Legendre transform of the W/[.J]. The usual approach is to begin with a Legendre transform
definition and arrive at its interpretation. This conventional approach goes as follows.

Define, |®(z)[J] := i??[j) (0|®(2)|0),, | J is not set to zero and hence this is not the

1-point function. We have the path integral representation as,

—idln(Z[J]))  —i §Z[J] [ Dop(z)el] :
OV = =5 T 20w~ [Dper 0 L= 2@ =00

Define, ®(z) := ®(z) — v. Then <0|Ci>(x)|0> = 0. This generalizes to,
571
0J(xq)...0J ()

W[J] “HOIT {®(21) ... P(x) } 0) , V0 > 2.

J=0

The proof is by induction starting at n = 2. For n = 2 we have,

52 Wil B . 0Z[J] B iéZ[J] YAB) _Z,52Z[J}
8.J10.J —o 6J2 Z | 64 )], 2% 6Ja S 0J28J1 | ;g
7
= (@) (@) - (%2)<0|<1>(931)<1>(562)|0>
= i {{0]@(21)®(22)|0) — v*} = (0]@(21)®(2)|0).
Which verifies the claim for n = 2. The pattern repeats and the proof follows.
As a corollary, we can write
ow
Z: /d:vl dxnJ(x) .. J(x")—djl...Jn . (22.1)
n>2
= Z /da:l...dxn<0\T{<T>(:U1)...<f>(xn)} 0)J(z1)...J(z,) (22.2)
n>2 )

Using ®(z)[J] = d5@)W[J], define the Legendre transform of W[J]

L[®] :=WI[J] - /d4$J(£L')<D($) ,  (compare with: —H(p) = L(¢) —pg ) (22.3)
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Notice that this is exactly the same as the v[p] defined above.
The T'[®] is defined by expressing the right hand side as a function of ®, in particular
J = J[®] is understood which is obtained by inverting the relation ®[.J] = 6, W[J]. It follows

as usual for a Legendre transform,

OI'[P] o 4. OW o Ky) 4 0J( B . 5D (y) o
O(z) d J(y) 60 (x) d 50 (x) (y) /d yJ(y)M)(x) J(z)

In the last equality we have used Cb(y = §*(z — y). Since ®(x)[J = 0] = v, we also have

S [®]
0P(x)

= 0.| Thus, v is that value which extremises I'[®(x)] and hints at I'[®] being

P(z)=v
some sort of action whose extremization leads to a solution. This is supported further as

follows.
We have Z[J] = Wl = [ DSl Let ¢,(x) be a classical solution i.e. 0S[J, pq] =
0. Expand the action around such a solution by setting ¢(z) = pq(x) + n(x). We get

(schematically to avoid clutter),

5S 1 2
Sle] = Slpa +n] = Slpa) + — N+ ===7" +
0pel 20¢p
0
1 52S[J, 4]
= d*z dly——2
Steal + 3 [ dte d'yz= 2 @)

s = ZSVM/Q)n e:cp{ /d4 /d4 { mn@)}“l

The path integral does have an implicit dependence on J(z) through the ¢ (), unless the
action itself is quadratic as was the case of the oscillator.
Momentarily let us just ignore the path integral altogether. Then, W[J] ~ Wy[J] =
Jopa) = [d*z[L(pa) + J(x)pa(z)] where the classical solution is to first obtained by
solvmg dS[J, @] = 0 and then substituted back in the action.
Applying our definition, ®(x) = d;W[J] =~ SjWolJ] = dswSald] . Sa =
S[J, pal(z)[J]]. Straight forward evaluation gives,

o 4 6Scl 5§0cl(y) T
o) = [ e i S e

=0

the last term coming from &, [ Jo. Hence, in this approximation, ®(z) = pu(x).
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Proceeding with the Legendre transform, we get

To[@] = WolJ] — / divJ (x

= Sledl W W Slea] -+ (224)

no expllclt J no explicit J

Thus, within the approximation, I'[®] is just the classical action (pq(z) — ®(z)).

But this also shows that when the path integral included, W[J] will be very different and
so also the corresponding I'[®]. Thus, ®(z) is identified as the “quantum corrected solution”
while the T'[®] is called a “quantum action” or an “effective action” incorporating quantum
corrections.

Consider Taylor expanding the effective action about ®[z] = v. T'[v] = W[J = 0]— [ 0-¢ =
0 since W[0] = 0 by our normalization, Z[0] = 1. We have also seen that §,I" = 0. The
remaining terms are a power series in (®(z) — v) =: ®(x) with the coefficients evaluated at

v. This is the same as regarding I" as a function of ®(x) and expanding it about ®(x) = 0

l.e.

Z/d:vl xl’T’xn)@(m) o B(zy,) .

n>2

What do these coefficients represent? We already have the answer. We just need to recog-
nize that T'[®] = 7[¢]! The coefficients are the contribution of all connected, topologically
connected, 1PI diagrams without external legs. An explicit demonstration of amputation of
the external legs may be seen in [17]. The generating functions are summarized in the table

below.
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In summary

/Q)gpezs[‘]“"] , Z[J=0]=1, (normalization)

~ (mig) 2V, = O e

—iIn(Z]J]) , W[J=0]=0

n—1 5nW[J} o
(—i) ST 60w o = O]T{®(z1) . ..
(5W[J] B 7 -
5J ) - (I)( )[J 0] (P(x) = (I)(I) — v
/d%J(w

(5F[CI>] OT (D] 0

S 6D(z) T 6D(2) ‘ a

3 z’;' /d4gj1 A, Gy, xn) () . T ()
>1 ZZL' /d4$1 d'2nG (@1, L) (1) - S (2n)
S [ ol )b e

all connected diagrams
all connected and topologically diagrams
all connected, topologically connected, 1PI diagrams

with external legs amputated

(22.5)

(22.6)
(22.7)

®(2n)}|0)c (22.8)

(22.9)
(22.10)

(22.11)

(22.12)

(22.13)

(22.14)

(22.15)
(22.16)

(22.17)

B. The Renormalization Group Equation

Recall that while discussing the renormalized perturbation series, we introduced ¢q, mg, go

as the ‘bare’ quantities with L£(¢g, mg, go) generating the diagrams containing the UV diver-

gences. We then introduced the renormalized variables ¢, m, g; defined through the scaling:

G0 = \/Zpp, M§Zy = M*Z,, gOkZ(’;/Q := Zg,gr which were finite by definition. We also
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formal representation of the totality of all diagrams. Going over to the momentum space

labels we have (we take the 1-point function to be zero and a single coupling constant for

convenience),
0To[¢0) OTo[\/Zs¢]
r e : r e =
on(Prr- 2 Pn) = 0¢o(p1) - - 0bo(pn) leo=0 P n) 6¢(p1) - 09(pn) l6=0
= POn(pi7m07go) = qu_n/zrn(phm?g) (2218)

The renormalized parameters are defined by a set of renormalization conditions, which

introduce a scale, say,  (eg a M S or M S scheme). The bare quantities know nothing about
dlo(pi, mo, go)
du

this scale and therefore | i = 0.|. Substitution gives,

d d
0= (pu2,"? )0+ Z,"*u—T, and,
du du

d {a dm &  dg

or, = D (prm,
o 8,u+ﬂd,u8m+'uduﬁg} (pi,m, g)

Thus we have the renormalization group (RG) equation for the renormalized vertex function

as,
L))+ BT, —qlgmor,| —mr =0, (2219
o Lnoml), g(W)| 4 B9)5 Ta| = mlgmp Ta] = nyeln =0, :
where,
_dg __din(m) 1 din(Zy)
B(g,m) R Y(g,m) = —p m » Yelgym) = Sp o (22.20)

The first is the beta function, the second is called the mass anomalous dimension while the
last is called the anomalous dimension. These are computed typically in a perturbation
theory as a power series in the renormalized coupling (see below). Different schemes give
different simplifications and there is some scheme dependence in the coefficients of these
functions.

As mentioned above, we describe a method of computation of the renormalization con-
stants and their dependence on the couplings in the MS scheme [18].

We have the defining equations (22.19,22.20). These were obtained by noting that the
bare vertex functions as a function of the bare parameters and the regulator are independent
of u, for fizred go, mg and e. When the renormalized parameters are not defined in terms of

physically measured quantities, how do we compute the u dependence of these parameters?
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For this, we go back to the basic definitions and recall the relation between the bare and the
renormalized parameters, in particular, go := p°Z,9. Note that we have absorbed the Z,
factor into Z, and have also introduced the p dependence by taking g to be dimensionless.

The 110, is now evaluated with the bare parameters and the regulator € held fixed i.e.

B(g) = nug(gop <, €)

= uo, (gou’GZg’l) = —eg — guo,in(Z,) .

g0,¢

Noting that Z, is determined as a function of g, Z,(g,€) = 14+ Y-, € *Zy, we can write

the defining equation for the g function in the form,

B(g,€) = —eg — gB(g,€)04ln(Zy(g, €)) <> B(g,€)04(9Z4(g,€)) + €gZ(g,€) = 0.

The (g, €) must have a smooth limit as ¢ — 0 and we may consider 3 ~ o+ 1€+ Poc®+- - -
The 0,(9Z,(g,€)) ~ 1+e 1 +--- while egZ,(g,€) ~ e+e’+e t+---. Clearly, the coefficients
of the positive powers of e greater than 1 must vanish. Hence we take, 5(g,€) := Bo(g) + Sie.
It follows that 8; = —g and the equation reduces to,

0 = (Bo—€9)(Z, +ga Z,) (22.21)
28 Zlc—f—l
0= 4 1+Z W (925)| — |9°0, 2. +Z (22.22)
k>1 k>1
Bo(9) = §°0Z,  BoDy(9Zy) = 9°0yZ, . (22.23)

Thefy(g) is the usual beta function and is obtained from the renormalization constant Z,.
The Z}>? coefficients are also determined recursively.

Note: The above expressions are in the context of the ®* coupling. For Yukawa or
the Yang-Mills cubic coupling, the coupling has ¢y urawe = pf/ 2 Gdimensioniess and the above
equations will change accordingly.

As a practical application of the renormalization group equation, consider a theory which
is massless and remains so perturbatively. Then the anomalous mass dimension term is

absent. Putting ¢ := Im(u/po) for some arbitrary scale po at which the theory is defined

(renormalization conditions are imposed), we write ,u% = E and the equation takes the
form,

0 0 . dg(t)

- - — Fn ,t 3 =0 th -

T P)g, m(g)] (9:¢,p5) =0 with B(g) = —

dl', (g(t) 7t7pi)

i = 0.. Its solution is obtained as,

This immediately gives,

¢
Lo(t, g0, pi) = Tno (9(t, 90),p) exp {n/ dt" ~v(g(t, go))} where, (22.24)
0
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dg(cti;fg()) = B(9(t, 90)) » 9(0,90) = Go-

Although typically the beta function is a power series in the coupling. Once g(t) is known,

g(t, go) is the solution:

the t dependence of all vertex functions is determined. A good deal of qualitative behavior
can be gleaned from studying the beta function - especially near its zeros. We know it has
a zero at g = 0 (perturbative calculation), but at may have other zeros. The derivative of
B(g) near its fixed points, controls how g(t) evolves with ¢.

Let us assume it to be some given function of the form as shown in the figure.

A

B(e)

[ 111
90 g1 11 92 93

oV

It has multiple zeros, say go = 0 < g1 < g2 < ¢g3.... Let I,II,III,... denote the
intervals on the g—axis, bounded by the zeros. Clearly, given a gq in one of these intervals,
it will remain so for all ¢. If f(g) > 0 in an interval, then g(¢) will evolve to its upper
bound and the opposite if 5(g) < 0. A coupling will always flow to a UV-stable (we are
considering increasing t) fixed point. In the figure, gi, g3 are the stable fixed points while
Jo, go are unstable ones.

Let go be in region I so that as ¢t — o0, g(t, go) — ¢1. The asymptotic behavior of T, is

controlled by the integral of the anomalous dimension. Let us write,

/0 a1 (g(t', o)) = / at' [y(g(t', o)) — v(gn)] + / a4 (g1).

In the first term, we may take the upper limit ¢ — oo since the integrand provides exponential
suppression. This integral is then some constant, C'. In the second term, v(g;) is independent

of t' and thus evaluates to v(g;) - t. Hence,

Fn(ta g()api) Q Fn,o<gl>pi) -C| - e$p{7(gl)t} ) t= ln(u/uo) .

p is some large scale eg some of the invariants p; - p;. Thus, we get I',,(In(p/10), 9o, pi) ——
HU—00

(11/110)79) ¥ n. The exponent is the same for all n—point vertex functions and is governed by
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a stable fixed point in the vicinity of gy. All these vertex functions have the same asymptotic

behavior. For further application, I refer you to [19].

C. The Background Field Method

As an illustration of the utility of the formal advantage of the functional methods, we
discuss the so called background field method, extremely useful for non-abelian gauge theories
[20]. For illustration, we consider the simplest case of a scalar field .

We have the basic definitions

VI = 2(J] = [ DS () m ZEL TR = W)~ [ T@)ple)
Introduce a new, arbitrary background field, x(x) and define,

WX 217 5] = / DipeiSlerd ] J@ete)

oa) = o Tl = Wl ) - [ It

In the new generating functionals defined, shift the integration variable as ¢ — ¢ — x.
This is a simple translation and gives the Jacobian to be 1. It is immediate that Z [, x] =

Z[J]e~ I 7@x@ and W[J, x] = W[J] — [ J(z)x(z). Clearly, $(z) = @(x) — x(z) and

o] = W) - [ J@ixta) = [ I@)ela) - x@) =Tlg) = Tl+ 0.

If we had arranged that @ = 0, then I'[x] = T'[0, x]. The background field x being arbitrary,
we get an alternate method of computing the effective action I'[x] using the shifted fields.
The shifted action has the form:

Sle +x] :S[X]+/£4(X)90($)+/£Q(X)902(x)—|—---

Since there is no functional integration over y, the first term is just the classical action.
Since x is arbitrary, the second term does not vanish (it vanishes if x is an exact solution of
the classical equations of motion). The third term gives the propagator for the ¢ field and
the higher order terms give interactions among the ¢, x fields.

Now, the shifted effective action, I' is a generator of 1PI diagrams in presence of @ and

x. That is, its derivatives with respect to ¢ will give the 1PI diagrams in presence of x.
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The ¢ propagator, which comes from the terms in the action which are quadratic in ¢, will
in general be y—dependent and the vertices will have factors of x(x). When ¢ = 0, only
the diagrams with no external ¢ lines i.e. only the vacuum diagrams will contribute. Thus
the desired effective action can be computed using only vacuum diagrams, albeit with vertex
factors having the x field.

There are two ways to approach the computation. If we treat the background field exactly,
then in obtaining the Feynman rules the propagator of the ¢ field will have the y field as
well (the terms quadratic in ¢ in S[p + x|). Except when y is space-time independent, this
propagator is complicated. And for a general background field, this method is not useful.
An alternative is to treat x also perturbatively i.e. the ¢ propagator remains exactly same
as before and the additional y—dependent terms are treated as additional couplings (the ¢
factors are replaced as %). The Feynman rules have the same ¢p—propagator, there is no
propagator for the y field and the vertices have extra edges denoting the background field.
Since there is no x propagator, these vertices generate only external x lines.

As an explicit example, consider the (©?)g theory. The shift by a background field gives,

2 (P(0)x*(@) + (@) |

Sl -+ =S+ Slel + [ e [~0,00%x - mPelann(a) - 5

The S[x] comes out of the path integral, the S[p] gives the usual p—propagator and the 3
vertex while the last four terms give the additional interaction vertices.

Since in the 1PI diagrams we are interested in, internal lines are only ¢—lines and the
external lines are only x lines, the first three of the four additional vertices are irrelevant and
only the ¢? and ¢?y vertices remain. It is a simple exercise in power counting to determine
the superficially divergent 1PI diagrams with no internal y—lines and no external p—lines.
Consider a 1PI diagram with ngs number of p* vertices and n;, number of xp? vertices.
Then the internal p—lines is given by 21, = 3ng 3 + 2n,» and the external x—lines if given
by E,, = ni2. It is easy to see that the superficial degree of divergence, D, is then given by
D =6 —2F,. Notice that ng3 drops out of the degree of divergence. The renormalizability
of the theory is thus manifest and only the 2—point and the 3—point vertex functions are
divergent.

How does renormalization work in background field method? Re-scale the fields as ¢ —
\/Z_wgo X — \/Z_Xx. Then the p—propagator will get a factor of Z !. The ngz3 vertices

give a factor of (Z3/2)”073 and the n; 5 vertices give a factor of Zy"* - (Z)l/2)"172. The I, lines
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give a factor of Z;I“’. Clearly, the factors of Z, cancel out since —I, + %TZ()’g + %”172 = 0.
We may thus choose not to renormalise the ¢ fields. The left over factor is Z;“’Q/ = Zf x/?
as expected.

Notice that the diagrams that need to be computed for any vertex function, are exactly the
same as without background field except for the vertex factors from the vertices connecting
the external lines. The renormalization procedure(s) then proceed as usual eg as discussed
in the subsection 19 B.

For scalar fields used in the illustration, there is no particular advantage. But with gauge
theories the method allows enormous simplification [20]. This is beyond the scope of this
course though.

Returning to our generating functionals Z, W, T'; we have seen how the perturbative dia-
grams for the Green’s functions and the S—matrix elements (through the vertex functions)
can be subsumed by formal manipulations with the basic path integral. The utility of the
formalism goes beyond perturbation theory and computations of cross-sections. When it
comes to gauge theories, especially the non-abelian ones with/without spontaneous symme-
try breaking, the generating functional provide a convenient tool to establish renormaliz-
ability and unitarity. The proof of the Ward identities - constraints or relations enforced
by gauge invariance on different n—point functions - is most economical in this framework.
The existence of anomalies - violation of classical symmetries at the quantum level and their
treatment is also much more transparent in these functional methods.

The basic path integral is defined without any pre-supposition of perturbation theory. If
the basic definition can be implemented eg via a lattice discretization, we can potentially

have a non-perturbative handle through the computation of the vertex functions.
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23. CLOSING REMARKS

The lectures were organized around four strands. The main references used for each

strand are also cited.

1. Poincare symmetry realization and its consequences [1, 2]:

This involved the particle representations which identified the attributes of the per-

missible quanta;

Manifest covariance needs the field representation and the irreducibility condition im-

posed the linear field equations; The unitarity analysis revealed anti-particles;

Action formulation showed the free classical fields as a dynamical system of infinitely
many independent oscillators; Introduction of interaction with non-dynamical source
brought in the various Green’s function, the Feynman propagator conflicting with a

causally consistent classical interpretation;

Quantization of free fields required their covariance to be formulated differently and

led to the CPT theorem; requirement of causality lead to the spin-statistics theorem;

States of Free fields naturally contain particles as the relativistic wave packets and

pave the way for recovering the usual non-relativistic limit.

2. Interacting quantum fields [9-11]:

This was discussed within the context of scattering experiments; corresponding scat-
tering theory postulates were discussed leading to the Kallen-Lehmann spectral rep-
resentation; vanishing of the 1-point function is required for the stability of (unique)

vacuum;

LSZ reduction was discussed to obtain the S-matrix elements to vacuum expectation
values of time ordered fields; covariant perturbation theory was premised on the inter-
acting fields have the same canonical commutation relation as the in/out fields which
are deemed physical - masses and residues at poles; S-matrix elements are given en-
tirely in terms of free quantum fields with arbitrarily specified but Lorentz invariant

interactions and a diagrammatic recipe follows;

This characterizes interacting quantum fields as facilitating discrete transactions of

energy /momentum /spin/charge etc via virtual quanta. The off-shell quanta do not

246



satisfy the equations of motion and hence represent a model of quantum fluctuations.

. Application to the Yukawa interaction and QED up to 1-loop [12, 13]:
The early successes at tree level were discussed followed by the Radiative corrections;

The IR divergences highlighted the care needed in applying the formalism to what is

actually measured;

The UV divergences highlighted the unacceptable, unbounded dominance of the quan-
tum fluctuations and questioned the purely theoretical parameters in the Lagrangian
(‘bare’); Some renormalization procedure needs to be adopted to identify the physically

measured parameters;

The generic problem is to be handled recursively using counter terms which were illus-
trated at the 2-loop level; The renormalization process also led to the renormalization

group equation.

. The path integral formulation [12, 17, 18]:

The classical action has a direct and central role in computing quantum transition
amplitudes; The path integral provides generating functionals for various n-point func-
tions and is a powerful tool for both formal studies as well as for richer non-abelian

gauge theories with /without spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB);

When extended to the more general theories - non-abelian gauge theories with/out
SSB, it follows that one needs to identify the ‘correct fields’ and their interactions
before computing the various n-point functions; The qualitative physics guesses are
invoked to propose the choice of the unique vacuum. In the gauge theory context, for
instance, gauge invariance under large gauge transformations (non-trivial at infinity)

reveal the #—vacua and some choice is made by nature.
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