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Effective action approach to the dynamical map
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The dynamical map represents a fundamental concept in quantum field theory, providing a so-
lution of the field equations in the Fock space of asymptotic fields. In this paper, we show how to
express the dynamical map of a scalar field in the language of quantum effective action. This grants
us new insights into the study of topological defects in quantum field theory, showing a connection
between the usual least-action principle and Umezawa’s boson transformation method.

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum field theory (QFT) is a cornerstone of modern physics and it represents the common language of various
disciplines such as particle physics, condensed matter physics and cosmology [1, 2]. In this framework, interacting
fields are operator-valued generalized functions acting on a Hilbert space usually defined with respect to a set of
physical fields. For example, in the Lehmann–Symanzik–Zimmermann (LSZ) formulation of relativistic QFT [3], it
is realized through the Fock space of asymptotic in or out fields. The action of interacting fields on the Fock space
is known once they are expanded in terms of the asymptotic fields. Such expression is known as dynamical map or
Haag expansion [4–8].

Apart from the conceptual importance, the study of the properties and the structure of the dynamical map led
to important advancements in non-perturbative QFT [5, 6]. For example, it revealed how symmetries of interacting
field equations are dynamically rearranged at the level of asymptotic (or quasi-particle, in condensed matter) fields,
when the system undergoes spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) [9–13].

Probably one of the most fascinating developments based on the analysis of the dynamical map properties is
the study of the interaction between quanta of fields and classical extended objects emerging from the underlying
quantum dynamics. Such research line, firstly developed by H. Umezawa and collaborators, is based on the boson
transformation theorem, which allows one to find a class of solutions of the QFT equations parametrized by a
c-number function f whose specific form depends on the extended object under study. Over the years, this method
was applied to describe different quantum systems with extended objects such as topological defects in crystals
[14–16], solitons [17, 18], vortices in superconductors [19, 20], strings [21] and bags [22] in hadron physics and
recently it has been applied in the context of emergent gravity [23, 24]. The case of systems at finite-temperature
was also analyzed [25, 26].

In this paper, we express the dynamical map in the language of quantum effective action. Our starting point is
the path-integral formulation developed in Ref.[27]. We first define an operator-valued effective action which can be
expanded in a power series of asymptotic fields. Next, we express the dynamical map in terms of it. We explicitly
show that the usual least-(effective) action principle is equivalent to taking the vacuum expectation value of the
dynamical map. In order to exploit the method, we also perform explicit computations in simple (but relevant)
examples, namely real scalar field theories with ϕ3 and ϕ4 potentials and a complex scalar field theory with a
ϕ4 potential. Then, we show how the boson transformation method can be formulated in our language, unifying
that framework with the usual effective action approach to deal with topological defects and discussing the above
examples when the systems undergo spontaneous symmetry breaking.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section II, we briefly review the definition and the path-integral formulation
of the dynamical map. In Section III we define a modified effective action and we use it to derive a new form of
the dynamical map. In Section IV we explain how the developed methods can be applied to systems where SSB
occurs. Then, in Section V we show how the boson transformation method works in our framework and we connect
such methodology with the usual one based on the least-action principle to describe topological defects. Finally, in
Section VI we present conclusions and perspectives.
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II. THE DYNAMICAL MAP

Let us consider the scalar-field Lagrange density

L(ϕ, ∂µϕ) =
1

2
∂µϕ(x) ∂

µϕ(x) − m2

2
ϕ2(x) − V (ϕ(x)) , (1)

The Heisenberg field equation is
(

�+m2
)

ϕ(x) = j(x) , (2)

where j(x) = j[ϕ(x)] = ∂Lint

∂ϕ(x) , with

L0(x) =
1

2
∂µϕ(x) ∂

µϕ(x) − m2

2
ϕ2(x) , Lint(x) = −V (ϕ(x)) . (3)

The asymptotic in/out fields satisfy the free Klein–Gordon equation
(

�+m2
)

ϕin/out(x) = 0 . (4)

In relativistic QFT the Fock space F is defined in terms of asymptotic fields (e.g. in fields) and as a result, Eq.(2)
is completely solved once ϕ is expanded in terms of ϕin (Yang–Feldman equation) [28–30]

〈a|ϕ(x)|b〉 = 〈a|ϕin(x)|b〉 +

∫

d4y∆R(x− y) 〈a|j(x)|b〉 , (5)

where ∆R(x − y) = [ϕin(x) , ϕin(y)] Θ(x − y) is the retarded propagator, and |a〉, |b〉 ∈ F . This relation only
holds in a weak-sense [31] and then the sandwich with the Fock space states will be understood in the following.
Moreover, we omitted the usual renormalization constants. Actually, in general, such expression should be thought
of in terms of renormalized fields ϕ = Z−

1
2ϕB , where B indicates the bare quantities. Then, counterterms should

be also included in the Lagrangian (3). However, these will not be explicitly written in the following, until one-loop
calculations are presented.
Eq.(5) can be solved iteratively. The solution is a series involving normally ordered products of the asymptotic

fields, known as the dynamical map or Haag expansion [4–8]

ϕ(x) =

∞
∑

n=1

1

n!

∫

d4x1 . . . d
4xn Fn(x;x1, . . . , xn) : ϕin(x1) . . . ϕin(xn) : . (6)

The coefficients of this expansion are truncated retarded Green’s functions [3, 27]:

Fn(x;x1, . . . , xn) = Kx1 . . . Kxn
〈R[ϕ(x)ϕ(x1) . . . ϕ(xn)]〉c , (7)

where Kx ≡ �+m2 is the Klein–Gordon operator, 〈. . .〉 ≡ 〈0| . . . |0〉 and the subscript c means they are connected.
The retarded product is defined as [3]

R[ϕ(x)ϕ(x1) . . . ϕ(xn)] ≡ −(−i)n
∑

P

Θ(x1 − x2) . . .Θ(xn−1 − xn) [. . . [ϕ(x), ϕ(x1)] , ϕ(x2)] , . . . , ϕ(xn)] , (8)

where the sum is over all permutations. Eq.(6) (and sometimes its counterparts in non-relativistic QFT) is also
briefly indicated as

ϕ(x) ≡ ϕ[x;ϕin] . (9)

Let us remark that 〈ϕ〉 = 0. The case of SSB of a continuous symmetry, where 〈ϕ〉 6= 0 can be also analyzed with
this language. However, it is more delicate and it will be introduced later on, once we have acquired a deeper insight
on the topic.
A dynamical map can be also written for other Heisenberg operators. A famous example is given by the LSZ

reduction formula [1, 30]:

S = : exp

[
∫

d4x

(

ϕin(x)Kx
δ

δJ(x)

)]

Z[J ]
∣

∣

∣

∣

J=0

: = : Z[J ]
∣

∣

∣

∣

J(x)=ϕin(x)Kx

: , (10)

where the generating functional of Green’s functions is

Z[J ] = N
∫

Dϕ exp

[

i

∫

d4x (L(x) + J(x)ϕ(x))

]

. (11)
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The explicit expansion in terms of ϕin is

S =

∞
∑

n=0

1

n!

∫

d4x1 . . . d
4xn Sn(x1, . . . , xn) : ϕin(x1) . . . ϕin(xn) : . (12)

where

Sn(x1, . . . , xn) = Kx1 . . . Kxn
〈T [ϕ(x1) . . . ϕ(xn)]〉 . (13)

Here T [. . .] is the usual time-ordered product. The connected part of the S-matrix is also defined [32]

Sc = : exp

[
∫

d4x

(

ϕin(x)Kx
δ

δJ(x)

)]

W [J ]

∣

∣

∣

∣

J=0

: = :W [J ]

∣

∣

∣

∣

J(x)=ϕin(x)Kx

: , (14)

where the generating functional of connected Green’s functions is W [J ] ≡ −i logZ[J ].
In analogy with the expressions (10),(14), a useful functional integral form of the dynamical map of ϕ was derived

in Ref. [27]1

ϕ(x) =
δ

iδJ(x)
W [J, ϕin]

∣

∣

∣

∣

J=0

, (15)

with W [J, ϕin] ≡ −i lnZ[J, ϕin] and

Z[J, ϕin] ≡
∫

Dϕei
∫

d4x(L0(x)+Lint[ϕ−ϕin](x)+J(x)(ϕ(x)−ϕin(x)))

= exp

(

i

∫

d4xLint
(

δ

iδJ(x)

))
∫

Dϕei
∫

d4x(L0(x)+J(x)(ϕ(x)−ϕin(x))) , (16)

is the generating functional of Green’s functions where (c-number) function ϕ in the interacting term is formally
shifted by the operator −ϕin, and the logarithm only selects contributions from the connected Feynman diagrams.
Notice also that boundary conditions of the functional integration in Z are chosen so it generates retarded Green’s
functions (see Eq.(8)). In the next section, we will derive this expression in the language of effective action, in order
to make it simpler to treat theories with SSB and topological defects.

III. EFFECTIVE ACTION FORM OF THE DYNAMICAL MAP

A. Dynamical map and effective action

The quantum effective action is usually defined as the functional Legendre transform of W [J ]

Γ[Φ] = W [J ] −
∫

d4xJ(x)Φ(x) , (17)

with Φ ≡ δW
δJ . Note that Φ = 〈ϕ〉 when J = 0. This is the quantum analog of the classical action. In fact,

the physical vacuum configurations of a QFT system can be determined by the (quantum) least action principle
[1, 2, 30]

δΓ[Φ]

δΦ(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

J=0

= 0 . (18)

In the symmetric case, the only solution is the trivial one Φ(J = 0) = 〈ϕ〉 = 0, while SSB corresponds to the
case of (constant) non-trivial solutions. Finally, extended objects as topological defects and solitons are described
by non-constant solutions Φ(x) so that the vacuum loses translation invariance. We now proceed to consider the
symmetric case.
It has been noticed [32] that the S matrix can be rewritten in terms of Γ

Sc = exp

[

i

∫

d4x

∫

d4y

(

ϕin(x)KxGc(x, y)
δ

δΦ(y)

)]

Γ[Φ]

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=0

= Γ[Φ]

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ(x)=i
∫

d4y (ϕin(y)Ky GT
c (y,x))

. (19)

1 Here the operator ordering is not specificed. However, we will always use normal ordering in the various examples.
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Here

iGc(x, y) ≡
δΦ(y)

δJ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

J=0

=
δ2W [J ]

δJ(x)J(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

J=0

, (20)

is the two-point connected time-ordered Green’s function of the interacting theory. This formula can be used to
write down a loop expansion of the S-matrix. We thus try to find a similar expression also for ϕ. From now on,
retarded boundary conditions will be understood when we refer to Green’s functions.
In analogy with Eq.(17), we can define an operator valued effective action

Γ[Φ, ϕin] ≡ W [J, ϕin] −
∫

d4xJ(x)Φ(x) . (21)

Then

δW [Φ, ϕin]

δJ(x)
=

∫

d4y
δΓ[Φ, ϕin]

δΦ(y)

δΦ(y)

δJ(x)
− Φ(x)−

∫

d4y J(y)
δΦ(y)

δJ(x)
. (22)

Computing this expression at J = 0, the result follows from Eq.(15):

ϕ(x) = −
∫

d4y
δΓ[Φ, ϕin]

δΦ(y)
R(x, y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=0

. (23)

This is the dynamical map in the effective action language. It immediately follows that

δΓ[Φ, ϕin]

δΦ(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=0

=

∫

d4y Γ(2)(x, y)ϕ(y) , (24)

where Γ(2)(x, y) is the retarded two-point vertex function [33], which is the inverse of the two-point retarded
connected Green’s function R(x, y)

δ4(x− y) =

∫

d4z R(x, z)Γ(2)(z, y) . (25)

Eq.(23) can be also used to characterize the properties of Γ[Φ, ϕin]. In fact, we can expand it as

Γ[Φ, ϕin] = (26)

∞
∑

n,m=0

1

n!m!

∫

d4x1 . . .

∫

d4xm

∫

d4y1 . . .

∫

d4yn γ
m,n(x1, . . . , xm; y1, . . . , yn)Φ(x1) . . .Φ(xm) : ϕin(y1) . . . ϕin(yn) : .

The vacuum expectation value

〈Γ[Φ, ϕin]〉 =

∞
∑

m=0

1

m!

∫

d4x1 . . .

∫

d4xm γ
m,0(x1, . . . , xm)Φ(x1) . . .Φ(xm) , (27)

should be identified with the usual effective action, so that

γm,0(x1, . . . , xm) = Γ(m)(x1, . . . , xm) , (28)

are the vertex functions. Then, taking the vacuum expectation value of Eq.(24) we recover Eq.(18), in such a case
with only the trivial solution

δΓ[Φ]

δΦ(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=Φ(J=0)

= 0 . (29)

It is evident that the dynamical map is more informative than Eq. (29), because it contains all the higher order
normal products of ϕin. Below we will see how the vacuum expectation value of the dynamical map leads to Eq. (18)
even in the non-trivial cases when Φ(J = 0) 6= 0.
Moreover, starting from

δΓ[Φ, ϕin]

δΦ(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=0

=

∞
∑

n=0

1

n!

∫

d4y1 . . .

∫

d4yn γ
1,n(x; y1, . . . , yn) : ϕin(y1) . . . ϕin(yn) : , (30)
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we have (see Eq. (7))

γ1,n(y;x1, . . . , xn) = −
∫

d4y Γ(2)(y, x)F (x;x1, . . . , xn) . (31)

In order to compute Γ[Φ, ϕin] in concrete examples, let us notice that Eqs (6) and (15) can be equivalently
rewritten similarly as Eq. (14) [27]

ϕ(x) = : exp

[

−
∫

d4x′
(

ϕin(x
′)Kx′

δ

δJ(x′)

)]

δ

iδJ(x)
W [J ]

∣

∣

∣

∣

J=0

: . (32)

By using the definition (17) we can rewrite this expression as

ϕ(x) = −
∫

d4z R(x, z) exp

[

−i
∫

d4x′
∫

d4y

(

ϕin(x
′)Kx′ R(x′, y)

δ

δΦ(y)

)]

δ

δΦ(z)
Γ[Φ]

∣

∣

∣

Φ=0

= −
∫

d4z R(x, z)
δ

δΦ(z)
Γ

[

Φ(y)− i
∫

d4x′ (ϕin(x
′)Kx′ R(x′, y))

]

∣

∣

∣

Φ=0
. (33)

This proves that, in order to compute the dynamical map, we can use the prescription

Γ[Φ, ϕin] = Γ

[

Φ(x) − i
∫

d4y (ϕin(y)Ky R(y, x))

]

. (34)

This becomes particularly simple for tree-level calculations, where R(x, y) = R0(x, y). If we call λ the coupling
constant, we have limλ→0 R0(x, y) = i∆R(x − y). Then, if we limit at first order calculations in λ, we can take
R(x, y) = i∆R(x− y), and Ky∆R(x− y) = δ4(x− y). Then

Γ[Φ, ϕin] = Γ[Φ + ϕin] . (35)

Another way to prove this result is the following. At the tree level, the effective action coincides with the classical
action

Γ[Φ] = A[Φ] . (36)

In that case, Eq.(35) reads

Γ[Φ, ϕin] = A[Φ + ϕin] . (37)

Then, the dynamical map in the effective action form (23) gives

ϕ(x) = ϕin(x) +

∫

d4y
∂Lint (Φ + ϕin)

∂Φ(y)
R(x, y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=0

= ϕin(x) +

∫

d4y
∂Lint (ϕin)
∂ϕin(y)

R(x, y) . (38)

Therefore, at the lowest order in the coupling constant(s) of the theory

Kxϕ(x) =
∂Lint (ϕin)
∂ϕin(y)

≈ ∂Lint (ϕ)
∂ϕ(y)

, (39)

which is the field equation at the tree level. This proves the condition (35) works.
Thanks to Eq.(35) we can also compute loop corrections. In fact, by employing the usual loop expansion of the

effective action

Γ[Φ] = A[Φ] +
1

2
Tr

[

log
δ2A[Φ]

δΦ(x)Φ(y)

]

+ . . . , (40)

where the dots stand for two or higher loop contributions. Using the prescription (34) one gets

Γ[Φ, ϕin] = A[Φ(z)−i
∫

d4y (ϕin(y)Ky R(y, z))]] +
1

2
Tr

[

log
δ2A[Φ(z)− i

∫

d4y (ϕin(y)Ky R(y, z))]

δΦ(x)Φ(y)

]

+ . . . . (41)

In computing this expression one should take into account that, as usual, appropriate counterterms must be included
in the Lagrangian. Moreover, one should expand the retarded function R at the appropriate order.
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B. Explicit examples

Let us consider, for example, the case of a free field. There

W [J, ϕin] =

∫

d4y

∫

d4xJ(x)∆R(x− y)J(y) +

∫

d4xJ(x)ϕin(x) . (42)

In this case (35) holds so that

Γ[Φ, ϕin] = −1

2

∫

d4x (Φ(x) + ϕin(x))
2
Kx . (43)

Therefore, differentiating Γ we get

ϕ(x) =

∫

d4y ϕin(y)Ky∆R(x− y) = ϕin(x) , (44)

where we used Ky∆R(x− y) = δ4(x − y).
Consider now the case V (ϕ) = λ

4!ϕ
4 [34]. Using the prescription (35) to compute Γ[Φ, ϕin], we get

− δΓ[Φ, ϕin]

δΦ(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=0

= ϕin(y)Ky +
λ

6
ϕ3
in(y) , (45)

which leads to the following dynamical map

ϕ(x) = ϕin(x) +
λ

6

∫

d4y∆R(x− y) : ϕ3
in(y) : . (46)

that solves the corresponding field equation at tree-level (order λ)

Kx ϕ(x) =
λ

6
ϕ3
in(x) ≈

λ

6
ϕ3(x) . (47)

Another example we present is V (ϕ) = λ
3!ϕ

3. Using the prescription (35) we immediately get

− δΓ[Φ, ϕin]

δΦ(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=0

= ϕin(y)Ky +
λ

2
ϕ2
in(y) , (48)

which leads to the following tree-level dynamical map:

ϕ(x) = ϕin(x) +
λ

2

∫

d4y∆R(x− y) : ϕ2
in(y) : . (49)

It is easy to see the previous results apply to other field theories. The simplest generalization is the case of a
complex scalar field. There we have

Z[J, J∗, ϕin, ϕ†in] = (50)
∫

DϕDϕ∗ ei
∫

d4x(−ϕ∗(x)Kxϕ(x)+Lint[ϕ−ϕin , ϕ
∗−ϕ†

in](x)+J(x)(ϕ
∗(x)−ϕ†

in(x))+J(x)(ϕ(x)−ϕin(x)))

= e
i
∫

d4xLint

(

δ
iδJ(x)

, δ
iδJ∗(x)

) ∫

DϕDϕ∗ ei
∫

d4x(−ϕ∗(x)Kxϕ(x)+J(x)(ϕ
∗(x)−ϕ†

in(x))+J(x)(ϕ(x)−ϕin(x))) . (51)

As before, we can define W [J, J∗, ϕin, ϕ
†
in] ≡ −i logZ[J, J∗, ϕin, ϕ†in] and

Γ[Φ,Φ∗, ϕin, ϕ
†
in] = W [J, J∗, ϕin, ϕ

†
in] −

∫

d4xJ∗(x)Φ(x) −
∫

d4xJ(x)Φ∗(x) . (52)

Now Eq.(23) reads

ϕ(x) = −
∫

d4y
δΓ[Φ,Φ∗, ϕin, ϕ

†
in]

δΦ∗(y)
R(x, y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=Φ∗=0

, (53)

ϕ†(x) = −
∫

d4y
δΓ[Φ,Φ∗, ϕin, ϕ

†
in]

δΦ(y)
R(x, y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=Φ∗=0

. (54)
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For example, let us consider the usual U(1) invariant Goldstone model where Lint = −λ6
(

ϕ†ϕ
)2

[34, 35].

Repeating the same passages as in the real scalar case, one can prove that at tree level Γ[Φ,Φ∗, ϕin, ϕ
†
in] =

Γ[Φ + ϕin,Φ
∗ + ϕ†in]. Then

ϕ(x) = ϕin(x) +
λ

3

∫

d4y∆R(x− y) :
(

ϕ†in(y)ϕin(y)
)

ϕin(y) : , (55)

ϕ†(x) = ϕ†in(x) +
λ

3

∫

d4y∆R(x− y) :
(

ϕ†in(y)ϕin(y)
)

ϕ†in(y) : , (56)

which solves the field equations at the order λ

Kxϕ(x) =
λ

3

(

ϕ†in(x)ϕin(x)
)

ϕin(x) ≈
λ

3

(

ϕ†(x)ϕ(x)
)

ϕ(x) , (57)

Kxϕ
†(x) =

λ

3

(

ϕ†in(x)ϕin(x)
)

ϕ†in(x) ≈
λ

3

(

ϕ†(x)ϕ(x)
)

ϕ†(x) . (58)

Before closing this subsection, it is interesting to sketch how the present approach could be used to perform
calculations beyond the tree level. Let us go back to the case of real λϕ4 potential. In one or higher loop calculations
we cannot omit counterterms anymore [36]

Lr(ϕ, ∂µϕ) =
1

2
∂µϕ(x) ∂

µϕ(x) − m2

2
ϕ2(x) − λ

4!
ϕ4(x) +

δZ
2
∂µϕ(x) ∂

µϕ(x) − δm
2
ϕ2(x) − δλ

4!
ϕ4(x) . (59)

For slowly varying Φ, the effective action can be expanded as

Γ[Φ] =

∫

d4x

(

Z(Φ(x))

2
∂µΦ(x)∂

µΦ(x) − Veff (Φ(x))
)

+ . . . . (60)

Veff is the effective potential and the dots stand for higher derivatives terms. In the above expression, we must
perform the substitution Φ(x) → Φ(x) − i

∫

d4y (ϕin(y)Ky R(y, x)) (see Eq.(41)) in order to get Γ[Φ, ϕin]. At the
tree level, the Veff (Φ) = V (Φ) and Z(Φ) = 1, and the calculations we have presented above hold. Using the loop
expansion one gets

Γ(Φ) =

∫

d3x

[

Lr(x) +
i

2
Tr log

(

�+m2 +
λΦ2(x)

2

)]

. (61)

The calculation of the trace for non-constant field configurations and then the evaluation of both Veff (Φ) and Z(Φ)
are non-trivial tasks (see e.g. Refs. [37, 38]). The result for the one-loop (renormalized) Veff and Z is [37, 39]

Veff [Φ](x) =
λΦ4(x)

4!
+

(

m2 + λΦ2(x)
2

)2

64π2

[

log

(

m2 + λΦ2(x)
2

σ2

)

− 3

2

]

(62)

Z[Φ](x) = 1 +
λ2

96π2

Φ2(x)

2m2 + λΦ2(x)
. (63)

σ2 being the renormalization group parameter. Actually, both these expressions take contributions from all orders
truncated diagrams. Here we limit the accuracy to computations at second order in λ. Then

Veff [Φ](x) ≈
λΦ4(x)

4!
+

(

m2 + λΦ2(x)
2

)2

64π2

[

log

(

m2

σ2

)

− 3

2

]

= V [Φ](x) + V1[Φ](x) (64)

Z[Φ](x) ≈ 1 +
λ2

96π2
Φ2(x) = 1 + Z1[Φ](x) . (65)

Moreover, one can write

R(x, y) ≈ R0(x, y) +R1(x, y) (66)

Where the term R1 is proportional to ~. Then. Eq.(23), at one loop, can be written as

ϕ(x) = −
∫

d4y

(

δΓ0[Φ, ϕin]

δΦ(y)
R0(x, y) +

δΓ0[Φ, ϕin]

δΦ(y)
R1(x, y) +

δΓ1[Φ, ϕin]

δΦ(y)
R0(x, y)

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=0

, (67)
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where we disregarded the ~
2 term and where

Γ0[Φ, ϕin] =

∫

d4x

(

∂µ

(

Φ(x) − i
∫

d4y ϕin(y)Ky R(y, x)

)

∂µ
(

Φ(x)− i
∫

d4y ϕin(y)Ky R(y, x)

)

− V

[

Φ(x) − i
∫

d4y (ϕin(y)Ky R(y, x))

])

, (68)

Γ1[Φ, ϕin] =

∫

d4x (Z1[Φ + ϕin](x)∂µ (Φ(x) + ϕin(x)) ∂
µ (Φ(x) + ϕin(x))− V1[Φ + ϕin](x)) . (69)

We will stop our sketch of the example computation here. The complete calculation we leave for future work.

IV. SPONTANEOUS SYMMETRY BREAKING

Let us now deal with the case of SSB, where

〈ϕ〉 = v 6= 0 . (70)

In order to grasp the main issues, let us go back to the example of the real λϕ4 theory. We write the Lagrangian (1)
as

L(ϕ, ∂µϕ) =
1

2
∂µϕ(x) ∂

µϕ(x) − µ2

2
ϕ2(x) − λ

4!
ϕ4(x) . (71)

It is well-known that SSB occurs when µ2 < 0. We then perform the canonical transformation

φ(x) ≡ ϕ(x)− v , 〈φ(x)〉 = 0 . (72)

Now the Lagrangian can be split into a free and an interacting part

L0(x) =
1

2
∂µφ(x) ∂

µφ(x) − m2

2
φ2(x) , (73)

Lint(x) =
δm2

2
φ2(x) − µ2

2
(2φ(x)v + v2) − λ

4!
(φ+ v)4 . (74)

with δm2 ≡ m2 − µ2, m being the physical mass of in/out fields.
We can now employ the previous considerations and write down the operator-valued effective action, so that

− δΓ[Φ, ϕin]

δΦ(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=0

= ϕin(y)Ky − δm2ϕin(y) + µ2v +
λ

6
(ϕin(y) + v)3 . (75)

Then

ϕ(x) = v + ϕin(x) +

∫

d4y∆R(x− y) :

[

−δm2ϕin(y) + µ2v +
λ

6
(ϕin(y) + v)3

]

: (76)

Because of Eq.(70), the condition

µ2v +
λ

6
v3 = 0 , (77)

must be fulfilled, which gives the usual result v =
√

−6µ2

λ . Moreover, the condition δm2 = λ
2 v

2 ⇒ m2 = −2µ2 must

hold to cancel the spurious linear terms. Then, the final form of the dynamical map is

ϕ(x) = v + ϕin(x) +
λ v

2

∫

d4y∆R(x− y) : ϕ2
in(y) : +

λ

6

∫

d4y∆R(x− y) : ϕ3
in(y) : . (78)

In summary, in the case when the system undergoes SSB

1. One should perform a canonical transformation ϕ→ φ as in Eq.(72), so that 〈φ〉 = 0

2. The mass of asymptotic fields should appear in L0.
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Then, the previously developed effective action techniques can be safely applied. Let us remark that since SSB is
a non-perturbative phenomenon, the effective action approach to the dynamical map is more suitable in that case.
Let us now consider the complex scalar Goldstone model

L(ϕ, ϕ†, ∂µϕ, ∂µϕ†) = ∂µϕ
†(x) ∂µϕ(x) − µ2 ϕ†(x)ϕ(x) − λ

6

(

ϕ†(x)ϕ(x)
)2
. (79)

As in the real case, SSB occurs when µ2 < 0. We then perform a canonical transformation analogous to Eq.(72)

φ(x) = ϕ(x) − v√
2
, (80)

with a real v =
√
2〈ϕ〉. Moreover, we define

φ(x) =
ψ(x) + iχ(x)√

2
. (81)

We split the Lagrangian as

L0(x) =
1

2
∂µψ(x) ∂

µψ(x) +
1

2
∂µχ(x) ∂

µχ(x) −
m2
ψ

2
ψ2(x)− m2

χ

2
χ2(x) , (82)

Lint(x) =
δm2

ψ

2
ψ2(x) +

δm2
χ

2
χ2(x)− µ2

2
(2ψ(x)v + v2) (83)

− λ

6

(

ψ4(x)

4
+
χ4(x)

4
+
v4

4
+

3v2ψ2(x)

2
+
χ2(x)ψ2(x)

2
+
v2χ2(x)

2
+ vχ2(x)ψ(x) + vψ3(x) + v3ψ(x)

)

.

The dynamical maps of ψ and χ are given by the expressions

ψ(x) = −
∫

d4y
δΓ[Ψ, X, ψin, χin]

δΨ(y)
Rψ(x, y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ψ=X=0

, (84)

χ(x) = −
∫

d4y
δΓ[Ψ, X, ψin, χin]

δX(y)
Rχ(x, y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ψ=X=0

, (85)

whereRχ(x, y) = 〈R[χ(x)χ(y)]〉c, Rψ(x, y) = 〈R[ψ(x)ψ(y)]〉c. As in the previous cases, at tree level Γ[Ψ, X, ψin, χin] =
Γ[Ψ + ψin, X +χ χin]. Performing the explicit calculations and imposing that spurious constant terms and linear

terms in the dynamical maps cancel out one finds mχ = 0, namely χin is the Nambu-Goldstone field, v =
√

−6µ2

λ ,

and mψ = −2µ2, as expected. The dynamical maps read

χ(x) = χin +
λ

6

∫

d4y∆χ
R(x− y) : (χ3

in(y) + 2vχin(y)ψin(y) + χin(y)ψ
2
in(y)) : , (86)

ψ(x) = ψin +
λ

6

∫

d4y∆ψ
R(x− y) :

[

v(3ψ2
in(y) + χ2

in(y)) + ψin(y)χ
2
in(y) + ψ3

in(y)
]

: . (87)

Within the approximations employed, these satisfy the field equations

�χ(x) ≈ λ

6
(χ3(y) + 2vχ(y)ψ(y) + χ(y)ψ(y)) , (88)

(�− 2µ2)ψ(x) ≈ λ

6

[

v(3ψ2(y) + χ2(y)) + ψ(y)χ2(y) + ψ3(y)
]

. (89)

As a final remark of this section. it is clear that one or higher loop corrections would modify the above result.
Exactly as in the usual approach based on the computation of one-loop effective potential [40], here quantum cor-
rections generally modify the conditions for the cancellation of spurious linear and constants terms in the dynamical
map.

V. THE BOSON TRANSFORMATION METHOD AND TOPOLOGICAL DEFECTS

A. Boson transformations and effective action

It has been proved [41] that, performing the transformation

ϕin(x) → ϕfin(x) = ϕin(x) + f(x) , Kxf(x) = 0 , (90)
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known as the boson transformation [10, 18–20, 41], in the dynamical map, we get a class of solutions of the field
equations parametrized by f . For example, in the real scalar case

ϕf (x) ≡ ϕ[x;ϕin + f ] , (91)

is an exact solution of the original field equation (2):

Kxϕ
f (x) = j[ϕf (x)] . (92)

The generator of the boson transformation (90) reads2 [42]

Q =

∫

d3x f(x)
←→
∂0 ϕin(x) , (94)

so that

U(f)ϕin(x)U
†(f) = ϕin(x) + f(x) , U(f) ≡ e−iQ . (95)

The solutions ϕf describe the quantum field ϕ affected by the presence of a classical extended object, described
by the c-number function f . Physically, the boson transformation is an inhomogeneous boson condensation on the
vacuum of the asymptotic field ϕin

〈ϕfin(x)〉 = 〈0(f)|ϕin(x)|0(f)〉 ≡ 〈U(f)ϕin(x)U
†(f)〉 = f(x) , (96)

so that the vacuum loses translation invariance, due to the presence of the extended object

eiuaP
a |0(f)〉 = ei

∫

d3
x f(x+u)

←→
∂0 ϕin(x)|0(f)〉 6= |0(f)〉 . (97)

The cases when f is not Fourier transformable are particularly relevant. For example, soliton solutions are de-
scribed by fs which diverge at x→ ±∞ (in 1+1D) [17, 18], while topological defects are defined by the condition [21]

εµνρσj
ρσ(x) ≡ [∂µ, ∂ν ] f(x) 6= 0 , (98)

where εµνρσ is the antisymmetric Levi-Civita symbol. The spacetime evolution of the defects is described on a
sub-manifold parameterised by the coordinates (σ0, σ1, σ2, σ3). For example, in the case of strings, we have

jµν(x) =

∫

d2σ εab
∂yµ

∂σa
∂yν

∂σb
δ4(x− y(τ, σ)) , (99)

i.e. the string dynamics is characterized by the function y on the world-sheet with coordinates (τ, σ) ≡ (σ0, σ1) [41,
43–46]. From a formal point of view, the condition (98) indicates a non-trivial cohomology group of the spacetime
manifold [47].
Let us apply the boson transformation into the dynamical map (23)

ϕf (x) = −
∫

d4y
δΓ[Φ, ϕin + f ]

δΦ(y)
R(x, y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=0

. (100)

From Eq. (26) we have

Γ[Φ, ϕin + f ] =

∞
∑

n,m=0

1

n!m!

∫

d4x1 . . .

∫

d4xm

∫

d4y1 . . .

∫

d4yn

×γm,n(x1, . . . , xm; y1, . . . , yn)Φ(x1) . . .Φ(xm) : (ϕin(y1) + f(y1)) . . . (ϕin(yn) + f(yn)) : . (101)

2 Note that Q is time independent:

Q̇(t) =

∫
d3x∇

2f(x)ϕin(x)− f(x)∇2ϕin(x) (93)

=

∫
d3x∇ · (∇f(x)ϕin(x)− f(x)∇ϕin(x)) =

∫
dS · (∇f(x)ϕin(x)− f(x)∇ϕin(x)) = 0 ,

where the surface integral is extended over a surface at an infinite distance.
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Then

δ〈Γ[Φ, ϕin + f ]〉
δΦ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ=0

=

∞
∑

n=0

1

n!

∫

d4y1 . . .

∫

d4ynγ
1,n(x; y1, . . . , yn) f(y1) . . . f(yn) , (102)

so that

〈ϕf (x)〉 = −
∞
∑

n=0

1

n!

∫

d4y

∫

d4y1 . . .

∫

d4yn γ
1,n(y; y1, . . . , yn) f(y1) . . . f(yn)R(x, y) . (103)

Taking into account that Γ(1)(x) = 0, this relation can be also rewritten as

Φf (x) = 〈ϕf (x)〉 =

∞
∑

n=1

1

n!

∫

d4y

∫

d4y1 . . .

∫

d4yn γ
1,n(y; y1, . . . , yn) f(y1) . . . f(yn)R(x, y) . (104)

By means of the identification (31) one can easily prove that this is the same result we could have obtained from
Eq. (6). Moreover, Φf (x) is a non-trivial solution of the least-action principle (18)

δΓ[Φ]

δΦ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Φ(x)=Φf (x)

= 0 . (105)

We now show this in various examples. Let us first apply the previous considerations to the real λϕ4 theory. From
the dynamical map (46), after the boson transformation

ϕf (x) = (ϕin(x) + f(x)) +
λ

6

∫

d4y∆R(x− y) (ϕin(y) + f(y))
3
. (106)

Taking the vacuum expectation value of such expression, one gets

Φf (x) = f(x) +
λ

6

∫

d4y∆R(x − y) f3(y) . (107)

This is a solution of (105) at tree level, i.e.

KxΦ
f (x) =

λ

6
f3(x) ≈ λ

6

(

Φf (x)
)3
. (108)

Then, in the case of Eq. (49) one finds

Φf (x) = f(x) +
λ

2

∫

d4y∆R(x − y) f2(y) . (109)

Also in this example, Eq. (105) is satisfied at the tree level

KxΦ
f (x) =

λ

2
f2(x) ≈ λ

2

(

Φf (x)
)2
. (110)

B. Spontaneous symmetry breaking and topological defects

An important remark is that the condition (98) can only be satisfied by massless fields [41]. Thus, the natural
framework to describe the formation of topological defects are theories with SSB, where Nambu-Goldstone fields
can form an inhomogeneous vacuum condensate.
Let us start from the real λϕ4 theory. In the case v 6= 0, the dynamical map is given by Eq.(78) instead of

Eq.(46). Then

ϕf (x) = v+(ϕin(x)+f(x)) +
λ v

2

∫

d4y∆R(x−y) : (ϕin(y)+f(y))
2 : +

λ

6

∫

d4y∆R(x−y) : (ϕin(x)+f(x))
3 : .

(111)
Therefore

Φf (x) = v + f(x) +
λ v

2

∫

d4y∆R(x− y) f2(y) +
λ

6

∫

d4y∆R(x− y) f3(x) . (112)
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However, in the previous example, the broken symmetry is not a continuous one (ϕ → −ϕ) and the Goldstone
theorem does not apply. In order to study the formation of topological defects in a concrete case, we analyze the
complex Goldstone model. If we perform the boson transformation

χin(x) → χin(x) + f(x) , �f(x) = 0 , (113)

ψin(x) → ψin(x) + g(x) , (�− 2µ2)g(x) = 0 , (114)

the dynamical maps (84),(85) give

χf (x) = (χin + f(x)) +
λ

6

∫

d4y∆χ
R(x− y) : ((χin(y) + f(y))3

+ 2v(χin(y) + f(y))(ψin(y) + g(y)) + (χin(y) + f(y))(ψin(y) + g(y))2) : , (115)

ψf (x) = (ψin(x) + g(x)) +
λ

6

∫

d4y∆ψ
R(x− y) :

[

v(3(ψin(y) + g(y))2 + (χin(y) + f(y))2)

+ (ψin(y) + g(y))(χin(y) + f(y))2 + (ψin(y) + g(y))3
]

: . (116)

Then

Xf,g(x) = f(x) +
λ

6

∫

d4y∆χ
R(x− y) (f3(y) + 2vf(y)g(y) + f(y)g2(y)) , (117)

Ψf,g(x) = g(x) +
λ

6

∫

d4y∆ψ
R(x− y)

[

v(3g2(y) + f2(y)) + g(y)f2(y) + g3(y)
]

. (118)

In the approximation adopted, these satisfy the equations

�Xf,g(x) ≈ λ

6
((Xf,g(y))3 + 2vXf,g(y)Ψf,g(y) +Xf,g(y)Ψf,g(y)) , (119)

(�− 2µ2)Ψf,g(x) ≈ λ

6

[

v(3(Ψf,g(y))2 + (Xf,g(y))2) + Ψf,g(y)(Xf,g(y))2 + (Ψf,g(y))3
]

. (120)

which are equivalent, at tree level, to

δΓ[Ψ, X ]

δΨ

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ψ=Ψf,g ,X=Xf,g

= 0 ,
δΓ[Ψ, X ]

δX

∣

∣

∣

∣

Ψ=Ψf,g ,X=Xf,g

= 0 . (121)

A topological defect is described by solutions where the condition (98) is satisfied for f , i.e. the Nambu-Goldstone
bosons non-trivially condense in the vacuum. In order to better understand this point, let us write the conserved
Noether current related to the U(1) symmetry of the Lagrangian

Jµ(x) = ϕ†(x)
←→
∂ µ ϕ(x) , ∂µJµ = 0 . (122)

The dynamical maps (86),(87) give

ϕ(x) =
v + ψin(x) + iχin(x)√

2
+ . . . (123)

where the dots stand for higher order normal ordered products of ψin and χin. If we perform the boson transfor-
mation (113) (we now take g = 0), the vacuum expectation value of the current (122) is

Wµ(x) ≡ 〈Jµ(x)〉 = v∂µf(x) . (124)

This is a classical vector field, whose field strength is non-trivial when the condition (98) is fulfilled

Fµν(x) = v εµνρσj
ρσ(x) = ∂µWν(x)− ∂νWµ(x) 6= 0 . (125)

It is clear that in the above approximation, f can be viewed as a classical Nambu-Goldstone field. Similarly as in
Refs. [43–46] one can then introduce the B-field

Wµ =
1

2
εµνσρ ∂

νBσρ(x) (126)
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Then, the condition Eq.(98) (or, equivalently (125)) becomes a wave-equation

�Bµν(x) = jµν(x) . (127)

For example, with jµν of the form (99), this equation tells us that a string could be the source for a classical
Nambu-Goldstone radiation described by Bµν . This result was previously obtained in the classical approach to
global string radiation [43–46]. However, the present quantum approach is more general and could be used as
a framework for a theory of quantum string radiation. This is a non-trivial task and it will be accomplished in
a separate work. Moreover, in the present approach, Eq.(127) could be used to discuss radiation from two or
three-dimensional topological objects.
To give a concrete example, one can take f(x) = θ = arctan(x2/x1), which solves �θ = ∇2θ = 0. Then χf and

ψf are solutions of the field equations when a linear static-string solution along the x3-axis is formed [48]. In fact,
in that case

j03(x) = −j30(x) = δ(x1)δ(x2) , (128)

which means y0 = τ , y1 = y2 = 0 and y3 = σ (see Eq.(99)).

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we built an effective action formulation of the dynamical map of a scalar field. The result was
achieved by defining an operator-valued effective action, whose vacuum expectation value is the generating functional
of retarded, one-particle irreducible, n-point functions. The formalism is general and can be applied to systems
underlying SSB. Moreover, the usual loop expansion of the effective action can be employed to compute higher-
order results. Then we showed how a boson transformation (inhomogeneous condensation in vacuum) acts on such
a mapping and thus we created a link between Umezawa’s boson method and the common approach to deal with
topological defects, based on the least-action principle.
Our work is a first step towards a description allowing a fully quantum treatment of radiation from topological

defects. Although the present paper describes the case of a scalar field, it can be generalized to other situations.
In particular to gauge theories and the cases where bound states appear in the physical spectrum. This would
allow a quantum field theory treatment of cosmic string radiation, which is usually studied within a semi-classical
framework.
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