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I. INTRODUCTION
A. Why Classical Field Theory?
The interactions between point-particles are described by some kind of forces in non-relativistic mechanics. This
picture meet unexpected difficulties when its relativistic extension is sought.

1. These forces can not be instantaneous because simultaneity is not a Lorentz-invariant concept.

2. The relativistic invariance is incompatible with the usual Cauchy-problem setup of classical mechanics. In fact,
the world line of a particle, 2#(s), parameterized by the proper time satisfies the condition
dz*(s) d
24 (s) daa(s) _ "
ds ds

and the equation

d?xt(s) day(s)
ds? ds @)

follows, showing that the four-velocity must be perpendicular to the four-acceleration. But the Cauchy-problem
consists of the free prescription of the coordinates and the velocities for the initial conditions which might lead
to contradiction to Eq. (2) for a given interaction. The possible way out from this difficulty is to give up the
Cauchy-problem rearrangement and allow that the forces acting on the particles on a given instant are given
not only on some initial conditions but they depend on the whole past evolution of the system.

3. The algebraic study of the Poisson-bracket structure of relativistic Hamiltonian Mechanics leads to a "no-go
theorem”, stating that any Lorentz-invariant particle dynamics given in terms of Lagrangians lead to vanishing
accelerations, ie. only non-interacting relativistic particles can be described by the usual Lagrangian formalism.

The solution of these problems is the use of the time honored field concept in Physics. They are supposed to play
the role of fundamental degrees of freedom in relativistic mechanics.

B. Why Quantum Field Theory?

There are several reasons Quantum Field Theory is required to extend and to complete the formalism of usual
non-relativistic Quantum Mechanics.
The conceptual problems, treated by Quantum Field Theory are the following;:

1. According to special relativity mass and energy are equivalent. In other words, energy and mass can be converted
into each other. Mass is quantized, cf. mass spectrum of elementary particles, and kinetic energy can be used to
create particles, particles can annihilate leaving behind energy only in the form of other particles. The number
of degrees of freedom becomes a dynamical variable. The Schrodinger equation or its relativistically covariant
generalizations can not cope with this phenomenon.

2. The particle number is ill defined for any bound state. This is because interactions consists of particle exchanges
and there are infinitely many particles exchanged when a bound state is formed. The interaction between static
particles can be recast in terms of a potential acting between the particles. But the bounded particles are in
motion and their dynamics is influenced by the retarded effects of the particle exchange. This latter can not be
brought into the form of an interaction potential and requires the possibility of changing the particle number.
The strength of this many-body effect is proportional to the square of the coupling constant characterizing the
interaction and is therefore important for strong interactions.

3. The unique and well defined nature of the state vector is lost in Quantum Mechanics as soon as special relativity,
causality in particular, is imposed. But the transition amplitudes remain well defined and obey relativistic
transformation rules. Thus a formalism of Quantum Mechanics is sought which is based on amplitudes and
states remain hidden. This is achieved in Quantum Field Theory where observables are described in terms of
Green functions only.

The ’technical’ problems urging us to seek other formalism than those of the usual non-relativistic Quantum
Mechanics are:



1. Particles with the same quantum numbers are indistinguishable in Quantum Mechanics and the multi-particle
states have to be symmetrized or anti-symmetrized in three dimensions. It is very clumsy and difficult to work
with the wave functions of such states because the same information is repeated N! times in an N-particle
state. Quantum Field Theory offers a new representation of multi-particle state in which (anti)symmetrization
appears in a natural manner.

2. Observables always involve some particles, eg. kinetic energy is a one-body operator, the Coulomb energy is
a two-body operator, etc. Their expectation values are usually calculated in the framework of perturbation
expansion. Consider an observable for no particles. The fundamental interactions are supposed to be simple,
involving few particles only. The expectation value of our observable, calculated in the k-th order of the
perturbation expansion in a theory where the interactions involve n; particles, should be made up by considering
no + kn; particles altogether. This number is far less than the total number of particles which is usually at
least in the order of magnitude of the Avogadro number. How can we organize our formalism to let the gigantic
number of spectator particles separate off the dynamics of np + kn; active particles? The answer is provided
by the perturbation expansion constructed for Green functions.

Finally, Quantum Field Theory is unique. The states of elementary particles are vectors of the irreducible rep-
resentations of the appropriate symmetry group, cf. Appendix B. It has been shown that Quantum Field Theory
actually produces the most general representation of the kinematic and internal symmetries obtained in terms of local
operators in space-time.

C. Basic idea of Quantum Field Theory

Let us start the heuristic introduction of quantum field for non-interacting particles characterized by their dispersion
relation, E = y/m?2 + p?, in units h = ¢ = 1. The energy-momentum of a system of n(p) particles with momentum p
is

E=) n(@E®P), P=) npp (3)

Harmonic oscillator for each momentum: The only quantum system with similar, equidistant spectrum is the
harmonic oscillator. Therefore we introduce a harmonic oscillator for each momentum value. The state of the system
is characterized by the occupation number n(p). The quantum state can be represented for pedestrians by a set of
drawers, one for each value of the momentum and the drawer of momentum p contains n(p) balls. The balls are
indistinguishable within a drawer by construction because we know their numbers only.

We have canonical variables, X, and P, defined by the canonical commutation relations

[(X(p), P(@)le =id(p—q),  [X(p),X(q)le =[P(p), P(q)l¢ =0 (4)
where
[A,Ble = AB — {BA, (5)
¢ = £+1 and the Hamiltonian is
_ [ &p (P*p)  M(p)w?(p) -
i= [k (P ©

In order to have the desired spectrum we choose

w(p) = E(p) = vVm? + p?, (7)
with arbitrary M (p).

Quantum field: The operator algebra of harmonic oscillators is simpler in terms of the creation and destruction
operators. Let us then introduce the creation and destruction operators

M(p)w(p)X(p) +iP(p)
2M (p)w(p)
M(p)w(p)X(p) —iP(p)

at =
v M YD) "

a(p) =




whose commutation relation according to Eq. (4) is
[a(p). a'(@)], = 2n)*2w(p)d(p—q),  [a(p).alq)]; = [a'(p).a'(q)], =0, 9)
where the operators a(p) and af(q) were rescaled by the factor /(27)32w(p) for later convenience.
Our intuition is better in coordinate than momentum space because the local nature of the basic laws of physics

render the equations of motions simpler in the former case. Therefore, we introduce a linear superposition of the the
momentum dependent, operator valued function a(p), a formal Fourier integral to define the quantum field,

3
P(z) = /ma(l’)em- (10)

D. Fock space

In order to become more familiar with the quantum system introduced above let us explore the structure of the Fock
space the field operators act. We shall consider multi-particle states with bosonic and fermionic exchange statistics.

According to the commutation relations (62)-(63) we have an harmonic oscillator for each value of the momentum
therefore, the Fock space is the direct product of the Hilbert spaces H, corresponding to the harmonic oscillator of
the momentum p,

H=a]]Hp (11)

Bosons: Let us consider states with well defined particle number. The simplest state is without any particle, the
vacuum,

0) =& [T 10)p. (12)

A state with a single particle with momentum p is
Ip) = a'(p)|0). (13)
A one-particle state characterized by the wave function ¥y (p) in momentum space is
w) = [ dpws(p)a' B0, (14)

A two-particle state with momenta p; and ps is

[p1.p2) = al (p1)a’ (p2)[0). (15)

Notice that the symmetry of the state with respect to the exchange,

Ip1,p2) = a' (p1)a’ (p2)|0) = |p2, p1) = a' (p2)a’ (p1)|0) (16)

imposes the vanishing canonical commutation relations (4) with £ = +1.
A two-particle state with a given wave function is

W) = 5 [ dbrdpaba(pr,po)a (pr)a (p2)]0) a7)

Finally, an arbitrary state can be written by means of infinitely many wave functions as

- 1 I
|¥) = [‘I’o + /dp\I/l(p)aT(p) t3 /dpldpz‘l’z(pl,Pz)aT(p1>aT(P2>|O> + -+ 110). (18)
Let us now introduce the particle number operator

N = / dka (p)a(p) (19)



which identifies the vacuum by the condition
N|0) =0. (20)
One can easily identify the particle number in the states (14) and (17),
N|U,,) = n|¥,) (21)
by means of the commutation relations (62)-(63).

Fermions: The preceding discussion can easily be extended for fermions. The one and two particle states are

3 m
W) = [ G R @) + e )]

1 [ &’ m d°p1 m + t a t t
5/(2#)3w_p1(277)3 w_pl[‘I’ggg(Plvpz)Ca(pl)Cﬂ(Pﬂ+‘I’12)a5(p17p2)ca(171>d5(p2>
HW5P S (pr, p2)d (p1)ch (p2) + W5e (1, p2)d], (p1)d] (p2)]]0) (22)

where the index p and a corresponds to particle or anti-particle state, respectively. The anti-symmetrization of the
multi-particle states, eg.

|Wa)

Ip1, p2) = ' (p1)c! (p2)[0) = —|p2, p1) = —c!(p2)cf (p1)[0) (23)

requires the replacement of the canonical commutation relations with canonical anti-commutation relations by setting

§¢=—1inEq. (4).
Dynamics: The exponential function if the Fourier integral (10) is reminiscent of the wave function of a particle
with momentum p. The generalization for a time-dependent filed would be

3
o(t, ) Z/ma(l’)f”w(m“w- (24)

We need harmonic oscillator only for the mass shell w?(p) — p? = m? therefore we impose the condition

43 . .

/ @T%a(p)[ﬁ —w’(p) + Pl PP = (O +m?)¢(t, ) =0, (25)
ie. either the harmonic oscillator is on the mass-shell or its coordinate and momentum are vanishing. The Lorentz
invariance leads to an equation of motion, the Klein-Gordon equation in this manner.

The formal similarity of the field (24) with the one-particle wave function is the origin of the historic name, “second
quantization”, of quantum field theory. Because the representation of multi-particle systems by harmonic oscillator
requires quantization, the first one. The result, a “wave function (24) which is operator values appears as if we had
gone through a a second quantization process when the number valued wave function is replaced by operator valued
function. But the analogy between wave function and the field operator holds for non-interacting particles only. In
fact, there is no way to define the state of a single particle in an interactive quantum system since interaction generates
entanglement.

The same time dependence can be obtained in a more systematic manner by solving the Heisenberg equation, Eq.
(E5) for the quantum field. The Hamiltonian (6), written in terms of the creation and destruction operators,

[P o 1
1= [ Gt ) (@piatin) + 5) (26)

(Since the Hamiltonian of a system of non-interacting particles is time independent we can take the creation and
destruction operators in this expression at arbitrary time ¢.) leads to the equation of motion

3
ithalt.p) = [ G @lalt.p).al (. p)a(r)s. (27)

Notice that we have commutator in the Heisenberg equation irrespectively of the exchange statistics of the particles
handled by the field ¢(z). The identity [A, BC|+ = B[A, C)+ + [A, B]4+C and the canonical commutation relations
(9) give the equation of motion

idpa(t,p) = w(p)a(t,p), (28)



with solution (24).

Though the free particle dynamics can be constructed in such a simple manner, interactions render the previous
considerations far more involved. In order to find the possible interactions which are compatible with certain sym-
metries and work out the time dependence generated by them we turn to the variation formalism, introduced in
Appendix A, in the following Chapter.

II. CANONICAL QUANTIZATION

The generalization of the heuristic treatment of noninteracting many-particle system presented in the previous
Chapter for interactive particles can be achieved by means of the Lagrangian description.

A. Single particle

Let us start with a single d-dimensional particle, characterized by the Lagrangian L(x,®). The coordinates are x,
canonical momentum is defined as
~ OL(x, %)

D= T (29)

and the kinematic structure is given by imposing the Heisenberg commutation relation
[, Pr] = 6}k, [, 2] = [Dj, Px] = 0, (30)

for the canonical operator pair. The operators will be equipped by a hat in this short introduction to canonical
quantization for the sake of clarity. The well known solution of the canonical commutation relations is

B =2p@), @)= (@), G

The dynamics is generated by the Hamiltonian
expressed in terms of the canonical pair x, p as the Schrodinger equation,

ioli(1)) = HIw(t)) (33)

for the state |¢). The states are characterized by their wave function, ¢ (x) = (x|1), obtained by projecting them on
the coordinate eigenstates |x), satisfying the condition

Z|x) = x|x). (34)

B. Quantum field

A classical, one real component scalar field theory can be obtained from this point particle by imagining it as a
system with coordinate whose components are labeled by space points, ; — x5 which traditionally is denoted by
¢(x) in the case of a scalar field. In other words the field theory is a dynamical system specified by the coordinate
®(x), by a field configuration.

To render the subsequent mathematical expressions well defined one should introduce a lattice in the coordinate
space, € — an, where a is the lattice spacing and n = (n1,n2, n3) is a vector with integer components, 0 < n; < N.
The minimal distance of this theory, a, is called ultraviolet (UV) cutoff. The maximal distance, L = Na, the size
of the quantization box is usually called the infrared (IR) cutoff. The continuum limit ¢ — 0, performed by keeping
the physical content of the theory fixed, is called renormalization. The removal of the IR cutoff, L — oo is the
thermodynamical limit. But the limiting procedure will be considered later only, we continue now our discussion with
a small but finite a and a large but finite L and the coordinate of our system is the field configuration ¢, = ¢(an)
which can be considered as a point in the N3-dimensional coordinate space.



The action written as
5= [t Y L6 Vom) = [aitifo.00 (35)

defines the Lagrangian

Ly, 0¢] = a® Y L(¢n, Vén) (36)
n
where the space-derivatives in the Lagrangian are given as
¢n+6j - ¢n
V(@) = et (37)

e; denoting the unit vector in the direction of j. The canonical momentum is

- 9L, Vel _ 5 9L(9(2), 99(2))
" OVopn 00 (am)

(38)

The quantization of the lattice regulated theory consists of replacing the canonical coordinates and momenta by
operators, ¢n — Pn, Tn — Tn, and imposing the Heisenberg commutation relation

[any 7?rn’] = Z.(sn,n’a [fin; Qz;n/] = [ﬁnv 7?rn’] =0. (39)
The construction of the momentum for continuous space starts with the definition of the functional derivative g,
replacing the partial derivative in the definition of the canonical momentum, Eq. (38),
) 1 0
— = lim ——. 40
Solan)  otd @ Dom (40)
The factor 1/a® is needed in this expression to reproduce the relation
[ P @oly) =l 5250 b = f = f(@) (41)
6¢($) yj\y yia_>0a3a¢n - n'¥Yn’ — Jn — .
which is reasonable to impose on a functional derivative. The Lagrangian
Lifo.00] = [ PsL6(@).00(@)) (12)
yields the canonical momentum
oL oL 0
600p(x) 00pp(z)
which satisfies
[b(@), 7(y)] =iz —y),  [$(x),d(y)] = [7(z),7(y)] = 0. (44)

The solution of the commutation relation is obtained by analogy with the usual, first quantized quantum mechanical
representation of the momentum operator in coordinate space. The coordinate is the field operator ¢(x) acting on
the wave functionals as

P(@)U[o()] = p(z)¥[o(-)] (45)

where the symbol - stands for an unspecified space location in these equations. The corresponding momentum operator
is

1 9

T(z)P[o())] = i 00(x)

lo()]. (46)



The wave functional

Yip()] = (o()¥) (47)

is defined by means of the field eigenstates

$(@)|2()) = B(z)[®(-))- (48)

The time evolution is generated by the functional Schrodinger equation

ido| W) = H|W) (49)
with the Hamiltonian
H= /ddw[aoqﬁ(w)ﬂ(w) — L(¢(x)), 0¢(x)))]- (50)
For example, the Lagrangian
1 " m? 9
L= 50,6016 ~ "6 ~ U(9) G1)
yields
() = oo (x)) (52)
and
= [t |y o 4 00@) + e + U o) (53)
2 50(z)dp(x) | 2 g ¥\ |
Another, equivalent way of obtaining the Hamiltonian is to use the time-component of the energy-momentum tensor
(A52).

The calculation of the spectrum and the eigenstates of this Hamiltonian is exceeds our mathematical capabilities
for U(¢) # 0 but becomes easy in the absence of interaction, U(¢) = 0, c¢f. Appendix I. To prepare the way for
the perturbative treatment of the interactions we shall follow another, more algebraic construction of the quantum
dynamics of non-interacting particles which is equivalent with the procedure outlined above.

C. Explicit solution for free neutral, scalar particle

Instead of working with the functional formalism, generating the dynamics by the functional Schrédinger equation
we construct here directly the space-time dependent field operator as a Fourier integral,

4
o(t, x) :/(;lﬁl; 216 (k? — m%)a(k)e *7. (54)

The desired dynamics is obtained by imposing the equation of motion ((J+m?)¢(z) = 0. The operator valued Fourier
transform a(k) on the mass shell is the free parameter of the solution. The hermitian nature of the field operator,
#(x) = ¢'(x), requires a(—k) = a' (k). Not all components of the energy-momentum vector k are independent and it
is useful to express the energy in terms of the momentum,

KO = wp = +vm?2 + k2. (55)
The positive and negative energy modes play different role in the dynamics thus it is advantageous to separate them

from the very beginning. For this end we introduce the notation a(k) = a(k) where (55) is used to express k° on the
right hand side and write

4
o(t, ) = / %%5(1& —m?)O (k") [a(k)e™** + al (k)e™ ] 0y, - (56)
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One should bear in mind that the convention (55) is used always for the operator valued Fourier integrals. One
integrates over kY,

$(z) = / dkla(k)e™ ™ + ot (k)e). (57)
The integration measure
~ d*k d3k
dk = ——216(k* —m?)O(k°) = ———
2R~ m?)O() = 5 (58)

is invariant under the proper Lorentz group thus the operator a(k) is scalar.

The operator ¢(x) introduced right now differs from the one mentioned in Eq. (48) in having explicit time depen-
dence. It is easy to check that the Heisenberg equation of motion, introduced in Appendix E 1, generates the same
time dependence for the field operator as seen in Eq. (56).

Let us now look at the canonical commutation relation. The Lagrangian (51) gives the canonical momentum

() = —i / dhwnla(k)e=" — af (k)e] (59)
and the equal time canonical commutation relation reads
(60) 7))oy = ~i [ didtagla()e ™ + ! (), a(B)e™ — o} (O] 0oy
= — / Jkdewe{[a(k), a()] ekt _ gt (k) af(£)] ¢!k +EY)
——— —_——
0 0
b ), a(e)] - falk). ol (6] e} (60)
—_—— —_—— |£0=40
—(27)32wg 6 (k—2) (2m)3 2wk (k—£)
which is supposed to be
, . Pk (o
zé(my)z/we (@=y), (61)
This is satisfied only if the commutation relations
[a(k), a" (0)] = (27)*2wid(k — £), (62)
and
[a(k), a(€)] = [a' (k,a(€)] = 0 (63)

are imposed. These commutation relations show that we can indeed interpret a(k) and af(k) as the annihilation and
creation operator of excitations of an harmonic oscillator corresponding to each allowed value of the spatial momentum
of a free particle.

Note that the coefficient of the Dirac-delta on the right hand side of the non-vanishing commutation relation must
always be identical with the inverse of the integral measure used in the Fourier integral of the field variable. Such a
different, relativistically invariant normalization of the creation and destruction operators in Eq. (57) as opposed to
Eq. (24) which explains the different normalizations of the right hand sides of the non-trivial canonical commutation
relations in Eqs. (9) and (62).

We find further support of this interpretation of these operators by writing the energy-momentum vector in terms
of a(k) and af(k). Straightforward calculation leads to the result

P = / d>zTO"

[ [50¢5“¢ — g™ (%5;@5% - m;qﬁ)]

_ 1 / dkkPa(k)a’ (k) + af (k)a(k)], (64)

2
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c.f. Appendix 77.
The commutation relation (63) can be used to obtain finally the form

A3k Wk

Pt = / dkk"at(k)a(k) + g*V / @ 2 (65)

where the volume V/(27)3 is actually the value of the momentum space Dirac-delta on the right hand side of (63)
at k = £. It is easy to understand the first term on the right hand side, it is the sum of the energy-momentum for
the particles in different momentum sector of the the theory. The momentum is always additive, the additivity of the
energy is valid for non-interacting particles only.

The second term represents the sum of energy of the zero-point fluctuations of the harmonic oscillators. This
expression is ultraviolet (large momentum) divergent but being a number we can subtract from the energy without
changing the dynamics (The only interaction which is coupled to the energy is gravitation which is ignored here.)
One can formally make this subtraction by introducing the normal ordered product A —: A :. The normal ordered
product of the creation and annihilation operators is the product of the same operators written in an order where the
annihilation operators precede the creation operators, eg. : a(p1)a(p1) := a(p2)a(p1), : a(p1)a’(p2) := a’(p2)a(p1),
etc. and define P* —: PH :.

D. Free charged scalar particle

Most of the particles participate in interactions where the particle number is conserved. The simplest way to
impose this conservation law is the introduce a continuous symmetry. In case of a single conserved charge thee
natural symmetry group is one dimensional, G = U(1). The corresponding field variable ¢(z) = %[qﬁl(a}) + ia(x))

is complex and the symmetry transformation is ¢(z) — e¢*®¢(z). The simplest way of constructing an U(1) invariant
Lagrangian without self-interaction is to add up two identical free Lagrangians for the two real field,

L

1 m?
Z |:§au¢aau¢a - T(ba
a=1,2
= 0,0'0"¢ — m*¢lo. (66)
Self-interaction can be introduced by the potential L — L — U (qﬁTqﬁ). We can treat either the real fields ¢, and ¢o
or the complex fields ¢ and ¢! as independent variables. The latter choice is preferred because it leads to simpler

expressions.
The canonical momentum of the free system (66) is

oL oL

and the non-vanishing canonical commutation relations
[b(@),7(y)] = [¢' (@), 7" (y)] = i6(z — y). (68)
The plane-wave representation yields
o(t, ) = / dkfa(k)e= + b1 (k) ei*e] (69)

with the non-vanishing commutators

[a(k), a"(£)] = [b(k), b7 (0)] = (27)*2wid (K — £). (70)
We have two kinds of particles, both characterized by the same dispersion relation wg. In fact, the energy-momentum
is

Pt = / d’zT"

= /d% : [0081 0" + 04 6T Do — g™ (D" 0" — m*$T )] -

% / dkk - [a(k)a (k) + af (B)a(k) + b(k)b () + bt (k)b(k)] :

/ dkk"[a’ (k)a(k) + bt (k)b(k)]. (71)
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The difference between these particles can be read off from the charge
Q) = / dzj0 (¢, ) / disla’ (k)a(k) — b (k)b(k)] (72)
belonging to the Noether current
. R R ae
Ju=1:0'0u0: (73)

<>
where f(z)9,9(x) = f(2)0.9(x) — (0uf(x))g(x). One particle is anti-particle of the other and has opposite conserved
internal quantum numbers. The current corresponding to the global U(1) phase symmetry is identified with the
electromagnetic current.

E. Neutral vector field

The dynamics of a real vector field A, (x) is usually governed by the Maxwell Lagrangian,

1
L=—1F"Fy (74)

where F),, = 0,A,—0,A,. The special feature of this Lagrangian is that it contains no 9y Ao, the temporal component
Ap has no dynamics. This is the result of gauge invariance, the condition that the Lagrangian and physical quantities
must remain invariant under the transformation

Au(z) = Au(x) + 0,9(x). (75)

This circumstance leads to serious problems which can be settled by involved constructions, the separation physical
and non-physical sectors in the theory. A quantity is called physical and belong the physical sector if it is invariant
under gauge transformation. The best way to separate these sectors is the use of the projectors into transverse
Ar,(z) = T A¥ (x) and longitudinal Ay, (z) = L, A”(x), components of the vector field with

0,0, 0,0,
T,uu = Guv — E ) L,Lw = #? (76)
which become
k.k, k.k,
Tuu = G9uv — 2—23 pr = 22 (77)

in Fourier space. Gauge transformations influence the longitudinal components only and the aforementioned problem
of the dynamics of Ap(z) can be avoided by adding a so called gauge fixing term to the Lagrangian which is now
written as

1

A
L= jFWFW - 5(8“/1#)2 (78)

The longitudinal and transverse components decouple in the dynamics and follow independent time evolution therefore
the gauge fixing term does not modify the dynamics in the physical sector. The equation of motion is

04, —(1—-X)0,0,A” =0 (79)
and the generalized momenta are given by

oL

-
300A,,

= FH0 — \g"9" A,,. (80)

The canonical quantization is the replacement of the classical field variables by operators satisfying the canonical
commutation relations

[Au(t, @), ™, (t,y)] = —igud(e —y). (81)

The left hand side is a tensor and the only tensor at our disposal which may appear on the right hand side is the
metric tensor g,,. Another complication of the dynamics of vector fields is that the metrics is non-definite, ie. there
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will be components of the vector field which have the wrong sign in their canonical commutation relation. The overall
sign in Eq. (81) is chosen in such a manner that most of the components have the right sign. This leaves Ay with
the wrong sign which problem is usually fixed by the Gupta-Bleuer quantization performed in Fock-space equipped
with indefinite scalar product. We do not follow this line of thought here and remark only that the plane-wave
decomposition of the vector field is

3
Au(z) = / dk > lax(k)exy(k)e ™ + al (k)ex, (k)e™ ), (82)
A=0

where the four polarization vector, €y, (k) are usually defined in the following manner. Let us introduce a time-like
unit vector n*, n#n, = 1 and set €y, (k) = n* for the time-like polarization state. The longitudinal polarization
is €3, (k) = (wk, k) and the transverse states are defined by two orthogonal directions €y, (k), A = 1,2 which are
orthogonal to ep, (k) and €3, (k), too. One arrives finally at the condition

e\(k)ed (k) = gax. (83)

The non-vanishing canonical commutation relations for the creation and annihilation operators are

[ax(k), al, (£)] = —gar2wrd(k — £). (84)

F. Charged fermion

The Lagrangian for charged, non-interacting fermions is

L == S[67"(0,) = QD] = mib = Y[i0n* — ml. (85)
The corresponding energy-momentum tensor is
- 0L oL - -
™ = 0"p———=+ 0" — g" L = S[y"0"p — 0"y 86
5.5+ 500 1 ) (36)
and the Noether current reads as
3" =Py (87)

The plane-wave representation of the solution of the Dirac equation is

0 = [ RS e e+ () ) () )

(27)3 wg R

where the bi-spinors u(® (k) and v(®) (k) are given by Eqs. (D66). The energy-momentum vector in terms of the
operators ¢, (k) and d, (k) is

Pr = / APz

= [ R S e Rea) — da(R)L ) (59)

(27)3 wg R

the negative sign on the right hand side coming from that of the normalization of v in Eq. (D67). The canonical
commutation relations, such as Eqgs. (62)-(63) would yield unbounded Hamiltonian from below and the system had no
ground state due to the negative sign mentioned above. To avoid this problem on imposes canonical anti-commutation
relations,

(27)*2wkba,50(k — £) = {ca(k),ch(0)} = {du(k), d}(0)},
0 = {calk),cs(0)} = {da(k),ds(£)} (90)

for fermion fields.
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The energy-momentum vector after the subtraction of the divergent contribution of the zero-point fluctuations,
realized by the use of the normal ordered product,

d®k m
P“:/ — kM cl(k)ca (k) + di (k)da(K)]. 91
Bt 2 b E)ealk) + () (91)
The definition of the normal ordering is the same as for bosonic operators except a sign factor corresponding to each

exchange, eg. : ¢a(p1)cg(P1) := —cs(P2)ca(pr), : Ca(pll)cg(pz) = —cl(p2)ca(p1).
The Noether current corresponding to the ¥ (x) — e!®¢(x) U(1) symmetry, identified by the electric current, is

Q= [ E S (e (ealh) — dE () (), )

(27)3 wi R

III. SCATTERING PROCESSES

Neither the coordinate  nor the momentum p can be defined experimentally with arbitrary precision in high
energy physics. The fine resolution in space finds the vacuum-polarization pairs around a point-like charge, the ete™
pairs in the case of an electron e~. The equivalence of fermionic states leads to the indistinguishability of the original
valence electron and the electron of the polarized pairs and introduces a finite charge distribution around even point-
like charges. The dispersion relation F = y/m? + p? becomes F = |p| at high energy and the uncertainty relation
Apt = AFEt =~ h introduces the error Ap ~ i/t whcich diverges because t — 0 for fast processes. But scattering cross
sections remain measurable and serve as basic observables at high energy.

A. Asymptotic states

Let us suppose that the interactions between the particles making up the beam and the target is short ranged
and therefore can be neglected before and after the collision. One can then introduce non-interacting asymptotic
states, |7) and |f) for the description of the the system before and after the collision, respectively. These states
should contain well separated wave-packets, characterized by their average momenta, because any overlap between
the packets induces interactions. The asymptotic in and our spaces are unitary equivalent when any bound state
formation between the particles is ignored. The time evolution gives a unitary map of the asymptotic in space into
the asymptotic out space, in particular |i) — |f) = S|i) where

S = T[e—iffooo dtHi(t)] (93)

in the interaction representation. Let us denote the free field operators belonging to the asymptotic in and out
particles by ¢;(z) and ¢,(x), respectively. One expects then that the true, interacting field operator interpolates
between the asymptotic fields,

lim é(t,z) = dolt, ). (94)

2
t—too %

But the problem is that the asymptotic states and fields are well defined for well separated wave-packets only,

Jlim (flo(t@)]i) = {7]x(t.2)li). (95)
Such a weak relations are not sufficient to establish a strong, operator equation like Eq. (94) which will be violated
for products of operators which are evaluated by inserting the resolution of the identity as a summation over all basis
states. A formal consideration, namely that the omission of the interaction from the equations of motion leaves behind
linear equations whose solutions are well defined up to multiplicative constant, suggests that the relation

oult,2) = | [Ze6() (96)

can be used in weak equations, ie. in matrix elements between well separated wave-packets. Time inversion imposes
the constraint 7, = Z, = Z.
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B. Cross section

Let us consider an inelastic scattering process of two scalar particles going into n particles, 1,2 — 1,...,n. The
initial state will be given by

iy = / dp1dp3ih1 (p1)¥2(p1) P2, p2) (97)

and the transition probability Wr.; = [(f|i(t = 00))|? is given in terms of the scattering amplitude

(fli(t = o0)) = {f[S]7)- (98)

We are not interested in trivial forward scattering and separate off a trivial energy-momentum conserving Dirac-delta
by writing

(f1S)i) = i(f|T|i) = / dp,dpy1 (p1)a(p1)i(2m) 6 (ps — p1 — p2)(f|T|P1, P2) (99)

where S = 1 + 47 and the matrix elements of T are obtained from those of 7" by separating off a singular function of
the four-momenta, the Dirac delta standing for the energy-momentum conservation. Therefore, we find

Wi i = / dp,dpydq, dgy s (p1)ws (p1) w1 (qu)da(qr)(2m)*(pr — p1 — p2)(27)*8(q1 + g2 — p1 — p2)
(| Tlp1, p2)"{f|T a1, q2)- (100)

For sufficiently monochromatic (but still non-overlapping!) wave-packets we have (f|T |p1, p2) = (f|T|p1, p2) where
pj is the average momentum of the j-th particle and we simplify the transition probability as

Wiei = <f|T|151a152>*<f|T|151,152>/d~1’1d~pzd~‘11d~¢12¢f(p1)¢§ (P1)Y1(q1)2(qr)
x(2m)*5(ps — p1 — p2)(27)*S(q1 + @2 — p1 — p2)
= (fIT|p1,p2)"(f|T|P1, P2) / d*zdp, dp,ydq, dg, v (p1) Y5 (p1)vr (q1) a2 (qr)

% (2m)*3(ps — p1 — pa)e (BT eTI=P)

= [(fIT|p1.B2)*(27) d(ps — 1 —ﬁz)/d4$|¢1 (@)]? [z ()] (101)
where
1) = [dpe 71 (102)
Eq. (101) tells that the transition probability density in the space-time is
AW 4 — — 2 2 |2
I (om) 6y — 51— Bl (&) P @) ST, ) P (103)

In the next step we factorize off the characteristic quantities of the beam and the target. Let us suppose that particle
1 makes up the beam and particle 2 is the target, at rest in the laboratory frame. For sufficiently monochromatic
state we have the flux

<
W* ()9 u () ~ 2P, (). (104)
giving the target particle density
dTLQ . |
I 2092 ()], Py =mo (105)
and the incident flux of the beam
. D1 _ _
b= =5 -2Dil1(@)]> = 2p1 v (z)]*. (106)
P ——
~—~ density

velocity
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The normalized transition probability (103) defines the Lorentz invariant differential cross section do by

in particular
STy, pa) P
do = (2m)*(ps — p1 — {71 :
(2m) (Pf P1— D2) Imalpr]
[(f|T |1, P2)|?

2m)*6(ps — p1 — P2) . (108)

4y/(p1 - p2)? — mim3
As an example let us suppose that the final state contains n scalar particles with momenta constrained in the region
A C R3",

B 1

4o p2)” —mim3
The general lesson of this particular example is that the experimentally accessible cross sections are expressed in

terms of trivial kinematic factors characterizing the detectors and the transition amplitude magnitude square. The
latter is usually obtained in the framework of the perturbation expansion.

do

/A dq, - 'd‘}n(Qﬂ)45(pf — 1 —p2){a1 - gl T1P1, B2)|*. (109)

IV. PERTURBATION EXPANSION

The only general method to calculate transition amplitudes is based on perturbation expansion. The perturbation
series is usually written in terms of the Green-functions.

A. Green functions

Let us write the Hamiltonian as H = Hy + H; where the perturbation, H;, is a space of the interaction energy
density, H;(t, ), in the interaction representation. For example, in the case of neutral, self-interacting scalar particles,
described by the Lagrangian

2

1 m g
L= 9 0" — 7¢2 - I¢4 (110)

the interaction Hamiltonian is
H = %/d%(zfl(t,x). (111)

The initial and final states are created from the vacuum by the application of the asymptotic in and out field
operators, therefore we write |i) = ¢;i(y1) - ¢i(Ym,)|0), |f) = dp(21) - df(2m,)[0) where y?,..., 45 — —oo and
0 0

2155 2m, — 00. The transition amplitude is

—1 AeH; (x
A = (0165(z1) - bp(zm ) T[T LG5 (1) - 6i(ym, ) 0)o
i+n —1 ‘zH;(x
= 7720 OIT (=) - @z, Je ™ PGy - (ym,)]|0)o, (112)
where the definition of the time ordered product allows us to put the asymptotic fields under the time ordering.

Notice the index 0, reminding that the expectation value refers to free field operators (as always in the interaction
representations). The perturbation for these Green function consists of the expansion of the S-matrix,

A = (0IT[¢5(21) - 5 (zm, e F T2 @ g (y1) - s (yim,)]10)o

= Y (F) [ a0 s (e1) 85 )6 ) 6 o)y om0 (113)

n=0
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and the result is that the transition amplitude becomes a sum of vacuum expectation values of the time ordered
product of the free, elementary field operators.

The n-th order Green function, briefly the free n-point function of a free, hermitian field operator ¢(z) is the
vacuum expectation value

i”/QGO(zl, cosy) = (0|T[é(z1) - - - ¢(x,)]|0)0- (114)

The index 0 is to reminder us to take the expectation value for non-interacting particles. For conserved charge the
field operator is non-hermitian and we define

i"Go(@1, - T Y1, Yn) = O T[P(x1) -+ lm) T (y1) - - &7 (yn)]10)0. (115)

The dynamics, and in particular the vacuum state |0) and the Green functions, remain invariant under the phase
transformation ¥ (z) — e!®y(z), ¥T(z) — e (x) therefore G = 0 for m # n and we have the definition

in/QGO(xla sy Ty Yy ayn) = <0|T[¢(‘T1) o ¢(xn)¢T (91) T '¢T (yn)]|0>0 (116)

for the n-point function which describes the propagation of n particles or anti-particles. We start at the vacuum at
the right of the matrix element with no excitations. Since a particle (anti-particle) is created by ¢ (¢) and is removed
by ¢! (¢) we need the same number of ¢ as ¢! in the expectation value in order to have non-vanishing result. This
is another argument for the vanishing of Green functions with n # m.

B. Propagator

First we start with the Green function with n = 1, called the propagator,
iGo(x,2') = (0|T[p(x)' («")]|0)
/ dkdg(O|T((a(k)e™™** + b1 (k)e™ ") (al (q)e'™ +b(g)e™**)][0)

= / dkdq[®(t — ') (0la(k)a' (q)[0)e' ™ ~F= 1 Ot — £)(0[b(q)b (K)|0)e™™ = "7 '] (117)

where the properties a(p)|0) = b(p)|0) = 0 of the vacuum were used in the last equation. The canonical commutation
relation gives finally

iGo(x,2') = /Jk[@(t — e @) L9 — 1)et (=), (118)

What happened in the equations can be said in words in the following manner: Depending on the order of the time
argument either ¢ ~ a + b or ¢ =~ b+ af acts first on the vacuum and an anti-particle or a particle is created. This
object must be removed by the action of the second operator in order to arrive at the vacuum and yield a non-vanishing
contribution. The two-point functions G(z,y) therefore describes the propagation (transition amplitude) of a particle
or anti-particle for 20 > ¢ or 2° < 9%, respectively.

There is another, more elegant and general procedure to obtain a simple expression for the propagator. For this
end we start with an apparently more complicated problem, the proof that the operator T[#(z)¢'(y)] satisfies the
equation

(B: +m)T[(2)¢' (y)] = ~id(z — y)1 (119)

off the mass-shell. The left hand side is an operator in two senses: It is an operator acting in the Fock space and
can be viewed as another operator which acts on functions, defined on the space-time. The right hand side states
that both operators are proportional to the identity. The equation (119) can not be valid within the null-space of
the Klein-Gordon operator. (The null-space of a linear operator consists of vectors which are mapped into the zero
vector.) The null-space of the equation of motion is the mass-shell, it contains just the free particle plane waves in
our case. The identity for space-time functions, é(z — y), must be replaced by zero on the right hand side hence the
properties of the operator T[¢(x)!(y)] can not be read off from eq. (119) within the null-space.
By taking the expectation value of this equation between the vacuum we get

(Oz +m®*){0|T[e(2)e" (9)]10) = (O +m?)iG(z,y) = ~id(z —y) (120)
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Im p

FIG. 1: Poles of the free propagator and the integration contour, corresponding to the Feynman propagator, Eq. (117).

namely the propagator is the inverse of the Klein-Gordon operator, a genuine Green function in the sense of the
mathematical theory of linear differential equations. There are different Green-functions, depending on their definition
on the mass-shell. We introduce below a single Green-function only. It will be the causal Green-function, needed for
the construction of transition amplitudes.

The proof of (119) starts with the definition of the time ordered product,

(Oz +m)Te(2)¢ (y)] = (O +m?)[O(2° — y°)p(2)¢' (y) + O(y° — 2°)¢' (y)¢ ()] (121)

where contribution not involving time derivative can be brought into the time ordering,

(O +m*)T[d()e! (y)] = T((~Aa +m?)d(x)o! ()] + 02 [0(2° — y°)o(2)" (y) + O(° — 2°)6  (y)o(2)].  (122)
The two time derivatives give

(B +m)T(g(2)¢ ()] = TI(~Ax +m?)d(2)¢' (y)] + Do {T[006(2)9" ()] + (2 — y°)[6(2)6" (y) — &' (y)o()]}
= T[(~As +m*)d(x)¢" (y)] + 0o {T[Bo ()" (y)] + 6(2° —y°)[d(x), 6" (y)]}- (123)

The equal time commutator in the last line, being taken for coordinates only without momenta, is vanishing, thus

(e +m)T[b(2)¢ ()] = Tl(=Aa +m?)p(x)d" (y)] + Opo T[00e()0" (y)]
= T[(~As +m*)p(2)¢" ()] + T1056(2)¢' ()] + 6(a° — y)[Dod(@), &' (y)].  (124)

The equal time commutator is now for the coordinate ¢! and it canonical momentum 7t = 0L/09y¢" = Gp¢ and
assumes the value —id(xz —y)1, yielding Eq. (119). Another lesson this equation has is that the operator T'[p(z)¢' (y)]
is c-number times the identity operator of the Fock-space outside of the null-space of the Klein-Gordon operator C+m?.

The solution of Eq. (120) can easily be obtained in the Fourier transformation because the Klein-Gordon operator
is diagonal in the energy-momentum space,

G(z,y) = —(O+m?)™!
—ip-(z—y)
= /d_pei (125)

@n) 7 —n?

This expression for the inverse if ill defined unfortunately because the denominator is vanishing just in the physically
most important regime, for plane waves satisfying the equation of motion!

The usual strategy, followed in the mathematical literature is to define the Fourier integral by deforming slightly
the integration contour in such a manner the the singularities are avoided. For a given momentum p there are poles
at p® = +wp, depicted in Fig. 1. There are four possible way to go around two poles. What is the physical content
of this procedure?

This question is rather involved because one hesitates to accept that an infinitesimal change of the contour of
integration may lead to finite, observable physical differences in the result. But this is not the first such a situation,
the spontaneous magnetization of a ferromagnet, spontaneous symmetry breaking in general, has similar features. In
fact, the infinitesimal, asymmetrical fluctuations break the symmetry of the ground state of the ferromagnet whose
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instability amplifies this effect to a finite, observable phenomenon. One is faced with the issue of the invariance
with respect to the time reversal, t — —t. The Lagrangian of the known fundamental interactions (except to weak
interaction, ignored at the moment) show this discrete symmetry. But this is not what we see in reality where the
excited states of an isolated composite system, such as an atom, relaxes to its ground state and never become excited
due to its coupling to a radiation field. What happens in infinitely large volume is that any energy passed over the
field variables gets radiated out in the Universe and the chance of its recollection at the place of the atom is vanishing.

We want to describe such a physics, involving this slight breakdown of the time reversal invariance and we have to
put this feature in already at the level of the free system, before the interactions are introduced. This need is indicated
by the singularity in defining the free propagator. The way we resolve this problem captures a certain pattern of
symmetry breaking because the time reversal always involves a complex conjugation which distinguishes among the
different ways of avoiding the poles.

The different integration contours correspond to adding different infinitesimal imaginary part to the one-particle
energy, wp — wp £ i€, with € — 07 which is equivalent to the infinitesimal imaginary shift of the rest mass, m? —
m? + ie.

What we want to achieve is the slight suppression of the excited states. In view of the phase factor e generated
by the time evolution for an eigenstate of the Hamiltonian we needs £ — E — ie for the excited states, £ > 0. The
two-point function (117) propagates the anti-particle like excitations backward in time therefore, the negative energy
single particle states should be suppressed for t — —oo which requires E — E + ie for E < 0. The Feynman-contour,
C in Fig. 1, is called after his inventor and corresponds to the shift m? — m? — je. The correct expression of the
Feynman propagator is

—iEt

dp e w(@=y)
= 12
G(xa y) / (27T)4 pg 7 mg 4 i€ ( 6)

and one should bear in mind that whenever we carry out the energy-momentum integral the energy integral must be
made first leaving the momentum integration at later stage.
For completeness we give the propagator for higher spin particles, too. The Lagrangian

1

2
v m
L=~ F"Fuy + - AFA,

_ %(Q“A#)Q (127)

describes a massive spin 1 particle and the corresponding free propagator is

iGuu(z,y) = (0|T[Au(2)A, (y)]]0)

. dp —ip-(z—y) Guv — % %
= — K m m . 128
Z/(27r)4e p27m2+ie+p27’;l—;+ie (128)
The propagator of spin 1/2 fermions, described by the Lagrangian
L = 4[ip— m]y (129)

iGagp(z,y) = (0T [¢a(z)Ps(y)]]0)
- dp e~y
B / (@m)tp—m +ie

R P N L
= ip-(z . 1
Z/ (27r)4e p? —m? + e (130)

C. Weak form of Wick theorem

We have seen the explicit construction of the two-point function. The higher order Green functions can be obtained
by means of the Wick theorem.
Let us consider the vacuum expectation value

A= <0|G(Q1)G(Q2)GT(Pl)aT(P2)|O> (131)
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for the sake of a simple example. The canonical commutation relations yield

A = (0la(q1)[a’ (p1)a(gz) + (27)*2wp, 6(p1 — g2)]a (p2)|0)
= (2m)*2wp, 6(P1 — q2)(27)*2wp, 0(q1 — P2) + (27)*2wp, 6(p1 — q1)(27)*2wp, (g1 — P2). (132)

This quantity is non-vanishing only when each particle, created by the an operators a', is removed by an operator
a. There are two possible pairing possible between the creation and destruction operators, corresponding to the two
contributions in the last line. The two particles are noninteracting therefore their contribution to the matrix element
factorizes.

This simple example shows that the factorization of the Green-function into the products of propagators is achieved,
as for any other identity for expectation values in the vacuum, by means of the canonical commutation relations. In

=N
order to deal with time-dependent fields one introduces the pairing or contraction, AB, of two operators, A and B
which satisfy the commutation relation

[4, Ble = c(4, B)1, (133)

with some c-number function, c¢(A, B). We seek the pairing with the following two properties:
=
1. (0| AB |0) = (0|T[AB]|0),
=
2. AB = f(A,B)1, f(A, B) being a c-number.

~~
The choice AB = T[AB] violates condition 2. for the free particle plane waves as noted after Eq. (119). To recover
point 2 without loosing point 1 we define

A~
AB =T[AB]- : AB : . (134)

The property 1 is obviously satisfied. If the order of the operators A and B is the same after the time and the normal
ordering the we have point 2, as well, with f(A, B) = 0. If the order is different then there is a relative sign, &,
between the two contributions and the commutator (133) can be used to prove f(A, B) = +¢(A, B). Note that the
contraction is non-vanishing for canonically conjugated pairs only.

The complete field operator in the space-time ¢(z), usually consists of the sum of annihilation and creation operators,
corresponding to the positive and negative energy parts, ¢(z) = A(z) + Bf(z), as in Eq. (69) in the case of a scalar
field. The pairing is additive and non-vanishing between creation and annihilation operators of the same particle only,

e.g.

¢(x)o"(y) = [A(z) + B'(@)][AT(y) + B(y)]

= A(z)A(y)+ B'(2)B(y), (135)
Let us consider the Green function

iQG(JEl,xz,ybyz) = <O|T[¢(~T1)¢($2)¢T(y1)¢T(y2)]|0> (136)
as an example. The first application of the definition (134) yields the result

—_——~
(1, 22,91,52) = (OT[p(1)[@(w2)0" (1) + : d(a2)e! (31) 167 (32)]]0)
(0l ¢(x1)¢' (y2) [0)(0] d(x2) " (31) [0) + (OIT[$(x1) = d(x2)" (1) = 6T (32)]]0)- (137)

Note that the time ordering remains valid between the operators inside and outside of the normal ordering in the last
term, which can be written as

(OIT [¢(x1) (€A (y1) Al2) + A(x2) B(y1) + BT (22) AT (y1) + B (2) B(y1))¢' (12)]]0).- (138)

Since canonically conjugate pairs contribute only this expectation value assumes the form

—_—~ —_—~
E0] A1) AT (y1) [0)(0] A(x2) AT (y2) [0) + (0] BT (1) B(y1) 10){0] A(z2) A (32) |0)
—_—~ —_—~
+&(0] A1) AT (1) [0)(0] BY (2) B(y2) [0) + £(0] BT (1) B(y1) [0)(0] B (22) B(y2) [0) (139)
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after using the definition (134) again. We have finally

—_— N ——  ——

G (w1, 2,51, 92) = (0] $(1)8T (y2) [0)(0] $(22) 8" (1) 0) + £(0] $(1)9" (1) [0)(0] $(2) " (y2) |0). (140)

The generalization of this argument for n-point functions is straightforward though somehow laborious. One
possibility is to establish a recursive proof. Another way is to rely on the generator functional, as described in
Appendix G. The third, shortest, but most formal way to proceed is to use the path integral representation of
transition amplitude, the direction not followed in this notes.

The key qualitative observation to find the expression for a general free Green function is is that the harmonic
oscillators, corresponding to different momentum sectors are non-interacting. Therefore, the contributions to the
Green functions factorizes into the product of expectation values in different sectors, the pairings. Let us consider
the for instance the Green function

"Go(1, - Ty Y1, -5 Yn) = OT[D(21) - - ()b (41) - - 6T (yn)]]0)o (141)

and the point among x1,...,Zn,y1,. ..,y With the earliest time coordinate. A particle or an anti-particle is created
there which must be removed by another operator before reaching the bra (0| for ¢ = co. Such an elementary operation
is repeated at n — 1 other points. The contribution to the Green function will be the sum of different possible choices
of the pairs of space-time events, corresponding to the insertion and extraction of an elementary excitation. Once
the pairs have been chosen the transition amplitude of the elementary excitations are multiplied together. The result
is the weak form of Wick theorem, stating that the 2n-point function is the sum over all possible pairing of the an
operator ¢ with a ¢f,

inGO(xlv sy Iy Y1y e yn) = Z gawiGO(zl - yﬂ'(l)) e ZGO(:C” - yﬂ'(’ﬂ))? (142)
TESy

where the summation over S;,, the permutation of n objects and o, = 0,1 is the order of the permutation 7. For real
scalar field we have

) "
iG(1,. .., 2,) = on Z G(-Tw(l) - wﬂ(g)) s G(ac,r(gn,l) — xw(gn)), (143)

TESan

where denominator follows from the observation that there are n! possible order of the n pairs of space-time points
yielding identical contributions and the factor 2™ arises from the double counting of each pairs.

D. Examples

It is the easiest to demonstrate the higher orders in the framework of a simpler scalar model described by the
Lagrangian

1 2
L= 50,00"6 — ¢ — 26! (144)

and look into the propagator of a particle in O (92) in perturbation expansion,
OIT[6(y)So(@)][0) = (OIT[o(y)e™# #*"Do(w)]j0)
= Y () a1 dere e 0T ) 6 ot]l)

n=0
— OTws@N0) - 2 [ d=0T6)é )6(@)0)
+(2(if]))2 / dz1dz2(0|T[p(y) 9" (21)8" (22)p(2)]|0) + O (¢°) - (145)

The Feynman graph of O (go), depicted in Fig. 2 consists of a single line connecting the initial and final particles
and its contribution is

OIT[¢(y)SH()]|0)* = (O|T[$(y)p(2)]|0) = iG(x, y). (146)
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y X

FIG. 2: The Feynman graphs O (go) contributing to the propagator (145).
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FIG. 3: The Feynman graphs O (g) contributing to the propagator (145).

The O (g) graphs, shown in Fig. 3, give

(OIT[6(y)So ()]0} = 74—? dz{0|T[p(y)¢* (=)(x)]|0) (147)

= —%g/dziG(y,z)iG(z,z)iG(z,x)—%g/dziG(y,z)iG(z,z)iG(z,z)

(a) (b)

where the factor 4! in the denominator is eliminated in the second line by the number of possible joining of the internal
propagator line to the vertex at z and the other factors in the denominators arise due to the double counting of graphs
by exchanging end points of an internal line or exchanging different internal lines attached to the same vertex. Graph
(a) gives in momentum space

G (p) = / dye™ P02 (0|T[g(y) S ()]0}

g —ip(y— dpi  dpy dps o (4 2) o (2—2) +ips (2—
_ 9 [ gue-irtv-o [ 4 iP1 (y—2)-+ipa(s—2) +ipa (+—2)
2 / ye / 2(27‘_)4 (277)4 (27'(')4 G(pl)G(pQ)G(p3)e

_ 9 —iply=e) [ W1 _dp2 dps o vage ip1y—ipsz
2/dy€ /(27T)4 (27T)4 (27T)4 (27T) 6(p1 p3)G(p1)G(p2)G(p3)e

9 2 dp2
= 7§G (p)/ (27T)4G(p2)
_ 9 1 dpo 1
- ¢ / : (148)

(p2 —m2 + ie)? 27)4 p3 — m? + ie

Graph (b), being disconnected, is canceled by the normalization of the vacuum-to-vacuum transition amplitude in the
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denominator

(OIT(6(y)SH()]10) (149)

) = T ls70)

In fact, the normalized propagator is

e DT - § ] dOT6EE eI |
Gl (7) (0[0) — % [ d=(0]¢*(=)[0) o)

— Ol - [ d=0Tiowo o)) + HOT6wew0) [ d=olé(2)0) + O (57)

*z
— TR0} - [ dOToweE)ow]0). + O (¢). (150)

This is a special case of a general theorem, asserting the cancellation of disconnected diagrams in calculating well
normalized Green-functions.

FIG. 4: The Feynman graphs O (g2) contributing to the propagator (145).

The connected O (g2) graphs, shown in Fig. 4, give

0TS0 = S [ dadeaOITI00)6* (2)0 (=)o) 0)
= (*Zg) /dndzm’G(y — 21)iG(z1 — 21)iG (21 — 22)iG (22 — 22)iG (22 — )

(a)

+ (_;"g) /dzleQzG(y — 21)[’LG(2’1 — Zl)]siG(ZQ — ac), (151)

(b)
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and the momentum space expressions are

iCP(p) = / dye™P0=2) (0| T[6(y)S(x)]]0)?

19 iply—z dpy dps
=~ dye= P~ )/d21d22(2T)4"'WG(p1)G(pz)G(p3)G(p4)G(p5)

% eipl (y—z1)+ip2(z1—21)+ip3(z1 —2z2)+ip2 (22 —22)+ip3(z2—x)

- )| [ apm] (152)

and

iG (p)

/ dye™ W= (0| T[¢(y)Sp(x)]]0)

ig® ) d d
= —%/dyeﬂp(y—l)/dzld@ LA p54G(Pl)G(Pz)G(Ps)G(P4)G(P5)

et )
x etP1(y—21)+ip2 (21 —22)+ips (21 —22) +ip2 (21— 22) +ips (22 —)
tg dps dp
- ey [ 37 (a1 O G W) — P2 — ) (153)

Let us consider now QED as a more realistic theory. The total Lagrangian is
T . [
L = [ivH (0, — ieA,) — mlp — ZF“ Fu (154)

with F,, = 0,4, —0,A,. The quadratic part of the Lagrangian gives rise to the free, non-interacting time evolution
and the cubic part represent the minimal coupling interaction with

H; = e/dgm/}y“wA#. (155)

The e"e™ — e~ e~ elastic scattering amplitude can be written as

A = (O1ss (21) 06, (2 )S¢za1(y1)¢faz(y2)|0>
= (Olebsg, (21) 8y, (22)T[e ™ 4PN VDA (1)) s (y2) 0o

S
"0 n:

X7<O|T[7/}ﬂ1 (21)1, (22)1 (@) (1) Ay (21) -+ (@ V" P(@0) Ap, (2000 (Y1) Pz (2)][0)0.  (156)

The vacuum expectation value is taken for non-interacting fields therefore the electron and photon sectors factorizes,

A= S EEE Lt O 02) -4 (0

n!
n=0
X (0T[5, (2108, (22) W (21)7" (1) - - Y (@ )7 Y (20) P, (41) Pz (42)]10)o
= (O, ()0 (22) s (1 i ()]0
L [ s 0T, (o) A, w20
< (01T T, (210 () ) )12 i, (s ()00 + O () (157)

The leading order, O (62) connected graph, the one-photon exchange shown in Fig. 5, corresponds to the contributions

+

AL — /dmdwﬂDum( — 2)iGp ey (21 — T1)VEL 1 1Gpron (T1 — Y1)iGg ks, (22 — 22)702,,9G pras (T2 — Y2)
+e? /dxldxgiDM#2 (1 — 22)iGpy s, (21 — 1)V 5 1Gpran (T1 — Y2)iG g, (22 — @2)7E2,,1G py0s (T2 — Y11)B8)

The vertex where a photon line ends at an electron line is shown in an enlarged manner in Fig. 6.
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Y1

FIG. 5: One-photon exchange between two electrons.

FIG. 6: The electron-photon vertex in bubble notation.

E. Feynman rules

We present briefly the general rules of constructing the contributions to the perturbation series. Let us suppose
that we are interested in the transition amplitude between the initial state of n,_ electrons created by ¢, (y; "), ni+
J

positrons created by 1 (y;”) and n;o photons created by Ao (yéo) and the final state consisting of ny_ electrons
J J

created by ’lﬁa_—f(yj_f), nfy positrons created by v _+s (yjf) and ngo photons created by A ro (yjfo). The O (ef)
contributions to this amplitudes can be constructed in the following manner. ’

First we make the list of different graphs by placing the symbols on the paper, representing the space-time in such a
manner that the final electron and positron states are denoted by the exchanged symbols, ¥ and 1, respectively. Next
we place ¢ vertices, bubbles of Fig. 6 on the paper. For such a set of symbols we can construct a number a Feynman
graphs, consisting the distribution of oriented links starting at a 1) symbol and ending at a 1) and non-oriented lines
connecting pairs of A’s. Each different distribution of the lines denotes a different graph.

For a given graph we can construct the corresponding mathematical expression by assigning an electron propagator
iGaiphap(T,y) to each oriented line pointing from a 15(y) to 1 (z), a photon propagator D, (z,y) to each non-
oriented line between the symbols A, (z) and A, (y) and finally a factor iey! 5 to each vertex where the symbols A,
e and g are found. We integrate the product of these expression over the space-time locations of vertices and divide
the whole integral by the order of the symmetry group of the graph. This symmetry group consists of permutations
of the internal lines which leave the graph invariant. The order of the symmetry group is the number of its elements.

The Feynman rules, the assignment of a diagram to each contribution to the scattering amplitude within the
framework of the perturbation expansion, will be demonstrated in the framework of the nuclear field theoretical
model of Eq. (A23). Let us consider the nucleon-nucleon inelastic scattering amplitude,

(Ot s1 (21)875 (22) Shias (y1) ¥ (42) 0)o
(O[5, (21)0 5, (22)T [0S 40T @ (1) s (y2)[0)o (159)

= 23 O [ der o O ) o)) o) oo () s 2o

A

The Feynman rules are slightly different in momentum space. One starts by making the Fourier-transform of
the external leg dependence, after that introduces a four-momentum variable for each line, replaces the propagators
with their momentum space expression, introduces a momentum conserving factor ((2#)45(4) (P) where P is the total
momentum arriving into the vertex and integrates over all momentum variables.
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V. GAUGE THEORIES

The discussion of gauge theories in this chapter is restricted to classical field theory, no issues of quantization will
be considered.

A. Local symmetries

It has been realized only in the fifties by C. N. Yang and R. L. Mills that the global symmetries of physics are
contradicting to the spirit of special relativity. Let us consider for example a global internal symmetry, represented
by the transformation

P(z) = ¥ (2) = wip(z) (160)

acting an the multi-component field variable ¢(x) with w being an element of the symmetry group, typically w € G =
O(n) (real fields) or w € G = U(n) (complex fields). The symmetry is global because we have to apply the same change
of base in the internal space anywhere and anytime in the Universe in order to keep the dynamics unchanged. Is the
rigid application of the symmetry transformation really necessary in our world where special relativity holds? One
can not exchange information between two locations in the space-time separated by space-like interval, At? — Az? < 0
according to special relativity. How can then be a problem in using different bases in describing the physics at space-
like-separated regions? The symmetry transformations which seem to be in harmony with special relativity should
concern change of bases in locations which can exchange physical signals.

The suggestion of Yang and Mills is to give up any correlations among bases used at different space-time locations
and to us local symmetries,

(@) = () = w(z)(x). (161)

This is another extreme possibility, opposite to the global transformations. It creates obvious problems if applied to
space-time regions with time-like separation, At?> — Az? > 0 which can exchange signals. We shall briefly come back
to this problem, the issue of gauge-fixing later.

Let us, for the sake of example, consider a world with up and down quarks and strong interactions only. The
definition of a quark being up or down is a convention used by physicists to construct models and communicate the
results of their work. Physicists at different laboratories may use different definitions, called in general conventions
below. Experimental physicists need no conventions for their work since measurements are performed without making
any reference to internal spaces and bases. But they need conventions, as well, to compare their findings with model
predictions. In this imaginary world the physics is the same whatever type of convention is used. We assume now that
this physics is invariant under local SU(2) isospin transformations, w(z) € SU(2), and inquire about the consequence
of this postulate. We shall follow gauging, the modification of a Lagrangian from a global symmetry group, called
the gauge group G to the same symmetry group but in realized in a local manner. The resulting complete symmetry
group of the theory, G = ®[], G, is gigantic and has infinite dimensions. We shall see that the price of such an
upgrade of the symmetry is the introduction of a symmetry group valued vector field, the gauge field.

Let us start with a theory defined by the Lagrangian L(¢,0¢) with global symmetry, w € G. The Lagrangian
has ultra-local terms, involving the field variable ¢(x) at strictly the same space-time point, such as the mass term
1m2¢q(z)pa(x) or a local potential U(¢q(2)¢q(x)). There is no difference between global and local symmetry trans-
formations as far as these terms are concerned. But pieces of the Lagrangian involving space-time derivative of the
field are actually detecting the variation of the field on the space-time and are not strictly local. What is important
from the point of view of the symmetry is that the transformation rule

Oud(x) = 0,0% (x) = Jpwo(x) = wi,é(x) (162)
of the global symmetry transformation is modified for local symmetry briefly gauge transformations,
Oud(x) = 0,9" (z) = Ouw(z)9(x) = w(x)0ud(x) + (Ouw(z))d(), (163)

the trouble maker being the last term. It arises because the derivative compares the field values at neighboring points,

0, 0(0) — 1 2 ) — 9(2)

e—0 €

(164)

and this term represents the contribution due to the different conventions in different points. This contribution
should not be there if by difference of the field variables we mean ”physical” difference. We should transform the
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field variables into the same convention before subtraction. The expressing of the field at y into the convention of z,
d(y) = w(z < y)o(y), is a change of basis again. We are interested in this transformation for space-time points within
each others vicinity when, the continuous dependence on the space-time coordinate assumed, this transformation is
close to the identity. The possible moves of y into a neighboring x are characterized by an infinitesimal vector
Azt =z — y* and the corresponding change of base

W(y+ z)=1-Az"A,(z) + O (A’z) (165)

is given in terms of four generators of the gauge group, A,(x) corresponding to the possible linearly independent
moves of the point . The use of a basis 7%, a = 1,..., N for the Lie-algebra (generators) of an N-dimensional gauge
group allows us to write

Ay(x) = AZ(QU)T“ (166)
for real gauge groups and
Au(x) = Aj (z)it® (167)

for complex gauge groups. The generators are antisymmetric or hermitian matrices for real or complex gauge groups,
respectively. In the case of the gauge group SU(N) a natural choice of basis is which satisfies the normalization
condition

1
tr 7070 = §5ab. (168)
and the commutation relations
[7%,7%] = if*ere (169)

where the structure constants f2°¢ is symmetric with respect to cyclic permutations.
The measurable quantities are obviously independent of the choice of basis for the field variable therefore they must
be gauge invariant.

B. Geometry and dynamics

The space-time points are called events because they express that something happened ”here and now”. We need
an internal space for the more complete characterization of the events, for the specification of what kind of particles
has been seen "here and now”. Thus the manifold carrying these information is M = R* ® I where the first factor
denotes the external space and the second one stands for the internal space, eg. I = R for a real scalar field and
i = R" for an n-component real field, etc. This manifold remains unchanged when a global symmetry is implemented.
But local, gauge symmetries requires the further extension of the manifold because the internal space points are
given in terms of a locally freely changeable basis. In order to preserve the possibility of comparing internal space
points, particle types, residing at different space-time locations we have to keep track how conventions change in the
space-time. Thus our manifold is M = R* ® G ® I, G being the symmetry group acting locally helping to identify the
symmetry transformation w(z) € G for each space-time point which brings the convention at x into the same ’reference
convention’, defined for any observation. The matter, represented as particles or points, p, in the third factor p € I
of M is distributed in the space-time, R*, and the second factor G is needed to find the physical interpretation of the
point p in terms of generally accepted and used names. We shall see that the interactions influence the geometry of
the first two factors in M, namely general relativity, gravitation, and interactions described by Yang-Mills theories
are equivalent with the appearance of curvature in the external space R* and R* ® G, respectively.

The similarity between differential geometry and gauge theory will be demonstrated below by the introduction of
few common key constituents, covariant derivatives, parallel transport and the curvature tensor.

C. Covariant derivative

Once we have an expression for the compensation needed to bring the field around a space-time point into the
convention at the same point we can define the covariant derivative

D, =08, +A, (170)
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as the derivative of the field ¢(z) computed always in the convention at x by

Dud(e) = iy [ A+ enllblo + eny) = 9o

= (Ou+ Au)o(2). (171)

The gauge field which appears in the definition of the covariant derivative is sometime called compensating field since

its role is to compensate out the contributions of the inhomogeneous conventions from the derivative of a physical
field.
Let us now find out the transformation rule for the gauge field A, (z) during the gauge transformation

P(x) = ¢¥(2) = w(z)Y(z). (172)

The covariant derivative is the derivative of the field computed in fixed convention therefore D, ¢(z) transforms in
the same way,

Dyip(x) = (O + Apu(@))9(2) = D (x) = (O + AG (2))1" (2) = w(@) Dypip(x) = w(@) (0 + Au(@))(z),  (173)

yielding

W(Oy + Ay = (Op + A;Y™ = (W) + Wit + Ajjwp (174)
and
wA, = Ouw + Ajw. (175)
Let us use the space-time derivative of the identity w(z)w'(z) = 1,
0= (dw)w' +wd,w', (176)
to write
Ay — AY = w(0, + Ay w'. (177)

The transformation rule (173) gives the rule of replacing the partial derivative with covariant derivative in the
Lagrangian,

L(¢,0¢) = L(¢, D¢) = L(9, (0 +iA)9), (178)

as the rule of gauging. The interaction induced in this manner between the particle described by the field ¢ and the
gauge field is called minimal coupling.

Notice that relation between gauging and the construction of the Noether current. The new coordinates intro-
duced in Chapter A 2, related to the global symmetries transformations, are actually local, gauge transformations.
Furthermore, the term O (A) of the Lagrangian

L6.0+i4)0) = £(6,00) + 205 iasrgs 4 0 (42
“w
= L(¢,0¢) — J""A, + O (A%), (179)

is the scalar product of the Noether current given by Eq. (A40) and the gauge field of the symmetry in question.

D. Parallel transport

Since two internal space vectors residing at two different space-time locations can not be compared in their natural
bases we need a definition what physically equivalent internal space vectors mean at different space-time points. This
is achieved by the parallel transport,a generalization of the construction of the covariant derivative.

Let us consider a continuously derivable path v/ : [0,1] — R* in the space-time with v#(0) = 2 and v#(1) = 2} as
initial and final points, respectively and a field ¢(x) defined on this path. We would like to characterize the situation
that the values of this field long our path, ¢(y(s)) are physically equivalent, despite the possible dependence of the
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components of ¢(y(s)) on s when expressed in terms of local bases. Suppose that we have a physical method to check
the equivalence of the field along the path. The resulting field ¢(vy(s)) satisfies the equation

¢(y) = Wy (y, 2)p(x) (180)

where W, (y,z) is a symmetry (basis) transformation which naturally depends on the choice of the points x and y
and a somehow surprising manner will also depend on the path ~, too.

We have just assumed that the function W, (y, z) is well defined say by experimental physicists. Since this function
compensate the change of conventions along the path it should closely be related to the compensating field A, (z)
introduced in defining the covariant derivative. In fact, the compensation introduced in Egs. (165) and (171) are
parallel transports for infinitesimal distances. The covariant derivative gives the change of a numerical components of
a field after the elimination of the contributions due to the changing conventions. The condition of parallel transport
is thus

dy#
5 Dud(r(s)) = 0. (181)
S
It shows that the space-time dependence is just canceling the convention dependence and can be written as an equation
for the parallel transport transformation
dH
%Dquv(y, z) =0 (182)

according to Eq. (180). This equation looks like the Schrodinger equation, Eq. (E10), with time dependent Hamilto-
nian, S(s) = C%”Dyu and its solution will be obtained, accordingly, by the generalization of the time ordered product
(E11). The path ordered product of non-commuting objects defined along the path v is defined as

T[A(sa)B(sp)] = ©(sa — sp)A(sa)B(sp) + O(sp — sa)B(sp)A(sa) (183)
and the desired parallel transport,

W, (y,z) =P [e* I WAM} -p [ef I3 ds%fxuw(s))} : (184)

satisfies Eq. (182) what can be seen by repeating the steps (E16)-(E16). A more illuminating argument is the
following: Let us write first the integral in the exponent in Eq. (184) as

1 i(s N dvi (s
[ as 00 = Jim > T s (185)

where s; = j/N. The exponential function of an operator is defined by its Taylor-series,

N N
I T 1 dy*(sj) 1 dnyt(s4,) dy*(sj,)
R D D s L R D e P MG K CIC ) S
j=1 Ji,J2=1
(186)
and the path ordering applies term-by-term,
. Lo~ (sy) Lo~ ) "(5) pr g )
Wy (y, @) = lim |1 - N; —as bt N Jz‘::l ds 7s Pl (s5)) Au(r(s32))] + -+
(187)
We would have
N 3 dvH(sy)
W,Y(y, 1;) = Jvhm H e N ds A#('Y(Sj)) (188)
—00
j=1

according to the well known rule e®e® = et?_ valid for numbers, without paying attention to the non-commutativity

of the objects occurring in the product. But the path ordering places the contributions corresponding to higher j
more to the left in the products and we find

1 dvH(sn) 1 dyH(s
Wy(y,2) = Jim e % SHEAGEN) o d A ) (189)
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by repeating the same resummation as in Eq. (188). The path ordering succeeded in factorizing the dependence on
the N-th division point to the integral at the very left of the product. The final step is the calculation of the partial
derivative of W along the path,

1 dy" L dy"(sn)
Ngﬁyuwv(y,x) = Wy(y,z) = W, (y NTVT
_ [e— LN AL (y(sn)) _ ]1} —E TN AL (v 1)) | g D A (1)
- 7idv“(SN) 1 dV“ SN) .
N ds ’
1 dy(1)
A 1
N s AWy (y, @), (190)

which yields Eq. (182).
The parallel transport transformation, WS, (y, x), satisfies a simple multiplication rule. Let us consider two joined
paths, y1 and 72, with 71 (1) = 42(0). Their sum, v; + 72, is the path obtained by following first v; and after s,

i =109 0SSk, o)
The path ordering gives
Wit (02(1), 71(0)) = Wi, (72(1), 72 (0)) W, (72.(1), 71 (0)).- (192)

E. Wilson-loop

The use of the parallel transport in gauge theory is the construction of the Wilson loops, a complete set of gauge
invariant observables. They are called complete because their knowledge allows us to reconstruct the gauge field up
to a gauge transformation.

We start by the gauge transformation properties of the parallel transport,

w(y)oly) = Wiy, v)w(x)p(z)
We(y,z) = w(y)W,(y,z)w’(2), (193)
indicating that the parallel transformation corresponding to a closed loop changes by a similarity transformation,

W (z,2) = w(z)W, (z, z)w’(z) (194)

Y

and its trace,
wly] = trWy(z, z) (195)

called Wilson-loop, is gauge invariant.

The physical interpretation of a Wilson-loop is that its vacuum expectation value gives the amplitude of the creation
and annihilation of a particle-anti particle pair in the vacuum. Let us construct the initial state by placing a fermion
corresponding to the fundamental representation of the group SU(n) at the location B = (t;, x,) in the space time
and its anti-particle at A = (¢;, @4p). We consider a rectangular Wilson for simplicity where the charges are at rest.
This can be achieved by assuming that their mass is very large and their dynamics in space can be ignored. Therefore
the final state contains a particle at C' = (tf, «,) and an anti-particle at D = (ff, @qp), cf. Fig. 7. The Lagrangian

L = S0 (0 + 1A — 0 — BiAu )] — miby
= %W’Y#G;ﬂp - (%%“w — mypp] — QZVHAuw (196)

yields the Hamiltonian

H(t):/d‘q’w[m?/_}(w)i/f( ) + At ) (@) Thp ()] (197)
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FIG. 7: Wilson-loop corresponding to the creation and annihilation of a pair of particle-anti particle.

in the limit m — oo and the time evolution operator
U =T[e 7 #H®)] (198)

in the Schrodinger representation.
The canonical anti-commutation relation

{v(t.2), v (t,y)} = d(z —y) (199)

shows that the fermion field operator can be used to create or destruct a particle or anti-particle at a given space
location. Let us introduce the states |7), = ¥3(x,)Xa|0) and |j)ap = X192 (24p)|0) corresponding to the j-th basis
vector of the fundamental representation where the internal index j and Dirac index « are shown explicitly on the
field operator 7 (z) and y, is a Dirac bi-spinor corresponding to a positive energy solution of the free Dirac-equation.
The pair must be in a neutral, ie. singlet state which is

NE

|1/}>z = : |.7>p ® |j>ap
= > (W (B, A))kli)p @ [K)ap
jk=1
|"/)>f - Z (W’Yz (Ca D))j,k|j>p ® |k>ap
jk=1

(200)

where the horizontal paths of the Wilson-loop are used to construct the state by means of conventions defined at the
same space-time points, in other words, the structure, showed in the first line is given in the conventions of the point
B of the particle.

The time evolution operator for an infinitesimal time At is

(jle” W k), = <j|[1*Z’At/dgsc[mi/?(t,m)w(tvw)+AZ(t,m)w(t,w)v“#i/f(t,m)]l@p

= 65k — IAL( M (t, @)Y (t, @) + AL(E, @) (8 @)V THU(E, )] )
= 0 k(1 —iAtm) — iALAG(t, @) (T5) .k (201)

up to terms O (AtQ). The multiplication of expressions like this in the chronological product yields the time evolution
operator for the internal space dynamics of the particle and the antiparticle

Up _ T[efifttif dt[erAo(t,zp)]],
Uap = T[e_ifttif dt[m_A(’;(tvwap)]]

_ (T[e_i fttif dt[—erAo(t,a:ap)]])*7 (202)
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respectively. Finally we can put everything together for the transition amplitude,
Ap = (slU[i)

= m 0 xT tf —m 0 Tq *
S (o (€, D))y o Te ™ e Aoty gy (W (B, A)) ol |(T e~ o A Aotmeny gy
§i'kk!'=1

.t Lt
= Z W, (C. D))y o (7' [Tle ™ el oty iy (W (B, A)) i (k|(T[e™ S ot totaayipp

77’ kk’=1
= ¢ TaWl (C, D)W, (C, B))W,, (B, AA\WI, (D, A)
= e Ty + 3 + 72 + 7] (203)

which is indeed the Wilson-loop up to a trivial self energy factor.

The Wilson-loop can be used to read off the potential between static charges. The creation and annihilation of
the charges induce transient phenomena for the dynamics of the gauge field, to be specified below, which are in a
good approximation independent of the time-span of the propagation of the charges. If these phenomena could be
neglected then we could identify the amplitude with e=2"T==TV(2=Y) where V(x) is the interaction energy of a
static particle-anti particle singlet pair inserted in the vacuum. By letting the ¢ —¢; — oo the transient effects, being
o ((t F— ti)o), become negligible compared to the contribution of the particle-anti particle pair energy, an O (ty — t;)
contribution, and we have

. 7
2m+ V(zp — Tap) = Th—I>I<1>o T In(0|w[ys + v3 + 72 + 71]|0) (204)

where the expectation value is taken for the gauge field vacuum.

F. Curvature or field strength tensor

The Wilson-loop plays important role in geometry, it defines the curvature tensor. Let us consider the parallel
transport of a field (or vector in the language of differential geometry) along a rectangle defined by the edges z, « +u,
T+ u+ v and x + v in space-time, u and v being infinitesimal, non-parallel vectors. The change of the field during
the parallel transport is infinitesimal, as well, ¢ — ¢ 4+ d¢ and should be linear in u, v and ¢ itself. Therefore one
expects the relation

50" = RS utv" ¢b. (205)

We use here covariant and contravariant internal indices in discussing the curvature tensor because the internal space
is identical with the external one in differential geometry and general relativity. For non-gravitational gauge theory
on should simply disregard the position of the internal indices. The coefficients R¢ , form a tensor, called curvature
tensor in differential geometry because they appear in a covariant equation. According to the definition of the parallel
transport, Eq. (184),

Rzybuuvu ~ (eU»G(z)eu‘G(m-l-'u)e—U»G(z-l—u)e—u‘G(z))g

~ [(HU.G@H%[U.G@P) (Il—i—u-G(m—l—v)+%[u-G(m+v)]2)
x (ﬂv-G(z+u)+%[v~G(z+u)]2) (nu~G(z>+%[u~G(x)12)r

b
~ (1 —whv’F); (206)

The field strength tensor, alias curvature tensor, is

Fu =[D,,D,] = 0,A, — 0, A, +[Au, A (207)
It is a generator valued field,
Fu = F;,78, (208)
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with
F, = 0,A% — 9,A% + f*°AD AS. (209)

The curvature measures the non-triviality of the parallel transport along an infinitesimal closed loop. In a similar

manner, the gauge field strength is the measure of the non-triviality of the parallel transport of a state along a closed

path. Another way saying this is that curvature or field strength is non-vanishing in a region if the parallel transport

is path dependent there. In fact, let us break a closed loop v into two parts, v = 1 + 2, like in Fig. 7 and notice that

the conditions W, 4, (A, A) = W,, (B, A)W,, (A, B) = 1 and W, (B, A) = W' (A, B) = W_1(B, A) are equivalent.
The transformation rule for the parallel transport on a closed path,

—1
2

1 — u'v” Fl(z) — w(z)[1 — ufv” F, (z)w’ (z) (210)
gives the rule of transformation

F(x) — w(x)F, (v)wf (z). (211)

G. Gauge field dynamics

The gauging, the upgrade of a global symmetry to a local one brings in a generator valued vector field. We are
accustomed to the fact that fields corresponds to particles. Therefore the gauging of a symmetry suggests the presence
of spin 1 bosons in the system. The dynamics of these particle can not come from the Lagrangian (178) because of
the lack of the velocities JpA,, in it. The simplest solution is the add a new term to the Lagrangian L — L + L4
where L 4 satisfies the following conditions:

1. It should be quadratic in the velocities, L4 = O (D?).
2. It should be Lorentz invariant.
3. It should be gauge invariant.

The unique solution of these constraint on a space-time with trivial topology is the Yang-Mills Lagrangian,

L (po )%, (212)

1
—tr(F)? = —— (F°,
( M 492( 2

Lyy =—
Y M 247

which is fixed up to the coupling constant g. It is advantageous to use the notation A, — gA, in perturbation
expansion, giving

1 a rva
Lym = —ZFWFH ; (213)
with
FY, = 0,AL — 9,A% + g Ab AS. (214)

The non-vanishing field-strength is always the indication of the non-triviality of the parallel transport in that region.

Notice that the conditions evoked above restricts the free parameters of the Lagrangian for a single coupling constant
for such set of the generators which have non-vanishing commutation relations among each others. When the gauge
group is a direct product of two subgroups then the generators taken form different subgroups commute and each
subgroup has independent coupling constant.

H. Fundamental interactions

It is a remarkable feature of Nature that all known interactions belong to the class of gauge theories.

Electrodynamics: The electromagnetic interaction is defined as the interaction realized by the gauge field which
enters in physics by the gauging of the Ggrp = U(1) global phase symmetry of Quantum Mechanics. This latter
stands for the invariance of the observables under the transformation ¥ (x) — e~*®4(x) of the wave function. The
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upgrading of this symmetry to gauge symmetry leads to the introduction of a single vector field (the group U(1) is
one dimensional) ¢4, (x) (the only generator of U(1) is 7 = i) and the gauging rule 9, — 9, +i%A,, p — p + %A

_ 1
L=vy(iD,y" +m)p — 4—€2ij. (215)
The traditional notation is A, — eA:
_ 1
L — @i0uy* +m —eAy")Y — ZFil, (216)

The parametrization w = e¢~*® leads to the gauge transformation rules

Y(x) = e *@y(x), A, — A, +0, (217)

Weak interaction: Let us start with the the chiral left spinors (ur(z),dr(z)) for the up and down quarks. The
strong interaction has a global isospin SU(2) symmetry which mixes the left and right chiral spinors in the same
manner. The weak interaction is not parity invariant therefore it influences the left and right fermions differently. Let
us take isospin transformations acting on the left chiral quark spinors only,

b () = <§§Eg) = wipp(z) = " (Zig) , up(e) »up(z),  dr(z) - dr(2), (218)

o*® denoting the Pauli matrices, the generators of the SU(2) group. The gauge theory, based on this global symmetry
contains three gauge fields, A,(z) = AZ(m)%, corresponding to the generators of the group SU(2)r, the Pauli
matrices. To complete the transformations on the quark isospin doublet we introduce an U(1)y phase transformation
operating on both spinors,

@ ‘buL(x), dr(z) = e_iydq)dL(x). (219)

ur(z) = eV Pup(x), dr(z) — e" W% dp(2), up(x) — e Wu
The gauging of this Uy (1) global symmetry leads to an additional gauge field. These four gauge fields, arising from the
local symmetry Ggw = SU(2)r, ® U(1)y describe the unified electro-weak interactions in the Georgi-Glashow-Salam

model.

Strong interaction: The hadron states constructed in the quark model show a three-fold degeneracy in color space.
This implies an Gg = SU(3) symmetry group,

1 () 1 ()
(@) = [ P2(2) | = w [ P2(2) |, (220)
¥3(x) ¥3(x)
w € SUg(3) which generates 8(=dimSU (3)) gauge fields. These, coupled to the Noether currents
Ji(x) = Pla)y r(x) (221)

by minimal coupling represent the strong interactions. The Lagrangian is

. 1
L= 3 0GDu0" +mp)y = 5 str(F)?
f
n . . aTa 1 a a aoc c
=>4y (zaﬂﬂ +my g A o H) vy = 7 (0u A7 — 0, A7, + gf be A AG)? (222)
f

where f is the flavor index and 7% are the Gell-Mann matrices.

Gravity: The equivalence principle states that the gravitational forces can locally be eliminated by a suitable chosen
coordinate system. Thus we can introduce a local coordinate system around a given point of space-time where flat
space and Lorentz symmetry is recovered at the point in question. This principle leaves a Lorentz transformation
free since this preserves the flat Minkowski space-time structure at the given point. One is thus lead to a gauge
transformation

o) = S(N(A " - ) (223)



35

with the Lorentz group as gauge group. By imposing continuity in space-time we restrict the gauge group to the
proper Lorentz group.

This gauge symmetry is introduced by the equivalence principle, the distinguished feature of the gravitational
interaction therefor one suspects that the dynamics arising in a gauge theory based on this symmetry is General
Relativity. One can actually reproduce Einstein equation of General Relativity as the Euler-Lagrange equation of
such a gauge theory.

VI. SPONTANEOUS SYMMETRY BREAKING

The usual meaning of symmetry in physics is the existence of transformations of the degrees of freedom which
can be carried out at any time. Namely, the performance of a symmetry transformation on the old initial conditions
generates new initial conditions and the time evolution starting from these is identical with the time evolution obtained
by applying the symmetry transformation for the state of the system (as a point in phase space in classical mechanics
and a state vector in quantum mechanics) at any time. This statement refers to the dynamics, the Hamiltonian should
be invariant under the symmetry transformations.

There is another, frequently used context for symmetry when on talks about the symmetry of a given trajectory
in classical mechanics or state in quantum mechanics. For example the circular motion around a point-like mass is
spherically symmetric. But this is a specially simple motion, the spherically symmetric dynamics naturally allows more
complicated, non-symmetrical orbitals. In a similar manner, some of the eigenstates of a symmetrical Hamiltonian
may be symmetrical, others not. For example the electron eigenstates of the non-relativistic hydrogen atom with
non-vanishing angular momentum are not symmetric despite the spherical symmetry of the Coulomb field of the
proton.

The symmetry of the dynamics is not obvious at a glance of the motion of the system, what we see first is
the symmetry of the trajectory or the state. Not all states are equally important, the lowest lying state is more
characteristic of the typical behavior of the system than an excited state. A symmetry is called to be realized in the
Wigner mode or is unbroken if not only the Hamiltonian but the gourd state is symmetric. The symmetry is broken
dynamically or spontaneously if the ground state of a symmetrical Hamiltonian is asymmetric.

Let us write the operator realizing a symmetry transformation as U = €'? in the quantum case. The symmetry of
the Hamiltonian is expressed by the condition [@, H] = [U, H] = 0, the symmetry of the ground state |0) is reflected
in the equation Q|0) = 0 or U|0) = |0). We have therefore

1. Symmetry in the Wigner mode: [Q, H] = [U, H] =0, @Q|0) = 0 and U|0) = |0) or
2. Symmetry spontaneously broken mode: [Q, H] = [U, H] = 0 and Q|0) # 0, U|0) # |0).

A. Discrete symmetries

A simple example for the spontaneously broken space inversion symmetry is the following though experiment.
Let us take a flexible plastic ruler which is approximately straight. Both the dynamics and the shape are reflection
invariant. Push the two end of the ruler towards each other by our hands in a symmetrical manner, ie. with open palm,
perpendicular to the ruler. The ruler develops a curved shape, bent by the pressure exerted by our palm at the end.
The ground state is not symmetrical anymore thought the Hamiltonian rests reflection symmetric. What happened
is that the symmetrical state becomes an unstable equilibrium when the pressure is applied and a weak quantum
or thermal fluctuation makes the system to choose a stable but asymmetric position. In other words, originally the
ground state is non-degenerate (straight ruler) but the pressure makes it degenerate and the system has to choose on
of the several degenerate states, neither of them being singlet alone.

A more elaborate example is offered by the ferromagnet. The order parameter, the local magnetization in a
given direction, is a scalar field ¢(x) and the free energy is supposed to stay invariant under the change of sign,
¢(x) = —p(x). The simplest non-trivial local free energy functional displaying this symmetry is

r

Flol= [ e |3(vol@)? +UG@)] U0 =54 Get g0 (220

in the spirit of the Landau-Ginzburg double expansion, mentioned at Eq. (A70). The inhomogeneities cost free
energy, therefore the lowest free energy configuration must be homogeneous, ¢(x) = ®. The value of & = §y = (p(x))
is chosen by minimizing the potential U(¢). For r > 0 &3 = 0 and for r < 0

Py = \/?. (225)
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One may therefore write T' — T, ~ r in the vicinity of the phase transition.
The previous example can be generalized for particles where the symmetry G = Zs, realized as ¢(x) — —¢(z), is
broken spontaneously. The Lagrangian is

1 m? g
L=< Hep— — > — 2ot 22
S0u00"9 — 9?24, (226)
and the corresponding Hamiltonian reads as
1 1 2
H= /d% Sr? 2 (Ve)? + g2y g (227)
2 2 2 4
with m? < 0 where the canonical momentum,
oL
=——— =90 228
7(2) = oy = 00(o) (228)
is represented by the operator
1 9
=-—". 229
") = % 5a0m) (229)

It is plausible that the field expectation value is space-time independent in the ground state due to the positive
definite nature of the second term in the Hamiltonian. Let us split the field into the sum of its expectation value and
fluctuations,

d(z) = do + x(2) (230)
with
b0 = (0[¢(x)[0). (231)

The value of ¢y can be obtained approximately by ignoring the dynamics of the inhomogeneous modes. In this case
on has simply to minimize the local potential to find

—m2

g

bo ~ (232)

The dynamics of the fluctuations around this homogeneous expectation value is characterized by the Lagrangian

2
L= 2007 - 60+ 007 - S0 + )"

1 23 2
= (0207 = do(m® + gB)x - <m7 + 7%3) ¥ = 0x® + X" = 00 — 64, (233)
=0 S —

_ 21,2
=—2m*=5m¥y

The non-vanishing expectation value for the p = 0, homogeneous mode corresponds coherent states. One can
simplest see this by considering the harmonic oscillator of the particles with vanishing momentum. The harmonic
oscillator potential which leads to non-vanishing coordinate expectation value is a shifted one therefore the Hamiltonian
is

B My

Hy =
2M, 2

(Xo — ¢0)*. (234)
Its ground state is
|0)/ = e~i%0Fo|0) (235)

where |0) is the ground state of the Hamiltonian with unshifted potential because the shift is made by the operator
—$0Fo
€ 3

e%f f(Xo)e ™ = f(Xo + o). (236)
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A special case of the Baker-Cambell-Hausdorff formula,

A+B

e = eAaPe 248 (237)

valid for operators A, B whose commutator, [A, B] commutes with them, shows that the shifted ground state,

[Mow + [Mow + Mow w [Mow T w
|0>/ —e %¢U(a0*ao)|0> —e 02 04)0(1067 %d)oaoe* MOZ ’ ¢3|0> =e 02 0¢0a067 MOQ ’ ¢3|0>7 (238)

is indeed a coherent state with ill defined particle number.
Another, more systematical approach is based on variation method where the ground state wave functional is sought
in the Gaussian form,

o[, 4] = o3 J P rd®y[¢(@)— @)K (x,y)[d(x)— ] (239)

by generalizing the wave function (I1) for (0|¢(x)|0) # 0. The previous argument corresponds to ignoring the
interaction for the particle modes with non-vanishing momentum. The spontaneous symmetry breaking occurs for
m? < 0 and the fluctuations around this vacuum consist of particles with mass my = 2v/—m?2 and

K =+v—-A—4m? (240)

according to Eq. (I4).
The particle number density,

3
n= / (‘217’)’3<0|awp>a<p>|o> (241)

has finite contribution coming from the homogeneous mode, p = 0. One can see this by writing the wave functional
in momentum space,

31) ~ ~
Wo[®,§) = e * J s Py mi+p¥o(p) — 2] (242)
with
3(p) = / Pug(w)e P (243)

and noting that this is a ground state of the appropriate harmonic oscillator for each momentum sector except for
p = 0 where the ground state is shifted, $(0) — ¢#(0) + ®. The lesson is that the vacuum with spontaneous symmetry
breaking contains a homogeneous (Bose-Einstein) condensate.

As an application of spontaneously symmetry breaking let us consider the Yukawa-model for a massless fermion
and scalar particle,

L=l + 50,606~ U(9) — 99, (244)

where the potential is symmetric with respect to the change of sign, U(—¢) = U(¢) and its minimum at ¢ = £¢o # 0
is non-degenerate. As a result, there is a condensate of the scalar particle in the vacuum with say (0|¢(2)]|0) = ¢
(we have to choose one of the degenerate vacua) and the quantum fluctuations are described by the field x(z) where
o(x) = ¢o + x(x). The vacuum expectation value of the scalar field is close to the minimum of the potential for
weakly coupled particles, when g < 1 and the higher than second order derivatives of the potential are small. The
Lagrangian for the fluctuating fields is

L =19[ip— goolt + %%xa“x - %U”(%)XQ — gxp — Ul(go) + O (x*), (245)

where the contributions O (X3) stand for the self interactions of the the scalar particles above the condensate. We

have a scalar particle in this vacuum with mass my = \/U"(¢p) and a massive fermion with mass M = g¢g. The
condensate, generated by the spontaneous breakdown of the formal symmetry ¢ — —¢ of the theory induces a mass
for particles which are massless in the naive, unstable vacuum without condensate.

The importance of the mass generation outlined above is that it is a soft process. A phenomenon might be called
hard or soft if it is present at arbitrary high energy or at low energies only, respectively. The spontaneous symmetry
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breaking is a soft phenomenon because it characterizes the vacuum and the excitations at low energies. In fact, at high
energy the potential energy is negligible compared with the kinetic energy and any effect of the potential energy is
weak. Such difference become important because quantum field theoretical models are in contradiction with continuous
space-time and we have to introduce a minimal distance for the proper treatment. The renormalization of a model is
the limit where this minimal distance tends to zero. Models which give converging observables in this limit are called
renormalizable. There are models, namely gauge theories, where renormalizability excludes certain particles from
having non-vanishing mass. But it might happen, as in the case of weak interactions, where phenomenology strongly
suggests that there are in fact massive particles which should be massless to render their model renormalizable. How
could we have the best from both worlds: on the on hand, keeping the renormalizability in order to be able to ignore
the minimal distance in the theory and the other, having mass for certain particles to reproduce observed phenomena?
Soft processes come to our rescue in such problems. When the mass is generated by a soft process then the massive
behavior of the particle is obvious at low energy but the high energy behavior remains massless.

B. Adiabatic approximation

The symmetry of the vacuum state can not depend on the parameters of the Lagrangian in a continuous manner,
thus the spontaneous symmetry breaking signals a singular point in the observables computed as functions of the
parameters of the theory. It must keep in mind that such a critical points, phase transitions in the physical jargon,
are mathematically possible for infinite systems only, which contains infinitely many degrees of freedom. The fact
that even our Universe has a finite size, suggesting that no phase transition could be observed, raises some problems
to settle before spontaneous symmetry breaking is to be used in model building.

Let us start with a little theorem, that the ground state of the one-dimensional Hamiltonian,

P2
H=—+U() (246)
where U(z) is a bounded function, acting on the space of single-component wave functions, is non-degenerate. This
can be shown by variational method, the lowering of the expectation value of the energy for any test function which
is vanishing at some values of the coordinate. As a result, the ground state wave function which can be chosen to
be real for this Hamiltonian, represented by a real operator, must be non-vanishing for any x. Due to the continuity
of the wave-function (U(z) is bounded) the ground state wave function has a definite sign. Therefore it must be
non-degenerate (degenerate eigenvectors of a hermitian operator are either degenerate or orthogonal and there are
no orthogonal functions with fixed sign). Therefore there is no spontaneous symmetry breaking in this system. A
rather trivial generalization of this theorem shows the absence of spontaneous symmetry breaking in non-relativistic
Quantum Mechanics for finite number of spinless particles. In case of non-vanishing spin the wave function has
several components and the theorem fails, cf. atoms or nuclei with spin S > 0, where the ground state has 25 + 1-
fold degeneracy. One of von Neumann’s theorems, the unitary equivalence of the realizations of the Heisenberg
commutation relations for finite number of spinless non-relativistic particles, supports the same conclusion.

Let us increase the number of particles and consider the typical time scales of the dynamics. The time scale of the
microscopical, elementary processes is in a good approximation independent of the size of the system. But certain
collective modes might slow down and become classical as the number of degrees of freedom becomes large. The
translation and rotation of rigid bodies will serve as an example in the following order of magnitude estimate to
understand the dynamical origin of the breakdown of translation and rotation symmetries in macroscopic bodies. The
symmetry of the dynamics with respect to translations and rotations assures that the total momentum P and angular
momentum L are preserved and their dynamics can be described by a simple model Hamiltonian

1 _ 1 _
Hoon = 5Pj(M Yix P + 5Lj(e Y ieLy (247)
where the elements of the matrices M and O are 3 x 3 matrices whose matrix elements have the order of magnitude
Mﬁcl ~ M~! and ©j; ~# © = MR? for a rigid body of size R. We place the macroscopic body into a heat bath of
temperature T', expressed in Kelvin. Let us see first the when can we consider these collective motions classical. For
this end we estimate the average level splitting compared to the excitation energy,

AE AR P P
fransl M~ AP ~ D (248)
Etransl kBT MkBT RM]CBT
and we find approximately the same ration for rotations,
L? —27
ABror (AT ap L, PR _ B P 107 Py P (249)
Erot kgT OkpT MR2kgT R MkgT R M10-16T RMT
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where the finite constants were ignored in these order of magnitude estimates. The final expression is given in CGS
units.

Thus the motion is semiclassical for macroscopic bodies even at as low temperature as the cosmic background
radiation. The characteristic time scale of these collective motions are

R RM
Vtransl B P

1 © MR RM RM M [M
trot = ==—~/ = R =Ry/——= ~ 10°Ry/ —. 250
"7 Q L~ PR P " \kgTM kT T (250)

This characteristic time scale is extremely large compared to the time scales of microscopic motion therefore the
collective coordinates, such as the position and the orientation of the body can be in a very good approximation
be considered as constants in studying the internal dynamics of the system. The applicability of such an adiabatic
approximation is the dynamical origin of the symmetry broken solution of quantum field theoretical models even if
they are applied for macroscopically large but finite systems despite the general theorem about the absence of such
phenomenon in finite systems.

tiranst =

C. Continuous symmetries

The dynamics of the symmetry breaking becomes considerable more involved if the symmetry broken by a condensate
is continuous. Let us consider the breakdown of the symmetry G = U(1) in a scalar model with complex field, defined
by the Lagrangian

L = 06709 — m*¢"9 — 2 (" )". (251)

The existence of the conserved Noether-current indicates that the particle number is conserved in this model. The
canonical momenta,

oL . . on
T 30d o™, ™ B o (252)
lead to the Hamiltonian
H - /d?’x (0o + 7 D" — I
_ / P [rm+ V6 Yo+ mP6 6+ 2(576)] (253)

The repetition of the free quantum-fluctuation approximation of the real scalar field case above yields the vacuum
expectation value

2
0 [—m
619

(¢(x)) = ¢o = . (254)
and the dynamics of the quantum fluctuations is determined by writing the field variable as
o(x) = p(e)e®),  p(a) 20 (255)
which gives the Lagrangian
L= (@p)" + p*(00)" —m?” — S, (256)

2
A further shift, p(z) = po + x(z), with pg = ,/*Tm2 introduces the fluctuations x(z) governed by the Lagrangian

g g
L= (0x) +2m*x* = S (4pox™ + x") + p3(00)* —m?p§ — Spg (257)

We have a massless particle described by 6 = pg©, called the Goldstone particle and a massive particle with m?% =
—4m?.
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What happened here is a special case of a general theorem: The breakdown of each direction of a continuous
symmetry group generates a massless particle mode. To demonstrate this theorem in a less obvious case let us consider
a model for an n-components scalar field ¢*(z) with a continuous symmetry group corresponding to the infinitesimal
transformations ¢(z) — ¢(z) + do(z) with do(z) = e*7%¢(z) involving the generators {7%, = 1...,N}. The
Lagrangian is assumed to be

1
L = 50,00"6 — U (9) (258)
and the vacuum should contain a condensate,
(0] (x)|0) = &5 (259)
which satisfies the equation
oU
— =0 (260)
9¢ [¢=¢0

in the approximation employed above. A direction in the symmetry group is called unbroken if its generators reserve
the vacuum,

X% = 0. (261)
The symmetry is called broken in directions where the generators change the vacuum,

TV # 0. (262)
The mass square for the different particles in the model are the eigenvalues of the mass matrix

9*U(¢)
M2 =229 263
D090 0¢Y 4y, (263)

because the particles correspond to the normal modes of the quadratic part of the action. The original, formal
symmetry of the model implies

SU = 0,U(d)e*(1%)¢" = 0 (264)
for arbitrary ¢. The derivative of this equation with respect to ¢° is
0 = 0a0.U (9)e” ()¢ + U (9)e” (7)1 (265)

let us now set ¢ = ¢y when the second term is vanishing and we find that either a generator belongs to an unbroken
symmetry direction or there is a vanishing eigenvalue of the mass matrix M?2.

What happens is that the quantum fluctuations of the field experiences no restoring force to the equilibrium position
in the directions of broken symmetries coming from the local potential in the action due to its the degeneracy in these
directions, cf. Eq. (264). The energy of these modes comes from the kinetic energy only, from the space-time
derivatives in the action. This contribution is arbitrarily small for symmetry broken fluctuations which are slowly
varying in the space-time. The relativistic invariance assures that all excitations of the theory are organized into
particle modes. The particle whose energy starts with arbitrary small values is massless. This is the Goldstone boson.

D. Higgs mechanism

The lesson of the spontaneous breakdown of continuous symmetries is that the restoring force for the fluctuations
in the symmetry broken direction comes from the kinetic energy only. What happens when the symmetry in question
becomes a local symmetry? First of all, local symmetries controlling finite number of degrees of freedom (in a theory
with a large but finite UV cutoff) can never be broken dynamically. All what one can expect is that the global part of
the gauge invariance is broken. Such a spontaneous breakdown of continuous gauge symmetry produces a surprising
phenomenon because this weak restoring force acting an the Goldstone-modes disappears. In fact, the local symmetry
is just the statement that fluctuations in the symmetry directions do not change the action, ie. the restoring force of
the equilibrium position is exactly vanishing. One can go further and realize that these modes simply decouple form
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the rest of the system because the gauge transformations, change of conventions, do not influence the gauge invariant,
physical sector of the theory. Thus we expect that in gauge theories the Goldstone-modes decouple from the physical
sector. We note that the condensate arising from the spontaneous symmetry breaking may generate mass to particles,
coupled to the condensed ones. One finds that when the particles are coupled to the gauge field by minimal coupling
then the condensate of the particles participating in the spontaneous symmetry breaking generates mass for the gauge
boson corresponding to the broken directions. The final count is that massless Goldstone-modes disappear from the
physical sector but the gauge field components corresponding to these internal symmetry directions acquire mass.
The massless spin 1 particle has two helicity states, the massive particle has three. Therefore the degree of freedom
represented by the Goldstone-bosons get eaten up by the gauge boson. This is the Higgs-mechanism.

Instead of a general proof let us consider first the simplest case, scalar QED, an Abelian gauge theory with a scalar
particle. The Lagrangian is chosen to be

1
L = _ZFQ + [(fh - ieAu)¢]*(au - ieAuW - m2¢*¢ - %(¢*¢)2
= 0,67 0,0 + 166" 5,0 Ay + (47— m?)6%6 — L6 6) (266)
———

Ju

with m? < 0 which leads to the spontaneous breakdown of the global phase symmetry and the appearance of the
condensate

¢(x) = p(x)e®™) = p(x). (267)

Notice that the Goldstone-modes correspond to the field ©(x) and gauge invariance allows us to set ©(xz) = 0. This is
the gauge choice which removes the Goldstone-modes from the physical sector in a manifest manner. The Lagrangian
becomes

1
L=—7F+(0p) + (4* = m*)p* — gp4 (268)
in this gauge. We now separate off the vacuum expectation value from the scalar field by writing p = pg + x where

—m?2

po = (269)
g
The dynamics of the fluctuations around the condensate is given by the new Lagrangian
1
L= —2F +(0x)" +2m°x* - g(400><3 +xt) + 2 A% (po + x)* — m?pg — gpé (270)
which contains a massive gauge boson,
2,2
mh = oh =~ (271)
and a massive scalar particle,
my = —4m? (272)

which is real, ie. its particle number is not conserved and is coupled to the gauge field in a non-minimal manner. Both
masses introduced in this manner are relevant at low energies and the high energy processes of the model involves
massless gauge bosons and a massive, charged scalar particle.

The case of non-Abelian gauge theories is a bit more complicated. Let us consider the Lagrangian

1
L = —F 40— igAu)0) (9 — igAu)o — U(9)
= 4 0,010,0 +ig81 5,700 A% + g AL A1 — U (9) )
N————

Ji

for the field ¢*(z) where the minimum of the potential U(¢) is degenerate. The mass matrix for the gauge bosons in
the vacuum with spontaneously broken symmetry,

o 0 0
M2 = ¢’ g = <o Mz) (274)

has rank RankM? = n;, where n; is the number of broken directions in the symmetry group, ||75¢0|| > 0. Therefore
we have a massive gauge boson corresponding to each broken continuous symmetry.
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E. Dual superconductor model for quark confinement

The Higgs-phase of a gauge theory has massive gauge bosons and their field strength becomes short ranged as in
the superconducting phase of solids. We shall first outline a simple effective theory, a model containing the relevant
degrees of freedom and applicable in a window of scales only, for the Bardeen-Cooper-Schrieffer superconducting
phase.

BCS superconductivity: The phonon-mediated attractive interaction between electrons is weak in solids but it is
not screened. As a result, it dominates the screened Coulomb-repulsion of electrons at long distances. The low energy
physics of an electron gas with finite density is two-dimensional because the typical particle-hole excitations are close
the the Fermi surface, a two-dimensional manifold. An arbitrarily weak interaction is sufficient in two-dimensions to
create bound states. Thus one expects the appearance of e”e~ bound states in solids at sufficient low temperature,
with kpT being smaller than the binding energy of the pair. The formation of these bound states, Cooper-pairs,
is one ingredient of the BCS ground state of conventional superconductors. The other important point is that the
binding energy is strong enough to overcome the kinetic energy arising from the localization of the electrons in the
loosely-bound Cooper-pairs. As a result the Cooper-pairs form a condensate. This is the BCS vacuum.

The Cooper-pairs are spinless bosons with charge 2e and they will be described by a non-hermitian scalar field ¢(z).
The Lagrangian for the system of interacting Cooper-pairs, (266), is valid up to binding energies of the Cooper-pairs.
This model is considered in the Higgs-phase where the photons are massive and the electromagnetic interaction is
strongly suppressed beyond the distance scale m}l.

Such a screening is the dynamical origin of the Meissner effects, the concentration of magnetic field in the supercon-
ductor into narrow flux tubes. Imagine a superconductor of size L > m;l placed into homogeneous magnetic field.
The magnetic force lines try to dilute themselves within the BCS vacuum where the magnetic field decays rapidly. But
there are no magnetic charges to remove the magnetic flux. What can the magnetic field do in order to decrease its
magnitude preserving the relation 8- B = 07 It piles up the magnetic flux which entered into the superconductor into
a narrow flux tube and drives it through the system. Within this flux tube the magnetic field is long-ranged because
the flux must leave the large superconductor. Therefore the magnetic field pays the price in energy for the restoration
of the normal, non-superconducting vacuum of QED within the flux tube. The energy density in the normal vacuum
with (0]¢(x)é(x)|0) = 0 is higher than that in the symmetry broken vacuum by |[m?|?/2g thus the increase of the
energy density of the false vacuum within the flux tube of radius R is AE = r?7|m?|?/2g per unit length. But there
is another price, as well, the magnetic flux should be independent of r due to the absence of magnetic charges and
this requires B =~ ® ), /r*m within the superconductor to forward magnetic flux ®,;, yielding the additional magnetic
energy Ey = r?m®%, /473 per unit length. The minimization of the energy

r2m|m?|? o2,
2g 47272

E(r) = (275)

in r gives reupe = (9®3,/273|m?2)1/4 and

<I)M|m2|

Eoupe = (276)

27

This is naturally a rough estimate what happens, the interactions among magnetic flux tubes, induced by the charges
of the solid might make energetically favorable to split the flux tube into smaller units. We ignore this possibility for
simplicity.

Magnetic monopoles: It was Dirac’s observation that classical electrodynamics can be extended in a natural manner
to include magnetic charges. Let us consider the Maxwell-equations in our units,

pe = V-E, je=V xB—0E
0 =V-B, 0=V xE— 0B (277)

which can be written in relativistic notation as
O F" = jv, O F" =0, (278)

where F,,, = 0,4, — 0, A, A, = (Ag,—A), E=—-0yA — VA, B=V x A and the second equation is the Bianchi
identity for the dual field strength tensor

g 1 vpo
I = S0, (279)
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The generalization of the Maxwell-equations for magnetic current j#, is

pe = V- E, jo=V x B—-dE
pm = VB, jm =V x E— 9B (280)

(5~ (2)

The price of having magnetic charge (pole) in the system is the singular space-time dependence of the vector potential
A, but this singularity does no show up in the electric and magnetic field for Dirac’s magnetic monopole, ie. magnetic
charge ¢ = 27n/e with integer n.

Let us consider two static magnetic monopoles, one with magnetic charge ¢ and another with magnetic charge
—q at distance R. The magnetic flux emanating from one charge goes into the other one and one recover Coulomb
force law in the normal vacuum. But the interaction of magnetic charges placed into a superconductor changes in
a fundamental manner due to the Meissner-effect which concentrates the magnetic field into a straight flux tube
between the charges. The result is the static interaction potential between these two magnetic charges is linear in the
separation,

or

U(R) = oR, (282)

for large enough R. The coefficient o, the energy of the flux tube per unit length is called string tension. The lesson
is that the Meissner-effect can be summed up by saying that magnetic charges experience confining interaction if the
vacuum contains a condensate of the electric charges.

Dual symmetry: The generalized Maxwell-equations (281) display an O(2) dual symmetry,

(?) oY (?) ’ (ij) W (jjm) . we0(2). (283)

The usual field strength tensor identifies the electric and magnetic fields,

0 E. E, E.

_|-E., o -H. H,
Fow=\_g, H. 0 -H, (284)
-E, —H, H, 0
and its dual is given by
0 H, H, H
- |-H., 0 E. —E,
Fuw=\_n, —E. E, (285)

Thus the duality transformation (283) implies

(5)--(2)

Dual superconductor: Let us apply the duality transformation

o= (% o) (287)

on a normal superconductor. In the resulting system we shall have a condensate of magnetic charges and the dual
Meissner-effect consists of the formation of flux-tubes between static electric charges. The electric charges are confined
in a dual superconductor which serves as a simple, relativistic model for confinement of charges.

There has been a long series of unsuccessful attempts to find Dirac’s magnetic monopoles in Nature despite the
simple possibility of including it into the framework of the time honored Maxwell-equations. The possible reason,
suggested by the numerical simulation of QED on a space-time lattice is that the magnetic charge, even if they exist,
are confined in extremely small, magnetically neutral bound states.

The dual superconductor model for quark confinement is based on the Abelian gauge theory defined by the diagonal
subgroup U(1) @ U(1) € SU(3) in QCD.
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VII. RENORMALIZATION GROUP AND ASYMPTOTIC FREEDOM

The renormalization group was first conceived in High Energy Physics to remove the UV divergences of Quantum
Field theory.

A. Regularization

The first appearance of UV divergence, Eq. (65), is not serious because the divergence can be eliminated by the
normal ordering prescription. The perturbation expansion usually generates divergent contributions in each order and
their elimination is far from being obvious. The divergences arise in perturbation expansion due to the summation
over intermediate states, like in the last line of Eq. (148). For along while it was an open question if these divergences
reflect the true properties of Quantum Field Theories or are the artifacts of the perturbation expansion. This latter
alternative is not so surprising in the light of the asymptotic nature of the perturbation expansion. In fact, the point
g = 0 is usually not a regular one on the plane of complex coupling constant because the infinitesimally small but
negative coupling strength already produces Hamiltonians which are unbounded from below and no ground state
exists. But the numerical simulations of field theoretical models suggests that the divergences are genuine.

The divergences appear because we insist on using the same equations of motion down to zero distances in space
or up to arbitrary high energies. They indicate that the continuous structure of space-time and the rules of Quantum
Mechanics, extended for multi-particle systems are incompatible. Which one to preserve? There is no experimental
evidence for the continuous structure of space-time and it is difficult to imagine to have any observation in the future
which could support a limiting procedure of mathematics. Thus what is left is to be pragmatic and use Lagrangian,
equations of motion etc. only in for scales where they can be tested experimentally. We have to introduce a minimal
distance rg or a maximal energy A = 27 /ry and ignore or cut off any state beyond these limits in our Fock-space.
These limits reflect our ignorance of physics and keep the mathematics corresponding to verifiable and observed
phenomena well defined. In the case of a scalar particle all momentum integral as in Eq. (148) must be restrained to
the region |p| < A.

B. Renormalization

The price of eliminating the divergences by the introduction of a cutoff is that our predictions depend on an
additional parameter, the cutoff. To make things worst this new parameter reminds us our ignorance only. What
to do with it, how to set its value? Whenever an observation is made and it is compared with the results of the
corresponding calculations we should put the cutoff safely away form the scales of observations where we know what
we are doing. To find a general purpose theory, applicable for any scales we seek the limit A — oo. This limit will
be made by relying on another complication, namely that the parameters of the Lagrangian with interaction have
no clear physical meaning. The Lagrangian for free fields contain the physical mass of the particles but interactions
"dress up’ the physical particles and change their mass. In a similar manner, the coupling constants parametrize
the strength of interactions but have no unambiguous, observable importance in the dynamics of the real, ’dressed’
particles.

Let us consider QED where two experimental results O, with a = 1,2, say the slow electron-electron elastic
Thomson-cross section and an atomic energy level, are used to fix the free parameters, e and m of the QED Lagrangian.
As a result we need the solution of the set of non-linear equations

01 = Fl(e,m,A)
OQ = FQ(G,TTL,A) (288)

where Fy(e,m,A) denotes expressions obtained in some calculation, for e and m. The solution, m = m(O1, 02, A)
and e = e(01, O3, A) is called the renormalized trajectory of QED in the space of free parameters, on the (m, e) plane.
Different trajectories are characterized by different experimental inputs, O,, and a given trajectory whose points are
characterized by the parameter A should represent the same theory. Is this really the case? let us consider a third
observable Os(p), corresponding to the momentum scale p, and its theoretical expression F5(p,e,m,A). Now the
question is whether the quantity

osPeer (p) = Fy(p, e(O1, 09, A), m(01, 04, A), A) (289)

independent of A? What happens in perturbative QED is that the cutoff-dependence of the right hand side appears
through factors O (m/A) and O (p/A) and the expression converges for A — oo. In this case this equation represents a



45

theoretical prediction of the theory for observation far enough form the cutoff scale, p < A. For p &~ A our ignorance is
too close to make any predictions. This results holds in general and any observable, calculated along the renormalized
trajectory converges when the cutoff is removed.

The evaluation of observables along the renormalized trajectory, by means of parameters which are functions of the
experimental input and the cutoff, is called renormalization. the theory where every observable converges in this limit
is called renormalizable. Non-renormalizable theories contain interactions which can not be reproduced at arbitrarily
short distance within the framework of Quantum Field Theory. These theories are supposed to be effective, applicable
in a certain scale interval only.

The perturbative condition of renormalizability is given by power counting. Let us imagine a theory with a single
coupling constant g for simplicity and an observable O calculated in the framework of the perturbation expansion,

0=> g"I. (290)
n=0

We denote the mass dimension of quantities, such as this observable by [O]. No other dimension occurs in our units
where i = ¢ = 1. The coefficients, I,,, are given in terms of momentum integrals of the form

In :/ d4p1..,d4pk (p17 apk>, (291)
mo<|pl,-...|p| <A D(p1,...,pk)

where N(p1,...,pr) and D(p1,...,px) are polynomials and both IR and UV cutoffs, mg and A, respectively, are
imposed. We introduce the primitive degree of divergence,

w(lp) =4k + [N(p1,...,pr)] — [D(p1,- .., 01)], (292)

as the mass dimension of the integral. The contribution to the integral of the regime where all components of the
momentum variables p1, ..., pg diverge in such a manner that the ratio of the components is constant is

(A)%HN]_[D] 4k —1+[N]=[D] £0

mo

In A 4k —14[N]—-[D] =0

mo

A
/ dpp4k71+[N]f[D] _ (293)
mo

The integrals I,, with negative primitive degrees of divergence are UV finite. The power of the UV divergence in A is
w(I) for w(I,) > 0. Finally, integrals with w(I,,) = 0 are logarithmically divergent.

Let us forget for a moment that divergences may arise from other regions of the integration domain as well and see
how different orders of the perturbation expansion diverge when the UV cutoff is removed. The relation

[O] = nlg] + 1], (294)
giving
w(ly) = [0] = nlg] (295)

shows that there are stronger and stronger power divergences as we increase the order of the perturbation expansion
for [g] < 0. This theory is called perturbatively non-renormalizable. The theory with [g] = 0 is called perturbatively
renormalizable. It has UV divergent contributions at each order of the perturbation expansion but they belong to
the same divergence structure. Finally, there are finite number of UV divergent orders when [g] > 0. This is a
perturbatively super-renormalizable theory.

When the divergences coming from other regions of the integration domains are taken into account one can show
by induction in the order of the perturbation expansion that the appropriate adjustment of the free parameter of
the Lagrangian, g — ¢g(A), m — m(A), etc. is enough to remove the divergent contributions to observables for
perturbatively renormalizable or super-renormalizable theories. The UV divergences can not be balanced order-by-
order in perturbatively non-renormalizable theories by means of the adjustment of the free parameters of the theory.

For theories with massless particles IR divergences might appear due to the form G(p) = —1/(p? + ie) of the
propagator. Notice that power of the IR and UV divergences is the same only their sign is the contrary according to Eq.
(293). Thus perturbatively non-renormalizable massless theories are IR stable and perturbatively super-renormalizable
theories have IR unstable, non-perturbative vacuum. The renormalizable theories represent a compromise between
the divergence structure of the IR and UV domain.

Thus theories whose Lagrangian contains parameters with non-negative mass dimensions only are perturbatively
renormalizable. For theories with bosons with non-vanishing spin, such as gauge theories, additional care is needed.
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For example, the massive spin one propagator, shown in Eq. (128), is O (po) in momentum space for large p because the
dimensionless combination p#p”/m? which is not seen by power counting but leads to divergences in the longitudinal,
ie. gauge dependent sector of the theory and renders massive gauge theories non-renormalizable. The Lagrangian of
massless gauge fields contains dimensionless coupling constants and massless gauge bosons. One can show that the
formal gauge invariance of the Lagrangian is sufficient to guarantee the absence of radiative corrections to the gauge
boson mass in each order of the perturbation expansion. Thus gauge theories are perturbatively renormalizable.

C. Renormalization group

The renormalization group was first constructed in Quantum Field Theory where the adjustment

Observations always involve scales, the time of measurement, the size or mass of the object measured, etc. The
change of these scales results in the change of the observed numbers. In other words, the observed quantities depends
on the scale of observations. The consequence of this rather general remark is the absence of constants in physics.
What was believed to be constant is actually a functions which may vary rather slowly in a certain window of scales.

FIG. 8: A rigid ball moving with velocity V', immersed into a fluid.

Let us consider a rigid ball immersed into a viscous fluid. What is its mass? There is now problem in the absence of
fluid. Mass is a parameter relating force and acceleration, both unambiguously defined and measured for an isolated
ball. But part of the viscous fluid moves along the ball and contribute to its mass. How could one find its value? Let
us suppose that we can measure the total energy, E(V'), of the fluid and ball when the latter moves with a velocity
V. A possible definition of the mass M, based on the usual kinetic energy expression is

2[E(V) — E(0)]

m(v) = 252

(296)

is obviously velocity dependent. Any other attempt to define mass for this interacting system brings in functions
instead of a single constant.

FIG. 9: The polarization cloud around a charge in a classical, polarizable medium.

As another example let us consider an electron, e™, first inserted into a polarizable medium. The resulting static
polarization, shown in Fig. 9, is spherically symmetrical. The Coulomb-force F', experienced by an infinitesimal test
charge ¢, placed at distance R from the electron can be obtained by concentrating all charges around the electron
within a sphere of radius R into the position of the electron and ignoring the rest. The small dipoles, induced by the
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electrons Coulomb field are neutral therefore the only contribution to the charge within the sphere, beyond that of
the electron, come from the dipoles crossing the surface of the sphere. The electron attracts the positive charge of
the dipoles therefore the total charge within the sphere, e(R), is always less than the charge of the electron, e(R) < e.
The charge seen at distance R, e(R), can be defined by the help of the Coulomb law,

e(R) = ———, (297)

where F(R) is the force acting on the test charge q. The electron charge, usually assumed to be constant, is actually
is the value of the function e(R) for large, macroscopic distances. Similar screening takes place in the vacuum of
QED, too. The electron polarizes the Dirac-see, for example the charges in the vacuum at a given instant consist of
the original charge plus the eTe™ virtual vacuum-polarization dipoles created by virtual photons as shown in Fig.
10. A screening phenomenon, similar to the classical polarizable medium, occurs resulting in a distance dependent
elementary charge.

- D
CD:C)
-

FIG. 10: Virtual charges in the Dirac-see.

time

7 .

The scale-dependence of the charge appears in the simplest manner when the corrections to Coulomb-law is sought
in the vacuum. The perturbative series of the Wilson-loop of Fig. 7 is

<O|T[e—iefdz‘t/;(z)'y“w(z)Au(z)e—ie fmy dv”A”('y)HO)

X, (—ie)ntm
= Z (zie)™™ m?n' /dz1~~~dzm/d7{“md7n"

m,n=0

< (OIT [ (21)7" b(21) Avy (21) - D (2m) V" (2m) v, () Avy (1) -+ Av,, (30)]]0), (298)

and Fig. 11 shows some of its graphs. It is clear that the effective charge,

{0]w[~]10)

e?(R) = ~U(R)R, (299)
defined in terms of the static potential,
1
U(R) = lim — In(0|w[v]|0), (300)
T—oo T

is distance dependent.

The renormalization group method is a systematic way of finding the scale dependence in physical quantities by
taking into account the ”dressing” phenomena generated by interactions around the ”bare”, naive degrees of freedom.
One defines "running” coupling constants, g(u), parameters of the system which characterize the dynamics at a given
momentum scale u. For example, the mass of a scalar particle m(u) could be defined at the momentum scale u by
the expression

1

G(p ZM)Zm

(301)

for the propagator in the momentum space. This mass is not a constant and the interaction induces a non-trivial
scale dependence. One can construct such a physically motivated, so called renormalized versions for all parameters
occurring in the Lagrangian. They have physical meaning in contrary to the original parameters of the Lagrangian,
called bare parameters. Since the scale dependence is generated by interactions an infinitesimal change of the ob-
servational scale, ;1 — p + dp, implies infinitesimal amount of interactions and could be computed in leading order
in the perturbation expansion, using du/p as small parameters, if we could allow all possible interactions occurring
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FIG. 11: Few graphs contfibuting to we corrections to the Wilson-loop.
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FIG. 12: Leading order graphs contributing to the running coupling constants in QCD.

explicitly in our Lagrangian. But instead we usually have few coupling constants only and they have to regenerate
all. This is the reason that in this case the beta-function, defined by

p= udfl—(:), (302)

receive contributions to every order in the perturbation expansion. The multiplicative factor p on the right hand side
is inserted to make the beta-function dimensionless. The beta-functions depends on the running coupling constants
(running masses treated as running coupling constants), the cutoff drops out during renormalization if the theory is
renormalizable.

The leading order contribution to the beta function of QED comes from the lowest, O (64) graph in Fig. 11,

e3

= 1272

B(e) +0 (). (303)
The leading order graph, contributing to the running of the coupling constants in QCD, are shown in Fig. 12. Their
contributions give

Blg) = 11(4—%93 +0(9°) (304)

for ny quark flavor.
The integration of the renormalization group equation

udgd—(:) = B(g9) = Bog® + O (g°) (305)
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gives

2 9% (o)
— . 306
g ) 1 —2¢%(p0)Bo In &> (306)

This result represents a resummation of infinite higher order contributions of the perturbation series. What is implied
in the integration of the renormalization group equation is that the running coupling constant rather then the initial
value characterizes the strength of interactions. What is complicated is the ”dressing up” of the physical particles by
the elementary excitations, vacuum-polarizations, using the bare parameters of the Lagrangian defined with the help
of the cutoff. But once we have obtained a running coupling constant at a given scale u, we can use make low order
perturbative calculation at that scale by using the running coupling constant as small parameter because this latter
characterizes the strength of interaction just at that scale. In other words, the running coupling constant comprises
lot of the perturbative corrections of the original perturbation expansion of the bare theory.

The resummation carried out by solving the renormalization group equation can easily be understood by the
following analogy. Let us consider the differential equation

0 _ fat. . (307)

The straightforward perturbation expansion of Quantum Field Theory is analogous to the strategy when the solution
of this equation is sought by expanding the right hand side around x = 0,

dz(t) = 109"f(0,1)
B S — T (1), 308
dt T;O nl oxn ®) (308)
This is the good strategy for z(t) ~ but not otherwise. What we can do for large values of the x(t) is to expand
around a closed enough point, (),

dz(t)  ~= 1 0"f(x0(t),t)
dt *ZH axon

[2(t) — zo(£)]". (309)

n=0
What is the best choice? It is clearly zo(t) = 2(t). But a simple numerical quadrature for the integration, such as

o(t+ At) = a(t) + Atf(x(t), 1)

= s+ Aty %WW) )" (310)

shows that the base of the expansion should be somewhere in between z(t — At) and z(t), say at
xo(t) = z(t 4+ cAt) = z(t) + cAtf(x(t),t), (311)

¢ being a fixed number. What we have achieved is not really shocking but is still a new small parameter for the
expansion of the right hand side of the differential equation,

ot + At) = z(t) + Atf(z(t), 1) + O (AF?). (312)

This expansion now has more chance to converge than in Eq. (308) and the simple algorithm, based on the leading
order contribution, becomes exact in the differential equation limit, A — 0 because we carry our base point for the
expansion along the solution. This explains the remark made above Eq. (302) because the taking into account all
coupling constants is the analogy of keeping all term in the series (308), an procedure which is equivalent with the
leading order expansion results with well chosen, close enough base point, ie. xo(t) is the analogy of the running
coupling constant.

What kind of radiative corrections are resummed by the integration of the renormalization group equation? Once the
bare, dimensionless coupling constant is mall enough the only problem with perturbation expansion may arise from the
not fast enough decrease of the coefficient I,, in Eq. (290). This may happen only if the integration over intermediate
states receive unexpectedly large contribution which can happen either from too many high energy modes or too
many low energy modes. Thus the UV or IR divergences are the only danger for the perturbation expansion. These
divergences can be power-like or logarithmic in the cutoffs or the observational scale y. Let us suppose that the theory
considered has no mass parameter in the Lagrangian and all coupling constants are dimensionless. Then logarithmic
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divergences are left only. One can see that the integration of the renormalization group equation corresponds to the
resummation of the logarithmically diverging, dangerous terms of the perturbation expansion.

Theories, such a QCD with ny < 16, having negative beta-functions in the perturbative domain become weakly
interacting at short distances and are called asymptotically free. But notice that unless the beta function has a zero
and changes sign towards larger values of the coupling constant asymptotic freedom implies strong coupling at large
distances. In particular, the coupling constant (306) diverges at

1
,U/% — u(2)62ﬂoy2(u%), (313)

called Landau scale. Such an anti-screening, the increase of the charge with the distance, opens the way for quark
confinement in QCD, a genuine non-perturbative effect.

The beta-function of QED is positive, meaning that the charge increases at short distances and becomes infinite
at the Landau-scale, obtained in Eq. (313) by the replacement e — g. The electromagnetic interactions can not be
maintained beyond this energy scale. Due to the smallness of the electric charge on the mass shell of a free-electron,
e?(m?) ~ 1/137, the Landau-scale is well beyond the unification scale of the electromagnetic and weak interactions
and this problem, the non-renormalizability of QED, is an interesting but purely mathematical issue.

The numerical simulation of quantum field theories suggest that only asymptotically free theories are renormalizable,
all non-asymptotically free theory develop Landau-scale and their cutoff can not be removed. Since non-Abelian gauge
theories are the only theory which can be asymptotically free in four dimensions an important lesson for the Standard
Model is that it is non-renormalizable due to its U(1) and Higgs-sectors.

VIII. STANDARD MODEL

The Standard model covers all three interactions which are observed with their quantum effects. The strong
interaction is not really unified with the electromagnetic and weak interactions, QCD and the unified electro-weak
theories are simply placed beside in the Standard Model.

A. Fermi theory of the weak interaction

The unified electro-weak theory was constructed historically from the Fermi contact interaction model for weak
interaction, developed at the beginning by the help of low energy processes.

1. [B-decay
The first theory of the weak interaction, constructed by Fermi, is based on the weak current. The angle dependence
of the cross section of the S-decay
n—pte +u (314)
suggests that the the interaction Lagrangian, responsible for this process is
Ls = —V2Gge(x)y" Ve (2)0p (2) 7,00 (2) + c.c., (315)

where e(z) and v.(z) are the electron and neutrino fields and G5 = (1.1473 + 0.0006) - 10~°GeV 2. The neutrino
mass, extracted by using the energy-momentum conservation turned out to be zero. The interaction Lagrangian in
terms of the quark field which generates the same transition is

Lg = —V2Gsé(x)y ve (x)a(x)y,d(z) + c.c. (316)
Neutrinos exist in left handed version only therefore we can make the replacement
1
Ve — 5(1 — ). (317)

in the Lagrangian. The breakdown of the space inversion symmetry, generated by the ° matrix is observed in the
hadronic processes, too, and the extended interaction Lagrangian turns out to be of the form

Lg = ——=eé(x)y" (1 — 4" )ve(2)u(z)y, (1 — 1.2257°)d(z) + c.c. (318)
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The coefficient of the ¥° matrix is not unity in the hadronic current due to renormalizations, arising from the strong
interaction.
Similar Lagrangian,
G# _ m 5 — 5
Ly = 7 (@) (1 =7 ve(x) (), (1 = 7" vu(z) + cc., (319)

with G, ~ 1.02G g can be extracted from leptonic processes, such as from the y-decay

P = e + U+ (320)

2. Cabibbo angle

There is no reason to expect that quark flavors, the eigenstates of the interaction Hamiltonian, agree for the weak
and strong interactions. It was found experimentally that when the quark flavors, defined by the strong interaction
are used then the interaction Lagrangian for weak processes still displays the same u quark field but requires the
replacement

d — dc = cosbcd + sinfcs. (321)
Therefore, the weak interaction Lagrange function is

Lg= —%é(x)v“(l — Y )We(z)a(z)y, (1 — 1.2259%)[cos Ocd(x) + sinfcs(x)] + c.c. (322)

V2
where the Cabibbo angle 6¢ is defined by

Ggs
0c = —. 323
cosf¢ G, (323)
The current numerical value is
sinfc = 0.21. (324)

8. Universality

The similar occurrences of the hadronic and leptonic currents in different, elementary weak interaction processes
suggests the generalization

Gs
L= —EJMJ” + c.c. (325)

where the weak current
Ju = JPt 4 ghedr, (326)
is the sum of the leptonic and hadronic contributions,
I = ey (1 =" we + ivu(1 = 7° v,
Jh = iy, (1 —1.2259°)(cos fod + sinfcs), (327)

respectively. This universality of the weak interaction has been confirmed in careful experimental studies.

4. Neutral current

The weak currents, introduced above doe not cover all observed weak processes. The flavor and lepton type
conserving weak processes, such as

vyte — p,te,
Ut ve = u+ve, (328)
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do not involve change of electric charge and can be generated by means of introducing a neutral current in the
interaction Lagrangian

G
V2

where the neutral current is build up by means of terms like wy*(1 — v5)u.

L=—-—7J;J" +cec. (329)

5. Generalization of the Fermi-model

The contact interaction, introduced above is not satisfactory because it is non-renormalizable. This means that
phenomena generated by it are dominated by high energy processes. One would like to find a theory of weak interaction
which can be localized at a certain energy range and this is possible for normalizable theories only.

The solution of the problem was sought in the direction suggested by QED where the

e +e —e +e (330)

elastic scattering amplitude is given in the leading order of the perturbation expansion by the effective interaction
action

Ge em v em v
seff = =22 [ dwayg @)D @ = )77 () (331)

expressed in terms of the (neutral) electric current J5™ = éy"e and the photon propagator D*’(z — y). Though
such an interaction is non-renormalizable QED is based on a more elementary, local interaction Lagrangian which is
renormalizable. Can we have a similar rescue operation for the weak interaction? The current-current interaction is
short ranged as opposed to the electromagnetic interactions, therefore the interaction of the weak current should be
associated with the exchange of a sufficiently massive vector boson. In the case of a single current one tries the model

1 1 1
L=—2(0,W, - HW,)? + 5m%VW2 — 2—(6,11/[/#)2 +gJ"A,. (332)
(6%

The static Yukawa-potential, generated by the exchange of a massive W-particle,

— —rmw
U(r) yp— , (333)
suggests the replacement
g2
U(r) - = 6@ () (334)
myy

at low energies, at distances longer than m‘jvl. Thus the massive vector boson exchange appears as a contact interaction
at low energies with G ~ ¢g?/m},. By choosing g*> = 1/137 we find my ~ 80GeV .
The massive vector boson propagator,

d : HpY 1 HpY 1
D" (z) :/ P e~ ipT |:(g;w _p g ) + p'p . (335)

(2m)* m¥, ) p? —mi, +ie  m3, p? —ami, +ie

is a symmetric tensor and as such its Fourier transform contains the multiplicative factor p*p” /m%,. This makes the
longitudinal part of the propagator O (po) which is in contrast with the normalizable, O (p_Q) transverse part. The
mass couples the transverse and the longitudinal helicity states of the W-boson and the unusually slow decay of the
propagator for large momenta renders the theory non-renormalizable. This problem, the construction of a renormal-
izable interaction which reduces to a current-current contact interaction at low energy, blocked the development of
particle physics for several decades.
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B. Unified electro-weak theory

The solution of the aforementioned problem, the mass generation for vector bosons in a renormalizable manner, is
provided by spontaneous symmetry breaking. In fact, it has been mentioned that the spontaneous symmetry breaking
is a low energy phenomenon. It may produce mass for certain particles at high energy but the particle mass, generated
in this manner disappears at high energy where the issue of renormalizability is settled.

It is important that the original Lagrangian, before spontaneous symmetry breaking be gauge invariant. This
property assures the decoupling of the longitudinal modes of the gauge boson which is the trouble maker at high
energy.

We outline now the construction of the Lagrangian for the unified electro-weak theory.

1. Vector bosons

There are four currents, participating in the electro-weak interactions, two charged and a neutral weak current and
a neutral electromagnetic one. The vector bosons, coupled to these currents will be denoted by W—, W, Z% and A.
The electromagnetic interactions suggests the presence of a U(1) gauge group and it is natural to extend this gauge
symmetry to SU(2) ® U(1) because the group SU(2) has just three generators. We shall see that the weak currents
couple to the left handed version of the fermions therefore the gauge group is SU(2), @ U(1). These two independent
gauge groups imply two independent coupling constants, g and ¢’, appearing in the Lagrangian

1 1
va = —itrW#,jW‘“’ - ZB#UB'U'V, (336)
where
W = 0.W, —0,W, +iglW,, W,], W, =WiT 70 — %
B,, = 0,B, —0,B,. (337)

2.  Higgs sector

We want to break the global subgroup of SU(2) ® U(1) in such a manner that one of the four gauge fields, A,,
remain massless. This can be achieved by using SU(2);, doublet scalar Higgs field

?1 o1 + ¢
= = , ) 338
o= () = (G (338)
The eigenvalue yg of the charge Y for the Higgs field, appearing in the covariant derivative
D, =0, +igWiT* +ig'B,Y (339)

will be set later.
The Lagrangian for the Higgs field is assumed to be

A
Lir = 5(Du0) D' — 2610 — 2 (616 (340)

with 2 < 0 and the vacuum expectation value of the Higgs field is taken to be
0leloy = ), (341)
bo
where
b0 = —H (342)

in the mean-field approximation.
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The gauge field corresponding to the unbroken symmetry group directions satisfies the equation

1 1 2
(gW*T* +¢'BY)(0]4]0) = 560 <—§§4va3 N 2;%;}{) =0. (343)

The linear combination of the gauge fields which is orthogonal to the three real vector field appearing in this equation,

w3+ -2 B, 344
g 2um (344)
is identified with the photon field.
The mass term for the gauge bosons,
(01¢"|0)(—igWiT* —ig' Buym ) (igWiT® +ig' Buym){0]6]0), (345)
can be written as
Iy yy—n ¢—(2>( 2 4 4g”2y2) 2, 2" (346)
4 o 4 g g yH 12
in terms of the normal modes
Wi = W, FiW;,
1
3 - - ’
W,u - \/m(gzﬂ+29 yHAH)a
1
B# = (72g/yHZ,u+gA,u)- (347)

9% + 49"y

The value yg = 1/2 is usually set at this stage.

8. Quarks and leptons

The fermions are rearranged in three families,

v, u

1: ( e) ) ( ) ) €R, UR, dSR
€ L ds L
14 C

2: ( H) ) ( ) ) MR, CR, SsR
H L Ss L

vy t
3: < T > . ) <bs) . 5 TR, tR; bsR7 (348)

where the quarks flavors are defined by the strong interactions.

It will be shown that one quark flavor direction can be chosen to be identical for the weak and strong interactions.
We use this freedom to introduce unique flavor for the u, ¢ and ¢ quarks and allow Cabbibo-mixing for the d, s and b
quarks whose strong interaction directions are denoted by ds, ss and bs.

The charged SU(2)r gauge fields, let, mediate interaction among the components of the SU(2)r doublets. The
neutral weak and electric currents couple to the gauge fields Z2 and A, corresponds to two orthogonal linear super-

positions of the WE and B,. The kinetic energy with minimal couplings is of the form

Lovark—iept = (Ve,€)pilp (f) + (@, ds) ilp (;) + érilder + urilPur + dsgilddsp
S/ L

L
_ _ . _ . u _ . _ . _ .
c@emeip (1) +@snip () 4 mniBun + cnilen + siDs.n

L L

(T, 7) i) (;) + (£,bs) i) (bt) ot TRiITR + tRiDtR + bsRilDbsR, (349)

L

where the U(1) covariant derivative D = 8, +ig’B,Y has been introduced.
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The mixing of the Ws’ and B, fields in forming the physical normal modes,

Wﬁ = costwZ, +sinfwA,,
B, = —sinfwZ, + cosbwA,, (350)
is parametrized by the weak mixing angle Oy,

/
y cos Oy = g

/g2 + g2 g2 +g’2.

The detailed form of the lepton interaction Lagrangian is

sin Oy = (351)

Lijept = f%(WJrz?eL'y“eL +W™ery*ver) — \/7{ Ue, €)Y <T3(cos2 Ow Z,, + cos Oy sinbyw A,,)
+Y (sin Oy cos Oy A, — sin GWZ ) ( ) erY"Y (sin Oy cos Oy A, — sin GWZ Jer
= _g(W+EeL'YH€L +W=ery ver)
—% \/W |:ZpVeL’yHVeL + A, (2sin by cosbwery er — 2y sin by cos by ery'er)

+Z# ((C082 Ow — sin? QW)éLfy“eL + 2ygr sin? QwéR’yﬂeR>:| s (352)

where the absence of photon-neutrino coupling in the observed processes has been taken into account by the choice
1

YLjlept = ~5- (353)
The usual electric current,
J" =eryter +eryter (354)
has been achieved by setting
YRlept = — 1. (355)

When the whole interaction Lagrangian, Lgyark—iept, is expressed in terms of the gauge field normal modes one
finds

Lauark—tept = —g(W,T T + W JME) — /g2 + g2 7, T — e A, JomH (356)
where
/
e= —\/%, (357)
and

T = (Ber@)int (T +iT?) () = vy er,
L

T = —(De, @)Ly (T?+Y) (Ve) . eryu(Ts +Y)er = éryer + eLy"er,
J = (Ue,e)y* [T? — sin® 0w (T° 4+ Y))] (”e> — érusin® O Yer
L
1 — 1 = : 2 em
= EVeL’Y“VeL — §eL'y“eL —sin” O J™. (358)

The second equation yields the electric charge

Q=T3+Y (359)
which in turn requires yr, quark = %. Since T = 0 the U(1) charge for right handed quarks,
2 1
YRu quark = ga YR,ds quark = _ga (360)

is flavor dependent.
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4. Mizing
The mass term, the gradient free quadratic part of the Lagrangian in the quantum fluctuations, is responsible of
two different kinds of mixing. On the one hand, it mixes the left and right hand states of massive fermions. On the
other hand, it defines the quark flavor states of the weak interaction.

The SU(2)1 gauge invariance allows the mass term to couple the left and right handed singlets only therefore it
may contain the combinations

o () =olwnrobin o) = ona—omn. (361)
where
= <(1) _01> (362)

is the metric tensor for SU(2) spinors. The U(1) gauge invariance requires that the Y charge of the mas term is
vanishing. Since

YH = YL lept — YR,lept (363)
the only allowed mass term for leptons is
Ve
0 ( € > L
— - — T I/p‘ 1
Lm,lept = 7(67/16 7')Rclept ¢ - (364)
m)n | %o

I
/(%)
where the family mixing is parametrized by the 3 x 3 complex matrix Cjepe. The flavor dependent Y'-charge of the
right handed quarks allows both kinds of mass term for quarks,

+ u tr u
¢ (ds)L ¢ 6(ds)L

_ _ 1 1
Lm,q = _(dsa Ss) bs)chuarkl ¢T ( C) - (’U/a c, ﬂchuar/& ¢tr€ < N > - (365)
Ss L ¢0 Ss L ¢0

() (i)
¢<b5L ¢€bSL

After having identified the mixing of the left and right handed fermions we parametrize the allowed family mixing
by bringing the most general mass term, Ly, jept + Lim,q, into a canonical form by means of basis transformations.
The key observation is that the family independence of the Y-charge allows the arbitrary U(3) transformations

L

e e ds ds u U
H — ulept w ) Ss — uquarkl Ss ) c — uquark2 c )
") R ") R bs R 5/ R t R t R
e e s ds u u
H - VlTept H ) Ss - V;uark Ss ’ ¢ - V;uark ¢ ) (366)
)L )L bs L S/ L t L t L
on the families. Furthermore, other arbitrary U(3) transformations
Clept — ulTept Clept Vlept )
Cquarkl — u;uarklcquarkl unark7
CquaTkQ — u;uarkgcquaerunark (367)

are allowed on the family mixing matrices introduced so far.
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The matrix CleptClTept s hermitian and its eigenvalues, m?

2, mZ, and mZ are non-negative. In the basis for leptons
:

where Cjep:C;,,, is diagonal one has

lept
me 0 0
Clopt =10 mu 0 |W (368)
0 0 m,

with W being an U(3) matrix. We carry out a further basis transformations Ve, = Wt and arrive at the lepton mass
matrix

me 0 0
Clept=| 0 my, 0 |. (369)
0 0 m,

We proceed in a similar manner in the case of the quark families in determining the canonical basis. The only
difference is that we have the same left handed doublets in both mass terms. The usual choice is to diagonalize the
mass matrix involving the right handed states of the upper components of the doublets. The result is the mass matrix

my, 0 0
Couarkz= [ 0 me 0 |, (370)
0 0 mye

for the u, ¢ and ¢ flavor states. But the matrix Cyuark1, corresponding to the right handed states of the lower compo-
nents of the doublets can now only be multiplied from the left by an arbitrary U(3) matrix and the parametrization

mq 0 0
Cquarkl = 0 mg O VT (371)
0 0 my

is the most general. The transformation Uyyarr1 = VT on the right handed states (ds, ss, bs) g brings us to the form

mq 0 0
Couart1 =V | 0 mg 0 | VT (372)
0 0 my

where V is the Kobayashi-Maskawa-Cabbibo (KMC) matrix, the generalization of the Cabbibo-mixing for three
families.
The form of the KMC matrix can be simplified by performing U(1)? phase transformations on the quark families,

e’ 00 ext 00
V| 0 e 0 |V 0 ex 0 ]. (373)
0 0 e i 0 0 e

Such a transformation with ¢; = x; leave the KMC matrix invariant thus we can eliminate five parameters in this
manner. The remaining four parameter (the group U(3) is nine dimensional) of the KCM matrix are denoted by
0<6;<w/2,i=1,2,3 and 0 < < 27, yielding

4] S1C3 5153
V= | —s1¢2 c1cacs — S283€ cieacs + s253€% (374)

—S1Ccy c1cac3 + 52536“5 c1CaC3 — 8283616

with ¢; = cos8; and s; = sin 6;.

C. Lagrange function of the Standard Model

The strong interaction is included in the Standard Model by extending the gauge symmetry to SU(3). ® SU(2)r ®
U(1). The corresponding Lagrangian is written in the form

1 1

1 1 _
L= —5trGu G — —txWy W — — By, B + §(D#¢)TD“¢ —VI(¢) + ilpp + Ly, (375)
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where the field strength tensors

Q
=

S

I

a a aoc (& Aa
(047 = 0,G, + 95 f" GLGE)

=

o
v = DW= 0+ g fWIWE) T
nv a;,LBV - auB;,a (376)

Sy
|

correspond to the gauge fields,
Vig) = u “ofo+ 7 (¢T¢) (377)

is the Higgs-potential and the covariant derivative
, A®
D, =0, +1igsG}, ny

contains the generators A*, ¢% and Y which are taken in the appropriate representations. The mass term for the

fermions is
o (%)
e
me 0 O L

+ ng“— +1i9'B,Y (378)

1
Ly = —(&,,7 0 m, O ¢T<”“> —
( H )R 0 ON m. o I ¢O
t(rr
(7).
U U
a0 o (1)
mg 0 0O . L 1 m, 0 0 . L 1
—(ds, 85, b)YV | 0 ms 0 | V| o — —(@eDr| 0 me 0 ¢T< > (379)
0 0 m s/ | do 0 0 my ss)p | do
o o)
bs L bs L

After the spontaneous breaking of three out of the four dimensions of the symmetry SU(2); ® U(1) the Higgs-field
expectation value is written as

0
6= (g0 4 41): (350)
where
— 2
Po = —f : (381)
This leads finally to the Lagrangian
1 1 1 1
L = —5tGu G — Str W, WH — ZBWB‘“’ + WIW = rmi, (1 + p)? + 52"2 m% (14 p)?

18 oL m%{ 2 m%{ 3 4 /¢ 1 Vi
+50.010%61 — <91 — 200 ¢7 — 4¢2¢ +Z{WLZ¢9WL+ (L [i—me(1+ p)]lr}

+ Z{q[zﬁ— mq(1+ p)lg} — gsJ MG, — g(WJJCh“ + WJJ‘:}”‘Jf -V +9%Z,J" —eA, T (382)
q

with
p(x) = ¢1—(x), (383)

and

m2 = —2u°, (384)
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The lower component of the weak SU(2)r hadronic doublets are

d ds
s| =V s, (385)
b bs
which give the currents
, PSP R
L= (we )5 [ e ] +(d, 505" | s ],
2 2
t b
e d
JCh“ = (176717#51_/7')[47# ,LL +(ﬁ,€,£)L7“V S )
/L b/,
em — = Ve =
Jm = —(Ve, )" (T° +Y) <6)L —erYu(T3 +Y)er + quarks
_ 2 _ 1-
= eyte+ guv“u — gd’y#d,
1 Ve 1 e
JIZI = (DeaDuaDT)'Y#gL Yu +(€,/L,T)’7“<—§L+Sin2ew> H
Vs T
_ 1 2 2 Y 7 = 7 1 1 -2 d
+(a, e, )| =L — —sin“Oy | | ¢ | +(d,5,0)7" | —=L+ =sin®Ow | | s (386)
2 3 ‘ 2 3 b
with
1
p=12 (387)

Note that the KMC matrix drops from the neutral current, there is no weak-flavor changing neutral current.

There are 18 free parameters in the model, the three coupling constants, gs, g, ¢/, corresponding to the three
semisimple subgroup of the gauge group, the boson masses, m%,, m%,, the fermion masses, me, m,, m,, My, mq, Mme,
ms, mg, My, and the four parameters of the KMC matrix, 01, 05, 03, 6.

D. Epilogue

What part of physics is covered by the Standard Model? If the model is renormalizable then it covers interactions
up to some finite energy. The upper energy scale is about hundred GeV and this is where the model becomes ”empty”.
But alias, the Standared Model is not perturbative at high energy and the perturbative proof of renormalizability,
honored by a Nobel price, is not much help at high energy. The problem comes from the non asymptotically free
sectors of the model, the U(1) gauge field and the self interactions of the Higgs-particles. Above 500 GeV perturbation
expansion breaks down and numerical simulations are left to guide us. According to them the Standard Model can
not function beyond this order of magnitude of energy and necessarily new physics is to be found.

Appendix A: Classical Field theory

Our goal in Section is to obtain equations of motion which are local in space-time and are compatible with certain
symmetries in a systematic manner. The basic principle is to construct equations which remain invariant under
nonlinear transformations of the coordinates and the time. We shall see that this property renders the resulting
equations more useful.

1. Variational principle

Field theory is a dynamical system containing degrees of freedom, denoted by ¢(x), at each space point . The
coordinate ¢(x) can be a single real number (real scalar field) or consist n-components (n-component field). Our
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goal is to provide an equation satisfied by the trajectory ¢ (t,«). The index cl is supposed to remind us that this
trajectory is the solution of a classical (as opposed to a quantum) equation of motion.

This problem will be simplified in two steps. First we restrict « to a single value, * = xy. The n-component field
@¢(xp) can be thought as the coordinate of a single point particle moving in n-dimensions. We need the equation
satisfied by the trajectory of this particle. The second step of simplification is to reduce the n-dimensional function
@(xp) to a single point on the real axis.

a. Single point on the real axis

Problem: identification of a point on the real axis, x.; € R, in a manner which is independent of the reparametrization
of the real axis.

Solution: Find a function with vanishing derivative at x.; only:

df (x) _
dx |z=2 ¢4 =0 (Al)

To check the reparametrization invariance of this equation we introduce new coordinate y by the function = z(y)
and find

df (x(y)) _ df(x) da(y) _o (A2)
4y jy=ye ‘dz o=z dY  |y=y,,

Variational principle: There is simple way of rewriting Eq. (Al). Let us perform an infinitesimal variation of the
coordinate z — = + dx, and write

f(wcl +dz) = f(xcl) + 6f($cl)
5 2
= f(a) + 03 f' (@) + =" () + O (62°) (A3)
—— 2
0
The variation principle, equivalent of Eq. (A1) is
0f(ze) =0 (6:52) , (A4)

stating that x.; is characterized by the property that an infinitesimal variation around it, z.; — z.; + dx, induces an
O (02?) change in the value of f(z).

b. Non-relativistic point particle

Problem: identification of a trajectory in a coordinate choice independent manner.

Variational principle: Let us identify a trajectory z.;(t) by specifying the coordinate at the initial and final time,
za(ti) = 4, xa(ty) = ¢ (by assuming that the equation of motion is of second order in time derivatives) and consider
a variation of the trajectory x(t): z(t) = x(t) 4+ dx(t) which leaves the initial and final conditions invariant (ie. does
not modify the solution). Our function f(z) of the previous section becomes a functional, called action

Sle()] = / "L (t), £ (1) (A5)

ti

involving the Lagrangian L(x(t),#(t)). (The symbol z(-) in the argument of the action functional is supposed to
remind us that the variable of the functional is a function. It is better to put a dot in the place of the independent
variable of the function z(¢) otherwise the notation S[z(t)] can be mistaken with an embedded function S(z(t)).) The
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variation of the action is

AT“LG@+M@¢®+iM@)i[%ummﬂm

EIE0) g

= /t "t {L(x(t),x'(t)) + 5z(t)w + %(M(t)w + O (6z(t)?)

i

- / N dtL(z(t), i(t))}

t;

/t f dt5$(t) [w _ %W} +ww ; +0 (5:E(t)2) (AG)

i

0

The variational principle amounts to the suppression of the integral in the last line for an arbitrary variation, yielding
the Euler-Lagrange equation:

OL(z,&) d 0L(z,%)
Ox dt 0%

The generalization of the previous steps for a n-dimensional particle gives

OL(z,x) d OL(z,®)

=0 (A7)

=0. A8
ox dt ox (A8)
It is easy to check that the Lagrangian
L:T—U:%ﬁ—U@) (A9)
leads to the usual Newton equation
m& = —-VU(x). (A10)
It is advantageous to introduce the generalized momentum:
OL(z, &)
=2 All
0% (ALL)
which allows to write the Euler-Lagrange equation as
OL(z,%)
j= 2 Al2
p a (A12)
The coordinate not appearing in the Lagrangian in an explicit manner is called cyclic coordinate,
OL(x, 1
oL(x,3) _ o (A13)
a-/L'cycl

For each cyclic coordinate there is a conserved quantity because the generalized momentum of a cyclic coordinate,
Peyel is conserved according to Egs. (Al1) and (A13).

c. Scalar field

Problem: identification of the equation of motion for an n-component field, ¢,(z), a = 1,...,n. (Notation: = =
(t,x).)

Variational principle: let us consider a variation of the trajectory ¢(z):

p(x) = () +09(x),  0p(ti, ) = dp(ty,x) = 0. (A14)
The variation of the action
Ste0) = [ dls 16,00 (A15)

dx
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is

55 = [ ar <M5¢a n M(gam) +0 (%)
1%

olom 00, ¢a
_ OL(¢,09) OL(¢,09) 2
_ /Vd:c <7a¢a 0+ g aﬂ&;sa) +0(6%0)
_ OL(¢,09) <3L(¢, 09) OL(9, 3¢)) 2
S B PR ¥ et ek A B P - 5 A
[, oo g+ [ dsson (S - 0,528 ) w0 (%) (A16)
The first term for p =0,
0s, OL($,09) 3 OL(¢,0¢) 3 9L(¢,09) _
/E,Vds 00 D htn /t_tfdxi?b 000 da /ttid zi?"/ Dode | (A17)

is vanishing because there is no variation at the initial and final time. When p = j then

/av ds 6(%7883-(% /Zj_oo ds? 6o 788]-925,1 /mj__oo ds? 5o 7&%(% 0 (A18)
0 0

and it is still vanishing because we are interested in the dynamics of localized systems and the interactions are supposed
to be short ranged. Therefore, ¢ = 0 at the spatial infinities and the Lagrangian is vanishing. The suppression of the
second term gives the Euler-Lagrange equation

OL(6.09) , IL(9.09)

— = 0. A19
da " 00u¢a (419)
Examples:
1. Free scalar particle:
1 m? 9 9

L=30,00"~ "6 = (O+m?)o() =0 (A20)

2. Self interacting scalar particle:

L—laZ—m—ZQ— 00" +m?) = -U’ A

=002 =9 —U®) = (9,0" +m?) =-U'(9) (A21)

3. Free fermions:

Fli0ur" =l = S5 (0u) = Qui "] — iy = (i7" —m)(e) = 0
0
= (8 5) = (27) (a22)

4. Yukawa model (proton 4+ ¢ meson):

L

1 M? _
L= 5%08“0 - 702 + Y[idy " — m — goly (A23)

2. Noether theorem

The reparametrization invariance of the Euler-Lagrange equation shows that there is a conserved current for each
continuous symmetry.

Symmetry: A transformation of the space-time coordinates z#* — 2, and the field ¢,(z) — ¢, (x) preserves the
equation of motion. Since the equation of motion is obtained by varying the action, the action should be preserved
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by the symmetry transformations. A slight generalization is that the action can in fact be changed by a surface term
which does not influence its variation, the equation of motion at finite space-time points. Therefore, the symmetry
transformations satisfy the condition

L(¢,0¢) = L(¢/,0'¢) + 0, A" (A24)

with a certain vector function A*(z’).

Continuous symmetry: There are infinitesimal symmetry transformations, in an arbitrary small neighborhood of
the identity, 2# — x + 0z#, ¢o(x) = Pa(r) + d¢a(z). Examples: Rotations, translations in the space-time, and
o(x) = e*¢(x) for a complex field.

Conserved current: 9,j" = 0, conserved charge: Q(t):

DQ(t) = 80/

Bzl = f/ dxdvj = f/ ds-j (A25)
1% 1% v

It is useful to distinguish external and internal spaces, corresponding to the space-time and the values of the field
variable. Eg.

4 m
x): R — R . A26
$a(z): R R (A26)
external space internal space

Internal and external symmetry transformations act on the internal or external space, respectively.

a. Point particle

The main points of the construction of the Noether current for internal symmetries can be best understood in the
framework of a particle.

To find the analogy of the internal symmetries let us consider a point particle with the continuous symmetry
x — x + ef(x) for infinitesimal ¢,

Liz.#) = Lz + f (x).& + c(& - 8) f()) + O (&). (A27)

Let us introduce a new, time dependent coordinates, y(t) = y(x(t)), based on the solution of the equation of motion,
x.(t), in such a manner that one of them will be y*(t) = €(t), where x(t) = @ (t) + €(t) f(x(t)). There will be n — 1
other new coordinates, y*, £ = 2,...,n whose actual form is not interesting for us. The Lagrangian in terms of the
new coordinates is defined by L(y,y) = L(y(x),y(x)). The e-dependent part assumes the form

L(e,é) = L(ze + ef (Tet), et + €(Eer - 8) f(Tar) + ef(at)) + O (€7) . (A28)

What is the equation of motion of this Lagrangian? Since the solution is €(¢) = 0 it is sufficient to retain the O (e)

contributions in the Lagrangian only,

aL(mcl; d’cl)
oz

aL(wcla w'cl)

L(e,é) = LW (e, &) = ¢ %

f@a) + [€(@er - O)f(xer) + éf ()] (A29)

up to an e-independent constant. The corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation is

OLW(e,é)  d OLW (e, é)
Oe dt 0é

=0. (A30)
(this is the point where the formal invariance of the equation of motion under nonlinear, time dependent transforma-

tions of the coordinates is used). According to Eq. (A27) € is a cyclic coordinate,

OL(e, €)
Oe

=0 (A31)

and its generalized momentum,

AL (e, ¢)
D¢

Pe = (A32)



64

is conserved.

The external space transformation corresponds to the shift of the time, ¢ — ¢ + € which induces z(t) — z(t — ¢) =
x(t) — ei(t) for infinitesimal e. This is a symmetry as long as the Hamiltonian (and the Lagrangian) does not contain
explicitly the time. In fact, the action changes by a boundary contribution only which can be seen by expanding the
Lagrangian in time around ¢ — ¢,

/tfdtL(x(t),x'(t)):/tfdt [L(x(t—e),jc(t—e))—i-ew +0(&) (A33)

and as a result the variational equation of motion remains unchanged. But the continuation of the argument is
slightly different from the case of internal symmetry. We consider € as a time dependent function which generates
a transformation of the coordinate, z(t) — z(t — €(t)) = x(t) — e(t)&(t) + O (¢?). The Lagrangian of €(t) as new
coordinate for z(t) = z/(t) is
LW (e,¢) = L(zalt —€),ia(t —€) — L(zalt), da(t))
OL(xy, %, dete; OL(xe, Te
(et Zet) _ deder OL (et z)+0(62)

ox dt ot
aL(xclai'cl) aL(xclai'cl) aL(xclai'cl)
} ot

ox ozt
B ACHE R

o dL(:Cclv-jscl) d aL(xcl;i'cl) . d aL(zclvicl) . 2
= —¢ o o < 2% Tel o R ete | +O (e ) (A34)

- _eicl

= —eig — €y —édy + 0 (€%)

up to an e-independent constant. Its Euler-Lagrange equation (A30) assures the conservation of the energy,
OL(z, &)
ik kR

H= ozt

— L(z, ). (A35)

b. Internal symmetries

An internal symmetry transformation of field theory acts on the internal space only. We shall consider linearly
realized internal symmetries for simplicity where

dzt =0, dgg(z)=c¢ Jab, (). (A36)
generator
This transformation is a symmetry,
L(¢,0¢) = L(¢ + e7¢, 0¢ + e1d¢) + O (%) . (A37)

Let us introduce new ”coordinates”, ie. new field variable, ®(¢), in such a manner that ®!(z) = e(x) where ¢(z) =
dci () + €(x)Tder (), dei(x) being the solution of the equations of movement. The linearized Lagrangian for e(z) is

E(e, 0e) = L(pe + eTd(x), 0per + Jerdp(x) + eTOP(x))

L(¢pe : L

— 67’76 (qﬁg(;saqﬁd) + [OeTd(x) + eTd(2)] OL(¢ct; 09ct) (qf;gf(bd). (A38)

The symmetry, Eq. (A37), indicates that € is a cyclic coordinate and the equation of motion

OL(e, De) OL(e, De)
-0 =0. A39
Oe * o 00,e (A39)
shows that the current,
L L

gu_ 9Lledg 9 (aﬁﬁqﬁ)m5 (A40)

00, 00,40

defined up to a multiplicative constant as the generalized momentum of ¢, is conserved. Notice that (i) we have an
independent conserved current corresponding to each independent direction in the internal symmetry group and (ii)
the conserved current is well defined up to a multiplicative constant only.

Examples:
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1. n-component real scalar field: ¢,, a = 1,--- ,n, the symmetry group is G = O(n),

L = 5007 V(e
0p = €7, 7% € o(n)
J = —0,67¢ (A41)

2. Single complex scalar field: ¢ = \%(qﬁl +igg), symmetry: G = U(1), ¢(x) — e'¢p(z)
1 1 m? 1
L = 30,:6:0% + 1000061~ 63+ )~V (G + 63

= 9,0"0"¢+9,0°0"p —m*¢TH — V(679) (A42)

Two ways of treating a complex variable in complex calculus: z — (.) or z = 21 +iz2 — (3})

(#) () o(3) =) =) =6 5)

oL oL oL =
= ¢ =—i ( ¢ ¢*) —i(0ud*d — ¢*0ug) = id" 0 o (A43)

T 90,0 90,0 000"
(b) (52)
(2;) <2;> — e = %[eos apy — sinagg + i(cos ags + sin ag )]
P\ _ (P2 _ ¢ _ (0 -1
()=o) = () ()
_ OL(¢,0¢1) , (. oL oL _ 3
J = BT ¢ = ( 30,01 ¢2 + 88#@%) = Ou192 — Oug2en
= %[au((bl + Z¢2)*(¢1 + Z¢2) - (¢1 + i¢2)*au(¢1 + “/52)] = _i(au(b*(b - ¢*au¢) (A44)
3. n-component complex scalar field: ¢,, a =1,---,n, G =U(n)
L = 96'96— V(')
0p = e'1°¢, 80" = e*(¢7)" = —e"gl 7"
Ji = =086 + 0,6(1) "8 = —0,81 796 + ¢ 790,60 = 6170 (A45)

4. Electron: v, G = U(1), ¥ — €%, ) — e, 7 =i (1 0 )

0 —1
L = S159(0u) — O] — miy
Ju = %1/77“1/1 + %1/77“1/) = Pyt (A46)

c. Ezternal symmetries

When external and internal space transformation are performed simultaneously we have to follow the variation of
the domain of integration in the space-time. The resulting equations are useful because they cover all previous cases
considered, too.
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The most general transformations leaving the action invariant may act in the external space, too. Therefore, let us
consider the translation z# — 2'* = z# + dx* and ¢(z) = ¢'(z) = ¢(x) + dp(x) where dp(x) = —dz 0, ¢p(x). The
variation of the action is

0S = /dwéL—i—/ dxL
1% VI-V

= / dzdL +/ ds,6z"L (A47)
\% av
according to Fig. 13 and it can be written as
oL oL oL
5S:/d:v<——8—)5 +/ ds (—5 +6:E“L> A48
v N9 " %90,6 ) 20T J, P\ 90,677 (A15)
due to the relation

u0¢(x) = Opld(x — 62t () — d(2)] = Oudp(x — 02" (x)) — Dud(x) = 60, ¢(x) (A49)

which holds as before, in case of a field independent variation. The variation principle, imposed in the inner points of
the region V' cancels the first integral on the right hand side, leading to

oL
55:/ dS&xV<L5— ay>. A50

This integral is vanishing for arbitrary volume V and shift dz* if the current

oL
mo_ v "
JH=¢ (Lgu aau¢8y¢) (A51)

is conserved. Therefore, the canonical energy-momentum tensor,

o _ 0L
¢ " 90,0

8¢ — Lg"” (A52)

containing the four Noether currents obeys the conservation law
0, Tt =0. (A53)

Accordingly,
P = / d*zT (Ab4)
can be identified by the energy-momentum vector and we have the parametrization
w [ € ¢p
- () s

where € is the energy density, p is the momentum density, S is the density of the energy flux and ¢7* is the flux of
p¥ in the direction j.

When Lorentz transformations and translations are performed simultaneously then we have dz# = a* + w/x" and
0¢ = A" w,, ¢ # 0 for field with non-vanishing spin and the conserved current is

oL
JH =
90,0

(A" wip @ — 8270, P) + dx* L. (A56)

Let us simplify the expressions by introducing the tensor

. oL

=5 (,WA"% (A57)
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FIG. 13: Deformation of the volume in the external space.

and write
oL
B = M, — ———02"0, oxt L.
J Y rw 90,0 "0y + 0x
By the cyclic permutation of the indices puvk we can define another tensor
5 oL oL oL
HVE AVE AR AHY
/ (aauqs 0,60 0.0 > i
which is antisymmetric in the first two indices,
5 oL oL oL
vpK AHE ARV — AVH
/ (aay¢ " 90,0 009 ) i
oL oL oL
_ o ARH AVE AHY
<em¢ 90,6 | 000 )¢
— _fuw-i

and verifies the equation

. oL oL oL
s e = AVE ARH ARV -
S (aa#¢ " 90,9 0.9 ) o
oL oL
—  fHVE o BE n%
FH wuk <8&,¢A + aaﬁqu > Pwyk

= f’mjnww{ .

As a result we can replace f*** by it in Eq. (A58),

JH = f‘“’“w,ﬂ, - a—L&E”&,qﬁ + 6" L

00,0
OL
UVK . v n
frRa, (0xy) aaﬂqﬁz L d + dxH L
= oz, | g""L — L % — 0, f*E ) + 0 (f“”“éz ?).
K aaﬂqﬁ v v K
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(A58)

(A59)

(AGO)

(A61)

(A62)

The last term J'* = 9, ( f“””éxﬁqﬁ) gives a conserved current thus can be dropped and the conserved Noether current

simplifies as

1
JE =T (a, + wyxx™) = T a, + E(T‘“’:c“ — TH* 2" Vwy

where we can introduced the symmetric energy momentum tensor
Tl,“/ — Té,“/ + aﬂfﬂh}l/

Due to

/dmmwz/mmwzo
oV 14

(A63)

(A64)

(A65)
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the energy momentum extracted from T#” and T/" agree and and the tensor

MHVO =TH g% — THI gV, (A66)
is conserved,
0 M" =0, (A6T)
yielding the relativistic angular momentum
JV = /dgx(TOV:c” —T% %), (A6R)

with the usual non-relativistic spatial structure. The energy-momentum tensor T#" is symmetric because the conser-
vation of the relativistic angular momentum, Eq. (A67) gives

0= 0,MP"™ = 9,(TP"z" — TP xh) = T — TH. (A69)

3. Construction of the Lagrangian

The construction of a Lagrangian for a given dynamics is usually governed by three principles.
1. The fundamental laws of physics are expected to be local in space-time.
2. Most of the observed conservation laws arise from the presence of a continuous symmetry.

3. If the theory is assumed to be valid until arbitrary short distance scales, ie. the physics observed is supposed to
be extrapolated down to zero distance, then the theory must be renormalizable.

The importance of locality is often overlooked. There are no doubt correlations among observations performed
at large distances in space-time, their explanation is just the goal of physics. But we believe that the structure of
differential equations and Quantum Mechanics allows us to develop a formalism (Lagrangian, variational principle,
quantization laws, ...) where all equations are local in space-time.

On the level of the action this is usually expressed as the applicability of the gradient expansion where the field
variables are supposed to have non-singular, slow enough dependence on the space-time coordinates. In other words,
any singularity arising form a theory of a given resolution in the space-time should originate from microscopic mech-
anism which is captured by equations and non-singular quantities accessible by observations with better space-time
resolution. According the the gradient expansion the action functional for a relativistic scalar field can be written as

Sl¢] = / da[Zo(¢(w)) + Zo(6(2)De(x) + 25 (6(a)T0() + 257 (6(x))(Dp(w))* + O (9%)).  (AT0)
Note that Lorentz invariance suppresses the odd powers of the derivatives. The choice

2
m
Z(0) =~ U0),  Z(@)=-2  Va=0 m24) (A7)
corresponds to the Lagrangian (A21).
The Landau-Ginzburg double expansion in the amplitude of the field and the gradient is the assumption of the
polynomial ansatz like

<

Zo(¢) = Z

for the coefficient functions. The renormalization group is used to assess the effects of higher order terms in this
double expansion. The general rule with notable exceptions is that higher dimension of a coupling constant is in
expressed in energy units (A = ¢ = 1) means less important effects at large distances.

To" (A72)

3
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Appendix B: Internal symmetry groups and their representations

1. Representation of groups

Definition: The representation of a group G in a linear space H is the set of operators U(g) : H — H, g € G which
preserves the group structure, U(g1g2) = U(g1)U(¢1)-

Example: Translations and rotations in Quantum Mechanics: € — x+a, U(a)y(z) = Y(x—a), x — Rz, R""R = 1,
U(R)Y(z) = ¢(R™ ).

Definition: Two representations, U(g) and U’(g) are equivalent if they are related by a change of basis, U(g) =
AU (g) A.

Definition: The subspace H' C H is called invariant if U(g)H’ C H’ for each g € G.

Definition: A representation is irreducible if there is no non-trivial invariant subspace (H' = f) or H).

Example: Translations: The set of functions ¢ () = é(x — y) can formally be considered as a base for the wave
functions due to the identity

b(x) = / Py () (). (B1)

Starting with an arbitrary basis function we can arrive at another arbitrary basis element by applying well chosen
translations. Therefore there is no non-trivial invariant subspace. The representation is unitary,

OI1) = (9l0) = [ P2 @)(e) = [ dad' (@ - avla - @) = (@ @U(@]) (B2)

Rotations: The basis functions concentrated on a sphere are mixed only under rotations thus the representation has
non-trivial invariant subspaces. These are given by the multiplets H, = {)_, cm|l,m)}.

Definition: A representation is reducible if it is not irreducible, ie. there is non-trivial invariant subspace. If its
orthogonal complement is is also invariant then the representation is called decomposable.

Definition: A representation is unitary if H is equipped with a scalar product and UT(g)U(g) =1 for all g € G.
Theorem: If a unitary representation is reducible then it is decomposable.

Definition: A representation is a direct sum if H = H; & Ho where H, are two orthogonal invariant spaces for
a=1,2and U(g) = U1(g) @ U2(g) with U,(g) being a representation on H,.

Theorem: A decomposable representation is the direct sum of irreducible representations.
The importance of irreducible representations of the symmetry is that their vectors can be called elementary
particles.

2. Continuous groups

The discrete symmetry groups are rather simple in High Energy Physics, they are inversions in different spaces.
The time and space inversions are discrete external symmetries, the charge inversion (particle-anti particle exchange)
is a discrete subgroup of the internal symmetries. Their representations can easily be constructed.

The question of continuous or Lie groups is far more involved. These groups are equipped with continuous topology
and are characterized by their multiplication law,

w(z) - w(y) = w(F(z,y)) (B3)

where x and y are n-dimensional vectors for an n-dimensional group and the function F(z,y) describes the multipli-
cation law.

The set of functions F*(x,y) gives rise to a rather complicated structure and offers not too much help in identifying
the possible continuous groups. The first step of progress in this direction comes from the construction of the Lie-
algebra, consisting of the generators of the group. The infinitesimal transformation in the vicinity of the identity of
an n-dimensional continuous group can formally be written as

w=1+€e7+0 () (B4)
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TABLE I: Real classical matrix groups.

Symbol Name Definition Dimension Generators
GL(N) general linear group det A # 0° N? {7 : real N x N matrices}
SL(N) special linear group detA=1 N? -1 trr = 0°

O(N) orthogonal group ATA=1° IN(N -1) T = —7

SO(N) special orthogonal group ATA=1,detA=1 ;N(N -1) T =1, tr7 =0

%The matrix A is supposed to be an element of the group in question.
bdet(1l + er) = 1 + etrr + O (€2)
¢det A" A = (det A)2 =1 and det A = 1.

with e as free, continuous, real parameters. (Einstein convention is always assumed except explicitly stated otherwise.)
The identity

Y(e—a) = ¢ *OY(@) = e HPY(x)
GRS @)) = e Tp() = e F ey () (B5)
where R, («) is the rotation matrix by angle o around the axis z indicate that the generators (defined in Quantum
Mechanics as the coefficient of —i /A times the continuous parameter in the infinitesimal transformation) of translations

and rotations are the momentum and the angular momentum operators. The appearance of the generators in the
exponent is not limited to these examples. The equation

lim (1+ ﬁ) = lim "+ = Jim "GO 7)) = ca (B6)
n—00 n n—00 n—0oo
is valid for the the generators,
lim (1 + E) s (B7)
n— oo n

showing that the repeating of an appropriately chosen infinitesimal transformation many times generates any finite
group element.

The linear superpositions of the objects 7 by using real coefficients are the generators of the continuous group.
The group multiplication assures that the commutator of the generators is always a generator,

[r, 70 = fofr. (B8)

In other words, the set of generators are closed for multiplication given by the commutator. The algebraic structure
obtained in this manner is called Lie-algebra of the group. The real numbers ¢ are called structure constants of the
Lie-algebra. The group structure has another important consequence, namely that the Lie-algebra is unique in the
sense that the same set of generators and structure constants can be found by considering the vicinity of any other
group elements. The importance of the Lie-algebra is that it fixes the Lie-group locally, ie. the structure of the group
in the vicinity of any element.

The classification of the possible continuous symmetry groups is made simple by Ado’s theorem asserting that any
finite dimensional Lie-algebra is identical with a subspace of the generators of the matrix group GL(N) (GL=General
Linear group), consisting of non-singular N x N real matrices, for sufficiently large N. Thus any continuous group is
locally identical with a subgroup of GL(N) for certain N. In order to cover all continuous groups it is sufficient to
study the matrix groups. The important matrix groups are called classical matrix groups and are shown in Tables I
and II. The rest, the exceptional groups have not yet found application in physics.

The typical symmetry group in quantum physics is U(N). Let us suppose that we have N equivalent states for a
system. The symmetry group is then U(N), being the largest set of matrices which mix these states with complex
coefficients and preserve the scalar product, a natural requirement for a symmetry transformation. The gauge theory
structure for the fundamental interactions shows that the overall U(1) phase symmetry of Quantum Mechanics gives
rise to electrodynamics after gauging. Thus what is left to discuss as the non-trivial consequence of the degeneracy is
the symmetry group SU(N) because U(N) = U(1) ® SU(N).

3. Irreducible representations of classical matrix groups

The finite dimensional irreducible representations of classical matrix groups will be constructed in terms of tensors.
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TABLE II: Complex classical matrix groups.

Symbol Name Definition Dimension Generators
GL(N,C) complex general linear group det A #0 2N? {7 : complex N x N matrices}
SL(N,C) complex special linear group detA=1 2N? -2 trr =0

U(N) unitary group ATA=1" N? =7

SU(N) special unitary group ATA=1,detA=1 NZ -1 T =—rtrr=0

odet ATA = (det A)* det A = |det A]? =1

Fundamental representations: Let us start with the fundamental, N-dimensional representations of GL(N, C).
The fundamental representation for contravariant vectors in CV is

ol =Wl el j,j'=1,...,N. (B9)

The fundamental representation for covariant vectors is

z; = ap(w ) (B10)
These representations are defined in such a manner that the scalar product ;% is an invariant. One can introduce
the complex conjugate fundamental representations,

2l — (wjj,)*zj zy =y (W) (B11)

and we shall use dotted index for the conjugate representation vectors. The fundamental representations are obviously
irreducible.

Tensor representations: Higher representations are obtained by generalizing these formulae for tensors. A tensor

of type (m,n,m,n) is represented by the set of N™+n+m+n numbers 7717/ J" following the transformation
1y--sRn, K1, Rn
rules
. . - - . . - - -/ VA4 =l / ’ 1./ 1./
J1seesJmsJ1seeesJrn G Jm (G0 N, (T \Eqd L dmad eI, — 1K1 —1\kn —1\k1 yx —1\ky \x
o =l w i (w0 )T W) @) (@) )T (W) )
(B12)

The representations (1,0, 0,0), (0,1,0,0), (0,0,1,0) and (0,0,0, 1) are clearly equivalent with the fundamental repre-
sentations mentioned above.

The tensor representation representations are reducible. In fact, the contraction of a contravariant and a covariant
index is an invariant operation, the remaining lower order tensor corresponds to an invariant subspace. To eliminate
these subspaces we introduce traceless tensors, defined by requiring vanishing contraction for an arbitrary pair of
covariant and contravariant indices. Note that no contraction allowed between normal and dotted indices because it
creates no GL(N, C) invariant.

The traceless tensors still give reducible representations. The way to see it is to notice that the symmetry-type of
a tensor with respect to the permutation of the indices of the same type does not change during the transformation
(B12) where the same rule applies to every index, independently of each others. One realizes here that the tensors
of the representation (m,n,7h,n) actually provide a representation of the group of permutations of m, n, m and n
objects, S ® Sp ® S ® Sh,

T T}j:ziz::::j::g{i:ﬁ:::::j.c:szj, T ® Te @ g @ Te® € Sy @ Sp @ Syp @ Sy (B13)
The GL(N, C) transformation rule, (B12), does not mix different representations of the symmetric group thus traceless
tensors of the type (m,n,m,n) corresponding to a given irreducible representations of the group Sy, ® S, ® Sy, ® Sy,
form an invariant subspace. Weyl’s theorem asserts that these invariant subspaces can not be reduced anymore, they
are irreducible with respect to GL(N,C), as well. What is left to work out is the identification of the irreducible
representations of the symmetric group .S,.

Irreducible representations of the symmetric group: The operators projecting tensors of the type (m,0,0,0)
into the irreducible representations of S, are called Young-tableau projectors. A Young-tableau, o, of order m is
the distribution of m objects, usually the numbers 1,...,m, into different vertical columns, such as for example with
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m = 13,
1[2]3]4]5]6]
8]9]10
11]12
13] (B14)

The sum of the length of the columns is m. We put the columns beside each other in such a manner that highest
lying object of each column appear in the same row and their length is changing in a monotonous manner. The
resulting rearrangement of the indices of the tensor is a Young-tableau. The projection operator 7, of a Young-
tableau o consists of first the symmetrization over the permutations of objects in the same rows, followed by the
antisymmetrization of objects in columns. One can prove that there is a unique correspondence between irreducible
representations of S, and Young-tableaux with m objects. The dimension of an irreducible representation labeled
by a given Young-tableau o is the number of different fillings, the different distributions of the numbers 1,...,m into
the positions in the tableau by taking into account the given symmetry patterns with respect to permutation. The
list of irreducible representations for m = 2,3 and 4 is

Sy : (1dim.), (1dim.)

o]~

1]2] 1[3]
Sy (1dim.), 3]  and [2 2dim.), 3] (1dim.)

w

1[2]3] [1]2]4] 1[3]4]
Sy (1dim.), Rkl and [ 2| (3dim.),
[ ]
1[2] [1]3] 1
1]2 1[3 3] 2] 2]
4] and 214 (2dim.),[4] , [4] and [ 3]

(B15)

Irreducible representations of GL(N,C) and SL(N,C): The tensor of the type (m,n,m,n) is said to belong to
Young-tableaux (o, 7,6, 7) if

; ] Jr yeeesdm 7.57r- )"')jﬂ' ;
J1seodmoJ 1y ndm (1) o(m) W7 (1) " e (rh) B1
Tkl,...,knkl,...,kﬁ Tk’ﬂ- k k ks ’ ( 6)

(1) 2 ()

The relation between the irreducible representations of the group GL(N,C) and the traceless tensors with certain
Young-tableaux (o, 7,d,7) is one-to-one according to Weyl’s theorem. The irreducible representations of the group
GL(N, C) remain irreducible when the group is restricted to GL(N,C) — SL(N,C).

Irreducible representations of U(N) and SU(N): The unitarity condition

(wwt), =W, d5(wh)’, =67 (B17)
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shows the emergence of a new mixed invariant obtained by contracting a normal index with a dotted one as far as
unitary transformations are concerned. In other words, two types of indices show independent transformation laws
out of four. One usually retains tensors with a normal and a dotted indices, both are covariant or contravariant.
The irreducible representations of the unitary group have a one-to-one correspondence with the tensors of the type
(m,0,1,0) with Young-tableaux (o,d). The irreducible representations of U(N) remain irreducible when the group
is restricted to U(N) — SU(N).

Irreducible representations of GL(N) and SL(N): The are only two fundamental representations for real matrix
groups and the irreducible representations of the group GL(N) belong to traceless tensors of the type (m,n) with
m contravariant and n covariant indices with given Young-tableau permutation symmetries, (o, 7). The irreducible
representations of GL(N) remain irreducible when the group is restricted to GL(N) — SL(N).

Irreducible representations of O(N) and SO(N): The orthogonality condition
(W), = w06 (W) = 60 (B18)

shows that only one fundamental representation is independent. Thus the irreducible representations of the orthogonal
group have a one-to-one correspondence with the tensors of the type (m,0) with Young-tableaux o. The irreducible
representations of O(N) remain irreducible when the group is restricted to O(N) — SO(N).

4. Definition of elementary particles

Let us consider a relativistic many-particle quantum system with N equivalent particle states. The underlying
internal symmetry group is SU(N) cf. the remark at the end of Section B2 above. The multi-particle state with n
particles and n anti-particles transform as a tensor with exclusively contravariant (or only covariant) indices of the
type (n,n) under the internal symmetry transformations. The simplest family of states displaying all consequences of
the symmetry is an irreducible representation space. Its vectors can be called elementary particles of the symmetry
SU(N).

As a simple example let us see the fundamental representations (1, 0,0,0) and (0,0, 1,0) of the group SU(n), usually
denoted by the dimension of the multiplet n and 7, respectively. The two-particle states give the representations

S — (n—i—l)@n(n—l)’ (B19)

realized by the symmetrical and antisymmetrical two-index SU(n) tensors. The addition of further particles requires
the use of the generalization of the Clebsh-Gordon coefficients of the rotation group. The particle-anti particle states
belong to the representations n ® 7 = 1 ®n? — 1, where 1 stands for the singlet, the trace of the tensor (1,0,1,0) and
n? — 1 corresponds to linear space of traceless tensors.

The physical particles show external and internal symmetries. The true elementary particles are defined as the
vectors in the irreducible representations of the direct product of the Poincare group (space-time translations and
Lorentz transformations) and the internal symmetry group. The former factor is well known since long time but a
breakthrough is achieved in High Energy Physics at each enlargement of the second factor. For example:

Isospin symmetry: Protons and neutrons, or in general up and down quarks, participate in an equivalent manner
in strong interactions. The resulting approximate symmetry (by ignoring electromagnetic and weak forces) gives rise
of the SU(2) isospin symmetry group. The fundamental representation 2 with isospin half is the (u,d) doublet. The
quark-anti quark pair gives rise to the representations

202=103, (B20)

where 1 is an isospin 0 singlet meson and 3 stands for isospin 1 triplet mesons. The comparison of the electric charge
Q and the projection of the isospin, defined by the eigenvalues I3 of o5 (the Pauli-matrices o being the generators of
the SU(2) group) yields the relation

Q=§+k (B21)
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where B is the baryon charge (number of quarks minus anti-quarks divided by three). The exact isospin symmetry
implies the vanishing commutator of the Hamiltonian with the generators of the isospin transformations. The symme-
try breaking part of the Hamiltonian can be written as a sum over tensor-operators of the isospin group. It is assumed
that this sum involves the simplest tensor operators, the generators G, only, H = Hg + go,Go. The coefficients g,
a = 1,2 and 3 can be determined by perturbation expansion.

Eightfold way: The isospin symmetry can be extended by including states with non-vanishing strangeness. The
resulting SU(3) flavor symmetry group is broken in a stronger manner than the isospin symmetry but is still a useful
phenomenological tool. The fundamental representations are the 3 = (u,d,s) quark and 3 = (@,d,5) anti-quark
triplets. Among the irreducible representations those are found among the observed, ie. isolated hadronic states only
which have vanishing triality, the number of quarks minus anti-quarks, taken modulo 3. The mechanism, responsible
for the removal of multi-quark states from the asymptotic states of scattering experiments with non-vanishing triality
is called quark confinement. The allowed, non-confined irreducible representations are given in terms of tensors of
type (m,0,7,0) with T = m — rm(mod3) = 0. Baryons, made of three valence quarks belong to the representation
provided by flavor tensors of the type (3,0,0,0). This 27 dimensional representation is reducible,

1]2] 1]3]
[He2]e3] stam) =[11213] (odim) & 3] ana 2] (848dim) @ [3] (1dim).  (B22)

The mesons are found in the representation (1,0,1,0). Since three particle antisymmetric state is an SU(3) singlet,
the anti-particle is similar to an antisymmetrical two-particle state and the meson multiplets are

1]3]
[2]5[3] (32dim.) =21 (8dim.) @ (1dim.). (B23)

Appendix C: Lorentz group

The Lorentz transformations
= o' = A Y (C1)

are defined by requiring the invariance of the scalar product

z-y=atg.y” =a"y,. (C2)
Therefore, we have the condition
z-y=a" A“u,gWA”l,/yV (C3)
or
g=A"-g-A. (C4)

for the transformation matrix A.

The Lorentz group is 6 dimensional, 3 dimensions correspond to three-dimensional rotations and three other direc-
tions belong to Lorentz-boosts, parametrized by the three-velocity v relating the inertial systems. Let us denote the
the parallel and perpendicular projection of the three-coordinate on the velocity v by ) and x|, respectively,

r=x +x., z-crL=v- -z =0. (C5)

We can then write a general Lorentz transformation in a three-dimensional notation as

' =alx)—vt)+yx, t'=p (t - mé-;}) (C6)
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The invariance of the length,

r-v
&2

2
At —z? =B (t - ) - a2(:c|| —vt)? — i, (C7)

yields the relations

c =c
1
o= f= _, (C8)
-5
and leads to the expression
T — vt t— 5L
ZCH = 7” = t/ = < - (09)
1-% 1-%

for boosts.
Notice that inversions in space-time are special Lorentz transformations. In fact, the space-inversion P : (t,x) —
(t, —x), and the time-inversion T : (¢,x) — (—t,x), are realized by the Lorentz transformation matrices

10 0 0 1000
0-10 0 0 100

P=logo 10| T=loo10 (C10)
00 0 -1 0001

1. Proper Lorentz group

By taking the determinant of both side of Eq. (C4), detg = det g(det A)?, we find that det A = +1. The 00
component of the same equation, 1 = goo = (A”))* — >_;(A’()? shows that [A%| > 1. We have, therefore, four
disconnected components in the Lorentz group:

1. det A =1, A%, > 1. This component is a proper subgroup because it contains the identity and is called proper
Lorentz group and is usually denoted by LL

2. det A =1, A%, < 1, obtained from L1 by time inversion, 7" : (2°, &) — (—2°, x).
3. det A = —1, A° > 1, obtained from Ll by spatial inversion, P : (2°,z) — (20, —z).
4. det A = —1, A°, < 1, obtained from Ll by time and space inversion, TP : (z°, ) — (—2°, —x).

These are disconnected because a Lorentz transformation matrix can not be brought into another component by
the infinitesimal change of its matrix elements.

2. Spinors

Let us combine the four components of the space-time vector (¢, x) into a 2 X 2 hermitian matrix,
r—3=tl+zo, (C11)

o being the Pauli-matrices. This establishes an invertible mapping between the set of four vectors and the 2 x 2
hermitian matrices with the property

det & = t* — x?. (C12)
The linear transformations

& — gigh (C13)
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where g € SL(2,C) preserve detd because det(gig!) = |detg|?deti = detZ and must correspond to Lorentz
transformations of the corresponding four-vectors. Moreover, it is easy to see that any proper Lorentz transformation
can be written as (C13). In fact, write g = ¢°1 + igo where g# are complex numbers and note that the SL(2C)
group is 6 dimensional because this parametrization satisfies the constraint det g = g°2 +g? = 1. The transformations
with real g* we have g € SU(2), (C13) leaves the time unchanged and these transformations realize 3 dimensional
rotations, SO(3). It is easy to see that the 3 dimensional family of imaginary g correspond to Lorentz-boosts. We
have thus established the isomorphism LI_ ~ SL(2,0C).
We can introduce two kinds of Lorentz spinors with the transformation rules,

Xt = g%, ot = g% e, (C14)

where the dot is a recall that the index corresponds to the complex conjugate representation but both types of indices
take the values 1 or 2. The metric tensor Gy defines the scalar product x*G.p&® which is invariant for

Gop = <01 (1)> =0y = —G = Gib = _ab (C15)
because
X Gabn€” = X" (9"29% — 9%9") - (C16)
N————

Gapdet g=Gap

The Lorentz tensors can have four types of indices, T%*>**. The contraction of a pair of upper and a lower
1yeeb1,eee
indices of the same type, T‘“’”"; bor Tyttt produces tensors with less indices, thus all covariant tensors can
at,...,b1,... [ERTELCS FEPR

be obtained by considering the families 7¢1>+@1+ only. These representations are irreducible when these tensors are
symmetric with respect to the permutation of the indices of the same type. The transformation rule of the tensor
Ta1samya1,-4n g denoted by (m,n), ie. x ~ (1,0), ¢ ~ (0,1) and & ~ (1,1).

Note that the tensors (m,n) and (n,m) are equivalent from the point of view of three dimensional rotations, SU(2).
This is because the relation

GoG =o* (C17)

establishes an isomorphism between the two representations in Egs. (C14).

Appendix D: Dirac equation
1. Square root of the Klein-Gordon equation

The Schrodinger equation for a free particle,

00 = 5 Ay (1)

is not covariant, ie. does not transform in a simple manner under Lorentz transformations. In fact, the Lorentz boosts
mix space and time and all space-time derivative should appear in the same order in a covariant equation. We should
either have second order derivative with respect to the time or first order with respect to the spatial coordinates. The
former idea gives the Klein-Gordon equation,

(92 — A +m?)p =0, (D2)
by performing the replacement p* = (p°, p) — (idy, —id) in the dispersion relation E? — p? = m?
results from the latter strategy, by taking the ”square root” of the Klein-Gordon equation.

Let us suppose that we can write the first order equation of motion in the form

0yt = (—ia- 0 + Bm)y), (D3)
where o and [ are formal symbols whose properties can be read off by considering the square of this equation,
—0% (—icx - @ + Bm)*y
[—a;ar0;0k + B*m? — mi(a;B + Ba;)0;]
= [~{aj,ar}0;0k + B*m? — mi[a, B] + 050, (D4)

. Dirac equation
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where the commutator [A, B] = AB — BA and anti-commutator {A, B} = AB + BA has been introduced and the
identity

cyerdsdh = 5(as,ar} +lag, @) 3 (05,90} +103,00)
= S (05, 0n) + [, o)) 105, 0}
= (g0} + oy, )05, 4}
= %{aj,ak}ajak (D5)

was used in the last equation. We arrive at the Klein-Gordon equation by requiring

{aj,ap} =205, B*=1, {va,B}=0. (D6)
A covariant notation is established by introducing v* = (8, fa) and writing the Dirac equation as
(i7"0u — m)ip(x) = (i — m)yp(x) = 0 (D7)
where the constraints (D6) read as
10 0 O
oy =29 =20 L2 0| (D8)
00 0 -1

The simplest realization of the algebraic properties (D6) requires 4 x 4 matrices,

() e ) - (59)

in the standard representation where
01 0 — 1 0
= ((00)-( )6 5)) o0

are the Pauli matrices.

The solution of the Dirac equation is a four component complex field ¢, (z), a = 1, ..., 4 and according the constraint
(D8) is automatically solves the Klein-Gordon equation, too,
@+m)(@—m)p(z) = (O —m?)y = 0. (D11)

Observe that the hermitian conjugate of the Dirac-matrices satisfy the equation
7 = A0#e0 (D12)

in either representation which justifies the introduction of the Dirac-conjugate ¢ = 1T~%. In fact, the Dirac-conjugate
of Eq. (D7),

(iv"* 0y + m)yp* =0 — Y(iv"8, +m) =0 (D13)
where the derivative act to the left remains covariant. The matrix 7% = i7%y1~24? with the property

(7"} =0 (D14)

will play an important role. It is hermitian, v°f = 4® and the relation (7%)? = 1 assures that its eigenvalues are +1.

2. Relativistic covariance

The transformation properties of the field ¢)(x) will be obtained first for proper Lorentz transformations which have
infinitesimal forms. After that space-time inversions will be included.
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a. Proper Lorentz group

The Lorentz transformation acts on the field 1), (z) as
U(x) = ' (z) = S(A)Y(A™ x) (D15)
or
P(z) = ' (2') = S(A)p(a). (D16)

For spinless particle (Klein-Gordon equation) t(z) is a single component scalar and S(A) = 1. The Dirac equation
(D7) transforms into

0 or¥ 0
(iyﬂm — m) Y (2)) = (m# Qxx"f/ ke m) S(A)yY(x) =0 (D17)

(A=1)y,
To compare it with the original Dirac equation we multiply Eq. (D7) by S(A),
S(A) (78, — m)ib(a) = S(A) (79, — m)S~ (A)S(A)(x) = 0. (D18)
This is equivalent with (D17) by imposing the condition
(A I(A) = (A1), (D19)

expressing that the Dirac matrices v* represent tensor operators, ie. the effect of a proper Lorentz transformation
can be obtained either by acting on the vector index p or by a basis transformation in the Dirac-spinor space.
The actual form of S(A) can easiest be found for an infinitesimal Lorentz transformation

A, =gh +wh, (AT, =gk, - Wt (D20)
with wy,, = —w,, (because z -y = (Az) - (Ay) = (z +wz) - (y+wy) - y+z- (W +w)-y). We write
S(A)=1— %J””ww +0(Ww?), S'A) =1+ io“”ww + 0 (w?) (D21)
and the substitution into Eq. (D19) yields
(]1 — i'a“”ww) ~% (]1 + ia”/”/wurlﬂ) = (9", —g™wu )"+ 0O (w2) (D22)
and
[v", 0] = 2i(g™y" — g"""). (D23)
This equation can be satisfied by the matrix
o = L) (D24)
The finite Lorentz transformation
S(A) = e~ 37" W (D25)

can easily be obtained in the chiral representation where o, is block-diagonal,
(o 0 ok 0
gp; = —1 <0 0') 5 Uij = eijk <0 O'k> . (D26)
We shall need below ST(A) which can be calculated by means of the property (D12),

i
ot = 2,1 =400 (D27)
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which yields
ST(A) = 4Pei®" wnrq, (D28)

The spatial components of the antisymmetric tensor w,, parameterize spatial rotations therefore the spin operator is
defined by

. 1 . . gl 0
j . —Jk€ k€ _ 5.0.7 _ )
¥ = 5€ 0 Aoy y (0 03) (D29)

and the other three components, wy; correspond to Lorentz boosts.

Chiral fermions The block-diagonality (D26) shows that the 1)(x) appears as the direct sum of two two-component
Pauli-spinors under proper Lorentz transformations (without space-time inversions). This explains the name bi-spinor
for the solution of the Dirac-equation. The bi-spinors form a reducible representation of the proper Lorentz group
because the two Pauli-spinors are irreducible with respect to this group. Space-time inversions, cf. section D 2b map
the two Pauli-spinors into each other and render the bi-spinor an irreducible representation of the full Lorentz group.

The explicit form
10
i (D30)

in the chiral representation shows that the eigenvalue of ~°, called chirality, distinguishes the two irreducible spinor
representations in the bi-spinor space.

The two irreducible spinors are coupled to each other during the time evolution by the mass term. To understand
this better let us start consider a massless fermion field satisfying the Dirac-equation

00t = Hime11) = —ict - O (D31)

Due to the anti-commutator relation (D14) v° commutes with the massless Dirac-Hamiltonian, [H,,—0,7%] = 0 and
chirality is conserved by the time evolution. The projection operators
Py = 1(]1 ++°) (D32)
AT R

correspond to the + chirality subspaces and the bi-spinors Prv and Pr are called right or left handed spinors. This
names originate from the opposite helicity (projection of the spin on the direction of momentum) of the right and
left handed spinors. In fact, the chirality is flipped by complex conjugation which preserves the spin but inverts the
momentum.

The mass term does not commute with v therefore it mixes the chirality.

Let us consider N free fermions with degenerate masses described by the Lagrangian

L = (i) — m) (D33)
where
P! (x)
= . (D34)
PN (2)

The symmetry under the transformations

U(z) e V() () = Pla)e VT (D35)

where 7% are the generators of the group U(INV) assures the degeneracy of the mass spectrum. The corresponding
Noether current,

Tu(@) = (@)1 (2) (D36)

is a four-vector. The chiral transformations,

G(a) = e (), p(a) = Pla)em (D37)
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which represent a symmetry for massless fermions only and the chiral invariant dynamics does not mix fermions states
with different chirality. The Noether-current of chiral symmetry,

Jpt(x) = p(a)y"y r(x) (D38)

is axial(pseudo)-vector. One talks therefore the symmetry Uy (N) ® Ua(N) for massless fermions and the symmetry
Uy (N) for massive fermions. Another way to express the symmetry Uy (N) ® Ua(N) is to use chiral fermions when
we have the symmetry group UL (N) ® Ur(N) with the left and right transformations given by

(x) = e CETPL(x),  d(x) = P(x)PrettT (D39)
and
P(x) — e R Pry(x), U(x) = P(x) Pre'®nT, (D40)

respectively.

b. Inversions

Space Inversion: The space-inversion, P : (t,x) — (¢, —x), transforms the Dirac-matrices as
S(P)y"S(P)~ = g'ty” (D41)
(no summation over p) according to Eq. (D19). The solution of this equation is
S(P) = e'*ry0 (D42)
where ¢p is an arbitrary phase and we find the unitary representation
U(P): ¢(t, ) — o' (t, —x) = "7 (¢, @), (D43)

Ut(P) = U(P) for the wave functions.

Time Inversion: The time inversion is defined in classical physics as the transformation T : (¢,z) — (—t, @)
of the space-time coordinates. In Quantum Mechanics the situation becomes more involved because there is no
operator representing the time and the inversion is actually a "motion reversal”, it produces a time evolution as a
movie played from the back to the beginning. Let us assume that U(T) the operator representing time inversion in
Quantum Mechanics is chosen in such a manner that U(T)zU ~}(T) = & and U(T)pU~}(T) = —p and consider the
commutation relation [z, px] = 94, for time reversed operators, [U(T)z; U~ (T),U(T)pxU ~Y(T)] = U(T)id ;U X(T).
To recover the usual commutation relation we have to upgrade U(T') to an anti-linear operator which involves a complex
conjugation, such as U(T) : ¢(t,x) — ¢*(—t,x) for the wave function of a spinless particle.

We construct here the representation U(T ) (t, ) = S(T)i(—t,x) on the wave functions of spin half particles. The
time-inverted wave function U(T')i)(t, x) satisfies the free Dirac-equation,

(19" = m)S(T)Y(~t, ) = 0 (D44)

which is compatible with the Dirac-equation

(i3, + m)d(t, @) = 0 (D45)
for ¢ (z) if
ST =1°8(T),  S(T)y'" =-~S(T) (D46)
which is satisfied by
S(P) = im0 (D47)

where ¢ is an arbitrary phase.

Charge conjugation: Charge conjugation turns the wave function of a particle with charge g into those of a charge
—q. The charge ¢ is defined in Quantum Mechanics as the parameter characterizing the phase transformation of the
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wave function under gauge transformation, 1 (z) — ¢**®(®)i(x) therefore, the charge conjugation must be anti-linear
and involve a complex conjugation.

To find the representation of the charge conjugation, U(C) : i (x) — S(C)y(z), we have to introduce an external
vector potential by generalizing the minimal coupling procedure p — p — e A to the relativistic case, 0, — 0, —ieA,,
leading to the Dirac-equation

[0, + ex" Ay () — mlip(x) = [if + A(x) — m](z) = 0. (D48)
The wave function S(C)i(x) satisfies similar equation with e — —e if
S(C)y#tr = —4#S(T) (D9)
which is satisfied by
S(C) = iei?c 240 (D50)

where ¢¢ is an arbitrary phase.
The CPT theorem assures that ¢c + ¢p + ¢ is integer multiple of 27 for any relativistic, local Quantum Field
Theory, ie.

U(CPT)b(@) = v (). (D51)
c. Bilinears

The transformation property, (D19), allows us to construct useful bilinears of the field (). By means of the
transformation rule

d(x) = ' (2') = P(a)y ST (AN = (2)S™H(A) (D52)
one finds
P (@ )Ty (2") = P(2)STHA)TS(A)Y(2) (D53)
for any 4x four matrix I'. A complete set of matrices,
s 1
Yy, =A#
re’ = ot
Ty =
Ip =+, (D54)

leads to scalar (¢I's1)), vector (¢T54), tensor (YT 9), axial-vector (Y1), pseudo-scalar (YT pe).

3. Bispinors

There is a more involved but more illuminating way of deriving the Dirac-equation. We start by recalling that the
elementary particles are defined by the irreducible representations of the corresponding symmetries. In case of the
proper Lorentz group the simplest irreducible representations are given in Eqs. (C14). We shall use the spinors %
and 7;, they correspond to spin half fermions which obeys well defined transformation rules with respect to the proper
Lorentz group but space-time inversions are not recognized, as neutrinos.

When space-time inversions are supposed to be symmetry transformations then we need the representation of the
full Lorentz group. Let us consider the case of space-inversions. The angular momentum, L = x ® p is a pseudo vector
because is remains invariant under space inversion and we have [P, L] = 0. Therefore the representation of P on the
spinors must be a multiplication by a complex number, £ — (7£)* = w€%, according to the Schur-lemma (stating
that a linear transformation which commutes with all symmetry transformation in an irreducible representation must
be c-number times the identity operator). Two consecutive inversions restore the three vectors. According to Eqs.
(C13) and (C14) the most general spatial rotation which preserves the three vectors is g = +1. Therefore, 72 = +1
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and 7 = +1 or # = +i. It is usually the convention 7 = i is assumed. (The choice matters for charged, massless
particles only.)

But there are problems with the Lorentz-boosts. Let us denote the Lorentz-boost transformation which carries out
a change v in the velocity by A(v) then we have PA(v) = A(—v)P indicating that [P, A(v)] # 0, the space-inversion
can not be represented by a simple multiplication in the presence of Lorenz-boosts. The most economic extension of
the irreducible representation of the proper Lorentz group to the full one is obtained by putting together two spinors

into a bispinors,
5“)
= ) D55
o= (5 (D55)

and realizing space inversion by the exchange,

P {5 :“ijg . (D56)
Mo —

The two spinors describe particles with different chirality because the space inversion flips the sing of the three-
momentum but not the spin and they define the chiral representation for the Dirac-equation.

In order to obtain covariant equation of motion for a free particle which is linear in the momentum p = p“b we can
contract upper and lower indices of the same type,

p*n;, = mg*
- (D57)

where m is a constant of mass dimension. (It is easy to see that a rescaling of the spinors allows us to use the same
constant in both lines.) Let us use the parametrization p®® = (p° 4+ pa)?®. The relations

pav = (GpG™) 5 = (° + G(po)* G )ay = (1° — po)as (D58)
allow us to write the equations of motion as

(° +po)n = mg
(p° —po) = mn, (D59)

or as (D7) with

B=1"= (g g) , oY= (3 OU> : (D60)

in the chiral representation. Note then now

= (é _01). (D61)

These considerations show that the role of the mass in the dynamics of spin half fermions is to couple the left and
two simplest irreducible representations of the proper Lorentz group, the right and left handed neutrino fields.

4. Plane waves

The physical content of plane wave solution of the free Dirac-equation is discussed now for non-vanishing mass.
The relativistic dispersion relation E? = m? 4 p? allows both positive and negative energy values. Let us introduce
plane waves with positive and negative energies,

Yy (@) = e k), (@) = e (k) (D62)
where k® = wi, > 0 and the bi-spinors u(k) and v(k) satisfy

(F—m)u(k) = (k+m)v(k) =0 (D63)
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with k%2 = m? due to Eq. (D11). The construction of the spinors u(k) and v(k) starts in their rest frame (m? > 0),
(" = Dulkrr) = (4° + Do(krs) =0, (D64)

with k.; = (m,0). The solution in the standard representation is

1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0

u(l)(krf) 1o U(Q)(krf) 1o U(l)(krf) e 'U(l)(krf) 1o (D65)
0 0 0 1

The bi-spinors corresponding to an arbitrary energy-momentum k on the mass shell, k? = m? is given by

mtwe A(a)
u@) = LT ey | VR
Im(m o) e
ok (o)

_ X
s ) = —EEM @ gy = [ Ve (D66)
2m(m + wg) /%X(a)

according to Eq. (D11) where k° = wy, = vm2 + k2, ¢(*) and x(®) are k-independent, two-component spinors. The
normalization of the bi-spinor is chosen in such a manner that the relations

a9 (k)yuP (k) = =5 (k)P (k) = 605, @YKW (k) =0 (k)u® (k) =0 (D67)
hold.
It is now easy to construct the projection operator corresponding to the positive and negative energy spinors,
2
1 0
Pt =S u@ k) wa ) = —Lm  IE ktm _fdm (D68)
= 2m(m + wg) 2 2m(m + wg,) 2m
and
2
— 1—A40 — _
Pl == 3 0l (k) @ 5 (k) = " v kem _kem (D69)
= 2m(m + wg) 2 2m(m + wg,) 2m

respectively by means of the identity (k+ m)y°(k+ m) = 2wy (f+ m).

The four linearly independent plane wave solutions of the free Dirac equation corresponding to a given energy-
momentum & on the mass shell, k2 = m? can be classified by the projection of the spin on the quantization axis and
the sign of the energy.

Appendix E: Time dependence in Quantum Mechanics

The time has no operator counterpart in usual, so called Schrédinger representation of Quantum Mechanics in
contrary to the coordinates. As a result the field operator, introduced as the analogy of the coordinate operator, should
be time independent in contrary to the spirit of classical field theory. This problem is settled by the introduction of
the Heisenberg representation of the time evolution. The perturbation expansion is simplified by defining a further,
interaction representation.

1. Representations of time dependence

Schrédinger representation: The time evolution of the state of the system is generated by the Schrodinger equation

0 (t))s = Hb(t))s (E1)

and the operators are time independent, A = Ag, in this representation. The solution of the Schrédinger equation is

[p(t))s = e T |y (t)) 5. (E2)
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Heisenberg representation: The time evolution is placed in the operators and the state are time independent in
this representation. The former is achieved by the similarity transformation

(U(t) = eI B(t) 4 (E3)
which induces the transformation
AH(t) — ei(t_ti)HASe_i(t_ti)H (E4)

for the operators in order to recover the same matrix elements in both representations. Therefore, the operators
satisfy the Heisenberg equation of motion,

10: A (t) = [Am, H, (E5)

with the initial conditions Ag(t;) = Ag. Notice that the two representations are identical at the initial time ¢t = ¢;.

Interaction representation: Let us suppose that H = Hy + H; where Hy and H; represent the free, easily
diagonalizable dominant part and the small, complicated interaction part of the Hamiltonian, respectively. It is rather
complicated to use the perturbation expansion of the Heisenberg equation. It seems as a reasonable compromise
between these two preceding representations to place the time dependence, generated by the simple part of the
Hamiltonian into the operators and leave the complicated but supposedly small part of the time dependence for the
states where the usual Rayleigh-Schrodinger perturbation expansion is relatively simple.

For this end we define

(W (t)); = 'O W (1)) g (E6)
which induces the transformation
Az(t) _ ei(t—ti)HOAse—i(t—ti)Ho (E?)

for the operators. The state vector satisfies the equation of motion

WO W(t)); = —Ho|W(t)); + et Ho(Hy + H))|W(t))s
7H0|\I/(t) + ei(tfti)Hg (HO + Hl)efi(tfti)ngi(tfti)Ho|\p(t)>s

Hyi (0)[W (1)) (E8)

)i
)i

is indeed a Schrodinger equation involving the interaction only. The operators follow the Heisenberg equation,

i0rA;(t) = [Ai, Hol. (E9)

2. Schroédinger equation with time dependent Hamiltonian

The interaction representation requires the solution of the Schrodinger equation with time dependent Hamiltonian,
i0,[W(t)) = H(t)[¥(t)). (E10)

To obtain it in a closed form one introduces the time-ordered product, a modified multiplication rule for operators
depending on the time. For a chain of operators Aj(t1),---, A, (t,) the time ordered product is defined by acting
with the operators in the order of ascending time values. A sign factor is inserted, too, according to the parity of the
permutation of the operators, needed to arrive to the time ordered form for fermionic operators. For two operators
we have

T[A(tA)B(tp)] = O(ta — tp)A(ta)B(tp) £ O(tp — tA)B(ts)A(ta), (E11)

where

ooy 17!

(©(0) is ill defined) and the sign + or - is used for bosonic and fermion operators, respectively.



The solution of Eq. (E10) is

where

(W(t)) = Ut t:) |9 (t:))

Ut t;) = T[e~ e @WHE

85

(E13)

(E14)

To prove this result it is sufficient to show that the time evolution operator U (t2,t;) must satisfies the equation of

motion

i0U(t,t;) = H)U (8, ;).

This can easily be done by writing

iOU (t,

) = i0,T [—z‘f;_ dt/H(t/)]

:zaz /dt /dtT (ty) -~ H(ty)]-

and noting that the derivative 0; generates n-times the same integrand,

iOU (t,t;) =

Appendix F:

3 dt1 dﬁn 1T ( ) - H(tn—l)]
n=0
= H(t) n—l /dt1 /dtn VTH () - H ()]

=H()U( ti)-

Energy-momentum tensor of a hermitean scalar field theory

let us consider a free Hermitian scalar theory, defined by the Lagrangian

1 m?2
[ By — =2

The field operator is taken to be the general solution of the equation of motion,

o(z) = / dk[a(k)e™ ™ + ot (k)e™ ).

The canonical energy-momentum tensor,

= tro— g (30,00 - )

yields the energy-momentum vector

pPH = /d?’:c [Goqﬁ@“qb — g (%auqﬁ@“qﬁ - m;¢2)] .

(E15)

(E16)

(B17)
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The insertion of the field operator (F2) into this equation leads to

pPr = / dPzdkde [wkeﬂ[a(k)e”“ + al (k)e™ ] [—a()e™ " + al (£)e'*?]

—g™ (— O ak)e™ + al (k)] [a(@)e™ + ! (£)e™]

2

_T[Q(k:)e*ikm + aT(k)eikm][a(e)e—iém + a’f (e)ezém])]

- - O _
= /d%dkdﬁ[(—wkf“ + %(k”&, + m2)> e k074 (k) a(k)
g .

4 <wk€“ + T(kugy + m2)> ez(k”)maf(kz)aT(Z)

g .
+ <wk€“ + 7(7]{%1/ + m2)> ez(’k”)md(kz)a(ﬁ)

g .
4 <wk€“ + 7(7]{%1/ + m2)> ez(ke)””a(kz)aT(f)} (F5)

The expression for the energy is

-1 1 .
P’ = /dkzﬂ [(wi + E(wi + k2 + m2) e_QW’“C”Ua(k)a(fk:)
k

1 .
+ (w,% + E(wi + k2 + m2) em"zoaT(k)aT(fk)

1 1
+ (wi + 5(—wﬁ + k2 + m2) wial(k)a(k) + (—wi + 5(—wi + k2 + m2) a(k)aT(k:)]

N | —

/ dkwrla’ (k)a(k) + a(k)a (k)] (F6)
and the tree-momentum,
P= / dkﬁ lwike 2% o(k)a(—k) + weke? ™ o' (k)a' (k) + wekla! (k)a(k) + a(k)a’ (k)]), (F7)

reduces to

1 ~
P= / dkkat (k)a(k) + a(k)a’ (k)] (F8)
after realizing that the integral [ dkk is vanishing because its integrand is the product of a space-inversion symmetric
integral measure dk and of a space-inversion asymmetric factor k.

Appendix G: Strong Wick theorem

The strong form of Wick theorem, referring to operators rather than their vacuum expectation values is proved in
this Appendix.
Theorem 1: The identity
s N )\2 )\3
MBe M = B+ A4, Bl + Sr[A, [A, B] + Sr[A, [A, [A, B]J] + - (G1)

holds for any pair of operators A and B and A\ € R.
Proof: Let us define

f(\) = eMBe (G2)
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and consider its McLauren series,

N [A, f(N)]
Pro) df (\)
d\z 4, d\ ]
= [A[A f(V)]] (G3)

where we recognize the structure of the right hand side of Eq. (G1). The desired identity can easily be recovered by
setting A = 0.

Theorem 2: (Baker-Haussdorf simplified) If two operators A and B commute with their commutator, [A, [4, B]] =
[B,[A, B]] =0 then

adaB = aAJrBJr%[A,B]. (G4)
Proof: Let us consider the operator
) = e (G5)

for A € R whose derivative is

df()‘) Aez\Ae)\B + e/\ABe)\B

dA
= (A4 eMBe M) f(N). (G6)
By means of the identity (G1) we have
eMBe ™ = B + \[A, B] (G7)
and
af (A
% = (A+ B+ XA, B]|)f(N). (G8)

The solution of this differential equation corresponding to the initial condition f(0) =1 is
F) = aXAtB+31AD] (G9)

because [A, B] can be treated as a c-number in an equation involving A and B. The theorem follows from the choice
A=1

Theorem 3: Let us consider a field operator which is the sum of a positive and negative energy part, ¢(z) =
¢ (x) + ¢7)(z), and the c-number source j(z). Wick theorem states that the relation

Tle—i S d2i@é@) —, =i [ dej(@)o@) , o=} [ dwdyj(@)(OIT[6@)6w)][0)5(v) (G10)

holds.
Proof: The previous theorem will be useful because the commutator of free fields is c-number. We approximate
the left hand side of (G10) by

Tlei ] dri@o@)] = (=iat [ d*witn@)o(tnm) .. =it [ d*wilt@)6(1.2) (] 4 O (1/n)) (G11)
where t; = jAt, At =t/n and write

Tle~/ dzi@)é(@)] = o=ibt Eiy [ d*aij(ty@)o(ts,@) = 55~ i [ ity @)6(t5.2), [ dyite)e(tev)] (1 4 0 (1/n))  (G12)

according to the previous theorem. The limit n — oo gives

T[e*ifdrj(r)ﬂr)] — i [ dzj(@)g(x)—5 [ dedyj(=)j(y)O(x°~y°)e(z)b(y)]
e~ i [ dzj(@)p(@) ,— % [ dedyj(=)j(y)O(=°~y°)[¢(2),6(y)] (G13)
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Since
o1 dzi@)o(@) . _ =i f dej(@)e ) (@) g—i [ dej(x)e P (2)

— e—ifduj(@)e(@)=1 [ dzdy[s ) (@), (y)] (G14)

we have

Tle=i [ dwi@)o@)] = =i dej@)(e)=} [ dadyi()i)OE"—y")o@)¢()]

= ot dwi(@)8() o3 [ dudyj(2)j(y)O —y")[B(2).6(y)] (@13)

yielding
Tle—if 2i@)0(@)] —, =i [ dzi@o(@) , o} [ dedyi@3i(w)([#17) @),6F) B))=O"~y")b(@).6W)) (@16)

The second exponent, made up by the commutator of free fields, is actually a c-number therefore,

[0 (), 6 ()] = O — ") [p(x), d(y)] = (0][6 ) (x), 6™ ()] — O(2° — 4°)[(x), B(1)]|0) (G17)
= (0l () (y) — ¢ (1) (2) — ©(a° — %) [(x), $(y)]|0)

The positive frequency part contains the operator a(p) only and annihilates the vacuum, thus

[0 (@), 6 ()] = O’ = y")[d(2), d(y)] = (0] = ) (1)) (@) — O — y”)[é(=), 6(y)]|0)

= (0] = ¢(y)d(z) — O = y°) (=), ¢(y)]|0)
(Ol(e@* —y ) — Do(y)e(@) — 0" — y”)p(x)b(y)[0)
—(0|T[p(x)9(y)]0)- (G18)

Remark: A more useful way of expressing Wick theorem,

Tp(w1) - $(w20)] = : dlar) -~ S(wn) s + Y Tld(w;)$(xn)] : dlwr) -~ $ws) - dlar) -~ dlwan) :
i<k
oY Tlei)e(wk))TIg(n5,)é(wk,)]
J1<J2,51 <k1,j2<k2

Xz g(ar) - Dlag,) - Dlan) - Hag) -~ Plan,) - lazn) i+ (G19)

is obtained by expanding both sides of Eq. (G10) in the source j and by identifying the coefficients of the same power
on the two sides.

The weak form of the theorem can be obtained by taking the vacuum expectation value of Eq. (G10) when the
only surviving term is the last one without normal ordering part ({(0| : A : |0) =0) is

1

nl2n

OIT[¢(z1) - - - P(2n)]|0) = Y TIo(@r1)(2r2)] - TA(@n(20-1)) D (@r(2m))] (G20)

TESan

for even n where the symbols marked by a hat are omitted in the product.

Appendix H: Electron-electron scattering

We briefly present the calculation of the electron-electron scattering cross section in leading order of the perturbation
expansion The process considered first is e(p1, a1) +e(p2, a2) — e(q1, 51) +e(qa, B2) where particles three-momentum
and helicity are indicated. The transition amplitude of the process is

(F1513) = (OIT[cop, (a1)cop, (go)e ™ 4=V VO MG (po)el, (p1)][0) (H1)

in terms of asymptotic in and out operators for electrons.

It is advantageous to separate off simpler scattering processes from the transition probability by assuming that all
particle changes its four-momentum during the collision. In fact, if a particle preserves its four-momentum it makes
a forward scattering and can be considered as a spectator, it traverses the collision zone without interaction and
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the actual collision process involves less particles. The formal way such a forward scattering contributions can be
eliminated is offered by the reduction formulae and the basic idea is the following. The creation and annihilation
operators are expressed by the help of asymptotic field operator (88),

ca(z® k) = / Bra'® (k)e™~0y () (H2)

where the time when the annihilation operator is considered is written explicitly and the orthogonality of the spinors,
Eq. (D67) was used. To have a more suitable form we use the identity

st = 1)+ [ D (H3)

ti

to write
conlk) = cm(kz)+\/i§ / 4 (k) [e 757 O ()]

= cia(k) + \/LE /dm(a)(k)[(aoeikx)vow(w) + ey 0(2)] (H4)

. X —
Since the spinor @(®) (k)e?* satisfies the Dirac equation a(® (k)e’**(—i @ —m) = 0 where the arrow shows the direction
the partial derivatives act we find

1 . .
conk) = €iak) + = [ dot® R{[(—7Y -+ im)e ™o (o) + 2000 (a))
vVZ
i .
= cin(k) — —= [ dzi'® (k)e™™ (i — m)y(z H5
() = == [ doa® ()™ i~ m)o(a) (15)
where the partial integration was carried out in the second equation. The hermitian conjugate of this equation is

L () (—i T — m)u® (k)e—ik=

77 daxp(z)(—i § — m)u'® (k)e™ "™, (H6)
The creation and annihilation operators written in this manner can now be inserted into Eq. (H1). The contribution
of the in operator on the right hand side of Eq. (H5) removes an electron from the initial state. This particle does
not participate in the collision process, being eliminated already at the initial time. This is the contribution of a
collision where the particle in question preserves its state and makes a forward scattering. In a similar manner, the
contribution of the out creation operator in the right hand side of Eq. (H6) stand for the forward scattering of a
particle which is inserted at the final time, after the collision process. We consider genuine scattering process without
forward scattering and omit such terms. We set Z = 1 in leading order and find

—_— .4 . . . .
( ZZQ ) /dyldy2dx1d:c26*’bfblpl*’LCE2P2+Z'§1Q1+’LZU2Q21—L(§1)(ql)(i&yl _ m),ﬁ(ﬁ2)(q2)(i&y2 o m)

OIT [ ()b (g2 )e ™ 4P VDA ) D a1 )]|0) (i Gy — 1)) (2) (—i o, — )l (py(HT)

cl (k) = cf . (k)

(f15li) =

where the index ¢ on the vacuum expectation value reminds us to take the connected (non forward scattering part)
of the amplitude. The leading order contributions to the vacuum expectation value are given in Eq. (158).

The Dirac operators on the right hand side of Eq. (HT), the inverses of the free electron propagator remove the
external legs of the graphs and one finds

—i
(p1 — @)% +ie

a®) (g )y"u'*?) (p,) (H8)

(f1Sli) = @2m)*6W (p1 + p2 — a1 — g2)(—ie)* | —a?) (g1)y"u'*) (py) aP2) (go)y,u(?) (py)

a2 (gD () L
u” (g2)v"u (pl)pl_qQ)QH6

where the photon propagator is given by Eq. (128) in Feynman gauge A = 1. The transition amplitude appearing in
Egs. (99) is the expression in the square bracket in (HS8).
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Let us simplify matters and consider unpolarized collision where one averages over the initial and sums over final
polarization. The transition amplitude square for such a collision process is therefore

TP = et > [u("”(th)v“u(“l)(pl)u(ﬁ”(thmu(‘”)(m) B u(ﬁ”(q2)v“u(“1>(p1)u(ﬁl)(ql)v“u(‘”)(m)}
(P1—q1)? (P1 — q2)*

ay,a2,81,B2

x [U(Bl)(ql)v”u(“l’(pl)u(ﬁ”(qz)%u(”)(m) B U(BQ’(qz)v”u“”)(pl)u(ﬂl’(ql)v”u(”)(m)} *
(1 — q1)? (P1 — q2)*

(H9)

where the ie was dropped in the photon propagator being irrelevant in the absence of integration over the photon
energy-momentum. The projector operator (D68) with u(® (k) = u(®)(wg, k) allows us to write this expression as

TR = et {tr[w(h +m)y (i + m)]tr[y (b + m)y" (fo + m)]
64m* [(p1 — q1)?]?
(e + m) v (e + m)ltr [y (b + m)y” (g + m)]
(1 — @1)?(p1 — 2)?

+ (1 < qz)}. (H10)

The Dirac algebra trace can easily be calculated by means of Eq. (DS8),
tr(y"y") = —tr(y"7") + 29" trl
tr(y*y") = gMtrl - —6* trl
tr(y"9"Py7) = tr(y"7")2977 — tr(v"4"77+")
= 2¢"g"7trl + tr(v*979"y") — 297 tr(v"9”)
= 2¢"g"7trl — tr(y7y"y" ") + 297 tr(vV4”) — 297" " trl
tr(y"y"yP ) = (9" g"7 + 9" g"" — g7 g"")trl (H11)
giving
trly* (pFm)y” (gFm)] = 4m>g" + pagstryy*y¥~"
= 4(m® — pq)g"” + 4p"q” + 4p¥¢" (H12)

where trl = 4 has been used, as well. The transition amplitude square |7|? thus becomes

1 [ (p1p2)?® + (q1q2)* + 2m2(p1g2 — p1p2) . (p1p2)* + (1q1)? + 2m*(prqn — pap2)  (Pip2)? — 2m?(p1p2)
4 212 + 212 - 2 2 (° (Hl?’)

2m (1 — @1)?] (1 — 42)?] (P1 — @1)*(P1 — q2)

The simplest parameterization of the cross section (109)

_ 1 / Podig
4 V (p1p2)2 —m? A (271.)64‘*]111(“)!12
is to use the particle momentum p and the scattering angle 6 as kinematical parameters in the center of mass frame

where p = |p;| = |qk|, p) = ¢0 = wp, p* = P2, p1p2 = w2 +p%, pr1 = m? + 2p*sin® 0/2, piga = w2 + p?cos b and the
differential cross section becomes

d 2(m2 1 92p2)2 4 3 4 4
_U:a<jl+p>[,4_,2+(1+,2) p ] (H15)
dQ  4p*(m2+p?) [sin*@ sin?6 sin® @) (m? + 2p?)?

do (2m)*6(p1 + p2 — @1 — q2)|TI? (H14)

with a = €2 /4.

Appendix I: Non-interacting particles in the functional Schrédinger representation

We construct here the wave functional for the vacuum state and the one-particle excitations in the absence of
interactions, U(¢) = 0. To simplify the expressions we shall use the notation f-g = [ dz f(z)g(z) and wp = y/m? + p2.
The vacuum state functional is sought as a Gaussian,

Wolg] = e~ 3 [ drdyd(@ K (@y)o@) — ~30 K6, (1)
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The derivatives

IWo[d]

K. e3P KD
5 K - ¢e
52w 1
(‘)‘(bacggﬂ - [7Kmy + (K ’ ¢)2(K ! (b)y]eiad).K.d) (I2>
give the Schrodinger equation
H¥[p] = %[TrK — ¢ K-K-¢—¢-N-¢p+mp-gle 2959 = B 30K9, (13)
together with
d3p i(x—x)
K(@.y) = (V=B 5 )y = [ Ghzeeom, (14)
and
1 _ d3p w
Ey = iTrK = / @n) 7”. (I5)
The one-particle states are supposed to have the form
U[g] = /dg’wdg’yqﬁ(:v)l((w,y)f(iv)‘lfo[aﬁ] =¢ K- fe 29K (16)
The first two derivatives are
o 1
% = K- (f =g K- e i
52‘1’[¢] —1lo. K¢
5¢m5¢y = {[_(Kf)w +(K¢)w(¢Kf)](K¢)y - (¢Kf)Kwy_ (K¢)w(Kf)y}e 2

= {~(E - )oK - @)y — (K- @)alK - fly + (K- @)a(d K- f)(K - )y — (¢ K - f)Kay}e 2¥7.(I7)
and the functional Schrédinger equation reads

HY[g] = %{Qf'K'K'ber[*¢~K~K~¢+TrKf¢-A-¢+m2¢.¢](¢.K.f)}e*%¢-K-¢

= [f - K-K-¢+Eo(9-K - e 25
= B¢ K- fe 29K (18)

Our ansatz is a solution if
Erp-K-f=f-K-K-¢+Eo(¢-K-[) (19)
or
K. -f=AEf (110)
where F; = Ey + AE. This eigenvalue condition can be written as
AEP)(q) = waf")(q) (I11)

where
7P (p) = / dPre i P (). (112)

The solution of Eq. (I11) is f(F)(p) = ¢(P)d(P — p) giving AE = wp.
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One can easily construct the creation and destruction operators, too. It fact, it is easy to verify that the operator

ap) = K by [ % _ ) <w,,¢+ %) (113)

satisfies the commutation relation

[a(p),a'(q)] = [f“”* : (wqu + i) @ (wqu _ i)]

o0 o0
= ey @ O] e O @y,
P 6¢ 6¢’ q
= wpf(”)* CfP) 4 wqf(”)* Cf@ = 5(p—q) (114)
as soon as the orthogonality condition
pore @~ P =) (115)
2wp

is assured.
The wave-functional of states with several particles can easily be constructed by acting with af(p) on ¥q[¢].
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J. D. Bjorken, S. D. Drell, Relativistic quantum mechanics (1964) is a comprehensive and readable introduction
to the first quantized relativistic quantum physics.

J. D. Bjorken, S. D. Drell, Relativistic Quantum Fields (1966) is an early text book on canonical quantization
in field theories. It was written after the spectacular success in QED and the not less spectacular failure in
strong interactions to summarize the state of affairs in Quantum Field Theory. Yang-Mills theories are not yet
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C. Ttzykson, J. B. Zuber, Quantum Field Theory (1980), the first modern, ie. path integration based text book.
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e T. D. Lee, Particle Physics and Introduction to Field Theory is a beautiful text book with giving a solid basis
in Particle Physics with a well chosen and motivated introduction to Field Theory, reflecting the personal and
deep understanding of the author.

e P. Ramond, Field Theory: A modern primer (1989) is simple, readable book on quantized, perturbative Yang-
Mills theories, using the latest technics, path integration and dimensional regularization.

e M. E. Peskin, D. V. Schroeder, An introduction to quantum field theory (1995) a detailed and thorough text
book.



