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Abstract

In this work we shall consider a special class of scalar field interaction models which
describe the interaction of a fixed number of N particles with a scalar Klein-Gordon field. We
choose two limiting cases of the relativistic dispersion relation /p? + M?2 of the particles with
mass M for both, the resulting classical and quantum field theory. Models of this class of field
theories are known to generically produce divergent terms in the equations of motion, i.e. the
Hamiltonian, as soon as one treats the particles as points. We shall analyze ways to make sense
out of these ill-defined equations of motion in terms of an appropriate renormalization theory.
One of these models, i.e. the resulting quantum field theory with the particle dispersion
relation %, is the so-called Nelson model. Since for this model the abstract existence of a
self-adjoint operator on a Fock-space, which can be seen as renormalized model Hamiltonian,
was shown to exist we shall put our main focus on it. Unfortunately one has no explicit
expression of that operator yet, nor does one know its domain or what the action of this
operator on elements in its domain looks like. To these three points answers shall be given in
this work.
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1 Introduction

The aim of this work is the analysis of scalar field interaction models, which are in general the
simplest possible field interaction models in classical and quantum field theories. These models
describe particles, which we shall call nucleons, interacting with a scalar field. Here we will
explanatory use the real Klein-Gordon field for all our considerations. Field theories of this kind
are known to generically produce divergent terms in the equations of motion and therefore in
the Hamiltonian as soon as we consider the nucleons as points, which we shall call the point
particle limit and later on the removal of the cutoff. The emphasis lies on the analysis of these
mathematical difficulties in both the classical and the quantum case and the ways how to deal
with them, which are commonly known under the name renormalization theories. In the case of
quantum field theories we shall always assume that the field is of a bosonic type and that the
nucleons obey the Fermi statistics. Although most arguments in this work and especially Nelson’s
renormalization theorem are independent of the choice of the statistics of the nucleons, the choice
of Fermi statistics will result in appropriate models describing e.g. nucleons interacting with a
pion field or in the limit of a massless Klein-Gordon field the time-like part of the interaction of
electrons with a photon field.

Section Map This work is divided into three main sections: 2, 3 and 4. Section 2 gives a
definition of the Nelson model in the Fock representation, which is the most interesting model and
which also brings up the central questions we address in this work. These questions are stated in
its last subsection 2.8, which serves as an overview over the proceeding sections. With respect to
these questions classical field theory is examined in section 3 and its quantum version in section 4.
Section 5 concludes with a brief review over the most important results and a comment on today’s
situation in field theory.

Models When considering the interaction between nucleons and a field we will mainly look at
two distinct cases. One in which a fixed number of N nucleons are nailed down at some initially
chosen positions and one in which these N nucleons are able to move freely obeying an appropriate
non-relativistic dispersion relation and are able to react according to the interaction. The first
type we shall call the static case and the latter the dynamic one. Both are limiting cases of
the relativistic nucleon dispersion relation y/p? + M?2. In the dynamic case we will consider the

non-relativistic limit of the dispersion relation M + % and in the static case only its rest mass

\/p? 4+ M2 ~ M. This approximation can physically be seen as the limit p? < M?2 such that the
interaction induces only very small momentum change compared to the rest mass of the nucleon.
These models will be analyzed in the classical and the quantum regime. Although the name Nelson
model is usually used only for the dynamic quantum case we like to call the resulting four models
the static classical, the dynamic classical, the static quantum and the dynamic quantum Nelson
model.

Notation Important formulas and results that are frequently used along the way are displayed
in boxes the first time introduced. All mathematical symbols used throughout this work, which
are non-standard or used in a slightly different sense than its standard versions, are explained in
the appendix B.






2 Definition of the Nelson model and preliminaries

2.1 Fock-space

Let us follow the assumption that a quantum mechanical system describing particles with field-
like interactions is characterized by some initial position distribution of the particles, the initial
condition of the field, a ray' in a Hilbert-space that generates the dynamics for the particles and
the field and a law that governs the time evolution of this ray in Hilbert-space. We shall call
the particles nucleons. Furthermore it will be convenient to decompose the field with respect to
solutions of its free field equation, the field modes, which we shall refer to as mesons. During the
first definitions we speak about n-component Hilbert-spaces, where the word component stands
for the parts of the quantum mechanical system, i.e. the nucleons or mesons respectively. A
ray in a n-component Hilbert-space is able to generate the dynamics of a quantum mechanical
system consisting of n of these parts. Since the total number of the parts may vary over time we
need to define a bigger space, the Fock-space. In a loose speaking this Fock-space is an infinitely
many-component Hilbert-space.

Definition 2.1.1 (zero-component Hilbert-space). Let V' be a vector space over C spanned by one
abstract vector indicated with |0), which we shall call the vacuum vector. The inner product we
define by (]0),]0))y =: (0|0) := 1. This abstract space is a Hilbert-space and is isomorphic to the
space of complex numbers C with the inner product (a,b) = a* - b for all a,b € C. We shall write
HEO .=V and call it the zero-component Hilbert-space.

Definition 2.1.2 (one-component Hilbert-space). Let Hﬁ)e be the set of finite C linear combi-
nations of a possibly infinite but countable set of abstract vectors {|¢;)}ien. The inner product
we define by (|p:), o)) wa =: {(@ilp;) = i for all i,j € N. Let now HY be the closure of
H,(g%)e with respect to the scalar product. In the case of an infinite basis HI(,lr)e this abstract space
is isomorphic to Lo(R™, C,d"x), the space of complex valued square integrable functions over R™
with respect to the Lebesque measure d™x. Since a ray in that vector space shall generate dynamics
that take place in the three dimensional position space the most natural choice is n = 3. We shall
call HY the one-component Hilbert-space.

We shall write elements in £5(R3) in terms of the Dirac-notation? (z|¢) and its complex
conjugate (p|x) for some |p) € H(M) and z € R® and call them one-component wave functions.
This notation stresses the fact that we mean a one-to-one correspondence between an abstract
vector |p) and a wave function (x|p), which can be defined e.g. by a one-to-one mapping of
elements in the H(!) basis {|¢),}icn onto elements on some Lo basis {(Z/¢;)}ien. Whenever the
Lo basis is orthonormal the mapping is called isometric. The isomorphy, the one-to-one mapping,
the formal definition of the identity ]l;”m = [d®z |x) (2] and (z|a/) := §3(z— &) yield an unique
representation of the abstract space H() in £,. For the choice of an isometric one-to-one mapping,
which we will assume in the future, we find for all |¢) ,|¢) € H() that

(e} @)y =: (pld) = /dgév (olz) (2|¢) = ((@lv) , (2]0))L (1)

Definition 2.1.3 (n-component Hilbert-space). Let H®" := @, HY) be the n time tensor prod-
uct of one-component Hilbert-spaces. This abstract space is isomorphic to Lo(R3", C, H?:o d3z;).
Again we assume the isometric one-to-one mapping of elements HE™ onto Lo(R3™) elements which
for some |p) € H®™ are called n-component wave functions (x, ..., T, |p). Hence the inner product
is again given by

(6 e = (10 = [ [ o ol i) 2
= (@1, Tnl@) S (@1, ooy Ba|D)) 2o (RO )

LA ray in a vector space over K associated to a vector ¢ in that vector space is the set {zp|z € K}.
2In fact we should better write (-|p) to indicate an element of £2(R?) in order to emphasize that we mean the
function and not its value at & € R3 - but in general there should not occur any confusion with either notation.
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We shall call H®" the n-component Hilbert-space.

Definition 2.1.4 (Fock-space). Let Fp.. be the set of finite C linear combinations of vectors
(|n))nen for any |1,) € HE™,n € N. We define the inner product as

(p|o) = 3 By ... d3$n< |E1, .y @) (@1, ooy T | D) (4)
¢ ;/ / @ T, x,

and the Fock-space as closure of Fpr. with respect to this scalar product, which again is a Hilbert-
space. In short we write F = @, H®", where @ is called the direct sum and means the
above.

Definition 2.1.5 (the Fock-space for the model). We indicate the Fock-space of the nucleons (and
the n-nucleon Hilbert-space) by Fpue (and HE™.) and the Fock-space of the meson field (and the
n-meson Hilbert-space) by Foes (and HE?, ). Hereby we forget about symmetrization of the tensor
product spaces which will not play any role in this work. We define F to be the Fock-space of the
model, i.e. F := Fpue @ Fmes- Since the Nelson model shall have its total number of nucleons
conserved we will only need a smaller space Fn := HEN @ Frnes, which we shall call the N-th

nuc
nucleon sector of F.

Remark 2.1.1. As usual in each Hilbert-space the norm || - || is induced by the inner product
with

) {13 == (@) (5)

Wherever it is clear from which space |¢) is from we will usually just use || - |].

2.2 The Nelson model Hamiltonian H, in the Fock representation

The model Hamiltonian H,; is a linear operator whose closure can be defined on whole F for finite
k. The field operators® 1 (z), ¢ (x) and aL, ay, are the common creation and annihilation operators
of the nucleons and the meson field respectively.

H, = Hy+ gHIN (6)
HO = Hnuc + Hmes (7)
Hpye = / d3z T (2) Dyt () (8)
Hypes = / &>k alwya (9)
H;, = /d3x Ui (x) / d®k 7, (k) (eikwak + e_ikzal) Y(x) (10)

where the integral operators are understood in the weak sense* and are discussed in more detail in
subsection 2.3, D, represents the dispersion relation of the nucleons, which for the cases examined
in this work is a differential operator with respect to x, g € Ry is the coupling constant, which

3Let us use the convention that the field operators in position space are written like wT(w) and the same operator

in momentum space like zp;.
4That means the following. Let the linear operator T' on F be formally given by T := fM dpA(p) and A a
mapping from M to the set of linear operators on F then T is defined by its L2 representation as

(@1, oy T TI) = /M dpa (1, ., Tl A1) (11)

if the integral exits for all n € N and some [¢p) € F. The set of |¢p) € F for which this is true naturally forms the
domain of the operator.



2.2 THE NELSON MODEL HAMILTONIAN H, IN THE FOCK REPRESENTATION 11

represents the strength of the coupling and M € R, is the nucleon mass. Moreover the Klein-
Gordon field amplitude v, and the dispersion relation wy for a meson field with mass 4 € Ry =
{z € R|z > 0} is given by

x (K

VK(k) = %% (12)

wE = k2 + ,LL2 (13)

>
S~—

73

where p(k) is the source density of the interaction and represents for k < oo the so-called
ultraviolet cutoff in the model. p, (k) has the following properties

ou(k) = /dgxpn(m)eikz (14)
lm pu(z) = () (15)

K— 00

The limit kK — oo is called the removal of the ultraviolet cutoff or simply the point particle limit.
Soon we shall see that in this limit the Hamiltonian remains a merely formal expression. Giving
a mathematical meaning to it shall be one of the main objectives in this work. We postpone this
issue and continue with finite x. As said for the special case of the dynamic quantum Nelson model
we restrict ourselves to the N nucleon sector Fy, since the total number of nucleons shall be a
conserved quantity. Furthermore we take D, to be the free Schréodinger operator. We can then
rewrite two terms of the Hamiltonian restricted to Fy with i, ...., Ty being the nucleon position
and Py, ..., py the momentum operators fulfilling the common commutation relations

[0, P%] = i0a,0; 5 for all a,b € {1,2,3} and 4,5 € {1,..., N} (16)
7l ﬁ%

for @ =: | 27 | and p; = | P; for all 4,5 € {1,...,N} (17)
P

and | Fy denoting the restriction to Fy, in the following way
N /132
Hnuc f -7:N = Z ﬁ

n=1

Hp, | Fn

N
Z / 3k (k) (e“@"ak + eiik?”"aD (19)

=1

Hence Hy | Fn then reads

N 2 N
Hy | Fyi=) ;T\Z N / &k apopar+9y / d*k (k) (e“@“ak + e‘““””al) (20)
n=1 n=1

We shall indicate vectors |¢) € Fy decomposed with respect to the generalized eigenfunctions of
the total number operator N . := [ d3k alay as

|w> = Z/d3$1 .../dgl‘N /dSk’l /dgk‘n
n=0
<w1,...,:13]\7;k1,...,kn|’¢>|$1,...,:I:N;k1,...,kn> (21)

where xy, ..., &y are the nucleon coordinates and behind the semi-colon follow the meson coordi-
nates ki, ..., k,. In this sense we refer to (i, ..., xn; k1, ..., kn|1)) as n-meson wave function of the
N-nucleon Fock-vector |¢). Furthermore Fock-vectors with a meson vacuum in Fy will be written
like |...; 0).
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2.3 Operator and domain definitions

In this subsection we specify the appearing operators and their domains. Hereby we shall focus

on their restrictions to Fy. A commonly used position space representation of (16) is @; = x;
and® p; = %, where V; (V?) is the gradient (Laplacian) on Fy in the i-th nucleon position
coordinate.
HEL HEL
Vi=1L,"®.0 V Q. 1,/ @Fnes (22)
~ e
i-th pos. N-th pos.
(23)
~2 2
Now for our choice D, = 2” = _2v - The domain of these operators are
D(p;) = {l¥) € Fnlall Vj(z,...,xj,...;xN;...[th) are again in Lo} (24)
D(’ﬁ?) = {|¢) € Fyl all V? (@1, ..., @}, ..., TN ...[1h) are again in L} (25)

where the word all relates to all n-meson wave functions of the Fy element.

In order that the meson field fulfills the Bose statistics we impose the bosonic commutation
relations for the meson field operators

laraf] = (k-1 (26)
[aL,aH = [ak,al]:O (27)

which formally act like the following

(c.ikrkplagly) = Vn4+1(.; k.. ky, KkY) (28)
(ikpknlall) = %253(@—k)(...;kl...7lgj7...kn|z/}> (29)
j=1

where the hat on IZJ means the k; variable is omitted. Please note that in our notation the n-meson
wave functions are now automatically symmetric in the meson coordinates ki, ..., k.

We generalize the total number of mesons operator N7\ _. by NS = [ &3k aLf(k)ak for any
measurable function f, formally acting like

n

(bl Neg0) = D7 fk) (s Bk |0) (30)

i=1

for all |¢) € DNV,

mes

) C Fn with

DNY.,) = {w> € ]-'N|i/d3k1 .../d3k:n If (ki) (o Bery ooy R |0) |2 < oo} (31)

Respecting the recent operator definitions we find

=

D(Ho | Fn) = () D(#)) [ ) PWNjoes) (32)

Jj=1

L . .. . . R v
5Please excuse the ambiguity of the index i in z; and the imaginary number i in =
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Now we turn to the integral operators, which we wanted to look at in more detail. For any
measurable function f the operators [ d*k f(k)ax and [ d*k f (k)a;rc formally act like

(...;kl,...,kn|/d3kf(k)ak\w - \/n+1/d3k:f(k) ot oy o B, K0 (33)

<...;k1,...,k”|/d3kf(k)a;\w - %Zf(kj)<...;k1...,l%,...kn|¢> (34)

That means, for any f € L£2(R?) both operators are well-defined on D(y/N},.,) by the Schwartz
inequality.

I / EkF®al) | < 11flles - VAR 1) | (35)
| [ @k man < Ille VAT + 110 (36)

If f ¢ £5(R?) it is easy to see that [d®k f(k)al |) ¢ Fn regarding the finite norm condition of
the Fock-space. In contrary the annihilation operator [ d®k f(k)ay can be defined for all [¢) € Fy
such that the integral on the right hand side of (33) exists. Since 7, (k) is only in L5(R?) for finite
k it immediately follows that the operator Hj,_ is only well-defined for finite x with the domain

D(H;,) =D(WNL..) Ve <o (37)

Thus the model Hamiltonian can be defined as an operator on

D(Hy | Fn) =D(Hy | Fn)[|D(VN}es) ¥ < 00 (38)

only for finite k. In fact we shall see from the next subsection that H, [ Fy is self-adjoint on
D(Hy [ Fn)-

2.4 Self-adjointness of H,

Theorem 2.4.1. For k < co the operator Hy, | Fn is self-adjoint on D(Hy | Fn)-

Proof. Hy being the sum of two positive commuting self-adjoint operators Hy. and H,es is again
self-adjoint. By Kato’s theorem [13] H,, | Fy is self-adjoint on D(Hy | Fy) if there exist positive
constants a < 1 and ab < oo such that for 1)) € D(Hy | Fn)

g H1, [} [| < allHo |4) || + bl[ 19 || (39)

If so Hy, is called a small perturbation of Hy in the sense of Kato. To show this is straight forward
for k < 0o because by Schwartz inequality for any [¢) € D(Hp | Fn)

loHa )1 = ol Il [ (k) (ane™ + afe~ ) o) | (40)
< gl e, (1A ee 19) 11+ 11N T 116 1) (41)
< 2gl I, VAR +110) | (42)

Cr - [V Nipes + 119 || (43)
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We now follow [15]. For all € > 0 3 b. < oo such that

IVFEGFTI < s 1+ 0110 | (44)
= CINGea 9} 1+ Bl ) (45)
<INl )+ bl 1) (46)
= e [9) [+ bl[19) (47)
< lHo ) |+ bell 1) (48)

because p € Ry and wy > pu V¥V k € R3. Choosing € < u/C, we yield a = Cye/pu < 1,b = b, < o0
and (39) holds. O

2.5 Translational invariance of H,.

Theorem 2.5.1. For k < oo the operator H, on D(H,) is translation invariant, i.e. it conserves
the total momentum.

Proof. In order to show translation invariance we use the common R3-valued total momentum
operator P on F

P = / &k (¢Lkwk + aLkak) (49)
and calculate e’P4H, e~ "4 for any d € R>. First we rewrite H,, in a more convenient way.
K f
H, = /d3k ¢;—¢k+/d% ajwgay + (50)
2M
b [ @ [ @) (o0t v)ial) vy (51)

Now we calculate the action of P on each operator appearing in the terms of H,,. Since ¢'7% forms
an unitary group we can expand €7 %Te~*P4 in a Taylor series around d = 0 for any operator T’
defined on an appropriate domain and yield

(id)*

ePiTe P4 = T+ il—(!i[P,T] + 5 [P [P T]] + (52)

For T := 1/1; we get
[P.l] = [/d3k w,ﬁkwﬁ/d% afkag, )] (53)
= [ [ @k vk ) (54)
- /fkﬁwmwm (55)
(/fk¢%ﬁ%—P%=m@ (56)

hence

P, [P.wf]] = P} (57)
: (58)
(P[P, ..[Pw)  ]..]] = p"Y) (59)

n parentheses
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and
: ; id id)? :
ePlple™ P = T+ [P, T]+ ( 2|) [P, [P, T]] + ... = e (60)
similarly
ei’Pd,(/)pe—i”Pd — wpe—ipd (61)
6i73da267i7>d _ azeikd (62)
ei’Pdake—i"Pd — ake—ikd (63)
We plug these term into e’P4H,.e~"P? and get
€iPdHN€_iPd _ H,{ (64)

This is the statement of the translational invariance that goes hand in hand with the conservation
of total momentum since

(id)®
2!
for any d € R? and thus [P, H,] = 0. O

iPd —iPd  _ id —
ePeH e = He+ [P He + [P, [P, H]| +...= H, (65)

2.6 Removing the ultraviolet cutoff in Fy

Remark 2.6.1. In the future we will restrict all our arqguments to Fn if not noted otherwise.
Hence all appearing operators are the ones restricted to Fy and naturally all domains are subsets
Of ]:N-

We have seen that the Hamiltonian is not well-defined for kK — 0o since Voo (k) ¢ L2(R3). As
long as p > 0 the field amplitude ~,; is non-singular and we only need to introduce this so-called
ultraviolet cutoff x in order to obtain a well-defined model Hamiltonian H,. We shall refer to it
as the cutoff. In the case of u = 0 one had also to fix the integral operators over v, (k)d>k at small
wave numbers k in order to have the existence of a ground state®. A cutoff doing that is called
infrared cutoff. In position space this infrared cutoff would have the effect to cut the integrals off
for big |z|. One could argue that the finiteness of the universe imposes a natural infrared cutoff
on our model but on the other hand for a theory on quantum scales the extend of the universe
is almost infinite and on a mathematical grounding it remains an interesting question to remove
the infrared cutoff as well. However in this work we shall always assume p € Ry. By a theorem
of Nelson [15] we can give the Hamiltonian H, | Fy for kK — 0o a mathematical meaning in the
following sense.

Theorem 2.6.1 (Nelson’s theorem). There exists a unique self-adjoint operator H on Fy and a
family of real constants R,

R, = —92/d3k‘ 7/;3,%(/«;) (66)
5if T Wk
such that, for allt € R and |¢p) € Fy
lim e N ) — =it [y (67)
The operator H is bounded below.
Proof. We shall sketch the proof in [15] below. O

6Physically speaking the time evolution is such that its ground states carry a cloud of infinite many mesons with
wave numbers close to zero without violating the energy conservation. To see this e.g. in the static Nelson Model
simply compute the average of the total number of mesons for the groundstate (362). It diverges logarithmically.
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A sketch of Nelson’s proof In order to understand the construction of H in the following
we shall go through Nelson’s proof in brief. The separation of the R,, term is done via the Gross

transformation. This is an unitary transformation implemented by e*”= whose generator is given
by
N B Tt IR T
T, = Z/dsk B (k) (ake’kx” — aLe_lkz”) (68)
n=1
Ve (k
Gl =~ (1~ () (69)

The factor of (1 — xx(k)) in B.(k) with xx (k) being the characteristic function - identity for
|k| < K and zero for |k| > K - is a technical detail that allows a convenient way to show semi-
boundness and closure properties of the quadratic form (91). Since 3, (k) € L2(R3) Vi < oo it is
easy to show that T}, are skew-adjoint operators on D(y/NL.,) for all K < co and we define T}; to
be the closure on Fy of them respectively. Hence e*7x

implements an unitary transformation on
Fn for all kK < co. The action of this transformation on p,,,, a;rc and ay, is”

eTﬁﬁmeiTR = ﬁm - Am,m - A:n,n (70)
N
eTrale ™ = al + Z B (k)eiFem (71)
m=1
N IR T
elrae™" = ap+ Z By (K)e~kEm (72)
m=1
(73)
where
A = / Pk kB, (k)aye (74)
AL, = / APk kB, (Kk)a)e™*en (75)
and only for finite k. That can be seen by the following computation. The operators e*”= are

unitary for finite x. Hence e”+¢ for d € R forms a unitary one parameter group, which we may
expand in a Taylor series around d = 0. So for any operator L with an appropriate domain we
find

d d?
efLe ™ = eMiLe” ™4 =L+ = [P,L]+ [P, [P,L]] +.. (76)
1! 2!
d=1 d=1
1 1
= Lt 5P L]+ 5P [P.L]] + (77)
"It seems that for some reason Nelson used P,, = iV instead of the convention p,,, = %, which we shall

use throughout. That is why formulas (70) and (86) have a different sign compared to the one Nelson used in [15].
That of course is not essential to Nelson’s proof.
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The commutators for L := p,,,, a;c and ay, are

[Tm ﬁm] = _Am,n - A:nﬁ (78)
[T, [Tor [T Bp].]] = O (79)
N
[Teaf] = Y Bu(k)e*en (80)
m=1
[T, [Tns..[Trya}]..]] = 0 (81)
N
[T, ar] = Z By (K)e ™ kom (82)
m=1
T, [Tn . [Terar] ] = 0O (83)
Using this we compute the transformed Hamiltonian
eTnHﬁeiTK = Hnuc + Hmes + (84)
N
1 2 *2 *
+517 m; (A2, + A +24A% A+ (85)
_2(pmAm,fi + A:"L,npm)) + (86)
N
+y / APk Ve @) 4 (87)
m#l
+Hix + N(R. — Ri) (88)
=: H + N(R. — Rk) (89)

where the potential V,;(k) is given by

2
2 k We W
V“(k) = 79%;(19) [2<Dk+wk> - (Dk+wk> ] (90)

We will discuss the nature of this potential in detail for the case of infinitely heavy nucleons in
subsections 3.3 and 4.4. Nelson now showed that (89) holds as an operator equation on the set
D(Hy) = D(H,) = D(H.) but since kB (k) ¢ L2(R?), which appears in both integral operators
Ao and Ay,  defined in line (74) and (75), the Hamiltonian H/, has essentially the same
problem like H,, and so also is not well-defined on Fpn. Now since we extracted the for k — oo
divergent term R, the operator H], behaves a bit better than H, in the following sense. For
finite # the self-adjoint operator Hj induces a quadratic form gg/ (|¢),|#)) on the form domain
Q(Hy) = D(VHy) with the properties
—
L (plHLI6) = ai, (1) |8)) = (ol Hy"*Hy'”
for all ), |¢) € D(Hp) and k < o0

[16)) + B(l#) 1))

N
Bu(l0).¢) = ]Qmez(<w|w,zes+1>1/2<N,zes+1>-1/2Afn,n|w>+ (1)
m=1
| T A ) + <¢|p:m|w>) TR
N
s / @Bl Ve MEm—a) ) 4 (93)

m#l
+ (Y H £ W) (94)
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2. B ([Y),]9) is well-defined for all k < oo and |¢p) € D(+/Hp).

3. There exist € > 0, aK < oo and ab < oo such that

1/2 771/2
| Bre([0)[4))] < e (|Hy""Hy"[¢) + b {|¢) for all & < oco.
(this was the technical detail with K mentioned above)

4. limy o0 Be([¥), [¥)) = Boo (|9, |4))
uniformly on any set of |¢) in D(v/Hy) for which ||Hé/2 [¥) || + || |+) || is bounded.

From functional analysis [15, Appendix] - or [17, VIIL.6] for a more modern approach - we infer
that for each quadratic form gpm; with the above properties (2),(3) and (4) there exists a self-
adjoint operator for all k < oo, which we shall call H., on the domain D(H.) C D(y/Hp). For
Kk < oo we know these operators already by the construction (1.) with the associated domain
D(H!) = D(Hy). If we perform the limit kK — oo we yield a new self-adjoint operator H._  with
an unknown domain D(H. ) C D(v/Hp) whose matrix elements are given by (1.)

(lHLlo) = anr (¢}, [v)) (95)
= (olHy*Hy'*|6) + lim_By(l¢),|9)) (96)

for all |p),|¢) € D(HL,). So we have a family of self-adjoint operators H, for all Kk < co and
hence by the unitarity of the transformation

p—it(Hi—NRy) _  —T.,—it(H,—NRx),Tx (97)
can be shown to converge strongly as kK — oo. Like in [15] We shall indicate the closure of
e T (H! — NRg)el= on Fy with the symbol H.

2.7 Why is the existence of H not enough?

Up to here we know that there exists a self-adjoint operator HonF ~ with the following properties

1. limy o0 (@] (Hw — NRy)|6) = (| H|) for all |¢), |¢) € Q(H) = Q(Ho) = D(v/Ho)

~

2. D(H) € D(VHy)

it(Hi—NRy) _ ,—itH

3. s—lim,_e”

So to say even though we have no explicit expression for the self-adjoint operator H we know all
its matrix elements. Unfortunately that does not get us far if we want to learn about how H acts
as an operator on Fock-vectors. The reason why we can not infer information about the action
of H from its quadratic form (-|H|-) is because the quadratic form could only be defined with all
creation operators acting to the left as annihilation operators. Recall that annihilation operators
are slightly better behaved than creation operators, which we have discussed in subsection 2.3.
Here is a simple example that shows how the operator associated to the quadratic form of the
Laplacian can simply be read from the expression of the quadratic form and why this in general
can not similarly be done for the case of smeared out field operators.

Example 2.7.1. Let H be a Hilbert-space and q_(-,+) the quadratic form of the Laplacian (—/\)

alpd) = (p|DD]0) = / B (0, (o]2)) (D (216)) (98)

with the form domain Q(q—n) = {|l¢) € H|(z|lp) € CL(R3,C)}, where C} is the space of one
time differentiable functions R® — C with compact support. If we would only know the quadratic
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form then we could easily take a first guess about what the corresponding operator looks like by
dragging one O operator to the other side. Hence on the smaller operator domain D(—A) = {|¢) €

M (zlp) < C2)
alod) = — / Pz (pla) (Do (@) = (o] - (— A |8)) (99)
/ P ) (#l6) = (— (¢l D) - |9) (100)

and we can associate the operator (—A) on the domain D(—A) C Q(q—n) to the quadratic form
g—n on Q(q-n). As already discussed below line (33) the situation changes for creation and
annihilation operators in quantum field theories. Let f be a measurable function not (1) in Lo(R3)
like Yoo (K) - or kB (k) as it is the case for qm:, - and F the Fock-space spanned by aL,ak for
k € R? then the quadratic form

ar( / &k / a1 F(R) (1) (plalarls) (101)

Z/d?’kl. /d3 /d3 /d3l X (102)
xf(k)f(D) (plkrs ... kn, ) (K, .. kn, 1) (103)

is by Schwartz inequality well-defined on
Q(qy) = {|¢) € F such that /d% f(k) (plki, ..., kn, k) € Lo(R®™)} (104)

which can be shown to be dense. Unfortunately we cannot drag the ak operator to the right because
for our choice of f we have D([ d3k f( )ak) = {0} only and so [d3k f(k)a L has no meaning
as an operator on the Fock-space. On the other hand e.g. in the case of the quadratic form (91)
it can be shown that despite this problem there indeed exists an operator, the one we called H'
which can still be associated to its quadratic form.

Hence we need to get additional information about H in order to learn about its action on
Fock-vectors. We will argue in subsection 4.3 that the information missing is the unknown domain
D(H).

2.8 Fundamental questions

In the preceding subsections we have come across the typical problem of any relativistic interaction
in field theory, which is that the model Hamiltonian fails to exist. At this stage naturally four
questions arise

1. Why are the model Hamiltonians in contemporary field theory written down in the way they
are?

2. Why do these model Hamiltonians in general fail to exist?

3. Since they are generally only well-defined with a cutoff x, why is it necessary to consider the
removal of the cutoff, i.e. kK — 007

4. And if it is necessary, how shall we in general give a mathematical sense to these model
Hamiltonians in the limit xk — c0?
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To give an answer to the first three questions we will step back and reconsider the classical field
theory in the proceeding section 3 before we turn to its quantum version. There we motivate the
introduction of the field as a mathematical tool for describing relativistic interactions, motivate
the model Hamiltonians, discuss the meaning of the cutoff, why it is desirable to remove this cutoff
and which mathematical difficulties arise by doing it. With the classical field theory as a basis we
proceed with the motivation of its quantum version in subsection 4.1 and 4.2. By comparison of
the classical and quantum static Nelson model we shall explicitly see that beside new problems
essentially the same mathematical difficulties found in the classical field theory reappear in the
quantum version when the cutoff is removed. The main intention of this work however is to
answer the question number four. How can we give these in the limit k — oo generally ill-defined
model Hamiltonians a mathematical sense? We have already seen that this can be done in the
dynamic quantum Nelson model by the renormalization concept that Nelson applied in his theorem
2.6.1. However, recalling subsections 2.6 and 2.7, we are left only with the abstract existence of
a self-adjoint operator H as expressed by (67) that is supposed to be the renormalized model
Hamiltonian. In order to work with the renormalized model we obviously need to clarify what is
meant by H, i.e. we need to get an explicit expression for H. Hence for the dynamic quantum
Nelson model case the fourth question branch up into

1. What does H look like?®

~

2. What does D(H) look like?

3. What does the action of H on elements in D(H) look like?

These questions are investigated in the section 4. We come up with a good-natured toy model
in subsection 4.3 that in some sense is a close relative to the Nelson model. To this toy model
Nelson’s renormalization concept can be applied and all three questions are comprehensively an-
swered. This subsection is essential for an understanding of the computations done for the static
and dynamic quantum case in the rest of section 4. Especially in the dynamic quantum Nelson
model the answers can not be given as easily anymore since the computations get more com-
plicated. Without the comparison to what we have done in the toy model steps necessary for
answering the above questions in the dynamic quantum Nelson model may at a first glance be
hidden from the readers’ eyes.

Much work has already been done on both the massless (x = 0) and the massive (1 € Ry)
Nelson model. So the following references are far from being complete but give a good starting
point when investigating literature about the Nelson model. In [7], among many other properties
of the spectrum and other persistent models, the existence of what is commonly called a dressed
state has been proven without imposing bounds on the coupling constant. In [12] the ground state
properties in the massless case have been investigated via the method of functional integration. In
[4] the ground state of a two nucleon massless Nelson model was proven to exist and the ground
state and binding energy have been investigated. In [1] non-Fock representations of the ground
state for the massless case were established. In [16] an iterative construction of the generalized
eigenvectors and scattering states are presented for the dynamic quantum Nelson model with
ultraviolet but without infrared cutoff.

8This question was already remarked by Nelson in the end of [15]: ”[...] Tt would be interesting to have a direct
description of the operator H. [...]”
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3 Classical field theory
3.1 Why fields?

The question why one would want to deal with fields should be answered at first in order to give
a motivation for all the mathematical work that lies in front of us. Until now this will only be
partly possible since we have not even defined what we mean with the word field. We will try to
give a more complete answer when introducing interactions of the field with nucleons but until
then we have to be satisfied with the following explanation. One way to introduce interactions
in a model about a fixed number of N nucleons is to insert a pair potential V := V(a, @) into
the Hamiltonian. This has often been successfully done but has one problem, the interaction is a
priori instantaneous - or commonly called non-local. That means if one of the IV particles moves
the information about its position change will instantaneously be spread out through the pair po-
tential term in the Hamiltonian and reach all other (N — 1) nucleons which then react accordingly.
Since most yet observed interactions have a time-like retarded or advanced® character, commonly
called local or relativistic, and an appropriate model has to take this behavior into account. As
we shall see, fields obeying field equations like the Klein-Gordon one have properties that make
them interesting mathematical tools for writing down such local interactions. So let us for now
assume that fields are the way to go and postpone a more complete answer to 3.2.2.

3.2 The classical Klein-Gordon field

At first we shall briefly go through a classical motivation for the Klein-Gordon field, which was also
one of the starting points for the early quantum field theories [21]. We shall start with a N particle
system of harmonically and pairwise coupled oscillators and in the end perform a continuous limit
to an infinitely many particle system, which shall be called a field. This Klein-Gordon field shall
explanatorily serve as a prototype field for our considerations about field interactions. In the one
dimensional or scalar case it is said to model the nucleon interaction (Yukawa theory or Pion
model) and in the four dimensional case the electromagnetic interaction. Even in the classical
field theory, as we are already used to from electromagnetism, we have to face generic divergences
as soon as we treat the particles as points. We briefly step through these standard results and
show some ways how one can make sense out of the in the point particle limit ill-defined equations
of motion.

3.2.1 The free field

As said before we consider a classical N particle system of pairwise, harmonically coupled oscilla-
tors in one dimension. The harmonic coupling will be characterized by a Hook’s spring constant,
here called 2. In addition to the pairwise coupling we introduce a second coupling of each particle
to its equilibrium position, which shall also be harmonically and characterized by another Hook’s
spring constant Q2. We shall call the distance between two neighboring equilibrium positions
the lattice constant a and the distance between the n-th particle and its equilibrium position the
relative elongation ¢, - see figure 1.

In order to preserve the finiteness of the system we can impose a periodic boundary condition,
€.8. ¢i = G(i mod n) for all i € N, where mod 7 denotes the modulus function applied to the natural

number 7. Newton’s force law for the n-th particle with a mass set to one is then given by

Gn = Pn = 0? (%H—l + qn-1 — 2%1) + Q(%Qn (105)

9Usually only a retarded character but this strongly depends on the point of view because e.g. in the case of the
electromagnetic field the Maxwell equations give no reason to prefer the retarded solution over the advanced one.
Indeed there are theories like the Feynman-Wheeler action-at-distance theory which treat both solutions on equal
footing.
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Figure 1: A string of harmonic oscillators. The springs which couple each oscillator to its equilib-
rium position are just symbolically drawn along a second dimension. In the case we consider all
couplings lie in only one dimension.

where the dots denote partial derivatives with respect to the time ¢. So the whole N particle
system is completely described by the first N coupled differential equations. Analogously in the
Lagrange (and Hamilton) formalism the Lagrangian (and the Hamiltonian) read

N
1 Z .

L = 5 n=1 [qu - Qz(qn - qn+1)2 - QO%] (106)
| X

H = 33 [P+ 9%~ gu1)* + Q0] (107)

Il
-

n

where by Legendre-transformation p, = ¢, is the canonical conjugate momentum. Although
symmetry properties like the Lorentz-invariance are hidden in the Hamiltonian formulation we
shall mainly use it instead of the Lagrangian formulation, which will at a later point ease the step
to a quantum version. A common way to solve this system of coupled differential equations with
respect to ¢, and p, is to perform a canonical transformation into Fourier space, where these
equations decouple, solve them algebraically and transform the so found solution back to position
space. Since we are only interested in a general understanding of the classical motivations for the
Klein-Gordon field we will not go into that any deeper. As it stands the model described here is a
microscopical model of a harmonic string and we are more interested to perform a change of scale
to a macroscopic point of view where the string is continuous and single particles can no longer
be resolved separately. This change of scale can be achieved via the following limit process

1. N — oo, take the limit to infinitely many particles

2. a — 0, remove the lattice grid and turn it into a continuum

3. alN = const =: L € R, constrain the length and so the mass of the string

4. Qa = const =: ¢ € R4, constrain the stiffness of the string

We are now faced with infinitely many degrees of freedom and therefore it is convenient to label
the elongations ¢, and its derivatives with a variable x € R instead of n € N. That = shall be the



3.2 THE CLASSICAL KLEIN-GORDON FIELD 23

distance between one end of the string and the oscillator, i.e.

g — q(z=na) (108)
pn — p(z=na) (109)

where again we may assume periodic boundary conditions ¢(z + L) = ¢(x). Taking the limit of
the above Newton’s force law the yields

a((n+1)a)—q(na) _ g(na)—q((n—1)a)
G(z) = lim {Q%ﬂ a - a + ng(na)} (110)
N — oo
0%q(x
= 2 82(x) + Q2q(x) (111)

which is known as the Klein-Gordon field equation and analogously the Hamilton reads
1 [k dq(x) ?
H = 5/0 dx [pQ(x) +c2 ( 5 + Q2q(x)

Again this resulting field equation can be solved algebraically with the help of the Fourier transfor-
mation, see e.g. [11] for a comprehensive discussion. We will look at solutions of the homogeneous
and inhomogeneous Klein-Gordon equation in more detail later in this section. Until then we
consider some more general issues and terminology.

(112)

Since a single oscillator can not be resolved anymore we call ¢ : R — R a field of oscillators or
simply a field. The physical meaning of ¢(z) in this model is clear. It is the relative elongation of
the oscillator whose equilibrium position is at x. Unfortunately some fields considered to be im-
portant in quantum field theory are said not to have any underlying classical model, which could
help writing down a defining field equation. In fact the motivation of field equations can only
be given in terms of basic symmetry considerations, e.g. the Poincaré group, homogeneity and
isotropy of the space-time continuum, simplicity arguments, etc. Finally one has to say that these
arguments are just hints and motivations for one type of field equations or another rather than
derivations. Mainly this is why it is so hard to assign a correspondence of the mathematical object
q(), the field, in the theory to an element of reality'®. Nevertheless the above classical model of
an oscillating continuum, i.e. a Lorentz-invariant ether so to speak, seems to be a valuable picture
for questions relating to its physical meaning.

In the following we shall consider fields on R* - with the Minkowski metric - and its time-
zero fields on R? - with the Euclidean metric. In order to set us free from the above classical
model the field will be denoted by ¢ : R* — R, its time-zero field by ¢ : R?® — R. With the
appropriate boundary conditions we can extend the length L of the string to infinity and distribute
the (one dimensional) oscillators along all four dimensions in R* and yield the Lorentz-invariant
field equation, setting ¢ := 1 and u :=

|(0a0" + 12)(a") = (9,0" + u?)d(") = 0] (113)

where 0% := %. This equation we shall call the homogeneous Klein-Gordon equation and take it

as a starting point for all following discussions. Furthermore we will need 7(z") := 3%¢(a") as we
shall see, the canonical conjugated field given by the Legendre-transformation of the appropriate
Lagrangian.

10The reader is asked to forgive the loose kind of way the term element of reality is used in this work. However
it should be clear what is meant by that term in our context, namely that part of what we become conscious of
when watching nature and therefore that part our theory shall be about - for example a particle that we may track
with our eyes or the point-like blackening on some screen.
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3.2.2 Scalar interaction

We have motivated a simple field equation and now consider how to introduce interactions of the
field with a N particle system. We shall refer to these particles as nucleons. Because the field
is scalar the type of interaction shall be called a scalar one. Every solution to the homogeneous

Klein-Gordon equation (113) in R can be formed by a continuous superposition of field modes
+ik,z"
etiky

P(z") = / d'k (A(k")e=®m" 4 A% (K )e"") (114)

fulfilling the dispersion relation k° = wy, := \/k* + u2 and (k', k% k3) = kand A : R* — C, which
can easily be checked. In the future we shall call ¢ the field and more loosely call special types
of elongations of the oscillators in that field a wave. In that sense the whole superposition of all
occurring waves is the field and components, e.g. like special regions of that field or the field modes
eThve” are waves. By the separation of the integration over positive and negative k¥ field modes
with A(k") and its complex conjugate A*(k) it is ensured that ¢ is a real-valued function on R*.
Further properties of such a field, e.g. charge, can be added if we extend the solution space to
complex-valued ¢. The information about the charge may then be encoded in the complex phase
of the field. Since we shall be concerned with more basic properties of fields we restrict ourselves
only to real-valued ones throughout this work. Each field mode propagates freely with a constant
and finite momentum k" through space-time according to the above dispersion relation. Therefore
the homogeneous Klein-Gordon equation is also called the free Klein-Gordon equation.

Now we return to the question why the field reveals to be an interesting mathematical tool for
writing down local interactions. If we for example chose the initial conditions such that we set the
whole field to zero except at 2° = 0 where we create a wave of a very small but finite space-like
support then this wave will propagate within the forward and backward Lorentz light-cone with
respect to its initial support according to the Klein-Gordon equation - recall the title picture. By
doing that this wave transports all the information about its initial conditions to other nucleons
within the light-cones. Exactly this property makes the field a candidate for the mediation of local
interactions between nucleons. So let us consider an N nucleon baby universe with an underlying
field, the Lorentz-invariant ether. We couple the N nucleons to the field such that the simple
circumstance that the i-th nucleon is at some position! ¢* perturbs the field for example by
creating a wave centered around ¢f. This can be done by adding a linear source term p to the
Klein-Gordon equation

N

(0a0* + 1*)o(2*) =D plaf — ") (115)

i=1

where g7 is the position of the i-th nucleon and p : R* — R is a weight function that stands for
the strength of the perturbation in space-time, also called source density or interaction term, and
is usually thought as sharply peaked around ¢ — z” = 0. Now for all ¢ = 1,..., N the Klein-
Gordon equation propagates the created wave within the field and with it the information about
the change of the position of the i-th nucleon in finite but non-zero time to all other (N — 1)
nucleons in the forward or backward light-cone - with respect to the support of p(¢/ — z”). In
that way the (N — 1) other nucleons are able to causally react according to that change of posi-
tion of the i-th nucleon given that their equation of motion depends somehow on the field around
their own position. What that dependence will look like shall be discussed soon. It is known
that Lorentz-invariant source densities usually yield non-integrable equations of motion in field
theory. In fact even in the case of multi-particle theories the only complete theory known using
a Lorentz-invariant source density, in this case a source density being non-zero only along zero

1 Please note that now we denote by g} the actual position of a nucleon in space-time and do not mean the
elongation of a field oscillator at some space-time point as in the preceding subsection.
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Minkowski distances with respect to each particle, is the Wheeler-Feynman electromagnetism -
see [2]. Therefore in nowadays field theories the source densities used are usually of the form
p(g;(t) — z), where g;(t) is the trajectory of the i-th nucleon in R? space. Clearly the introduction
of a source density with a purely space-like support breaks the idea of Lorentz-invariance because
it alters non-locally within the bounds of its space-like support every time the i-th nucleon moves
and ¢/ changes. The effect seems to be controllable by the extend of the support of p however
under large Lorentz-boosts the space-like support can blow up and even for two initially distinct
source densities we can find a Lorentz-transformation such that the supports have a non-causal
overlapping. The only consequence in this case is to get rid of the space-like support by the formal
limit p(g;(t) — ) — 63(qg;(t) — ), which we from now on call the point particle limit and later the
removal of the cutoff. This answers the question of subsection 2.8 why it is desirable to remove the
cutoff. Additionally from an information theoretic point of view the whole support of p(¢¥ — z¥)
contains redundant information except for the point p(q), which carries information about the
position and the strength of the field perturbation at this exact position. Unfortunately this limit
is exactly what causes a lot of trouble in any field theory involving a similar interaction term and
will be our steady fellow.

Until now the nucleons only cause perturbations of the field depending on their position and
the strength of the interaction term p. When we now take into account the free propagation of the
N nucleons in this kind of model we will quickly see how this interaction term already performs
a back reaction on the nucleons under the principle of extremal action - the extremization of
the total energy. Here we will not try to keep a Lorentz-covariant formulation any longer but
consider only time-zero Hamiltonians, which can be done if the system conserves its total energy.
Furthermore we choose the free propagation of the nucleons to be non-relativistic. Let ¢ be the
time coordinate, then for ¥ we write (x,t) and for (z,t = 0) we write x. Furthermore let g; and
p; be the position and the canonical conjugate momentum of the here non-relativistic nucleons
for all i = 1,..., N. Then the Hamiltonian reads

H—N p? 1 43 2 \VA 2 2,2 a pe 116
;2M+2/ z (m*(z) + (Vo(z)) +u¢(m))+g;/ 2 pulq, — z)d(z) | (116)

where the coupling constant g € R represents the uniform strength and the sign of the interaction
term. The source density p was chosen to be p, defined in the introductory subsection 2.2 in
line (14) and (15) - hence the point particle limit is now mathematically kK — co. Obeying the
principle of extremal action we find the equations of motion by the Hamilton equations

N
(D(m,t)+ﬂz)¢(w’t) = _QZPR(Qi(t)_w) (117)
a0 = ~LVa0 [ pulal) - Doe (118)

fori=1,..., N, where U, ;) = g—; — V2. Let us call the above equations of motion of the dynamic
classical Nelson model from now on. We observe that the field equation depends on the trajecto-
ries g;(t) of the N nucleons and the trajectories of the N nucleons depend on the field. Hence the
introduction of the interaction term together with the principle of extremal action already yields a
back reaction of the field on the nucleons. In this picture one would say that each nucleon interacts
with the field by perturbing the field at its position and in return the field guides the nucleons on
trajectories such that the overall action is extremized. These (N + 1) differential equations are
highly coupled and along the way we will recognize that it is very hard to make sense out of them
in the point particle limit kK — oo that we discussed above.

In the next subsection we will at first look at solutions of the inhomogeneous Klein-Gordon
equation and represent them by the Klein-Gordon Green’s function. The two other proceeding
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subsections we shall be concerned with of solutions of the static and dynamic classical Nelson
model.
3.2.3 Green’s function

An elegant way to specify a solution of the inhomogeneous Klein-Gordon equation is to solve it
for the Green’s function G, which is loosely speaking the inverse of the Klein-Gordon operator.
The defining equation is

(0,0% + p2)G(x¥) = 64 (z") (119)

A solution to the inhomogeneous Klein-Gordon equation (115) say for just one source at ¢¥ can
then be build up by

— [t pla” - 26(") (120)

plus any solution of the homogeneous Klein-Gordon equation. In this subsection we will only work
out the Green’s function for the Klein-Gordon operator and in the proceeding ones look at special
cases of solutions. We solve (119) by the method of Fourier transformation and use

G(z¥) = / a4k G(K7)e Fut" (121)
) = / a4k e~ thu” (122)
(123)

in the sense of tempered distributions. Here we shall use the notation that every dash on the
differential means divided by /27 - see appendix B. Inserting this in the above equation (119)
yields

(02,02" + 1?) /?f“k Gk )eHue" = /a“*k (—kukt + )G (kP )ene" (124)
= §aY) = /a“*k e~ hur! (125)
(126)

Hence we read off the Fourier transformed Green’s function

PN 1
) = ——— 12
G(k") e (127)
and
1 I
v _ 34143 —ik,x 12
G = [ e (128

Let us for the time of computation break with the covariant formalism and separate the space and
time like integration. The general result however will again be covariant as we shall see.

/ Tk / a3 k k2 " er*““oneikw (129)

We at first consider the time-like integration defining wy, = \/k* + p2 as before

hy C 130
= 30
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The integrand has two analytical singularities on the real axis of the kg plane. Because of the
exponential behavior of the integrand we can close the path of integration in the complex kg plane
without changing the value of the integral using a semicircle around the origin and of an infinite
radius in the upper or lower plane depending on the value of zy. For zg > 0 (z¢ < 0) the inte-
gration along the path of a semicircle in the lower (upper) plane is zero in the limit of infinite
radius because ikgrg — co. We can then use the method of residues to evaluate the integral.
In this sense the above integral defines a multi-valued function with a branch line between the
singularities, which is not a problem but is rather expected since an inhomogeneous differential
equation has no unique solution. The type of solution is controlled by the choice of the path
of integration around the singularities. At first we arbitrarily start with the path of integration
shown in figure 2. This choice can be seen as preserving the causality. That is because physically
the Green’s function corresponds to the strength of reaction of its differential equation on a pertur-
bation by e.g. a source density. By demanding G(x) = 0 for z9 < 0 no effect occurs before a cause.

iR

Figure 2: Path C around singularities in the kg plane

As said for zop < 0 we can close the path in the upper plane without changing the value of
the integral. Now there are no singularities inside the path of integration and thus the integral is
zero. For xg > 0 we can close the path of integration C in the lower plane without changing the
value of the integral (this path shall be called C; - please note that this path is clockwise and that
is why an additional minus occurs in (132) since the closed integrals are defined anti-clockwise).
That yields

/zﬂ: e o o( )/ ar S (131)
e e e
Owi_k% 0 C Owi_k(%
0 Thy 132
- g, T g e
0(z0) § Tk e o (133)
= T
O Je, " (ko — wi) (ko + wi)
e—iwkxo eiwkxo
0(xo) m( 2o ka) (134)
_ e(xo)sm(wkmo) (135)
W

Plugging this into (129) we get

Grot(z0,@) — G(xo)/ﬁgkw (136)

Wi
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where 'ret’ stands for retarded and denotes the special choice of the path we have chosen around
the singularities. It is convenient to introduce spherical coordinates around the vector x such
that'? kx = kxz cos® and so integration over the angles gives

0(x0) /2” /” /°° E2sind o cos 9
Gret(zo, = d dd dk e cos 137
t(zo, T) 27 J, ¢ ; ; oL sin(wgxo)e (137)
Substitution v = cos? and hence du = — sin ¥d¥ gives
9(%0) -1 00 k2 ) "
Gret(xo, = - d dk — e 138
+(zo, ) (27r)2/1 u/o o sin(wgxg)e (138)
0(z o k. .
= Emo) /O Tk o sin(wy o) sin(kx) (139)
For further computation it is now convenient to introduce the function F(z) by
OF (g, x
% = 2Gyre(a0, T) (140)
Thus
0 e 1
F(zo,x) = —ﬂ/ @k — sin(wixo) cos(kx) (141)
™ 0 WE
0 o 1
= _(2%0) /_OO Tk w—ksin(wkaco) cos(kx) (142)

Again substituting k = psinh & and hence dk = pcosh £ gives

9 (o]
F(zg,x) = -— (23;0) / ¢ sin (psinh & x) cos (pcosh € x) (143)
_ _9(-’170) /OO ﬁf (eiu(COShf zo+sinh & x) + eiu(cosh{ zo+sinh & x) + (144)

8m J_ oo
_e—i,u(coshf zo+sinh & z) e—i,u(coshf zo+sinh & r)) (145)

Let A\ := 2% — 22, Since 79 > 0 we now distinguish between two cases. The first is x9 < z for
which we use the substitution xy = v/—Asinh &y and x¢ = vV —Acosh &y and get

F(xo, )

. 0(370) /oo atg (eiu\/j/\Siﬂh(ﬁ-Fﬁo) + eiuﬂsinh(&—go) + (146)

ro<xT 8mi —o0

_e—inV/—=Xsinh(§+&0) _ eﬂﬂﬂsinh(f%o)) (147)

_ _Qéx(;) /oo f&tﬁl (eiu\/jsinhf, + ei#\/jsinhf/ + (148)
7T —o0

_efi,u\/j)\sinhﬁl _ e*il—é\/jsmhfl) (149)

. (150)

The second case is zo > x for which we use the substitutions zo = v/ cosh & and zo = v/ Asinh &,
and get

o0
F(;EO’ :C) _ _9(1'0) / ﬁg (eiuﬁcosh(f+§0) + eiuﬁcosh(ﬁf&j) + (151)
v 8T J_ oo
7e*iHﬁCOSh(§+EO) _ e*i#ﬁCOSh@*&))) (152)
_ _9(@'0) /OO atg/ (eiuﬁcoshf' _ e—i,ux/XcoSh{') (153)
dmi J_
12Please excuse the ambiguity between x € R* e.g. in the argument of the Green’s function and z = |z|, the

length for = € R3.
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which is the integral representation of the Bessel function of zero-th order [8, 6.431]

I e CL A RORE LG (154)
_ _@Mm) (155)

Therefore
F(ag,2) = - 2020 2 2) 5,3 (156)

which gives
Cratwo) = ~20 D gy — )i/ ) (157

_ 0(x0)d(xo — ) Jo(/i\&)

4

o) — @)

s a— (1VX) (158)

or in other form with
1

5(%@“) M

(0(zo — |]) + 0(x0 + |)) (159)
and noting that x¢ must be positive because of the (z() term we finally arrive at

oz xt 0(xz,

Grata) = an) (2D~ EET Ly ) (160)
However this is still not covariant because of §(z(). For the other choice of integration path we get
the advanced Green’s function being proportional to 6(—z). That path is already anticlockwise
and the minus in (132) would disappear. Thus we find the relation G, et(zo, ) = Gagv(—x0, T)
and both Green’s functions add up to one again covariant expression being defined for all € R?,
because it only depends on the invariant scalar x,x*.

3.3 The static classical Nelson model

In this section we turn to the static classical Nelson model. We nail the nucleons down at positions
g, for alli =1, ..., N by giving them an extremely heavy rest mass so that the momentum change
due to the field reacting on the nucleons can be neglected. This limit simply turns off the free
propagation term of the nucleons in the Hamiltonian and we are left with

1 N
=5 [¢2 (@ + (Vo@) + e (@) + 93 [Popla-oo@ (o)

and the Hamilton equations yield

N
Oao +1)0(@1) = —9 " pulai~ o) (162)

Since the solution is not unique we choose a special type of solution, which is a sum of a solution
to the homogeneous Klein-Gordon equation, ¢g, and a solution to the inhomogeneous one, ¢;. For
¢o we choose the representation given in (114). Furthermore we demand that the field vanishes
at infinity as a boundary condition. Based on the last subsection 3.2.3 we can compute the
inhomogeneous solution with the help of the Green’s function like

N
br@) = —g3 / i’ po(q — )G — a¥) (163)

N
= 792/d3x’ pr(q; — ) /dt G —z,t' —1) (164)
i=1
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we infer from line (129) that

. —1k(a: :c) iko(t' —t)
br(z) = —gZ/d:cp,{ — ) /dt/a‘ko/ﬁk y (165)

Because of the meaning of the static source (see e.g. [11]) we can perform the dt integration
before the d3k one and do not have to worry about the branch cuts in the complex plane. The dt
integration yields a d(ko) on which we can then easily perform the dk, integration and get

N —ik(x' —x)
p 5 (&
o) = Y [ pula ) [ar (1660
1=1 k

o—nllz —)]]

N
= —g /dgx/ (@ — @) T 167
2 9= %) gl =] (167)

The Fourier integral was computed in the appendix A.1. Before we come to the point particle
limit we have a look at the complete solution ¢y + ¢; evaluated at time zero

N

6(@)i= (@) +or(@) = [ d?’k((A(::)—ng%g’jlwe—ikqi) Ry (168)

'kqi —ikx
( gz; 2 27T 3/% ) e ) (169)
1=

where we simply inserted the Fourier transform of the source density in order to drag everything
under only one integral. Hence it looks like the only effect the sources have on this special solution
is to cause a shift in the oscillator amplitudes'® A(k) and A*(k). Taking the limit k — oo will
cause the ¢;(q;) to be ill-defined for all ¢ = 1,..., N because of the ||g; — || in the denominator.
Since the nucleons in the model considered here do not move this divergence is ugly but not too
severe because we do not necessarily need the ¢; to be evaluated at some g; since they can not
move anyway. This situation changes dramatically in the dynamic case where we would have
to solve the equation of motion for the i-th nucleon that depends on gradient of the field ¢; at
g;- We will find in the next subsection that the nucleon equations of motion are, because of this
reason, generically ill-defined in the point particle limit. So let us now analyze what effects these
divergences have. Therefore we calculate the energy of our solution ¢ = ¢¢ + ¢; and compare it
to the energy of the homogeneous solution ¢¢ like in [11] for the N particle case.

=5 [ @@+ (Vadlm ) + 6 (w.1) +g2/dm  — @)o(a1) (170)

We now insert the in the above computed special solution ¢ = ¢g + ¢y and yield
H(¢o + ¢1,m0 + 71 =m0) = H(o, o) + (171)

%/d% (2V$q§o(w,t)vm¢1(w)+2u2¢0(w,t)q51(:n) (172)

+Vz¢1(fv)Vz¢z(w)+u2¢1(w)¢1(93)> (173)

N
+9Y [ @ pula, - o) (o(at) + 01(a) (174

13We will come back to this property when considering the quantum version of it in subsection 4.2. There we
will be able to control this oscillator amplitude shift by the choice of representation of the commutator algebra or
in a few times even by an unitary transformation. We will find that by choosing an appropriate representation the
static interaction effects can then not be seen anymore.
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Note that 7 = q51 = (0. Having in mind the boundary conditions we can continue by partial
integration and find

H(po + ¢r,m0 + 71 =m9) = H(¢o,mo) + (175)

—%/d% <2¢0(m,t)(—v§+u2)¢,(m)+ (176)

i 1) (V2 + u2)¢1(w)) )

N
93 / B (g — 2) (ol t) + 6r(x))  (178)

and since ¢y is a solution of the inhomogeneous Klein-Gordon equation

Oan) + 1) ¢1(@) = (Vi + p?)¢r(z an — @) (179)
hence
H(go+ér.mo+ 71 =m0) = H(do.mo) + Z / & pu(q; — @)1(2) (150)
= H(¢o,mo) + (181)
Hzl/d% pr(g; — ) X (182)
X /d?’x’ pr(g; — w’)/zﬁk e_z:%_@ (183)

Let us look at the energy difference AE := H(¢o + ¢5, 70 + 7r) — H(¢hg, mo) that is

—zk(m —a:)

Z/d?’xp,{ -—:B)/de/pH(-—:l:)/a‘k (184)

i#J
7zk:(z —x)

Z/djxp,{ fm)/dsx/p,{( fa;)/z‘z"k (185)

In the point particle limit where Kk — oo the first term turns out to be the Yukawa pair potential

(g —q;
P L Py

which is kind expected from the experiences in electromagnetlsm. The second term however
diverges in the limit kK — oo because the integral

7 < 1
NVSE = —? Z 72 (187)

k

e—Plai—g;ll

(186)
47r||Qz - q]||

~k|= e
does not exist. The symbol ~ states the asymptotic behavior and is explained in the appendix B.
This term is commonly called the self-energy of the field. Since energy, like any other quantity, can

only be measured relatively one could now, without any loss of information, define a renormalized
Hamiltonian H by formally subtracting this divergent self-energy

H:=H - NVsg (188)
and decide that H is the Hamiltonian to work with. So to say the substraction of NVgg from the

Hamiltonian can be seen as an energy renormalization. It has to be remarked that exactly this
term will again show up in the static quantum Nelson model in subsection 3.3.
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3.4 The dynamic classical Nelson model

Recalling the equations of motion for the classical Klein-Gordon field (117p) and the equation of
motion for the nucleons

N
(D(m,t) + M2)¢(ma t) = -9 Z Pn(%‘(t) - .’13) (189)

a(t) = ~ 59 [ & pa®) - Dola) (190)

we have already realized that these differential equations are highly coupled, not only in the
nucleon positions and the field at the same time but also at different times. This four dimensional
coupling is naturally caused by the desired locality of the interaction. Now that we know the
Green’s function from line (160) we can easily generate solutions to the inhomogeneous Klein-
Gordon equation assuming given trajectories g;(t) of the N nucleons. Such a solution could be
oo + @1, where ¢ is a solution of the homogeneous Klein-Gordon solution like in line (114) and

N
@) =g [t [ pula(t) - )Gl 2t 1) (191)

In the point particle limit for kK — co we get

Tim 6 (z, 1) —gZ/dt Cron(@— q(t'),t — 1)) (192)

which is by the singular behavior the Green’s function ill-defined everywhere on the trajectory of
each ¢;(t). Since for the equation of motion of the i-th nucleon we obtain

N
lim Mg (t) = —gY Vo (¢o(g(t)t) +dr(g(t),1)) (193)

K—00 4
i=1

and find that Vg, ¢1 is exactly there ill-defined where we would need it, namely along the trajectory.
There are several attempts in order to still make sense out of the equations of motion. The one
suggested by Dirac for the case of p =0 [5, 20] represents ¢; as

or(x,t) = ng/dt /ddx pe(q(t') — a/) x (194)
X B (Gres(x— @t —t') — Goap(x— 2, t —t')) +  (195)

+% (Cror(@— ot — ) + Gogo(m— 2t — 1)) | (196)
Then one finds that even in the point particle limit the first term under the integral stays finite
while second term is of the form dM g, but unfortunately 00 diverges. However this term can
then be dragged to the left-hand side of (193). If we now choose M such that 0 < (M + M) < 0o
we get a well-defined equations of motion. Unfortunately many of its solutions have undesirable
properties like pre-acceleration and run away character. These can be additionally eliminated by
appropriate asymptotic boundary conditions - see [20]. We have to conclude that the equations
of motions in line (117) as they stand are a merely formal expression and far away from being a
complete mechanical theory. In order to get a feeling about how the total energy diverges it would
be interesting to do a similar calculation for the energy difference H (oo + ¢1, o +7r) — H (o, 7o)
like the one we did in the last subsection for the static model. The difficulty here is that generally
w; # 0, which means it will not be that easy to extract the divergent terms in the Hamiltonian
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as it was the case for the static model. However one could expand the Green’s function in orders
of |t — ¢'| and perform the dt’ integration in the resulting power series. It would be interesting to
know if this energy divergence is of the same kind as the one we will find in the dynamic quantum
Nelson model in subsection 4.5.1 and 4.5.3. Another interesting point is the following. When
we formally write down a general solution for the field ¢g + ¢; we will again find an oscillator
amplitude shift like we did in the static case. The only difference will be that now this shift is time
dependent because it will depend on the trajectories of the nucleons. The question is, will it be
possible in an appropriate Taylor expansion of the shift terms to separate a time-independent term,
which carries the overall divergent behavior? This would mean we could then shift the oscillator
amplitudes such that this term disappears and then observe the purely dynamical effects, e.g.
radiation damping, of the interaction without being hidden by the divergent static ones. In the
quantum version of it we could again perform this shift easily by an appropriate representation of
the commutator algebra as mentioned in a footnote to the preceding subsection. This point will
be subject of further investigation.
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4 Quantum field theory

4.1 Motivation for a quantum version of the theory of fields

One starting point for quantum field theories was the observation [21] that multi-particle versions
of the quantum mechanical wave equations, like the Schrédinger or the Dirac equation, involving
classical field interactions give rise to contradictions, e.g. under certain circumstance the violation
of Heisenberg’s uncertainty principle for the position and momentum operator. Furthermore it was
observed that relativistic multi-particle wave equations generically yield negative energy solutions
and like for the case of the Klein-Gordon equation it is hard to find appropriate probability mea-
sures. Open problems like these led the physical community to consider the so-called quantization
of fields. To the author’s best knowledge there is no such thing like an algorithm that transforms
any meaningful classical equation of motion into a quantum analog, not in the case of a multi-
particle theory nor in the case of a field theory, and hence the quantization is to be understood
as a motivation for the quantum equation of motions grounded on their classical analogs. That
is not too bad because there exists no derivation of any classical force law or any classical field
equation either. We are usually only left with symmetry and simplicity arguments in order to
motivate a specific equation of motion or another. The only big difference in quantum field theory
is that in most other theories we know which mathematical object correspond to which element of
reality. For example in classical mechanics the position coordinate of two particles corresponds to
their distance, which is considered to be real or at least measurable. The principle of stationarity
uniquely defines the position probability measure and we are ready to do statistics on the positions
of particles. For example for the Schrédinger or Dirac equation the position probability measure
is given by the principle of equivariance [6], which again enables us to make statistical predictions
about positions of particles. In contrary to that in most quantum field theories it is completely
unclear how to define its model Hamiltonian as an operator on some space, what the equation of
motion is and what the position probability measure shall be. Here is a small extract of [18, X.7]
in which Simon and Reed describe the situation of interacting quantum field theories:

[...] Hamiltonians and fields are written down, but no Hilbert space is given on which
they are well-defined operators. The matrix elements of the S-operator are then calcu-
lated by formal manipulation. These matriz elements are represented as power series
whose coefficients depend on the vacuum expectation values of a related free field the-
ory. Typically, each coefficient of this power series is given by a divergent integral.
One formally cancels these infinities by making various input parameters in the theory
infinite and then follows a set of prescriptions for extracting the "principle parts” of the
resulting difference of divergent integrals; this is called "renormalization”. In quantum
electrodynamics, these procedures have produced predictions very close to experimental
values. [...]

The axiomatic quantum field theory is a promising approach to make things mathematically
rigorous although as it stands the ¢* theory is the only one which is shown to be compatible with
the Wightman axioms in four dimensions and it still does not answer the question about what
the theory is. Is it a probability theory about elementary particles? If not about what else than
particles? It does not matter what kind of mathematical objects, e.g. particles, fields, operators,
etc., the theory utilizes for computation as long as the correspondence between some of these
objects with the elements of reality we wish to model is clear. If the theory is about elementary
particles it seems natural to ask questions about their positions and how they evolve in time.
Following this assumption we would need to find a position probability measure. In the Nelson
model this point is also unclear but the mathematical situation is not as bad as described in the
above quote. In this model the existence of a well-defined Hamiltonian and hence a well-defined
time evolution was proven. In the following we briefly go through the historical field quantization
recipe. It has to be emphasized that the purpose here is only to motivate the quantum field
Hamiltonians which we are going to deal with in the proceeding subsections and to understand
why they were written down in they way they were. So in the next subsection we will briefly go
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through the quantization of the free and interacting scalar Klein-Gordon field. It consists of three
subsections. The first treats the free field case in a non-rigorous way - see [18] for a detailed and
mathematically rigorous treatment of free fields. The second subsection is about introducing an
interaction term in the found Hamiltonian, where the Nelson Hamiltonian will show up, and is
again written in a non-rigorous fashion. This third subsection ends this topic with a comment on
the quantization of interacting fields.

4.2 The quantum Klein-Gordon field
4.2.1 The free field

In the classical field section we have seen that in the continuous limit of the string of oscillators g;
and p; become fields ¢(x) and p(x). If we had to come up with a quantum theoretical description
of the system of N oscillators one could e.g. use the correspondence principle and impose the
following commutator relations

So for the continuous system it seems natural to use the continuous analog

[a(z. 1), p(2, 1)) =
la(, 1), (2, )] =

except for the fact that we now call the field and its conjugate ¢ and 7 instead of ¢ and p. Since
the intended commutator relations, which one now likes to use, manifestly break the Lorentz-
invariance while separating the time and space coordinate we will not even try to take the trouble
continuing with a covariant formalism. So let us take the classical field theory outlined in last
section as a starting point. There we have found the free Klein-Gordon field solutions, line (114),

for 20 =0, k0 = wy, == VK + p? and k= (k', k% k3) we can write the time-zero solutions like

i6(x— ') and (198)
[p(x,t),p(2,t)] =0 for all 2/ € R® and t € R (199)

bx) = = / Pk (A(R)e™ + A* (k)= iko) (200)
(@) = / Pk (—iwg) (A(R)e™ — A* (k)e—=) (201)

We speak in plural because we still have the freedom to choose any A : R3 — C. The time-zero
Hamiltonian was given by

1
H o= 5 [ (@ + (Vo) + 16 (@) (202)
We plug the time-zero field ¢ and its canonical conjugate in the commutation relations (198) and
(199) and yield
1 1
A(k), A" (K)] = —=—08(k— K d 203
[A(K). A" (K)) = sz 500k = K) an (203)

[A(K), A(K)] = [A*(k), A*(K))] = 0 for all k, K € R® (204)

This relations clearly cannot be fulfilled by functions A4 : R® — C. Instead it reminds us of
the algebra of the boson creation and annihilation operators ajc, ag. This turns our field ¢ and

its canonical conjugate into functionals of a;fc, ag. One could say the step to quantization of the
fields is now to find a meaningful representation of the above commutator algebra. One family of
representations is

AR = G s I (205)
G Tt (0 (206)

A*(k) =
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for any f : R® — C. Setting f = 0 shall be called the Fock representation. It is easily checked that
for models whose Hamiltonians do not depend on P or for which [p, f(k)] = 0 all representations
with f € L£5(R3) are unitary equivalent to f = 0. This means there exists a unitary transfor-
mation which maps one into the other. Even if we take these cases out there are only for this
family uncountably many representations left. In fact it is this ambiguity in the choice of the
representation of the commutator algebra that brings in great difficulties when we ask questions
about the position probability measure. We continue and define the Hamiltonian of the free fields
by plugging the chosen Fock representation for the field into the Hamiltonian. The field in the
Fock representation f = 0 and its conical conjugate is thus given by

p(x) = = [a’k ke 4 of e~ ike) (207)

1
\/Tjk(ake

m(x) = —i/d3kz ’/%(akeikz— ale_““’) (208)

plugging this in the time-zero Hamiltonian yields

; 53
H= / @'k < (alor+ anal) " =~ / &k wy (a};ak + éo)) (209)

Please note that the  dependence cancels out. The second term on the right-hand side is due to
the sum over the zero point energies of the uncountable many, continuously distributed harmonic
oscillators of the field, which obviously diverges. Physicist have therefore introduced a normal
ordering symbol : - :, which is defined such that all occurring products of operators in - are
reordered in such that all creational operators are moved to the left and all annihilation operators
to the right. Since energy can only be relatively measured one defines

H .= /d3k % : azak + aka;rc P = /d3k wkaiak (210)

to be the Hamiltonian to work with. In contrary to the functionals ¢ and 7 this Hamiltonian
can be understood as an operator on the Fock-space spanned by the representation a;rc, ay, of
the commutator algebra. Since this operator is obviously symmetric and its domain and the
one of its adjoint are equal, H is even self-adjoint. Now it is the first time that we can make
a picture about how our theory will look like, i.e. depending on the chosen representation we
have an underlying Hilbert-space, in this case the Fock-space, on which we have a self-adjoint
Hamiltonian. Unfortunately even now we can not say much more about the position operator
except that a natural choice in the case of the free fields could be the representation f = 0
and || (z|V)||?dz for the position probability measure. Let us now turn to the introduction of
interactions.

4.2.2 Scalar interaction

Again we take the classical theory as a starting point and motivate a quantum version of the
dynamic classical Nelson Hamiltonian (116)

N
=y
=1

via a representation of the commutator algebra. Beside the field ¢ and its canonical conjugate 7
additional variables g;, p;, the position and momentum of the i-th nucleon, for ¢ = 1, ..., NV appear.
Again using the correspondence principle we replace them by their quantum analogs, the position
operator @; and momentum operator p, which obey the common commutation relations (16). In
order to arrive at the Hamiltonian (20) we could then just plug in the quantum version of the field

2

p; 1 3 2 2 2,2 Y 3
Pt [ @ @@+ (Vo) + e @) +g;/d 7 pelg — Do(@)  (211)
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¢ and 7 from line (207) and (208) and hence yield

N N
H = ; 21;\1[ + /dgk‘ aiwkak—kg;/d‘?’x pe(T; — ) X (212)

(akeka—i—aT —zkm) (213)

1
x [ @°k
/ V2wy
/d3k awrar + g Z / 3k 210 e 4 a};e_ik%") (214)

N
- Z p;
i=1 2M
where p,; is the Fourier transformed p,; - see line (14). This is the dynamic quantum Nelson Model
Hamiltonian, which we have already introduced in the introductory subsection 2.2 - having in
mind that we defined v, (k) := ’\’/*‘T(Tki in line (12). For finite x this Hamiltonian is self-adjoint on
for example the same Fock-space like the free Hamiltonian was defined on - see theorem 2.4.1. For
the point particle limit kK — co however H is as it stands a merely formal object. For the limiting
case p?> < M? we also arrive at the static quantum Nelson model

N Iy
Pr (k) ik —ika;
/d3kz akaak—kg;/d?’k \/TTk(ake ki a%e ko) (215)

4.2.3 Comment on the choice of representation of the commutator algebra

Beside the fact that we arrived at the dynamic quantum Nelson Hamiltonian in this way one
could now ask why we would want to do so and plug in the field, which we have found for the
free case, into a Hamiltonian which shall describe the interaction case. Recall how we arrived at
the free Hamiltonian in the last subsection. We computed a general solution of the homogeneous
field equation, tried to find a quantum analog by choosing a representation of the commutator
algebra and plugged that into the Hamiltonian. If we take this motivation in defining the free
Hamiltonian any serious then why would we not want to do the same in the case of the interaction?
Let us investigate this issue in the case of the static quantum Nelson model. In subsection 3.3 the
classical Hamiltonian was given by

=g [ @ @@+ (o) + 267 +gZ/d3m i@ (216)

Again we take the solution ¢o+¢@; to the inhomogeneous field equation we computed subsection
3.3 as a starting point. Please note that because of the non-uniqueness of the solution of an
inhomogeneous differential equation we get an additional ambiguity beside the representation of
the commutator algebra in our theory. From line (168) we infer that

o(x) = do(z)+ ¢r(x) (217)
N o~
- /dgk ( <A(k) B gz 2(27:)3,2w,§ 6ikqi> e + (218)

N Sk
+ (A*(k) —92 2(27{-33’20)2 ") e‘““) (219)
N
n(x) = / &’k (-w,g( (A(k) —gZ 2(2 _qu> e (220)

N
+<A*<k>g22( T )k (221)
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Computing the commutator relations gives the same results as in lines (203) and (204). That is
because the only degree of freedom in this type of solution lies in the choice of A. Following the
recipe we make a choice for a representation of the commutator algebra, say f = 0 like the one we
also used in the free case, replace g; with Z; and p, with p;, plug the field into the Hamiltonian,
apply the ordering symbol : - : and obtain

H = /d k alwrar — g° Z/d?’ PRI i3 —3;) (222)

i,j=1
Pr(k)? itz —a, ACIS
_ dSk T 2 /dSk |p ( ik(z; zJ)*N 2/d3k 29
[ =g ; 2.2 ¢ A
— =:NVsg
(224)

In the point particle limit kK — oo we get

ol |

g
= (225)
Z drl|z; — z)]|
(226)
the pairwise Yukawa potential and a diverging self-energy Vgg, so formally
g9 3 1
NVsgp =—-N= | T’k 227
ow =N [T g 220
——
~[k| =2

We note that both potentials are the equal to their classical analogs in lines (186) and (187) - with
hats taken away of course.

So following the quantization recipe yields beside the free field term f d3k azwkak a N particle
wave equation with a Yukawa pair potential and seems to separate the divergent terms without any
additional effort - at least here in the static source case. With appropriate boundary conditions
the Hamiltonian H — NVgg is a self-adjoint operator on for example the same Fock-space like the
free Hamiltonian was defined on. Let us next consider another representation of the commutator
algebra than f = 0. The choice

N ~
f(k) =g Z %e“@ (228)

will result in static quantum Nelson Hamiltonian (215). So both Hamiltonians (215) and (222) can
result from the same quantization recipe by choosing different representations of the commutator
algebra. We have argued that the Hamiltonian resulting from the representation f = 0 minus
the divergent NVsg term can be given a meaning as self-adjoint operator on the Fock-space on
which the free Hamiltonian was defined on. This raises the questions if we could do the same for
the Hamiltonian resulting from the latter representation (228) and if that can be done how these
two representations are related to each other. The only thing that strikes at first glance is that in
our case f ¢ Lo(R3) for Kk — oo and hence both representations are not unitary equivalent in the
point particle limit. Which one of both representations is physically relevant is a question that
can not be answered until we know what the theory is about, i.e. for the case of particles what the
appropriate position probability measure is. It is also conceivable that both representations with
their own position probability measures respectively may yield the same predictions. In the end all
this plugging and playing and putting hats on variables is an explanation why things are written
down in the way they are but does not help to arrive at a complete theory nor does it answer
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the question about what the theory is. So the physical content of this work almost ends here
because unfortunately we shall have a lot of trouble with giving all these ill-defined interaction
Hamiltonians a mathematical meaning as self-adjoint operators on a Fock-space before we are able
to reconsider the physics they are supposed to model.

4.3 Toy model

In the previous introduction to this section the static and dynamic quantum Nelson model Hamil-
tonians have been motivated and we are ready to discuss on how to apply Nelson’s renormalization
concept from section 2.6 on them in order to obtain self-adjoint operators on a Fock-space. Un-
fortunately the static quantum Nelson model can not be renormalized in this way as we shall see
in subsection 4.4 and the renormalization of the dynamic quantum Nelson model involves awk-
ward computations hiding the, in principle simple, ideas that shall answer the remaining questions
about the renormalized Hamiltonian H we have posed in subsection 2.8:

1. What does H look like?

~

2. What does D(H) look like?

3. What does the action of H on clements in D(ﬁ ) look like?

Therefore we come up with a simple toy model for which the ideas can easily be grasped and all
three question can be answered comprehensively. The toy model Hamiltonian as it stands is at
first ill-defined for the same reason like the static and dynamic Nelson model Hamiltonians are.
However computations and especially giving answers to the above questions will be a lot simpler
than in the dynamic Nelson model'*. Note that in the case of the here discussed toy model we
shall label the Hamiltonian by 7" and not by H.

4.3.1 Definition of the model

The toy model Hamiltonian shall be given as the formal expression

T, := /dgk a};D(k:)ak + g/d3k I.(k) (a£ + ak) (229)
with
D:R3 - R, (230)
D(k) # 0 for all k € R?, (231)
I, € C2°(R?) for all k < oo, (232)
I :R® =R I, ¢ Lo(R?) but (233)
I.(k)/D(k) € L2(R?) for all k < oo (!) (234)

As it stands this operator is not well-defined because the creation operator is smeared out with a
function that is not in £2(R?) and hence is not a well-defined operator on F,,.s. Note that the
situation here is exactly similar to the one we have examined in the dynamic quantum Nelson
model - recall subsection 2.3. For the existence of an unitary time evolution we need the self-
adjointness of T,,. This is with what we start.

M That is due to the artificial construction of the toy model. We have chosen to combine the property of having
a simple structured ground state from the static Nelson model and the property of being renormalizable adopted
from the dynamic quantum Nelson model. Nevertheless this toy model can also be given a physical meaning, which
shall reveal an interesting fact about renormalization concepts of the kind and is discussed in 4.3.8.
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4.3.2 Self-adjointness of T}

The self-adjointness of T}, for finite x can be shown with the help of Kato’s theorem [13] like we
already did in the proof to theorem 2.4.1 for the dynamic quantum Nelson model. We define

To = /d3kaLD(k)ak (235)

Ty = /d3k: I.(k) (ahak) (236)

and hence T,, = Ty + gT7.. Since T} is obviously self-adjoint then by Kato’s theorem T}, is self-
adjoint on D(Tp) if 17, is only a small perturbation to Tp in the sense of Kato. That means if
there exist positive constants a < 1 and ab < oo such that for all |¢p) € D(Tp)

9T, [9) | < allTo |4) ] + bl [4) |] (237)

This computation is absolutely analogous'® to what we did in the proof of theorem 2.4.1 and
therefore we will not repeat it. By doing this computation one finds that (237) holds and T}, is
self-adjoint on D(Tp) for finite k.

4.3.3 Perturbation theory

In order to apply regular perturbation theory of the ground state of an operator T,, = Ty + g1,
with respect to the coupling constant g we need to prove analyticity of this operator, i.e. it has
to be possible to expand the perturbed ground state and its energy eigenvalue in a Taylor series
in the coupling constant g with some reasonable radius of convergence. We are interested in the
ground state of T}; so following [19, XII] we need a property that is called analyticity of type (A)
near g = 0 in the perturbation theory of linear operators. This means the following. Let Fy € R
be the ground state eigenvalue of Ty then analyticity of type (A) ensures that if Ey is an isolated
and non-degenerate point in the spectrum o(Tp) there exists a unique point E,(g) € o(T), the
eigenvalue of the perturbed ground state, which is again isolated and non-degenerate and moreover
then E,(g) and the ground state itself are analytic near g = 0. By [19, XII.9] T,; is an analytic
family of type (A) in g € R near g =0 if

1. D(T1,) > D(Tp)
2. for some a,b € R and V[¢) € D(Ty), ||gT7, || < al[To[¢) || + bl] 1)) ||

(1.) is given by D(Ty,) = D(\/NL.s) D DNE.,) = D(Tp) and (2.) by line (237) for finite x. It
is left to show that the infimum of the spectrum of Tj is an isolated and non-degenerate point in
the spectrum. All generalized eigenvectors of T} are given by |ki, ..., k,) for all n > 0 because of
the completeness Fes = span{|ki, ..., k) }nen,- By computation we find that

Ty [k, oo k) = S D(ks) [y, oy ) (28)
1=0

and since D(k) # 0 for all k € R?® by (230p) info(Tp) = 0 with the corresponding generalized
eigenvector |0). The eigenvalue Ey = 0 is obviously non-degenerate and a lower bound on the
gap AFE between Ey and the next neighboring eigenvalue in the spectrum D(k) is 0 < AE <
infrers{D(k)}. The ground state and its eigenvalue E,;(g) are from regular perturbation theory
given by

1 1

Telg)) = 5~ C(Eo)d4m|0> (239)

(01T |V (g)) (0|77, |9 (9))
)

B9} = oy T @)

15Since I,; and v, are both elements of L£2(R3) for finite &.

(240)
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where C(Fy) is a circle around Fy in the complex plane with a radius smaller than AE. The
operator

1 1
PEn = — d _— 241
v (9) =5 o <T0+gT1~—< (241)

is usually called the projector to the perturbed eigenvectors. Let P, := PZo(g) for the ease of
writing. Every PFr(g) projects a generalized eigenvector |k, ..., k,) of Ty with the isolated and
non-degenerate eigenvalue E, := >, D(k;) to its corresponding perturbed eigenvector of T}.
We will explanatorily compute the ground state in the following. With these formulas we can
write the eigenvalue equations as

T.10) = Eol0) (242)
T,{P,{(g) |0> =T |\Iln(g)> = En(g) |\Iln(g)> = En(g)PR(g) |0> (243)

Since we have shown that the ground state is analytic around g = 0 we may expand it in a Taylor
series around g = 0. This yields

o) = P00 =g S p O (Tt ) e

With the method of residues the complex integral can be directly computed and we obtain

U.(9)) = oo(— V' &Pk | Py, (245)
= Lo [ [

. 1 _aT
S D) Y Toie oy LRl o) e)
(247)

now using the symmetry in the coordinates ki, ..., k, we can write the above as

W, (g)) /ﬁ%y /dk y (248)

1 1
> D 1D<kzj>'z;:fD<klj>""'D<kzl>X (249)

" SPL (ke kn
x [ I« (ki)al, 10) (250)
i=1
(251)

where for some countable set A the sum over S}P’;A denotes the sum over all symmetric permutation
of j elements in A indexed by i1, ...,7;. The introduced sum collapses into a product

n

1 1 1 1
2 TP S oy ) - L) 252

SPL {ky,....k i=1

and hence

(253)

0o n Iﬁ;(kz)
oo = S [k [n TT 5 0

— 9] 2’k N((k)) ay, |0) (254)
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so we can read off the projector

a3 In(®) T
Pu(g) = 91 % Bl

(255)

which is a well-defined operator on F,,,¢s even in the limit kK — oo as we shall see in the proceeding

subsection. So the eigenvalue of the ground state can be computed easily by

B T PU)0)
B9 = Somny — B aibg)0)
(O] [ d L, (K)(ax + al) Pa(9)[0)
OB, (9)10)
(O] f d I (K)aiPy (9))0)
P

Iz

|
o 0L
= /fk<m

k)
[/ dsk In(k’)akv Pm(g)] = |:/ dgk Iﬁ(k)akm eigf d* D(ll)) alT:|

[/d?’k Iﬁ(k:)ak,n 0 ( I"(?a> ]
- o Z ; M [ 5iget) |

> I,i (k)
= [ "Dk)

(0T} P (g)0)

since

n=0

(k)
= o [ P* G

Hence for the ground state [¥), (g) of T}, we find

T 10.(9) = Bl [0ala)) = =" [ @ 5 10,(5)

4.3.4 The renormalized model Hamiltonian T

In the last subsection we have calculated

Bl) = o § deg = et i
C(Eo)

211 T0+gT] —C

for |0). In order to yield a projection onto correctly normalized states we define

Ullg) = e=od % B§tal-a
= U:'(g)

and its adjoint

Un(g) = e % B (=)

(256)
(257)
(258)
(259)

(260)

(261)

(262)

(263)

(264)

(265)

(266)

(267)

(268)
(269)

(270)
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such that
FTYLES
Ul (9)Ua(g) = 1} (271)
Since by the requirements (230p) we have 15((,’:)) € L2(R3) even in the limit 5 — co. Hence the
operators U, (g), U} (g) induce a unitary transformation on F,.s for x < oo - see [3, Appendix IV]

or [15, Lemma 1] with 8, = 15((,’:)) for a proof. This kind of transformation is commonly known

under the name Bogoliubov transformation. Note that

U-Y(g)[0) = e 904 B (@-a) g .
= T PRSI e T d Bl ) )
= e E RIS B g) o) o
= o E RIS |y, () .

by the Baker-Hausdorf identity'®. This means we have found an unitary transformation that
projects the ground state of T to the correctly normalized ground state of T}, and so lies near that
this transformation may diagonalize the toy model Hamiltonian T,. The following computation
shows that this intuition is correct. For convenience we define

1. (K)

Br(k) == —g D) (276)

and find!'”
Un(9)afUs(9)™" = al+ B(k) (277)
Us(9)arUs(9)™ = ar+ B(K) (278)

and hence for a suitable domain for finite x the toy model Hamiltonian transforms according to

T, = Ud9)T.U, ' (9) (279)
- / Pk (af+ Ba (k) D(k) (ax + Bo(K)) + (280)

g / &k I(K)(al, + a + 26, (¥)) (281)

+g° / &’k ];82 (282)

= / d*k al D(k)ag + (283)
+g/d3k: (In(k)+D(k)/6)(gI<:)> (al + ax) + (284)

+g2/d3k (1;((:)) +2ﬂ,€(kz)lﬁ(kz)) (285)

plugging the above definition of 5, (k) = I.(k)/D(k) in the equation and with

I (k)
Vig = —g° | &’k =~ 286
16Let A,B be linear operators on a common subset of Hilbert-space with [A, [A, B]] = [B,[A, B]] = 0 then

1
eA+B _ gA B3lAB]
170One could say U, mediates between two representations of the commutator algebra or in a classical sense

induces a shift in the oscillator amplitudes. This is an example of the discussed unitary equivalent representations
of the commutator algebra.
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we can write the transformed toy model Hamiltonian like
T, = / Pk alD(k)ag + Vg (287)

which is obviously diagonal. Since V§, may diverge in general in the limit x — oo and thus may
generate problems we define a new operator

T =T, — V& = / d*k a D(k)ay, (288)

which is self-adjoint on F,,.s with the core D(Nges) for all kK < co. Hence we can obtain an
operator Ty, := U_(g)T"U,(g) on Fpes with the core U1 (g)(D(NE.,)) as the following. From
the self-adjointness we get

T'W) € Fes (289)
so using the unitary of U, U ?
T'U«(9)U: (9 10) € Fines (290)
and since Uy (g) is well-defined on the Fock-space
U @OT'Us(@) U (@) [0) € Fines (291)
=7

The operator T := Uy (g) " T"Uy(g) is obviously symmetric since 7" is and the domain of it and
its adjoint are equal. Hence T} is self-adjoint on F,,.s with the core U, (g) 1 (D(NL..)). The
transformation U (g), U, *(g) stays unitary for all K < oo and T” is independent of x hence

s— lim U(g) "T'Ux(g) = s — lim (T — V&) = Too = T (292)

K— 00 K—0C

and from the self-adjointness on F,,.s we get the convergence of one parameter unitary group

s— lim eUs@ 7 TVt = g iy i (Te= V)t = il (293)

R—00 R—00

We shall call 7' the renormalized toy model Hamiltonian. Now we arrived at the same stage like
after the proof of Nelson’s theorem 2.6.1 in the dynamic quantum Nelson model except that now
we know the domain of the renormalized toy model Hamiltonian 7.

D(T) = U (DINE,) (294)

Furthermore by a theorem of Trotter [17, VIIL.21] we get the strong convergence of the resolvent
of T, — V&g from the strong convergence of the one parameter unitary group of 7,,. Hence
s—1limy 00 Px(g) and so s —lim,_,o, UF!(g) are well-defined operators on F,.s. We denote them
by P (g) and UL!(g). That means there exists a ground state in Fy,es even in the limit x — oo.
That has the immediate consequence that

[U(g)) = (s lim U;'(9))[0) (295)
= lim (U;(9))0) € Frnes (296)

is the ground state of T’ since |¥,.(g)) is the ground state of both operators T}, and (T} — Vig)
which the following consideration shows

To[Vs(9)) = Enl9)[¥n(9)) (297)
(T = Vep) [¥(9) = (Ex(9) = Vir) [V(9) (298)
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This yields

T|¥(g)) = s — lim (T, = Vip) [¥(9)) = lim (Ei(9) — Vip) [T(9)) (299)
We define
E(g) == lim (E.(g) - Vip) (300)

which has to be finite according to the existence of the resolvent and indeed by inserting E(g)
from subsection 4.3.3 we find that E(g) = 0.

4.3.5 What does T look like?

From our computation in the last subsection we have found that

~

T:=s— lim Ue(g) 'T'Ux(g) = s — lim (T}, — V&) (301)

K— 00 KR— 00

and hence the answer concerning an explicit well-defined expression for the operator is
T :=Us(g) ' T"Uso(9) (302)

However Uy (g) is only that explicit because we were able to calculate the projector P.(g) in
the perturbation theory of subsection 4.3.3 on which it depends. This could be done that easily
because we chose the toy model in such a way that it has a simple structured ground state what
is basically due to the fact that we nailed down the source density at the origin. In the dynamic
quantum Nelson model however it will turn out to be hard to explicitly calculate the projector in
terms of regular perturbation theory. So we have to get along with the formal expression

T :=s— lim (T, — V&) (303)

K—00

But since V&, may diverge in general in the limit x — oo how can we give this expression a
mathematical sense? The following example shows that this can be done in what we shall call a
weak sense. This means the following. At first the formal action of (T, — V&) on an element

~

in D(T') is computed. Elements in this domain will be of such a kind that then the, in the limit
Kk — 00, appearing divergent terms cancel each other in that expression such that remains a well-
defined mathematical object. In contrary for all other Fock-vectors the divergent terms will in
general not cancel so it will not be possible to obtain a well-defined expression. Although this
sounds adventurous it is already the standard way to deal with initially ill-defined differential
operators in many areas of mathematical physics. The following example illustrates how the
Sturm-Liouville theory deals in a similar way with singular differential equations.

Example 4.3.1. Let T be a linear operator formally given by

d? 1

for e.g. a,b € R, which shall be defined on a subspace of L2(R). Clearly the operator is initially
not well-defined at x = 0 as it stands. Say f € L3(R) then from the action of T on f

(Tf)(@) = af"(x) + v1 (305)

we can read of the properties the function f must have in order to yield a well-defined expression

for all x € R. How can we then make sense out of T without excluding the point 09 Now on the
b

one hand it can be shown that — is a small perturbation in the sense of Kato to the self-adjoint

operator a% on D(d%) = {p € L2(R?)|k*(Fp(k)) € L2(R)}, where F denotes the Fourier
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transform. On the other hand we know from the theory of singular Sturm-Liouville operators like
T that these operators are self-adjoint on various other domains - see [14, Sec. 32]. Boundary
conditions are used to fix the domains of the Sturm-Liouville operators. In order to get back to our
sitmple example mainly two things can happen when we want to give T a meaning as an operator
on a subset of Lo(R). If we consider functions f € D(d$2) hence two times differentiable, then
we have to demand that at least f(x) ~ |x|? near |x| = 0 so that the second term bfii)
near |x| — 0. A typical representative is

f(x):= 2% (306)

with f and Tf in Lo(R). In the second case the singular behavior of af” (x) has to cancel out with
the one ofbf(w at |x] — 0. For the case a > 4b we can easily give an example where this happens.

) o= ] /2 V1AM ) = (307)

for which f and Tf are again Lo(R) but now both terms f"(x) and % diverge as |x| — oo.
However their sum (T'f)(z) — 0 is non-divergent in the limit x — 0. In fact what happens in
our toy model or in the Nelson model is of the latter kind. Of course these are just two examples
of possible functions for which T can get a mathematical meaning as a linear operator on some
subset of Lo(R). In order to yield a self-adjoint operator on Lo(R) one had to find a subset that
lies dense in L2(R). That in fact can be done as mentioned above but for now the purpose is just
to understand that we are actually used to formal definitions of operators like in the case of the
Schrddinger operators with singular potentials. So the moral is formal expressions of operators get
a special mathematical meaning by making special choice for their domain.

On the basis of this example we can argue that it is not necessarily a well-defined expression
of the operator T that we seek but a special set D C F, s for which the formal action

lim (T, = V&z) [9)] = T'l¢) (308)

R— 00

for any |) € D is well-defined. More precisely the formal equality 7' = s — lim,_ oo (T} — Vig)
can be giving a mathematical meaning on a special set D in this weak sense. If this set lies dense
in Fpes and in addition T is self-adjoint on it we can define T to be its closure with respect to the
core D and in this way obtain a self-adjoint operator on F,s. In subsection 4.3.7 we compute
the formal action of 7' on states of its domain and argue that in our toy model D = D(T)

4.3.6 What does D(T) look like?

We have found that D(T) = UL (D(NE.,)). D(NE ) we know very well. It is the set of all
[t} € Fines such that

Z/d% .../d3kn |D(k;) (...; by, oy ko |2h) |2 < 00 (309)

More explicitly let M be the set of all finite linear combinations of n-meson Fock-vectors

[9n) ::/d3k1 .../d?’kn (Ko oy Kn|tbn) K1y ey K (310)

for which Y"1 | D(k;) (ki, ..., kn|thn) € Lo(R3"). Then the closure of M in F,.s denoted by
M =D(NE.,). For any Fock-vector |¢) € D(N.P. ) the transformed Fock-vector U_! [1) € D(T).

mes mes
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For the above n-meson Fock-vector we obtain

U ) = /d3k1 .../d3kn (ks oy kn|t0n) U [000) [ty ooy k) (311)
= /d3k1 .../d3kn (K, ..., k| thn) Uo—olﬁazl...agn 0) (312)

- /d3k1 .../d%n <k1,...,kn|¢n>\/% y (313)

xUZlal UssUxtal Uss Ut U UL af, UssUL! [0) (314)

_ /d%l .../d3kn (o) T [ (0, — oo (kDU [0) (315)

- (316)

where B = I (k)/D(k) € L2(R3) by (230). Let M’ be the set of all finite linear combinations of
these transformed n-meson Fock-vectors ULl [¢),,) then D(T) = M. Please recall that UL |0) is
the correctly normalized ground state of T. However as we have mentioned in the last subsection
the object UZ! is not as explicitly given in the case of the dynamic quantum Nelson model as it is
here in the toy model. That is why we will not be able to do a similar computation of the domain
in the dynamic quantum Nelson model. Still there is one thing we can learn from the above that
holds even in the dynamic quantum Nelson model. Every excitation of the ground state UZ! |0)
by finite linear combinations of the operators [ d3k f (k:)a;rc and [ d3k f(k)ay for any functions f
such that D(k)f(k) € L3(R?) is again in the domain of 7. Excited states like these are briefly
examined in the following subsection.

4.3.7 What does the action of 7 on elements in D(f) look like?

We have argued in subsection 4.3.5 that the expression

T :=s— lim (T, — V&) (317)

K— 00

can be given a mathematical meaning on some set D in the sense that when formally acting on
elements in D all divergent terms that occur cancel each other and the remaining expression is
well-defined. Clearly the ground state must be in D and so at a first glance it seems reasonable
that D(T) C D. That this is the case shall be examined in the following. Let us start with the
analysis of the action of T on the ground state. We take the above definition of T in the weak
sense

(koo Bl () = T [(ky, o ] (T — V) W (0)) (318)



4.3 ToY MODEL 49

as we have discussed in 4.3.5. Hence

505 o - I3 (k)
PR = im (S0t gt [ EE Gk - G19)
+g/d3k L(k)Vn+1{ki,....kn, k[T (g)) + (320)
= lim (ZD(ki) —g? /d3k g((:)) + (322)

3 <klaaknak|qjﬁ(g)>
0 [ i T k() 92
the n-meson wave function of the ground state is by direct computation from line (253)
(e b)) = 2 T (k) (325)
(bl T80 = i (000~ [ 500+ (326)
=1
¢ [ @ LW + (327)
S Y ) (329)
— (ki)

Now Boo(k) = Io/D(k). This means that the limit can not be taken term by term because from
the requirements (230) the function 12 (k)/D(k) = I (k)Bso(k) does not have to be integrable.
So both appearing integrals will in general fail to converge in the limit. Fortunately the ground
state is of such a kind that both integrals diverge equally strong and have the opposite sign. Hence
they cancel each other and we find

bl T10) = (3D =Y 1200 b0 (329)
i=1 j=1 7O\

= 0A~<k1,...7kn|@<g>> (330)

= B(g) (kv k| B(g)) (331)

The eigenvalue equal zero was expected since we have already computed that eigenvalue in line
(300) and found the same result. So our intuition was correct for the ground state of T and
the formal expression T:=s— lim, 00 (T} — V&y) has a mathematical meaning for this ground
state. It can be expected that the mechanism will be the same for other states in its domain. So
let us take a look at excited states like the ones we have discussed in subsection 4.3.6. We take
the first excited state [ d®k Lp(k:)a,Tc |0) in D(NE.,) as an example. Please note that this means

©o(k)D(k) € L2(R3). From subsection 4.3.6 we know that |¢) := UZ! [ d®k go(k)aL |0) is in D(T)
so let us examine the action of 7' on this excited state

Tlp) = TUZ / PPk o(k)al]0) = TUL Use / Pk o(R)UL alU UL |0) (332)

- 7 / @k p(R)(a), + 9Bao (K)UZ! 0) (333)
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and let us therefore compute the commutator

T, / Plyohal] = lim. [ / d*k alD(k)ay, + (334)
va [ @100+ a]) - Vg, [ @1o0d]] - @39)
= /dSk D(k)(p(k)az—&—g/d?’k Io(k)o(K) (336)

which is a well-defined operator on D(1/NL,.,) since D(k)p(k) € L2(R?) as we mentioned above
and by Schwartz inequality I (k)e(k) = IBO((,S) - D(k)p(k) is integrable - recalling the properties

of D, I in lines (230p) where we demanded that If;((kl? € L5(R3). Hence

T |p) ([ﬁ / &k p(k)af] + / &k <so<k)a£+gﬁoo<k>>f) U;t1o) (337)
= (/dSk D(k)<p(k)az+g/d3k I (k)p(k) + (338)

+ [ @ (ool + gﬂoo<k>>f) w(g)) (339)

([ #rwema+g [ @ mem) ) 019 @10

The zero again comes from the eigenvalue E(g) Since 7T is the generator of the unitary group of
a time evolution we can say that in our case where the ground state eigenvalue is zero this excited
state is very unstable. T' causes immediately a non-zero transition amplitude back to the ground
state. It is interesting to note that no transitions to another excitation of |¢) occur.

Note 4.3.1. Please note that if we had not subtracted V§y, but for example V§y — o for some

a € C from the operator T in order to renormalize it we would now yield a stability of the state
with a probability somehow proportional to |a|? depending on the choice of the probability measure.
In the folklore vectors in UZN(D(NE.,)) are often called ’heavy quanta’, ’dressed’ or ’clothed’
states in order to distinguish them from ’bare’ or "virtual quanta’, which here would be vectors
in DINE.,). The picture is that UL attaches a meson ‘cloud’ to the sources, i.e. the nucleons,
in momentum space and that the source together with its ’cloud’ has something to do with the
presence of a ‘physical’ particle. If the renormalization concept applied here is of any sense to
physical application the arbitrariness in choosing the renormalization constant - on the footing
that we can only measure the energy relatively - excludes pictures like that because depending on
our choice we would find some ’physical’ particles and or not. We will not go into this any further
but refer to the introduction of this section, where we discussed the absence of a connection between
mathematical objects in a theory and elements of reality. Until this connection is not established
all these states are, either bare or dressed, just what they are, vectors in a Hilbert-space.

4.3.8 A physical interpretation for this toy model

The toy model Hamiltonian 7' could be seen as a Hamiltonian for a field with dispersion relation
D interacting with a source fixed at the origin. In order to give it a physical sense we could for
example choose

2

k 2
D(k)=M+ — = VEk*+ M2 41
(k) +2M + (341)

as an dispersion relation for a field, which is close to the Schrédinger field. Now going through a
similar motivation for the Hamiltonian H, = T, as we did in subsection 4.1 we would typically
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yield

P (k)

b = =

(342)

For this choice the above requirements for D and I,; are fulfilled and every statements holds for
this model. Here it is very interesting to note that the resulting self-energy

e ) -

does not diverge for k — oco. That means that here H, = T, can be given a meaning as an
self-adjoint operator on F,,.s even without subtracting a divergent renormalization constant.

Thus we have found a physical more or less meaningful model where the self-energy V&g, does
not diverge. Hence we must conclude that although in general V&, diverges in the limit kK — oo this
behavior is not generic and therefore the subtraction of it from the model Hamiltonian 7). — V&y
can not be seen as the main remedy for obtaining a self-adjoint operator T. In fact even T, can
be given a mathematical meaning as it stands only by choosing some appropriate set D. However
V&g will be divergent in the cases of the static and dynamic quantum Nelson model and there
it is of course necessary to subtract it because an operator T, carrying a divergent constant will
remain ill-defined on whatever space one considers. We conclude that the subtraction of V& is
an ingredient but the spirit of the here examined renormalization concept lies chiefly in the way
we make sense out of s — lim,_. (T, — V&) by restriction to a special set D C Fyes on which
the formal action is well-defined.

4.4 The static quantum Nelson model

In the beginning of this section we have motivated the static quantum Nelson Hamiltonian (215).
Here we shall treat only one nucleon and so set N = 1. In this case the static quantum Nelson
model is somehow similar to the toy model except that now the source does not lie in the origin
but at some position z. Unfortunately it does not fulfill the requirement I, (k)/D(k) € L2(R3) we
imposed on the toy model in order to be able to renormalize it. For this reason it fails to have a
ground state in F; for Kk — oo and the renormalization concept applied to the toy model can not
be applied here. We still want to present some facts about it because it reveals the static Yukawa
theory as we have already seen in subsection 4.2.3. For convenience we have added the rest mass
term M to the Hamiltonian, which only causes an energy shift but does not affect the dynamics.

H, = M+ /dgk azwm(k)ak—kg/dgk; Y (k) (ake“@ + aze_“@) (344)

For k < oo this Hamiltonian is self-adjoint and conserves the total momentum by trivial corollaries
of theorems 2.4.1 and 2.5.1. So [P, H,;] = 0 and there exists a common family of eigenvectors of
both operators. The eigenvectors of P are not in F; and we shall therefore call them generalized
eigenvectors with respect to the total momentum operator. These generalized eigenvectors are
vector-valued functions of the total momentum, say p, and have the property that they are in F;
when e.g. regularized with a function ¢ € S(R3). Decomposed with respect to eigenvectors of the
total number operator we can write every generalized total momentum eigenvector like

PlU(p) = pl¥(p) (345)

as

|T(p)) := i/dgq /d3k1 .../dgkn (g k1, kn| O (D)) @ Ky oy ) (346)
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Line (345) already defines one basic property of the functions (g; k1, ..., k,|¥(p)), which can be

seen by inserting identities e~*F %P ? of the unitary group of the total momentum operator P in
1
(@ ki, kn|¥(p)) = Wi (q: 0l ag, ...ax, [¥(p)) (347)
1 o o
= ——(q;0| e PPy, = PdeiPd (348)
Vn!
me—i’Pdei’Pdak"e—z’Pdei"Pd |\I/(p)> (349)

cip—a=3 7L ki)d
= (g 0] a, ...ax, [¥(p)) (350)

which must hold for any d € R?. Hence we can separate the tempered delta distribution which
carries the p behavior

N
(G ki, k| U(p)) = 21)°%(p— g = Y k)Y (g Ky, ey Kin) (351)

i=1

where ¢ € L2(R3). Among these |¥(p)) we look for a family, which are also eigenvectors of H,.
Hence we look for a solution of the eigenvector equation of H,, which has the properties of the
above |¥(p)). Let E, be an eigenvalue of H,; then for some generalized eigenvector of the total
momentum operator |¥,(p)) we have

HK|\IJK(p)> = EH|\I/K(p)> (352)

So for the n-meson wave function of this vector we get

(g ko kn| He [W(p)) = (M+Zwki) V(p)) + (353)

+g/d3k VoK)V +1(q— ki ki, ..., ko, k| (p)) + (354)

~

jn: Vx ki
=1

vn

In [9] a special ansatz was used by Greenberg and Schweber to find a solution of the eigenvector
equation. This can be done but with the perturbation theory we have developed for the toy model
in section 4.3.3 and which is applicable for finite k¥ to the model at hand we already know the
answer

. _ _ (9" T
V(g k. k) = P(ky, .o k) o= Tl i[[lm(ki) (356)

with B, (k) = I.(k)/D(k) = W’;—(kk) We plug that into above equation (353) which then reads

(@ koo k| He |9, (D)) = (M+Zwki+ (357)
i=1
" [ @Bk + (358)
- ¥ (k) .
-3 2 (k00 (359)

= (m-g df"kﬁ(k)ﬁ(k))<q;k1,...,kn|%<p>> (360)

=i (M 4 VEp) (@ Kty o K, (p) (361)
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Hence the generalized Fock-vector

Walp)) = e IR ) (362)
is an eigenvector of H,, with the eigenvalue M + V&g, VS5 is formally identical to the self-energy
term Vgg we have found in the classical case in subsection 3.3. In subsection 4.2.3 we have shown
that for k — oo it diverges and if M is finite the eigenvalue M — V§g diverges. But even worse
in the limit |¥,(p)) is not even a generalized eigenvector anymore because %’:’)—I(ck) ¢ L2(R?). The
infinite energy eigenvalue can be remedied by assuming that the initial parameter M is infinite
such that M + V&, = m € R;. This is the reason for the name mass renormalization although
energy renormalization is more appropriate. Since we can only measure quantities relative to each
other there is no way to determine M. Only m must coincide with the actual mass one would
measure in an experiment. Looking at it in this way we could obtain an finite energy eigenvalue
however since |V, (p)) is still not a generalized Fock-vector it seems that the only way to make
sense out of the given Hamiltonian is to define it on another space. In fact we shall see that we
find the same result for the dynamic quantum Nelson model if we give the nucleons a relativistic
dispersion relation. That means the renormalization concept applied to the toy model has to be
extended to a bigger space than the Fock-space that hosts the model ground state even if it does
not lie in Fock-space anymore. This will be subject of further investigations.

4.5 The dynamic quantum Nelson model

Things get more complicated than in the toy model or the static quantum Nelson model when we
introduce a momentum dependent dispersion relation for the nucleons. The main difficulty lies in
the fact that the eigenvectors can not be computed as easily and explicitly as it was done for the
toy model and the static quantum Nelson model. However we shall see that the renormalization
concept applied to the toy model can be applied in the same fashion to the dynamic quantum
Nelson model. Therefore we shall proceed in the same manner as we did in the case of the toy
model and at first recall our central questions about the renormalized model Hamiltonian H, which
we have posed in subsection 2.8:

1. What does H look like?

~

2. What does D(H) look like?

3. What does the action of H on elements in D(H ) look like?

The definition of the model was already given in subsection 2.2. The self-adjointness of the
model Hamiltonian was proven by theorem 2.4.1. The existence of a renormalized self-adjoint
Hamiltonian H that induces a well-defined time evolution was proven by Nelson’s theorem 2.6.1.
So let us continue with the perturbation theory of this model and see how explicit one can write
down the ground state in order to obtain a similar transformation, which we have called U,(g) in
the toy model.

4.5.1 Perturbation theory

First steps in understanding the divergence of the dynamic quantum Nelson Model without cutoff
were achieved by Tomonaga and later by Gross and are based on observations made in the polaron
model. It had been realized that the divergence in this model is of a very simple kind. Simple
in the sense of that in regular perturbation theory in the coupling constant g the only divergent
term in the power series of the energy is the second order one. Renormalization may then be done
by simple substraction of this second order term from the model Hamiltonian and performing the
removal of the cutoff in the limit x — co. This led Gross [10] to the unitary transformation of
the model Hamiltonian with cutoff, the Gross transformation namely, which extracts exactly that
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second order term. This transformation is of the same kind like the one we have applied to the
toy model. Unfortunately this time it fails to diagonalize the model Hamiltonian but still proves
to be a helpful tool in showing the existence of the renormalized Hamiltonian H, which was done
by Nelson and whose proof we have already gone through in subsection 2.6.

In this subsection we at first want to show how in terms of regular perturbation theory this
divergent second order term shows up and that the energy power series converges if that second
order term is taken out like it was also the case for the toy model. Therefore we need to check that
the model Hamiltonian is of such a kind that regular perturbation theory is applicable. To get a
feeling about how the perturbation theory works we explicitly compute the Rayleigh-Schrodinger
correction terms of the energy up to the sixth order for the dynamic quantum Nelson Hamiltonian
(20) restricted to the one nucleon sector F;. The understanding we hereby gain will enable us to
find a simple recursion formula for the wave function correction terms and with them the energy
correction terms for arbitrary high order. In that way we can form a more explicit expression
for the perturbed ground state compared to the resolvent representation although it has the dis-
advantage that we need a bound on the coupling constant. Since the projector of this model is
not as easy to compute as it was the case in the toy model we have to get along without it and
use the representation of the perturbed ground state in terms of wave functions instead. It has
to be remarked that all computations made in the following are completely general and hold for
any one nucleon system coupled to a real, scalar, bosonic field, except that one has to insert the
appropriate dispersion relations for the nucleon and the field. In our discussion of the properties
of the correction terms we will use the dispersion relations of the one nucleon dynamic quantum
Nelson model, which will help us to understand how the renormalization concept of this model
works. Further along the way by taking the limit p? < M? and adding a rest mass M, which
loosely speaking turns off the nucleon dispersion term in the Hamiltonian, we reveal the static
quantum Nelson model. That enables us to distinguish between correction terms that are only
due to the meson field terms in the model Hamiltonian and the ones, which arise from the nucleon
dispersion term.

Again like for the case of the toy model we need to show analyticity properties in g, which we
shall recall in the following. In order to apply regular perturbation theory of the ground state of
an operator H, = Hy+ gH _ with respect to the coupling constant g we need to prove analyticity
of this operator, i.e. it has to be possible to expand the perturbed ground state and its energy
eigenvalue in a Taylor series in the coupling constant g with some non-zero radius of convergence.
We are interested in the ground state of Hy; so following [19, XII] we need a property that is called
analyticity of type (A) near g = 0 in the perturbation theory of linear operators. This means the
following. Let Ey € R be the ground state eigenvalue of Hy then analyticity of type (A) ensures
that if Ey is an isolated and non-degenerate point in the spectrum o(Hp) there exists a unique
point F(g) € o(Hy), the eigenvalue of the perturbed ground state, which is again isolated and
non-degenerate and moreover then F,(g) and the ground state itself are analytic near g = 0.

On F; the operators Hy and Hy, and for finite x have the following explicit form in terms of
the total momentum operator P

(P — [ d®k alkay,)?
Hy oYi k + /dgk alwkak (363)
H = / APk 7y, (k) (are™ + ale ) (364)

Having in mind the conservation of the total momentum (theorem 2.5.1) we introduce the following
convention

Kty kn), = p— > Kiiki, o k) (365)
=1
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and the joint spectral decomposition of F; with respect to the operator P given by the constant
fibre direct integral

o
Fi = / d*p F¥ (366)

where we indicate the p fibre of |¢) € F1 with [¢) ,, which is naturally a generalized eigenvector
of P, hence we can write' (ki, ..., k|, [¢), = 0°(p' — p)iy(ki, ..., kn) With ¢, representing the

meson wave function in L£o(R3"). The space F7 is isomorphic to F; with the scalar product given
by

(), 18),)r o= Z/d%l .../dskn on(kt, oo k) bpKor,s .., ) (367)
n=0
= {¢l,10), (368)

Now any |[¢) p can be regarded as a generalized eigenvector of P in the one nucleon sector Fi
or as an proper eigenvector of P | F¥ in each fibre 7¥. We usually drop the subscript of the
scalar product - whenever both Fock-vectors are indexed by p like in ([, [¢), we mean the scalar
product in FP. Furthermore we define the fibre bundle for any B C R?

FP=J 7 (369)
pEB

and indicate the restriction of an operator A on D(A) C F; to the fibre ¥ with AP.

Theorem 4.5.1. For x < oo, |p| < /2Mpu and p, M € Ry the Hamiltonians H? = H{ + gH}.
are an analytic family in g € R of type (A) near g = 0 and inf o (HY) is an isolated point in o(HY).

Proof. By [19, XI1.9] in order to get the analyticity we only need to show
1. D(H[K) D) D(Ho)
2. for some a,b € R and V |¢) € D(Hy), ||gHy, || < al|Ho |} || + bl[ 1)) |

(1.) is given by line (37) and (2.) by line (39). All generalized eigenvectors of H{ are given by
|k, ..., kn>p for all n > 0 because of the completeness F} = span{|ki, ..., kn>p}n€No~

_\\" ki2 n

HE |ky, .y k), = (u’%jl)JrZwki) Ky s K, (370)
=1

=: Eg<k1a"'akn)|k17"'7kn>p (371)

So we estimate Ef(ki, ..., k,) for all p, ki, ..., k, € R3 by
EB (i, .o kn) > > wi, > np (372)
i=1

Hence there exist p € R? such that inf o(HY) = EF, which is the eigenvalue of the meson vacuum
Fock-vector |0) e order to have a gap in the spectrum we need to fix those p and so need to
fulfill

EP(ky,...ky)—EP > 0 (373)

18See discussion in the static case from line (345) on.
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for all n € N. One way to find appropriate p is to solve

| 2oy kil? _ Py iy kil

2M M
for k =|>"1 | k| with C € R,. Clearly for k = 0 the term is positive and if there exits no solution
to the above equation for special p € R? then by continuity we have a gap. But the solution only

exists if 4/ A% — 2C s real, which is only the case for |p| < v2M - C. Hence for this restriction
on p we find a lower bound for the gap

+C=0 (374)

i kil? Pl 3o kil

El (K, ... — EF > 2z = i=1 —

ok, k) 0 > oM " +nu>nu—C (375)
Since nu — C' > 0 must hold for all n € N in order to have a gap in the spectrum we chose C := p
and yield |p| < v/2M p. O

no gap
anymore for

nucleon with one .
bigger |p|

meson of zero
momentum

nucleon with one meson
of some momentum

/

bare nucleon

e aw
Figure 3: Spectrum of Hy.

Thus we may expand the eigenvalue E(g) and its corresponding ground state eigenvector in a
power series around g = 0. In the calculation below we will use the spectral decomposition of H,
with respect to the total momentum operator P and therefore index [¥(g)), and E?(g) by sub-
or superscript p. Although all occurring correction terms are x dependent we shall only index
|¥x(9)), and EE(g) with a subscript . However the reader is asked to bear the x dependence in
mind everywhere we consider the limit x — oco. In contrary to the toy model we will not try to
compute the projector from the ground state to the perturbed ground state but use the ansatz of
Rayleigh-Schrodinger that suggests to directly expand [P, (g)) and E?(g) in a power series in g
for finite k.

Unperturbed ground state

HY Vo), = Ef[Yo), (376)
o), = [0, (377)

2
B o= 2 (378)

2M
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Perturbed ground state

H2[W(g), = (H+gHT)|¥a(9)),=FE"(9)|V:(9), (379)

Te(g)), = D> 9" [T, (380)
n=0

EP(g) = Y g"EP (381)
n=0

For the vector [¥,(g)), we choose the normalization
<\P0|p |l:[/0>p = <\Ilo|p |\Illi(g)>p = <0|p |0>p = 1 (382)
The above has the immediate consequence that
(ol, [¥n), = 0Vn>1 (383)
From (379) and by defining [¥_,),, := 0 we get
Y GUH), + HY [Waoa),) = D gMTTER W), (384)
n=0 n,m=0

If we compare the terms of equal order of g we get
i=0

by multiplying (¥g| from the left and inserting the expression for H i we can write the energy
corrections EP as

<\IJO‘pH§; |\I’n—1>p

Po= _ 3
EY = (o], [0y, —/d kv (k) (K|, [Wn1), (386)

and finally by expanding |¥,,) p ID terms of the eigenvectors of HY for m > 1

Z:I:l Elp <k17 cey km|p |\I/n—i>p - <k17 ceey km|p H}; |\Ijn—1>p

(k1s e bl [Un), = ) BT (387)

with Ef given by line (378) and E¥(ki, ..., k,) by (371). Let us define

]n(p; k... ky) = Ef(ky, ... ko) — Eé’\ (388)
(389)

and with Hf acting to the left side we obtain

1
— X
n(p; ki, ... km)

x {Z/dB’k (R (ke [W51)y (R oo ey (W), + (391)

(koo o, [90), = (390)

—/d3k e VI (o b K [ W0 1)+ (392)

v (kj .
-y 7\/(%3) (R ooy Ry s o) [ W1, (393)
j=1
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We hereby use the decomposition of the Fock-vector with respect to the generalized eigenvectors
of NL...

Z /d3 /d3 m (Kt ey B () K o) (394)

However direct application of the recursion (390) shows that

Z /d3 / m (K1s s Rl [Un)y (K1 oo k), (395)

m=0

because for all m > n the m-meson wave functions (ki, ..., knl[,[¥s), = 0. In the following
paragraphs we present the correction terms explicitly up to sixth order. After each first equal sign
the expressions are very close to (390) and after the second one we ordered them in a way that
makes it easier to recognize the recursive structure. In each step we introduce conventions and
definitions in order to simplify the formulas. In the end we melt these definitions together in a
single, generalized one, which holds for all orders.

First order

P (300)
_ 3 1 Vi (K1)

v, = [en (m)[ ) 01, o) | ), (397)
_ 3. 'YK kl) 1

Second order

(Wol, Hy, [V1),

B} = — e 399
? (Tolp [Wo), (399)
_ /dzm W) (]| 9y), /d3 el (400)
p7 ll
= — | & M 401
/ 1 [2 pl1 +wl1 ( )
] — dd /dS ’)’K(kl)’h(k’?) |: 1 1 k ’ 402
Vel / fn (pkr, ko) (s k1) k) (ki kz), - (402)

Please note the similarity of (401) with the definition of R, in line (66) and hence that it diverges
logarithmically for k — oco. We shall at a later point see that only this term causes the energy
eigenvalue to diverge in the limit but for now we continue with finite x. For the sake of legibility
we shall define a function £ recursively, which we will later call contraction of zero-th order

E(pi k. k) = Zg Pk, ki, k) (403)

(pa k17 (XX}

and the termination of this recursion

§(ps k) =

(404)

n(p; k1)

Since 7(p; k1, ..., k) is symmetric in the arguments ki, ..., k,, the function &(p; k1, ..., k) is, too,
by construction. Furthermore for |p| < v/2My the functions ¢ have no singularities on whole R3"
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since the 1 do not. In addition let

Ty(ky, o kn) = . (405)

Thus in the new notation we have

W, = [ T k), (406)
E} = —/d3l1 Te(l)E(p; ) (407)
|\I/2>p = /dgk‘l /d3kj2 F,@(kl,kg)f(p; k],kg)‘k17k2>p (408)
Third order

Ef =0 (409)

1
v, = [ T [ [ ) 8 1), Gl [, + (410)
—/d?’k%(k)\/i(kl,k\“%)p k), + (411)
/d3k1 .../d3k3 Upo(K, .o k3)E(ps oy ooy ks) K,y kis), (412)

[t B 2w - e ki) + it )] )+ (413

+/d3k1 .../d%g Uy(kr, oo, k3)E(Ds kr,ooos K3) R,y a) (414)

Next we define an operation recursively on the (p; k1, ..., ky, ), which we like to call contraction of
first order by

o b . 1 37, 2
E(pykyy o kn, ) = 77(p,kl,,kn){/d k~z(l) x (415)
n T
+Z§(p; kl,...,kn)} (417)
i=1
and its termination by
T - / L2 () [ap- ki, ) — E(p k)& (s ) (418)
) ) 7’](17, kl) K ) ) ) )

As long as we leave £ finite the integral exists and the recursion together with (403) and (404) is
well-defined. So we can write

—h—
|¥3), = /d?’]ﬁ Lw(k)€(ps ks i) [Ka), (419)

+/d3k1 .../d3k3 UKy, o, k3)E(Ds Rryooos Ki3) R, oo k3) (420)
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Fourth order

ﬁl2ﬁ
E? —/d3ll Te(W)E(pi b, )

1
] = d°k d3k7/d3kﬁkk:\lf
v, = [0 [@h ] [ Erm ),
X <k1,k2|p|\113)p—/d3k Y (R)V3 (ky, p, K, [W3), +

77}-@("’1) Vi (K2)
V2 V2

+/d3k1 .../d3l<:4 Upo(Krs o ka)E(D5 Rry oo Ka) Koty o Ra)

(Kol [V3), — (Kil, [W3), | [k, k2),,
— h
= /d3k1 /d3k‘2 Fﬁ(khkg)g(p; kl,kg,ll) ‘k1,k2>p—|-

+/d3k1 .../d3k4 Uyo(ky, oo k)E(Ds Ry, ooy Ka) | R,y Ba)

Fifth order

EP = 0
v, = [ @0 | [ e,

% (K], | W), /d3m K) (k] [Ws), () |01), +

= [ v bl ), | ), +

f 1
+/d3k1 .../d%1 W{/d% V() (K|, [W1), x

el 102, = [ @BV e o ), +
3

Vi (ki) 7
_Z \/g k1,...,ki,...7k3|p|\ll4>p:| ‘kl,...,k3>p+

/d% . /d3k5 LKty o, K )E(D3 R s ) s K,

_ Lw(ky) > o b (o k) 4 o e BT

LEPE(p: kn} k), +

L ,
+/d3k1 /dgk?) Fm(klv"'?k?))g(pap; kla"'ak3al1)|k1a"'ak3>p+

+/d3k1 .../d3k5 Upo(kr, o ks)E(Ds kry oo Kis) Ry Ks)

Sixth order

/dgll ’}/K l1

+E7¢(p; l1)]

l3ﬁ %IS%
[/d312 Vo (b)[ = &(pi b, B)E(Ps ) + E(ps b, b, )]

(421)
(422)
(423)
(424)
(425)
(426)

(427)

(428)

(429)
(430)
(431)
(432)
(433)
(434)
(435)
(436)
(437)

(438)

(439)

(440)

(441)
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Now to arrive at a general formula for the wave function and the energy correction terms it is
necessary to generalize the contraction operation to the m-th order. We can define the m-th order

%llan-ylm,ﬁ

contraction by induction and give it the symbolical form &(p;..., 11, ..., ). The nature of the
contraction of arbitrary order is naturally given by nothing else then equation (390), so for all
n € N, m € Ny such that n — 2m > 1 we start with

‘ L. ly | <k1, ceey kn—2m| ‘\Ijn>
k 1— 'rml PR = :
g(pa 15 7kT 2 1 lﬂl) Fﬁ(kh...,kanm)

(442)

We have already introduced the zero-th order (m = 0) in lines (403), (404) and first order (m = 1)
in lines (415), (418). Let us now compute the m-th order

r byl 1 Fil(kl kn,Qm)
Y S TN N i G R x 443
ik i ) n(p; ks s kn—2m) (443)
X |:E§ <k17 ey kn72m|p ‘\Ijn72>p + (444)

—/d% Vo (R)Vn —2m 41 (K, oo, Ko, kL, [P0 1), + (445)

+ZE§2 <k17~~~7kn—2m‘p|an—2i>p+ (446)
i=2

n—2m

Z m (ky,.. ki, ...
l1,~~7lnz—1

1
= &k~ (k ki kn—om ke Ly b 44
n(p’ k17 kn 2m) |:/ ’YH( )[5(1’7 1, 7kn 2 1 lm 1) + ( 8)

) k’n72m|p ‘\I/n71>p (447)

—&(p; ks oo kn 2m7l1,-~-,l DE(p; k)] + (449)
m : 117,,.,lm7i .
+ZE51£(IT, k17”wkanmallv“wlmfi) + (450)
=2
n—2m. li,...lm :
+ Z €(p7 kl?"wk’ia"wkanmyl17"~lm) (451)
i=1
or more general for all n € N and m € Ny
: li,..., lm 1
S n) = —F——— 452
&(p; K, ) = k) (452)
%ll"“’lmflﬁ
X |:/d3k ’Yz(k’) [g(p’ kla (a3} k’na k’ lla aS) l'm—l) + (453)
l 7n l——
—f(pQ ki, ..., kn b, bw1)E(p; k)] + (454)
m L,.. ,
+ ERE(pik, o bl ) + (455)
1=2
byl ,
+Z£ D; k’lv' akza-"7kn7lla~~Lm) (456)
=1

Again for finite x all integrals in this definition appearing directly or indirectly in the constants
E?. exist and so the contraction of arbitrary order on the ¢ together with (404) is well-defined.
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We can now write the n-th order wave function and energy correction term for n > 1 as

L(n v/l .
|\I/n>p = /dskl . /d kn 21 k17~'~ kn 21)£(p7 kl,.. kn QZ,ll,...,l) X (457)
|k:1,...,k:n_2i>p (458)
( R N P
EP = — [BL2(DE(p; L L, ... 1, 2) for n even (459)
0 for n odd

and the ground state and its energy for finite x and small enough g as

oo [(n—1)/2]
|\If,€(g)>p = +Z Z /d3k‘1. /d kn_o; I kl,.. k,_ Ql) X (460)
r byl 1
Xg(p, k:l,... knfgi,ll,...,l‘ |k17~--7kn72i>p (461)
p - 2 3; 2 k- ——
B0 = Fi- 29 JREREU Y (162)

since these series are ensured to converge to a Fock-vector and a finite energy respectively by
theorem 4.5.1. Here |z | means the largest natural number smaller than z. The n-th meson wave
function of the ground state |¥,(g)),, is then

00 B T
Rty ookl [9(9)), = D 9" Tulkry oo k)i ks ooy Koy by o My j2)  (463)
b
00 , | A A .
= > 9"k, kn)E(Ds R Ko B L) (464)
m=0

where m+ = 2 in the sum denotes the increment in the sum is two, i.e. its summands are of the
typem=n,m=n+2, m=n-+4,..

We now turn to the question which terms in the perturbation series disappear when we turn
off the nucleon dispersion term in the model Hamiltonian. We will find that in the absence of a
nucleon dispersion term our formulas for the ground state and its energy eigenvalue collapse to
the simple formulas we have already found for the static quantum Nelson model in subsection 4.4.
This will help us to understand the effect the Schrodinger dispersion relation of the nucleons has
on the n-meson wave functions of the ground state. At a later point we shall see that this effect
causes the ground state to remain in Fock-space even in the limit kK — oo in contrary to the static
quantum Nelson model.

Static quantum Nelson model revisited As we discussed in subsection 4.4 the interaction
term stays the same but HY becomes

HY = M+ / Pk alwrar (465)

For this case the properties of theorem 4.5.1 trivially hold and can even be extended to p € R3.
Thus the same kind of perturbation theory will be applicable and in fact all the above results of



4.5 THE DYNAMIC QUANTUM NELSON MODEL 63

computed correction orders will be the same except that now

EP = M (466)

Eb(ky, o kn) = M+ wy, (467)
1 1

77(1’; kla ey kn) (468)

E¥(ki,.... k) — EY >0 wk,

and if we pull this expression through we find

Epiky, k) = Hf(p;ki)zni (469)
i=1 i=1 "

Immediately we obtain &(p; ..., i, ..., ;) = 0 for every j € N, which eases the pain of calculating
all orders of perturbation theory immensely since just the leading terms survive. Thus lines (457)
and (459) collapse to

W), = d®ky Py H%(ki)g(p;kl,...,kn)|k1,...,kn>p (470)
— /d ky, H% ki) Ky, ooy ), (471)

E} = —/d311 Te(h)é(ps ) (472)
Ep., =0 (473)

As one would have expected the second order term again carries the divergent behavior for Kk — oo.
This time the divergence is linear and so even stronger than in the dynamic case. Furthermore for
k — oo the 7", 7. (ki)&(p; k;) are not in Lo and the ground state does not lie in Fock-space any
more. This is why the static case is said to be more singular than the dynamic one. Both of these
properties are obviously effects of the missing free Schrédinger dispersion term of the nucleons in
the model Hamiltonian. The formulas for the exact the exact ground state | ¥, (g)) p and energy
E?(g) are hence

Wa(g), = Zg W,,) (474)

_ Z/d%l. /d3 - 7;}:“) Ry K, (475)

= Z/d% .../d3kn
n=0

—g [‘ d3k Y (k) aTe*‘ikE

H )a};l —ikix "G‘L —ikpx |0> (476)

— Y op Ok 0),, (477)
EP(9) = Y g¢"EP =E}+g°E} (478)
n=0
2
— M —92/d3k1 s (k) (479)
Wy

which are of course exactly the same result as the one we achieved in subsection 4.4. So what we
have learned from this computation is that the divergence of the energy eigenvalue is caused by
the field. In fact it is the same divergence like the one we have found for the classical version of
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this model and hence one could say it is a common and generical problem of the point particle
limit in all classical and quantum field theories of this kind. Secondly we have learned that the
ground state in the dynamic quantum model is only a Fock-vector because of the presence of the
Schrédinger nucleon dispersion term in the Hamiltonian.

Note 4.5.1. Let us phenomenologically analyze where the second order term comes from. |\I/1>p i
a Fock-vector fibre with one meson wave function v, (k)/w(k). We have seen that EY is proportional
to the transition amplitude

| (01, HE [91),, | = [ O], HT [¥1), | (480)

The probability of the process of a one meson annihilation induced by the whole Hamiltonian HP
is, depending on the ’choice’ of the position probability measure, somehow a functional of this
transition amplitude. One could again argue that it is of the exact type of divergence as the
classical one because EY is for p =0 exactly equal to the renormalization constant we have found
for the static classical Nelson model in section 3.3. Of course only formally we may interpret this
self-energy as the Yukawa potential evaluated at radius — 0 in the following sense

(K1)
lim (0], He |[01),| = lim [ d°k %71 /d3k:1 52 (481)
7zk1;1: 1e M|z|
»_» li dSk »— 7 - 489
Iwgo ! 2w? |m}r—I>10 4 | (482)

Hence one could say |V1), — [0) is a problematic process - similarly [0) — |¥1), of course.
This corresponds to the classical picture one would have, i.e. that the meson is annihilated at the
position of the nucleon or that a meson is created at the position of the nucleon where the field is
not well-defined.

4.5.2 The renormalized model Hamiltonian H and its ground state

The existence of the renormalized model Hamiltonian H has been proven by Nelson’s theorem
2.6.1 so following the steps we did in the toy model we need now to establish the existence of the
ground state for H in order to obtain one element in its yet unknown domain D(H ) As we shall see
in the following the situation for the dynamic quantum Nelson model Hamiltonian H,, although
more complicated, is slightly better behaved like the static one when taking the limit K — oo -
i.e. its ground state will remain in Fock-space even in the limit although its energy eigenvalue
diverges. Furthermore we shall find that the divergent behavior of the energy eigenvalue is only
carried by the second order correction term E¥. This we have also found to be true for the toy
model and so we will try to define the renormalized model Hamiltonian H as the limit of H w— Ry
for k — oo in this weak sense, which has successfully been done in the case of the toy model. So
let us start with the discussion of the energy corrections terms first. The limit will only concern
the v, functions. Recall that v., (k) ~ |k|~'/2. The first non-zero energy correction after EP is

Ef = —/d311 Y2 (h) £(p; ) (483)

I e Y e

but since |£(p; l)| ~ |l|~2 by line (404) the integral diverges logarithmically in the limit x — oco.
The divergence is hence not as severe as in the static case but still remains to be a problem.
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Already the next higher non-zero energy correction is finite as the following calculation shows

EP = /dh V2 (1€ p,llzl,Tg)
= - [ %;7’;1)) [ e )it ) - el el )|
= fen 2 oz ) | et + elpr)] +
—£(p; L)E(p; 12)]
= et [dns [ EIRATIATETa

1 [ 1 1 ]}
n?(p;h) n(p:l, k) n(p; k)

(484)
(485)
(486)
(487)
(488)

(489)

In order to estimate the integral we make use of Young’s inequality for convolutions which states

thatfor%+%+%:2andp,q,r21

/ da / dy F(2)g(@ +9)h(z) < I Flz,lgle, B,

With this we may estimate the first term of the sum by

(L) vk) 1 V3
d3l /d3l ’Yoo o) S 0
/ ' 2 (e ) n(pi k) n(pit, k) ~ || n(ps)

The second term gives

[ M/ L 75°””[n<p1;12> - mlm}
b

s Ya(h) 3, Vo(b) 2 Cw 1
= [ [ (p;lz)[2M[l +2h(p L) ’Q]mp;zl,zz)

<Cl/d3 /dB go ll ||l1||2 'yoo(b) 1
n(p; h)? n(sz) n(p; b, k)

()0l ~2, (&) 1
+C d3 /d3 rYoo o0
? / n(p; I)? (P» L) n(p; L, k)

W)L 2 (L) Bl 1
+es | &Ly /d3 %O o0
’ / np; )2 n(p k) n(ph,b)

(h) Yo(B)lL] 1
te | ¥ /d3 oo
o / ' neh)? npk) n(ph,b)

where ¢o depends on the fixed p. Again using Young’s inequality we get the estimate

2 1

n(p;-,0)

< 0

L Lo

3

Yool - 17 Y 1
n(;)? g, In) e, (e 0) .,
3 3
e Yool - |l Voo 1 ‘
n(®;)? g, 1) e, [0, 0) |,
3
"o Yol - Vool - ‘ 1
n(; )z, Il n(ps-) n(p;-,0) i,
2 2
: 1
Ty - Yool ’ < o
n(p; )z, |l n(ps) n(p;-0) 1,

(490)

(491)

(492)
(493)
(494)
(495)
(496)

(497)

(498)

(499)

(500)

(501)

(502)
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Note that the cancelations in the sum in line (492) are needed in order for the integral to be finite.
Integration over the two summands separately leads to divergent integrals.

By direct computation one finds that the sixth order energy correction is again finite and in
fact the cancellation of the infinities takes place in a very similar way like the one we have observed
computing E}. So one gets the feeling that the only divergent energy correction term is the one
of second order. Furthermore one would put up the question if it is possible to construct a ground
state for the dynamic quantum Nelson model with the same perturbation theory even with the
cutoff removed if we subtract the divergent —g?E?Y from the Hamiltonian HP. Nelson’s theorem
2.6.1 already answers in the affirmative, which is spelled out in the following simple corollary of
it.

Corollary 4.5.2. Givenk < oo (!), u, M € Ry, |p| < V2MC, 0 < C < p and the renormalization

constant formally by R, (g) = —ngd?’k zﬁ% = —gQEgzO from Nelson’s theorem 2.6.1, then
22
the Hamiltonian -
H2(g) = HZX(g)~ Ral9) (503)
has a well-defined resolvent
Rest (C) = (504)
Hi(9) = ¢
on FY and the perturbed ground state is given by
Bloly = A Rest () 10), € D) (505)
0

also for k < oo, where C(EY) is a circle in the complex plane around EY with a radius smaller
than the energy gap p — C. In fact for sufficiently small g € R

1. \\/I\I,{(g»p = |x(9)),, the perturbed ground state of HE from line (460), for all k < co and
furthermore

2. E’p(g)n = EP(g) — R., where EP(g) is the ground state energy eigenvalue from line (462) for
all Kk < o0o.
Proof. In Nelson’s theorem 2.6.1 it was shown that e *(H=—F«)t converges strongly in the limit
of & — oo to e~ for all ¢ € R. By a theorem of Trotter [17, VIIL.21] we immediately get the
strong resolvent convergence and s — limy_, o, Res,(¢) =: Reso(€) is well-defined. Let us define
ResP := Res,, | FP. The existence of the limit resolvent enables us to write the perturbed ground
state like in line (505) for all x < co. Hence the limit lim,_, oo |\/I;K(g)>p exists in F} and is the

ground state and has a finite energy eigenvalue lim, o E,g The rest can be shown by simple
calculation, which we do in the following. It is a simple corollary to theorem 4.5.1 that shows that
the resolvent can be expanded in a Taylor series around g = 0 for finite x since the additional
multiplication operator Ry (g) is finite for finite x and so it can be dragged into the self-adjoint Hy
part of the Hamiltonian. Then we can perform the integral and extract terms of equal order of g
and yield similar formulas for the Taylor coefficients (386) and (387) for HP but now taking into
account that also R, (g) depends on g2. Since we want to compare the perturbation series of HP
with H P we denote all coefficients belonging to the perturbation expansion for H P with an hat to
distinguish them to the ones we have computed for HP in the beginning of this subsection. With
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the choice of normalization (U » D) p= (W, » 1Wo) » = 1 the Taylor coefficients for £ < oo are

o (ol HY [Wn-1) — I (T, [V ), (506)
! (Yol, [¥o),
~ 1 LN ~
(k1o k] |Un), = = — { EP (ki ...kl | Wn—i) (507)
oo EP(ky, ..., k) — EY ; P P
R

g B oy @)y = (R ol HE (@), | (508)

defining |\f/_1> p = \\f/_g> » = 0. Again only for reason of brevity we did not spell out that every
coefficient of the expansions is depended of x and g. Of course since the free Hamiltonian is the
same as in the case of H?, |Wo), = [Vo),, Ef = Ef and Eg (k1 ..., kn) = Ef(ki, ..., k,). For n # 2
the energy correction term is given by

o (Yol , Hpp [¥n—1)

= R, (509)

n

for n = 2 since we find (ky, ..., km |, [91), = (ki, ..o, ki, [T1),

~ | HP |T R R
EP = (oly 1, [%1) 1>——;=E§——2" (510)
(Wol, [Wo), g g

1 1
= 92/d3k ’yg(k) ( 12 T (p—k)2—p? > (511)
saf TWk Sty Wk

Note that even in the limit £ — oo this expression stays finite for all p € R? since 72 (k) ~ |k|~*.
Let us now insert the E¥ into the formula for the wave function corrections

~ 1 LN ~
(kiyos kol |U,), = — - { EP (K, ko) [Wns) + (512)
PR E¥(Ky, ... k) — EY ; P P
~ R, ~
HEL+ ) (R Koy [Pn2), + (513)
— (k... k|, HY. |@n1>p} (514)
= — ! - {i@’(kl O 0 O 1 S R (515)
Eg(kl,...,km)ng prs % 5 eeey p p

B Ky, ooy ko [Un—2), — (B, Ko, HE [0, 1), | (516)

Hence EP = EP except EY = EP — % and (ki ..., km|, |@n>p = (K1, ... k|, |¥n),, for all n € No,
which yields

T.(9)), = |¥u(9)), (517)
EP(9) = EP(g) - R (518)
O

This partly answers the question if EY is the only divergent energy correction term for the
Hamiltonian H? because we have found in the above corollary 4.5.2 that E? = E? for all n # 2.
Since by the above corollary E? (g) — R (g) is finite lim, . (E?(g) — g?EY) is also finite - recall
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line (511). However this does not mean that all energy correction terms are bounded but if they
are not the divergencies cancel out within the sum. For a boundness criterion on every single
energy correction term we would have to show that either the convergence is uniform in s

lim sup {»  ¢"EF} =0 (519)

m—00 KER+ n—mn

in order to interchange the  limit with the summation in the energy power series or that EC{’O (9)
is analytic around g = 0. Analyticity of Ep(g) would allow us to expand it in a Taylor series
with respect to g and to check if the Taylor coefficients are equal to the term by term limit
lim,_.o EE. It seems reasonable that this can be done. Why the perturbation series of the ground
state \\flﬁ(g)>p of f[ﬁ and the ground state |¥,;(g)), of HY are identical can be seen easily for finite
k by the following consideration. We have found

HE(9)Ve(9), = ER(9)[¥x(9)), (520)

hence
(HE(9) — Re(9)) [¥x(9)), = (EE(9) — Ri)|¥x(9)), (521)
(522)

but now because we have the existence of the limit resolvent of the operator (H? — R, (g)) this
holds even for K — co. Hence

lim (H2(g) = Ru(9)) [¥x(9)), = E”(9) lim |¥(9)), = E”(9)|¥(9)),, (523)

K— 00 K— 00

So even in the limit x — oo the ground state of HE, namely [¥,(g)), stays in FY. If we recall
the definition of its n-meson wave functions (387) for finite x we recognize that the misbehaving
E? term is part of the sum in that line. Taking the limit K — oo will unavoidably produce an
infinite constant in the formula of each n-meson wave function that will throw it out of £s if there
is no mechanism that prevents it from doing that. This mechanism can be observed in the way
we wrote the wave function a bit later in terms of contractions over &, line (452). The E¥ term
was taken out of the sum (455) and dragged under the integral (454), which is due to the meson
creation operator in the interaction term of the Hamiltonian. For the third order wave function
correction we more or less computed this kind of integral of line (453) and (454) when we showed
in the above that EY stays finite in the limit k — co. Based on this observation and of course
only in a loose way of speaking one again could argue that the only problematic process in this
model is again the one that creates a meson field mode out of the vacuum - recall the discussion
in the note 4.5.1.

Unfortunately because we did not explicitly calculate the projector to the eigenvectors of
the H, which turns out to be rather lengthy, we can not give an as explicit expression for the
renormalized model Hamiltonian as it was possible for the toy model. However we recall that
in the toy model it was also possible to forget about the explicit expression we have found for
T and to only give the formal expression s — lim, (T — V&) a mathematical meaning on
a special subset of the Fock-space T, was defined on. The domain of T turned out to be at
least a subset of this set. Hence the observations in this subsection and the experiences with toy
model suggest that it might be possible to give the formal expression s — lim,_.o.(HP — g*>E¥) a
mathematical meaning as renormalized model Hamiltonian on the p fibre on some subset of FV
in this weak sense. How this can be done and how it can be extended to Fx shall be discussed
in next subsection. Finally we like to again emphasize that by comparison of the dynamic and
the static quantum Nelson model one observes that it is only the presence of the free Schodinger
dispersion relation of the nucleons in the dynamic quantum Nelson model that smoothes out the
n-meson wave functions of the ground state in such a way that the ground state stays a F¥ vector
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even in the limit Kk — co. Moreover all energy corrections other than E¥ arise only from the free
Schodinger dispersion relation of the nucleons since they do not appear in the static case anymore.
It is interesting to note that for a relativistic dispersion relation of the nucleons that might be
~ |p| like in the Dirac case instead of ~ |p|? for the Schrodinger case all wave function correction
terms in the limit K — oo will not lie in £5 anymore and so the ground state will not lie in F¥. So
the renormalization concept applied here would fail. Does that mean that the Poincaré symmetry
preserving point particle limit K — oo can only be reasonably worked out for a non-relativistic
dispersion relation of the nucleons? This indeed sounds odd and gives one the feeling that the
energy renormalization concept in our case only works because of a mathematical coincidence.
Again we have to conclude that this renormalization concept has to be extended to a bigger space
than Fock-space that hosts the model ground state even if it does not lie in Fock-space anymore
and as already mentioned this will be subject of further investigation.

4.5.3 What does H look like?

According to the discussion in the end of last subsection one would naturally try to take s —
lim,, oo (H? — E¥) to be the renormalized Hamiltonian on F? in the same sense as we did in the
case of the toy model 4.3.5. The problem with that choice is that even for finite x the integrand
in

2
3 ’YH k
Ef = *QZ/dsk # (524)

5 T Wk

is only non-singular on the fibre bundle 7 with B := {p € R? such that (kQQ_Jépk +wi) >0 Vke
R3}. The only way to renormalize H, | F; on whole F is to make the family of renormalization
constants R, independent of p under the constraint that limnéw(Ef, — R,) < oo holds. That can

be done easily for example by

2
k
anr T Wk

which is Nelson’s choice - see line (66). Indeed as Nelson proved for the more general case of N
nucleons there exist a self-adjoint Hamiltonian H on an unknown domain D(H) C D(v/Hy) for
which the unitary group

s— lim e®Hr=NE) 7 — oith (526)

R— 00

converges, where H,; is given by line (6). The ambiguity in the choice of R, will only be relevant

if we consider absolute energy values. Even for the unitary time evolution e ** this ambiguity
is irrelevant because a physical state is represented by ray of vectors in the Hilbert-space, i.e.
|¥) € Fy is physically equivalent to z |¥) for all z € C since all these vectors generate the same
dynamics. However one will get severe difficulties if one intends to extend the renormalization
concept to whole F. As soon as we deal with Fock-vectors, which are not eigenvectors of the
nucleon number operator, we will get a different arbitrariness in each of the N nucleon sectors of
F. On top of that it has to be emphasized that not even EY is the pure self-energy but is a mix
between the self-energy and effects taking in account the free motion of the N nucleons in each
N-nucleon sector. Hence it is not only the choice of R, which brings in ambiguities but there
is a natural ambiguity between the renormalization of the say N-th and M-th nucleon sector for
M # M. In the following we will use the renormalization constant R, from line (525) and try to
find a set D C F; on which the formal expression

H:=s— lim (H, — R,) (527)

K— 00

can be given a meaning as well-defined operator in the weak sense as we did in the case of the toy
model.
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~

4.5.4 What does D(H) look like?

Since we have no explicit expression for the operator H like in the case of the toy model it will not
be possible to infer information about the domain that easily from (527). However we know one
vector in D(ﬁp —H| FP) already, i.e. the ground state \‘/I\f(g)) - in fact we shall only concentrate
on the p fibre in the following discussion. We now may copy what we have done in the toy model
case and create other vectors in D(HP) with respect to that ground state by using the operators
J 3k f(k)aL and [ d®k f(k)ay, for a special choice of f € L5(R?). For the toy model we have seen
that f had to fulfill D(k)f(k) € L2(R3), where D(k) was the dispersion relation of the mesons.
For our case we will find by the following lemma that f needs to fulfill (% + wy) f (k) € Lo(R3),
where wy, is the dispersion of the mesons and in addition 2’% is of the same form as the dispersion
relation of the nucleons.

Lemma 4.5.3. Let u, M € Ry, |p| < vV2Mpu, g sufficiently small, |\f/(g)>p the ground state of
HP=H I FP with its energy eigenvalue E‘p(g) given by corollary 4.5.2 and

feDy = {w € Lo(R?) (% + wi)p(k) € 52(R3)} (528)

then
[ fwale = w(e)), € D) (529)
/ &k (a1 0(g)), € D(AP) (530)

Proof. Let us calculate the commutator and bear in mind the weak sense definition of H

{ﬁ,/d?’k f(k)a,q = [ lim (H, fR,i),/d?’k: f(k)a,teiﬂ (531)

K— 00

K— 00

~2

. b
= lim {W—F/d?’k alwkak—o— (532)
+g / APk 7, (k) (are™ + ale ™), / &Pk f(k)age—“ﬂ (533)

= [ (e + w0 fale 4 g [ @k BrK (534)

Now f € Dq implies that the first term is a well-defined operator on D(y/NL_.), which is dense
such that the closure of this operator can be define on whole F;. The integral over the second
term exists because f € L2(R?) and 7o (k) ~ |k|~'/? are non-singular. So the operator resulting
from the commutator can be defined on F; and since this operator obviously conserves the total
momentum we can decompose it with respect to the total momentum operator P. Hence

ar / &k f(Rale "3 (g)), ({?I” / &k f(k)ale““ﬂ + (535)

+ / Bk f(k)a;e—“fzﬁp) % (9)), (536)

[ (g5 +n+ B0) ) rBale (), (55)

tg / Bk 0o () £(R) [T (9)), (538)
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and for the other case we similarly yield

i [ @ Wae™ By, ~ [ (E —Q’j\fwk)f(wakem@(g»p (539)
~g [ @ f(8) (9, (540)
O

By multiple application of the commutator computed in the proof to the above lemma we find
that for functions fi, ..., f € Dy and finite n

) = [ @ [ @k, [] filkan [B(0)) € D7) (541
wh) = / Pk .. / @y T] filki)al, 19(g)) € D(P) (542)
=1

Let now M be the set of all finite linear combinations of |t/,,) and [+]) then M is a non-empty
set and

M C D(HP) (543)

However this is only a subset of D(fl P). In order to get the whole ’D(ﬁ' P) and with it the domain

D(ﬁ ) from Nelson’s proof we probably need to do something similar that we have done in the
toy model, where we have found an unitary transformation that diagonalizes the renormalized
Hamiltonian H - see subsection 4.3.6.

4.5.5 What does the action of H on elements in D(H) look like?

Following the preceding subsections we have decided to take the formal expression H:=s-
lim, oo (Hx — R,) as the definition of the operator H on some special set D C Fy in what
we have called the weak sense. So if we let (H, — R,) act on a Fock-vector in D and take the
limit kK — oo then the so obtained expression is expected to remain a well-defined Fock-vector
- please also recall our example 4.3.1 about the analogy to the definition of singular differential
equations. In this subsection we shall observe that this is indeed what happens. At first we
analyze the action of H on a general Fock-vector in P and deduce properties of the elements

in D. Later we argue that the ground state p fibre |\fl(g)>p of H has exactly these properties,
which by last subsection means that at least D(ﬁ) C D since |\/I}(g)>p € D(ﬁp) like it is the case
for all other eigenvectors of HP with isolated and non-degenerate eigenvectors because we have
shown the existence of the limit resolvent (504) of HP. Of course this is what one would expect
because otherwise H from the Nelson’s theorem 2.6.1 would have nothing to do with the weak
sense definition H := s — lim,_,oo(H, — R,). Although D(H) may be only a subset of D it is
sufficient to only concentrate on it and forget about the possible rest of D because D(H ) lies dense
in Fn and hence suffices to define H on whole F. N

At first we observe how s — lim, . (H, — R,;) acts in the weak sense on an arbitrary |[¢) € Fy
independent of k, so again bearing in mind the weak sense definition of H

(ki ko HI) = (@ ks kals — lim (Hy = Ry)[) (544)
= lim (qk,...,k,|He — Re|0) (545)
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That the so obtain expression is still an element of F; can naturally be checked by the finiteness
of its norm in F;

Z/d3 [ [ @]t (@l - R P < oo (546)

n=0

which means that at least all n-meson wave functions lim,_. (g; k1, ..., k| H,. — Ry |t)) have to be
in Lo(R3™+1), Therefrom we recognize the main properties a Fock-vector |¢) should have to be
an element in D(f[ ). Note that this is just a necessary but not sufficient condition for (546) but
it will do the job for the first main observations.

nlinolc <q7 k17 ) kn|Hl€ - RK|1/}> = lim |: ( + Zwk ) q; k17 . 7kn|d)> + (547)

+g/d k(R T (g K kry oo o )+ (548)
+gz’}/f€ q+k;17k17"'7’;:;7""knw>} (549)

o . 112 - 3 <q7k7kla aknak|w>
= KILH;O (th;wki fR,.@+g/d k. (k) @k k) vn+1+4+  (550)

Y UL e A
+g;%(kz) (@ F knlw f) (g ki, ..., k) (551)

Recall that the renormalization constant is defined as R, := [ d®k R, (k) and according to Nelson’s
2
theorem 2.6.1, R(k) := —92%7 which has the asymptotic behavior R (k) ~ ﬁ and has no
28 TWhk
singularities for 4 € Ry. Now having an idea of how the action of H may formally look like we
can conclude some properties [¢)) should have to be in D(H).

Observation 4.5.1. Since we know from Nelson’s proof that the subtraction of R, is the remedy,
which makes is possible to obtain a well-defined, self-adjoint operator H the first thing to do is
to find the diverging terms which R, will compensate. Because we take the absolute value in the
Fock-norm condition (546) we know that this compensation has to take place in every n-meson
amplitude respectively. The only constant other than R, in the above equation is the one resulting
from the integral in line (550). All other terms are functions of q, ki, ..., k,. If both terms should
sum up to something smaller than infinity in the limit kK — oo the integral in line (550) must have
the same asymptotic behavior like R, which means that

<q_ k7 kla ceey kn7 kW)
<q7 kla L] k7z|¢>

Only that way we can arrive at

Crsp(q ki, kn) = g / &k (%o<k><q‘<q’?}c’f1jj k’j”q;’;'@\ﬁ Ro ()) o (553)

Let RSE stand for rest self energy.

Observation 4.5.2. Because we take the absolute value in the Fock-norm condition (546) we know
that this compensation has to take place in every n-meson amplitude limy_, o0 (q; k1, ..., kn| (H,, —
R) |9). In other words the above observation (552) must hold for any n € N and hence using the
symmetry in the meson coordinates we get

<q— ki;kl,...,ki,...,kn|’¢> - Roo(kz) -~ 1
(@, Keiy ooy ke |00) Yoo(ki) | ki]®/2

(554)
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as an rough estimate of the asymptotic behavior in the k; coordinate for all i =1,...,n. Explicitly
this means that none of the n meson components of |) may be e.g. zero. They all have to be
functions of q, ki, ..., k, with the above asymptotic behavior. Moreover we learn from (554) that
obviously |¢) cannot be in D(Hpy) := D(p*) D(NX.,) since wrRoo(k)/Voo (k) is not in Lo(R3).
In fact it cannot even be in the form domain D(v/Hy). That raises the question, which is in this
form a quote from the very last sentence in Nelson’s paper [15]: "Is D(H)(\D(v/Hy) = 02”. This
is for example true on the p fibre for the set M C D(ﬁp), which we have found in subsection
4.5.4, since the ground state is not in D(\/Hig) and all other Fock-vectors in M are constructed
with respect to this ground state by finite application of smeared out creation and annihilation
operators.

Observation 4.5.3. Finally we have a look at line (551). As v.(k;) (q+ kis Ky, ..., i, ..oy kon ) is
only in La(R3™) for k < 0o because Yoo (k) & La(R3*™ 1) something has to be done about it or we
will again get divergent terms in the Fock-norm (546). The only hope one can have from now on
is that all remaining terms sum up to a function € := E(q, k, ..., k) with the properties

g(q7 k17"'7kn) 2?2\4——"_1:21‘*}& +CRSE(‘1, k17~--7kn) (555)
- <q+ ki;kla"'al:;iw'vkn|w> 1
and
E(q ki, k) (g Kty oo k) € Lo(R3TD) Wi € N (557)
By inverting line (554) we can partly give the asymptotic behavior of £(g; k1, ..., k).
~ -1
(gt ki oo By kalt) (g4 k) = Rishr, o Ry s Rl 52
' - - ~ |Ki (558)
(g Ky, ..., knlt) ((q+ ki) Ky, K, ooy Fen|1)
thus by inserting wy, ~ |k| and vy (k) ~ W
S(q k... k ) = i—‘,—i Wi, “V‘CRSE(q' ki, ... kn) (559)
) ) y fvn 2M at i ) ) )
T kil
+ oo (K — 560
1 5/2
NW(M’H 2 +e)
~ ki |2

But |k;|™ (q+ ki;kl,...,lgi,...,kn\w> is not in Lo(R®") for all m > 1 if (554). Hence the only
chance is that these terms sum up to something which nevertheless fulfills (557). In the following
we analyze how this is possible and we shall construct a Fock-vector in the form domain, and
examine the ground state in the domain of H.

Based on the above observations we now try to fix some basic conditions, which such a Fock-
vector, say [i), typically would fulfill. Since [H,;, P] = 0 there exists a common family of simul-
taneous eigenvectors of H, and P. We wish to concentrate on generalized eigenvectors |1) » of P
with

(K, oo bl [10), = 0 (0" — P)Yp(Ka, .., Kon) (561)
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from which we infer that

(P—>0 k) O
(koo ol (He — Re) [), = <2M1+;%+ (562)
2 e () (Koo Ky o Ken)
+9Z Vi (ke k) (6%
—R, +g/d3k% Jvn + 1 w“&"' k;;;))) x  (564)
1y ooy
x (K, ., knl,y [0),  (565)
In order to simplify the formula we write (k;, ..., kn|p, |1/)>p as
(el 10, = 00 = ) 0 b ) (566)
which yields
(p—Yi k) <
(ks ol (H = R 1), = <2M1+;%+ (567
_ 2 3 ¢(k177kn7k)>
R.—g /d k%(k)—lﬁ(kl,...,kn) X (569)

X <k17"'7kn|p/ |1/’>p (570)

Now it is time to delimit the v functions without violating the above observations. In the proof
of Nelson’s theorem 2.6.1 the Gross transformation e’* is the tool that extracts the divergent
energy term out of the Hamiltonian. The Gross transformation is a Weyl operator, i.e. an unitary
transformation that turns the meson vacuum Fock-vector into a coherent!® Fock-vector in the
meson components. So the ansatz lies near that in order to get a Fock-vector in the form domain
or domain of H we should assume |z/1)p to be coherent in the meson coordinates. In doing so we
note that then all (—g)"¢p(ki, ..., k,) fall into a product []}_,(—g)f(k;) for some f € Lo(R3).

This assumption yields

_ (T2 s, k)
<k§1,...,kn|p/ (anRK)|w>p - ( g ; f(kl)

(571)

R g [ %(k)f(k)> o bl 0, (572)

Observation 4.5.1 would then give us a very direct hint about how f must look like with

Crsp = —Ru =" [ Pk ®F) = ¢ [ () [()—f(k)] < o (573)
2M+Wk

Obviously f(k) = ;‘7(’“) will do the job. For that special choice we get

28 TWk

_\n 32 2
sl (=B ), = (TR BB Y g, ), o7

9A coherent Fock-vector |¢) is defined by ag|p) = f(k)|p), where f is some function in L2(R3). Correctly

43k T
normalized coherent Fock-vectors can be constructed with the help of the Weyl operator W(f) = ef &7k f(k)(ay,—ar)
acting on the vacuum Fock-vector. There is an example that explains how this works in the proof of lemma 4.5.4.
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In fact now the Fock-vector [¢),, under concern is the Gross transformed meson vacuum Fock-vector
|0), = |p;0) € FT. Unfortunately H? 1), & FT because based on our observations £(q; ki, ..., k)
(Kiy ooy el [10), ~ |Ki] - |k;|~%/% for i = 1,..,n. However it is in its the form domain Q(HP) as we
shall show with the next lemma.

Lemma 4.5.4. Let k < oo (1), g€ R, uy, M € Ry, ¢ € S(R?), B..(k) := —g% and the Weyl

operator restricted to JFi e
W(f) := ef @k FB(afe™ ™ —are™) (575)
then
1. [9), == W(B,)|0), € F for all p € R® and
2. [b,) = [ dp o(p) ), € DIV H) = Q(H)
3. the quadratic form (Y| (H, — Ry) [thy) = (o] — — [d®k akQMak [¥e)

Note that W(Bx) is equal to the Gross transformation eTN,

Proof. We begin with the first point. Since W(3,) = eT= | F7, the Gross transformation restricted
to FT, is unitary [¢) » obviously in FP. We still want to give a more elementary proof that shows
the basics of handling coherent Fock-vectors.

), = W(B)0), =l TERBla ), (576)
(577)

using the Baker-Hausdorf identity

— o3 [ PRIBW | f &k Bu(K)a] 0), (578)
which yields
P FINPRCEIL R o .
<k17“'akn‘p|¢>p e 2 m};{ﬁn(kz) (579)

hence

Wl 1), = e JIEIBBE. N / &Pk .. / Bl (Pl ot ooy K)oy Kl 1), (580)
n=0

s 2 = 1 n
Ly a(/d?’k 1B (R)|) (581)
n=0
o (582)
so [¢)), € F{ and that for all £ < 0o because S (k) € Lo(R?).

Now the second point. For every positive operator A on D(A) C F; we have the equivalence

) = / p o(p) V), € DVA) & / d*y / &p o(p)o(p) (U], AY), <oo  (583)

Therefore we compute

/ iy / P o@)ep) (0], A |0), = lim / dy / p o(pf (584)
(w1, (H, >|w> (585)
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= lim_ d3p” /d3p’ /d?’p ap(p’)go(p)Z/dSkl .../d?’kn x
n=0

X (Wl 1Bt i) o s s Bl (g — i) 46),

by (574)
= lim /d?’p” /dsp' /dBp go(p’)gp(p)Z/dgkl .../dBkn X
n=0
X (W] VKt oo B o (Bt oo Bl [0,
(T Tkr T

2M 2M

s 2 > 1~
~ lim ¢ [ d®k | (k)| /d?»p \<p(p)|22/d3k1 .../d3kn aHm,ﬁ(ki)ﬁ x
=1

n=0

(2 PZk | ik

2M M 2M

i 2 = e
< ,.ih_,néoe J d°k |8k (K)| /d3p \(p(p)|22/d3k1 /d3kn ﬁHlﬁN(kl)P %
=1

n=0

X<P2 . |p|ZZL:1|k'n‘ +Zi;ﬁj|ki||kj|>

2M M 2M

The aim is now to retain the product structure of a coherent state in this expression.

(586)

(587)

(588)
(589)

(590)

(591)

(592)

(593)

(594)

The

only term that prevents of from doing so is the one in the parenthesis. We therefore introduce
Co(k) := /(1 + /2|K|)B. (k) and dominate (3, (k) times the term in the parenthesis with the help

of it. By induction

n

[LiGt® = JLigekl? > vy 3o ]I

=0 SPL_{1,2,...,n} m=1

For n = 1 the above equation holds trivially. We need to show n — (n + 1)

n+1 n
[T 16 E)? = T¢I 16 (i) 21+ V2] Esa])
=1 =1
n+1 n ] n—j
SV ZOEOSIEIND S | N
i=1 j=0 SP!,_,{1,....,n} m=1
n n—j—1
. D SR | T .knm)
j=1 SPL,_,_,{1,..,n} m=1
n+1 n+1 n+1—j

= [l 1Bk > (vV2y > 11 5.l
i=1 3=0

S]P‘il+1__7.{1,..‘,n+1} m=1

because

j j-1 j
oo I kad+ > Ikl keal= > 1] Ikl

SPI]'-{17<~-»"’L} m=1 S]P’;'-,l{lw--a"l} m=1 S]P’z.{l,...,n-i-l} m=1

(595)

(596)

(597)

(598)

(599)

(600)
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Now we got a function dominating all the terms in line (594) since

118 ®) P> 11 < [ IGk(Ra)I? (601)
i=1 j=1 i=1
| EAC LT § [k (602)
i=1 i=1

il
(603)

and can continue our estimate

s 2 = 1~
(594) < lim e J @7k 1B (k)| /d3p le(p))* D /d3k1 .../d3kn aH|§K(ki)\2 X (604)
n= =1

2
P 1
X(ZM M+2M) (605)
. 2 1
— i Jd3k<|<~<k>\2—m<k)|2)/d3 o P Pl 1 606
lim e ple@I 507 — 7 T aug (606)

Now for j, M € R, the functions asymptotically behave like Boo (k) ~ |k|~°/2 and by definition
Coo (k) ~ |k|~2 without any singularities on whole R® and hence are both in £3(IR?). The p integral
converges also for ¢ € S(R?) and therefore (606) < oo. The third point is just an application of
the second point. O

Now we turn to vectors in the domain of H. From observation 4.5.3 we recall that the crucial
point is to choose a Fock-vector for which simultaneously the properties of £ from line (557) and
the asymptotic behavior of the n-meson wave functions (g; ki, ..., kn|,, [1), are fulfilled. Since we

have already computed the ground state of the p fibre of H we at first examine for that special case
how HP acts on this Fock-vector in the weak sense and how divergent terms cancel out in every
n-meson wave function. However we will not claim to prove anything but only try to motivate an
understandlng why HP does not take the n-meson wave functions out of L5(R3™). So let again
|\I/( )), be the ground state given by the limit (523) of the power series in g in line (460) for finite
x and we obtain

<k1,...,kn|p(HKfR,{)@(g)}p = g”+2m[<p Dizy ki) +Zwk R.+ (607)

m=0

,a'-wm

792/ddk ,Yﬂ(k)f(p;k’lv'“aknak% lla"'al'm) + (608)

: TP Ay .
g(pv kla EES) kn, llv (X3} l'm)

; ’17 olm .

_Zn:g D; kl?"'7 kn llv"errL):|
- 1
£(p7 kla' akn lla ) m)

Lyl

ST (s s K )E (D3 s s B Ty s ) (610)

x (609)

Since this is a power series in g the cancellations claimed in the above observations have to take
place for every m respectively. We shall only look at the case m = 0 since the cancellation
mechanism is the same for all m and we can then forget about the here unimportant cross terms
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which appear in contractions of higher order than zero over £. So the m = 0 summand looks like

(p Zz 1 _ _ 3 E(pa k17"'7knak)
4 +Z”’“ if,)’% 7 [l o

()
S ik i kn)}
g(pa k17---,k )

Recall by definition of Ry, in line (66) and ¢ in line (452) that in the limit £ — oo both (%) and (xx)
diverge. However they diverge with opposite sign and we shall in the following see that fortunately
both divergences cancel each other out and the remaining expression is well-defined. Plugging in
the definition of the contraction of zero-th order from line (452) we find

F,{(kl,,kn)f(p, k177kn> (612)

n (p*Zn:1 ki)2 -
=gt ==Y LN e — R+ (613)
[ oM ; k
2 3 2 1 fp,kl,... A‘ . kmk)
9 /d’”“’“)n(p;kl,...,kn,k> (HZ € ko ) )+ (614)
—n(p;kl,---,kn)]Fn(k17~-~,%)€(p;k17---7kn) (615)

Referring to our observations a term from line (614) will be cancelled by R,, and the rest of the
terms sum up to a function we have called £ in line (555). We rewrite the above

=g {( Z?lkl +Zwk n(p; ky, ..., kn) (616)

- g2/d3k 2 (k) + (617)

1 ~ f(p;kl,... S k:)]
—¢% | &k ~2(k
g / PYI{( )U(p’ klv"'vk’n?k) i=1 g(pv kla"'ak'n) 8

XDy (ki ooy K )E(Di Kry oy K)  (619)

(618)

and plug in the definition of 7 from (388) and R,; from Nelson’s theorem 2.6.1

1 1
L=g" 5 k2 (k - 620
/ {2M+g / Tl )<n(p;k) 17(1);161,-.-,1%,16))+ (020

~IK S
2 djk 2 k E?:lg(p;kl)"',k’h"'aknak) :| 621
g / rYK( )77<pa k177kn7k)§(p7 k17"'7kn) % ( )
~ Ikl

ATy (ko b )E (R k) (622)

Now even in the limit Kk — oo for u, M € Ry and |p| < v/2Mp both integrals exist because the
integrands are non-singular and v2 (k) ~ |k|~!. Hence in worst case the terms in the parentheses

sum up to a non-singular function asymptotically approaching % + const for big |k1], ..., |kn|. So
as long as Ty (ki, ..., k,)E(p; K1, ...y k) is in L£2(R3™) the whole above expression will again be in
L5(R3™). Hence it is very probably that all these terms sum up to a function we have called £
in line (555) with the properties (557). As we have said we shall not prove anything here but be
satisfied with this basic understanding of how the cancellations take place.
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4.5.6 The idea of a sea model

Let us finally have a brief look at the time evolution of these excited states. Here our two example
states shall be

Pat), = / &k f(Rale T (g)), (623)

opir)y = [ 10 (™ 1 o) 1500, (624)

in an infinitesimal small time step dt such that e~ "t o [Pt

(1—iHPdt) |0q1), = (1—iEP(g)dt)|par),+ (625)
idty [ 4k (010 [B9)), + (626)
—idt / d*k (2'}’\4 —l—wk) f(k)a,te*m@(g»p (627)

Hence we immediately find a non-zero transition amplitude back to the ground state. For the
other state

(1 - iﬁpdt) |§0pai7“>p = (1 - iEp(g)dt) |<ppai7“>p + (628)
2

+idt / >k (2'?\4 —l—wk) f(k)ake“@@(g))p + (629)
2

—idt / 3k <2]jw +wk> f(R)ake™™ T (g)),, (630)

the transition amplitude back to the ground state is always zero. It seems that the pair just evolves
in time and will never be annihilated. For the case of a such a pair state it would be interesting
to analyze the dynamic Nelson model in the two nucleon sector. Furthermore it seems that the ay,
part of this state evolves like the a}; part but back in time. Based on these observations one could
put up the question if we can interpret the ground state as a meson sea, where we can deal with the
excited states as mesons and meson holes in that sea and forget about the sea Fock-vector [¥(g)),
i.e. the ground state. Especially for the relativistic models for which we have argued that the
ground state does not lie in the Fock-space anymore this point of view would be advantageous. In
the end one would this way yield a free field theory with respect to the sea and not to the vacuum
|0). Can this be an explanation why coefficients of the perturbation series of an interacting field
theory can be computed by a certain recipe in terms of vacuum expectation values of a related free
field theory? - recall the quote in 4.1. Of course until now it is far too early to give an answer or
even a statement about the sea idea. Nevertheless the time evolution and this idea will be subject
of further investigation.
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5 Conclusion

In order to introduce local, or often called relativistic, interactions in mechanical theories we have
found the field to be a helpful mathematical tool. Along the way we have motivated several scalar
field interaction models and have analyzed arising mathematical difficulties of the classical and its
quantum version and ways to deal with them. Based on the observations made in this work we
conclude with the following three points.

1. The point particle limit Probably the biggest mathematical problem of field theories,
classical or quantum ones, is that we need to treat the particles as points with no geomet-
rical extend, such that the resulting theory fundamentally respects the Poincaré symmetry.
Exactly this point particle limit of field theories generates divergences in the definition of
the fields itself and therefore in the equations of motion and makes it so hard to write down
a complete mechanical theory involving interactions described by these fields. These di-
vergences persist in the quantum field theories and are, as we have seen in the example of
the total energy of the static Nelson model, even identical. However in the classical as in
the quantum case we have presented ways to make sense out of the equations of motion,
which do not conflict with their original physical meaning and are known under the name
of renormalization theories.

2. The renormalization concept As we have seen, the field amplitudes, the ones we have
called v or I, are in general not in L£5(R?). Hence the fields are, if no cutoff is imposed, not
well-defined operators on the Fock-space. So the Hamiltonians being functionals of the fields
are in general not well-defined operators on the Fock-space. However in the case of the toy
model and the dynamic Nelson model we have suggested that the resulting Hamiltonians
can nevertheless be given a meaning as self-adjoint operators on Fock-space when restricting
their formal operator expressions to a special but dense subset of the Fock-space on which
their action is well-defined. This is possible only because we have chosen a special dispersion
relation D of the nucleons such that v/D € L3(R?), for example in the dynamic quantum
Model D was of a Schrodinger type ~ p?. For most relativistic dispersion relations of the
nucleons, e.g. a Dirac type ~ |p| or even the simple static quantum Nelson model ~ |p|°,
the here considered renormalization concept can no longer be applied since the ground state
does not lie in Fock-space anymore. So the question stands if it is possible to extend this
renormalization concept for the relativistic case, which would be more relevant for today’s
high-energy physics. In other words can this renormalization concept be extended to a bigger
space than Fock-space in a physical meaningful way? Furthermore we have discussed that
it is only possible to renormalize on the N-th nucleon sector of the Fock-space. As soon as
we like to take a varying nucleon number into account, e.g. models describing pair creation,
this renormalization concept again fails and it thus has to also be extended in this way.

3. The missing link to what we see Until now it is far from clear what the quantum
version of these field theories are about. Most Hamiltonians are motivated, as we have gone
through, with the help of a correspondence principle starting with a classical Hamiltonian.
Of course like for any other fundamental physical law there will most probably never be a
rigorous derivation of the field equations in the same way as there will probably never be
one for e.g. Newton’s gravitation force law. Only symmetry considerations and simplicity
arguments will help to motivate one or another Hamiltonian. The only thing we can do
is to accept these Hamiltonians to be the ones to deal with and so to be the physically
relevant ones in quantum field theories as well. However there is still one bit missing. In a
classical theory the Hamiltonian is all we need in order to arrive at a complete mechanical
theory because somehow everyone intuitively knows that g;(t) corresponds to the trajectory
of the i-th particle that we can track with our eyes - the so-called element of reality. The
stationarity principle uniquely defines the position probability measure and we are ready to
do statistics on these trajectories, whose probability outcomes agree to a great accuracy in the
classical regime as nowadays experiments in statistical mechanics and hydrodynamics show.
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In Bohmian mechanics the situation is quite the same. g;(t) corresponds to the trajectories
of the i-th particle, only now given as an integral curve to a different vector field as the one
in the classical case. Here the equivariance principle [6] gives us the position probability
measure such that we are ready to speak about statistics on the Bohmian trajectories.
The probability outcomes of this theory agree astonishingly precise with the ones found
in the quantum regime in nowadays experiments. In quantum field theories however this
connection to an element of reality is exactly the one missing. What is our theory about?
More precisely if we long to talk about particles then which mathematical object in our
theory corresponds to the position measurement performed by some detector? This missing
link is for the latter case a position probability measure. Having a position probability
measure on a Hilbert-space we can connect the abstract vectors in this Hilbert-space to
the positions of the particles, which we like to describe, and are again ready to compute
statistics. At least in the case of quantum electrodynamics is seems very promising that this
question can be answered in the near future as there already exist algorithms and recipes to
arrive at numbers that are also in astonishing agreement with the ones found in nowadays
high-energy experiments.
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A Appendix

A.1 Fourier transformation of the Yukawa potential

Let V(k:) be the Yukawa potential in momentum space then

(27r)3/2 k:2+ 2

Viz) = /di*kx?(k)e““ (631)

is the Yukawa potential in position space. In order to compute the integral we change to spherical
coordinates with

cos psin 6
k=Fk| singsiné (632)
cosf
such that kx = kx cos 6 which gives
2m ) e’LkI cos 0
v = d do dk k 9 633
() 3/2 <,0/ / sin 27)3/2(k2 + pu2) (633)
= dk——— [ dfsinfe’ s’ 634
<2w>2/o i ) e (034
()
(635)
The 6 integration gives
1 ) ikr _ —ikx
() = / e = — (636)
and obtain
1 [e%s) |k‘(ezkw _ e—ikw)
v = dk —————=
(z) (2m)2ix /0 k2 + p? (637)
1 o keike
= —— dk 638
a ) ) (638)

We can now close the path of integration along the real axis in the upper complex plane without
changing the value of the integral since ikr — —oo in the upper half of complex plane for |k| — oo.
The integration path hence includes one singularity at k£ = ¢ and we use the theorem of residues
to compute

. o—llall 630

B Reference of conventions and symbols

| Object/Symbol | Convention/Lookup table
bold letters like x vectors € R?
[Pz Jps A
fc dry closed integral along the anti-clockwise path C

parameterize by v
dashed symbols like @"x or "z | d"x = d"x/(27)V? ie. T"x = d"x/(2T)"
1! except traditionally i =1
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REFERENCE OF CONVENTIONS AND SYMBOLS

fourier transformation F

F(f(@), o) (k) := [@af(x)e™
F=Y(f(k), k) (x) := [@3kf(k)e ™

N all natural numbers from 1 on, i.e. {1,2,3,...}

No No = NU{O}

Ry R; :={z € Rjz > 0}

Lo, /C, d) the Hilbert-space of square integrable functions Q — K
with respect to measure du
- if abbreviated with Lo or similarly then usually
(Q, K, du) = (R?,C,d3x)

Cr(Q,K) the space of n times differentiable functions 2 — C
with compact support
- if abbreviated with C' or similarly then usually
(2,K) = (B,C)

HEN N nucleon Hilbert-space
(definition 2.1.3 in subsection 2.1)

Frues Fmes nucleon and meson Fock-space respectively
(definition 2.1.5 in subsection 2.1)

Fn HEN @ Fpnes (definition 2.1.5 in subsection 2.1)

Ve V2 gradient and Laplace differential operator with respect
to the coordinates x

Ozt the D’Alembert differential operator [, ) = % - V2

T is the position operator, © = —iV, in momentum
representation on HE!,

P is the momentum operator, p = —¢V, in position
representation on HEL

V2 is short for V2@ 177 on HZL, @ Fres = Fi

\% is short for ]lgﬁic ®.0V2®..® ILZ;";C ® ]l{;["“ on Fn

with V2 being in the i-th position

field operators

T, are the nucleon and a', a the meson field operators
in position representation with parentheses,

e.g. al(z), a(x)

and in momentum representation without, e.g. aL, k-

af, = [ d®z (k) al(z) = [@32 e*al (x)
ap = [ Bz (klz)a(z) = [@32 e~ *a(x)
al (@) = [k (Kl@)al, = [@3k e~*oqa]
a(z) = [Pk (zk)ar, = [ T3k e*®ay,

e”xaL = a,TH_l for x being the position operator

eilzak = ap_y
ipd 1 _ T ;

elpdaic = a,_, for p being the momentum operator

ip

€70y = Qgd
spanM the vector-space spanned by the elements in the set M
D(T), Q(T) domain and form domain of an operator T
T the closure of an operator T’
T M the restriction of the operator T' to the set M

f(z,y) ~ g(x)

For functions f: Q x Q' — K and

g:Q— K we write f(z,y) ~ g(x) for

xeQuyeQif

lim||g)|q—oo ||f(x,y)|y:wnstg_1(x)\|,c = C = const and
at least f(x,y) ~ g(x) if C is a constant or even zero,
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which means that f(z,y) would fall off equal fast or faster
than g(x)

floor of the real number z, i.e. the largest natural number
smaller than z.

sum over all symmetric permutations {i1,...,7;} C A

denotes the modulus of a natural number

coupling constant € R

nucleon mass € Ry

meson mass € R

number of nucleons € N
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