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Abstract

This thesis is about the question whether there is a quantized analogue of the Liénard-
Wiechert fields.

Classically, the computation of the Liénard-Wiechert fields is well-understood: The so-
lution consists of two different types of fields. There is a initial field as well as a retarded
field. In the classical computation, starting with some initial data at t; — —oo, we
can show that for certain conditions only the retarded field survives. It has two contri-
butions, a (boosted) Coulomb term and a radiation term which is proportional to the
acceleration of the charge.

In this thesis, we consider the Nelson model with just one nucleon since this model shares
many features with quantum electrodynamics. It describes the interaction of a field of
spinless nucleons with a scalar meson field. We will calculate the corresponding fields in
this model in various conditions and compare them to the classical situation.

We start with a semi-classical situation, where we consider the trajectory of the nucleon
to be given. At first, we look at a nucleon at a fixed point and then we consider a
nucleon with a given classical trajectory. In both situations, we obtain for {y — —oo
qualitatively the same result, namely, the initial field (i.e. the free field) vanishing for
similar conditions as in the classical case and a (boosted) Yukawa or Coulomb potential
solving the inhomogeneous wave equation having a source term at the position of the
charge. Nevertheless, there is no radiation term in this setting.

Finally, we look at a particle whose dynamics are determined by the free Schréodinger
equation. We will see that in this case it is not as easy to obtain a general result. There-
fore, we consider a nucleon whose dynamics are determined by a quantum mechanical
harmonic oscillator. Then, we find that the field consists again of the free field part and
a second part, which is the convolution of the eigenstates of the harmonic oscillator with
a potential. In case of the ground state, this potential is just the Coulomb potential
again. In addition, there appear terms solving the homogeneous wave equation and
hence we may interpret them as radiation.

It is well-known that in quantum electrodynamics there are ultraviolet as well as infrared
divergences. Nevertheless, this model offers a good chance to understand the origin of
them. This is an additional goal of this thesis.






Style of writing

Although this master thesis is written by only one author, the chosen form of writ-
ing employs the use of first person plural throughout the work for two reasons: First,
research is never done by a single person alone. In this sense phrases like "we conclude"
are used to recall all people who contributed to a "conclusion" in one way or another.
Second, for an interested reader phrases like "we prove" are also meant in the sense that
the author and the reader go through a "proof" together to check if it is correct.

Revision logbook

e correction of some typos

e correction of a minus sign and its consequences in section 5
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1 Roadmap

This first chapter should give an overview over the rest of the thesis and help the reader
to find the main results in it.

This work deals with the second quantization of fields, in particular, we would like
to find a second quantized version of the Liénard-Wiechert fields (LWEs).

In order to do so, we work with certain scalar field interaction models. Of course,
we would actually like to find the second quantized fields in quantum electrodynamics
(QED). Nevertheless, for simplicity we restrict ourself to Nelson’s model (in [6]) with
one nucleon. It describes the interaction of a field of spinless nucleons with a scalar
meson field, where the nucleons are treated non-relativistically. Note that in this model
the scalar field is usually massive, i.e. the bosons have field mass u. However, in the
limit 4 — 0, the scalar field can be interpreted as a photon field without spin. Hence
the model is already pretty close to QED, when neglecting pair-creation and spin. So
this should give us a good intuition for what happens if we consider QED.

This work is divided into four main sections. 2, 3, 4, 5. Section 2 gives a short in-
troduction on the classical LWFs. Section 3 is about the second quantized fields in the
Nelson model for one nucleon with a given trajectory. Further, we will explaining di-
vergences appearing in this particular toy model. Section 4 deals with the same model,
but the dynamics of a free nucleon determined by the quantum mechanical equation.
Finally, section 5 describes again the same interaction, but dynamics of the nucleon
determined by a quantum mechanical harmonic oscillator.

In the following, we give a brief summary over the main results in the sections:

Section 2 - Introduction:

This section gives some introduction on the (well-known) classical computation of the
LWFs. We will show that, given some initial data at ¢y, the field consists of two terms,
the initial field and the retarded field. Actually, in addition to that, there could also be
a advanced field, but usually physicists find arguments not to consider this solution. If
the initial fields decay just a little bit (spatially), we can show that only the retarded
(and the advanced) field survives in the limit t, — —oco. Then, the retarded field has
two contributions, namely a radiation field and a (boosted) Coulomb field. Note that
the radiation term is proportional to the acceleration of the particle, but there is no
notion of acceleration in quantum mechanics. Hence, in will be difficult to identify those
terms in a second quantized version.
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Section 3 - Interaction between a scalar field and a spinless fermion:

This section deals with the interaction of a spinless fermion field and a (massive) scalar
field. We assume the fermion momenta to be very small, i.e. the dispersion of the
fermions is just \/m2 + p? ~ my. Soon, we restrict the model to only one fermion as
this yields the same results, but the calculations get easier. The Hamiltonian for this
situation looks like the following:

A ) )
H=my+ /d3kwka}‘;ak + - /d?’k’yk (akel“ + aZe”’”) (1.1)
(2m)2
where ay, aj are the annihilation, creation operators of the meson field, v, = f/(%?

wr = VK2 + p? and f(k?) is an appropriate cutoff function, most of the time we will
choose f € C§°(R?) and such that it removes the ultraviolet as well as the infrared
divergences.

Then, the first important result is that the time evolution in the interaction picture

weakly converges to a dressing operator Dy = exp{ (2;‘)% fd?’kZ—’; (akeik.z _ &ze—ik-x)}.
Note that by weak convergence, we mean in the sense of matrix elements and by integrals
over operators, we actually mean those operators acting on a state in the Hilbert space
and performing the integration afterwards. We call Dy the dressing operator, since it
dresses the nucleon with the right field.

With this at hand we calculate the expectation of the field operator for some initial data
at tg — —oo. The result is the free (meson) field and a Yukawa potential. Note that only
the free field depends on the initial data and again we show that for certain conditions
(e.g. f € C5°(R?)) it vanishes. So in the limit ¢ — 0 only a Coulomb potential survives,
which is independent of the initial data. This agrees with our classical results.

In a next step, we consider a nucleon on a given trajectory. For simplicity we choose just
a straight line, i.e. a fermion with constant velocity v. In this case, we get analogous
results. The only difference in the field is we get the a Coulomb potential boosted with
this velocity v.

A second goal of this section is to understand the origin of the divergences in this toy
model. There appear two different types of divergences: infrared and ultraviolet diver-
gence. In any model we consider, we start with a cutoff function, which is smooth and
which has compact support in between the two balls By (0) and B,(0), (A > x > 0).
Having such a cutoff function, all integral are finite and we do not have any problems
with divergences. However, in the end we are interested in the situation without a cut-
off, i.e. in the limit f — 1, (A — oo, kK — 0). Now, if we look at the different types of
divergences separately, then we notice that their origins are completely different. The
appearance of the ultraviolet divergence has basically just the same reason as it has
in classical calculations. The Maxwell equations are divergent at the origin. Hence, if
we calculate the self-interaction, we need the evaluate these equations at its divergent
point. However, the infrared divergence is a new problem, which occurs in the limit of
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a massless scalar field and it is due to the fact that there is no notion of probability
implemented in the Maxwell equations. They simpy allow more solutions than just the
ones, which are square integrable. On the other hand, the quantum description restricts
us to just consider these ones. Hence, it sounds reasonable that for example if we evolve
the vacuum state in time over an infinitely long period, we may end up with a state
which is not in the same Fock space anymore. The main result in this thesis is that if the
vacuum state gets "dressed" with its appropriate field, i.e. if it gets evolved in time from
—oo to 0, then it is not in the original Fock space anymore. Luckily, we can construct a
new Fock space with the "dressed vacuum state' being the new vacuum state of this Fock
space and some new annihilation and creation operators given by an algebraic relation
to the old ones. Hence, the infrared problem is essentially just a self-made problem and
it can be resolved by just changing the Fock space appropriately. Similarly, we obtain
that the dressed vacuum state belonging to a Coulomb field boosted with velocity v and
the dressed vacuum state belonging to a Coulomb field boosted with a different velocity
v’ can not be in the same Fock space.

Section 4 - Interaction between a scalar field and a spinless fermion field
with a quantum mechanical motion:

This section is about the same interaction between a scalar field and one spinless fermion
as before. However, so far, we have just considered a semi-classical model, where the
trajectory of the fermion is given. In this chapter, we examine the case of a quantum me-
chanical motion. At first, we consider the supposed easiest case, namely a free fermion.
Then, the Hamiltonian looks like

~9
H= . + /d3kwka2ak +
2m0

A
(2m)?

which is pretty much the same as before, except that Z and p are operators now. Ba-
sically, we can do the same calculations as in the previous chapter and obtain similar
results. Albeit, Z and p do not commute anymore and therefore these computations get
way more complicated. Hence, in this thesis, we will state the results just up to first
order in the coupling constant A. Further, the results depend on the initial state in the
Fock space. We can not just give a trajectory of the fermion and calculate the field,
since the whole dynamics are given by the quantum mechanical equations. In order to
calculate an explicit field, we would have to consider a particular initial wave function.
We will see that for most choices, the expectation value of the field is just zero. The
reason for this is that we consider a free particle and the dynamics generated by the
corresponding part in the Hamiltonian, namely %, pushes the wave function to zero in
the limit ¢ty — —oo. In order to get a useful result, we would have to choose very special
initial data by considering scattering theory.

However, we can still show that the field solves the inhomogeneous wave equation with
a source term at the position of the charge at time ¢, namely at Z(t).

In order to avoid the problem described above, we continue with the nucleon being in
a quantum mechanical harmonic oscillator, since we know that the eigenstates of the

/d?’k’yk (akeik'i + a”,;e_ik'i) (1.2)
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harmonic oscillator are bound states and therefore we can hope that this problem does
not occur in this setting.

Section 5 - Charge in a harmonic oscillator

In this section, we examine of a more specific situation, namely an oscillating fermion,
i.e. a fermion in a quantum mechanical harmonic oscillator. Calculating the field ex-
plicitly for the ground state of the harmonic oscillator and its first excitation basically
just yields the convolution of the wave function with a potential. This potential consists
of different types of terms. It always contains the Yukawa potential, which solves the
inhomogeneous wave equation with a source term at the position of the nucleon and
thus, similarly as the first term in the classical LWFs, it can be interpreted as the field
attached to the particle. Further, there might appear additional terms, solving the ho-
mogeneous wave equation and. These terms may be interpreted as radiation term or the
far field.

This result is nice, since it is the very similar to the result in the static case, just the
field gets smeared out a little bit due to the oscillation of the fermion.



2 Introduction

As this thesis is about relating the classical Liénard-Wiechert fields (LWEFs) to their
second quantized relatives, it is useful to get familiar with the classical computations
at first. The LWEFs describes the dynamics of a well-localized charge coupled to its own
field. Nonetheless, they do not involve any quantum effects. This will be the aim of this
thesis. At first, we will have a short look at the derivation of the classical LWFs as this
gives us a good feeling for the general situation.

We start with the Maxwell equations in the following form:

O B(z,t) = =V x E(x,t) (2.1)
OE(x,t) =V x B(z,t) — j(x,t)

V-B(z,t)=0 (2.3)
V:E(z,t) = p(x,t) (2.4)

Note that x, £, B,j € R? are three dimensional spatial vectors and ¢,p € R are just
numbers.
Combining these equations, we obtain the continuity equation (charge conservation):

Dupla,t) + V- j(z,t) =0 (2.5)

Now we will find a solution of this equations. First, we notice that if we choose the right
initial data at ¢t = ¢y, namely

V. Bz, t) = 0 (2.6)
V- E(z,to) = p(z, to) (2.7)

Then, charge conservation (2.5) ensures that the constraints (2.3) and (2.4) are fulfilled
not only for £ = tq but for all times ¢t € R.

Switching to the momentum space by performing a Fourier transformation, the system of
partial differential equations can be solved in the usual way (first solve the homogeneous
problem and then find a solution for the full problem). The well-known calculation done
in many works (e.g. by H. Spohn in [3] or also in standard literature like [10]) yields to
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the following result:

sin (|k|t)

E(k,t) = cos (|k[t) E(k, to) + 0

ik X B(k?, to)

t sin ( |k|(t — s
+ tods{— ( ||IS )>ikp(k,s)—cos(|k|(t—s))j(k,s)}

= initial(kv t) + Eretarded(k7 t) (28)

sin (|k[¢)

B(k,t) = cos (\k!t)B(lﬁtO) A

t sin(|k|(t—s
+ [ ds (‘ A ))zk x j(k, s)
to |k‘

= Bim'tial(k7 t) + Bretarded(ka t) (29)

ik x E(k, to)

Here k € R3 is the three dimensional momentum vector and s € R.
In order to get back in the physical space, we use the propagator of the wave equation

Gi(z), which is the Fourier transformation of 5 )1%|k| sin (|k:\t> and satisfies the wave
equation:
(97 - A)G =6 (x)s(t) (2.10)
Le.
_ 1 2 _ 42
Gy(z) = %50“””' —1?) (2.11)
This gives
1
Gi(x) = m{é(!m\ —t)+0(|x| +t)} (2.12)

Putting everything together, the solution in the physical space reads like the following:

E(t,z) = 0.Gi_y, * E(to, z) + Vi X Gi_yy * B(to, x)

- tt ds{V.Gi_s* p(s,2) + 0,Gi_s x j(s,2)}

0
= Einitiat(t, ¥) + Erctarded(t, ) (2.13)
t

B(t,x) = 0G4y x B(to,x) — Vi X Gi_y, * E(tg, ) — \ dsV, X Gy_s % j(s,x)

= Binitial(t, ©) + Bretarded(t, T) (2.14)

where x denotes the convolution. The convolution of two functions f, g is defined by

(f*g) (@)= [yf(z—y)gy).
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Now, we look at the special case where the fields are generated by a single, well-localized
point charge, i.e. we calculate the Liénard-Wiechert fields. This calculation is well-known
and one can find it in almost every standard literature on electrodynamics, but still it is
a good exercise to get a feeling for what happens to the initial data in the classical case
before we try to find a second quantized version.

Let us assume the trajectory of our point charge is given by its position ¢(t) € R?
and its velocity v(t) = ¢(t) € R®. Then the charge distribution and the current look like
the following:

pla,t) = 6 (x — q(t)) (2.15)
j(,t) = ed()s (x — q(t)) (2.16)

Note that at every spacetime point (z,t) € R3 x R the contribution from the initial
fields vanishes for t) — —oo, of the initial fields decay fast enough. Heuristically, this
makes sense, since for t; — —oo our charge is "infinitely far away". It could only give
a contribution to the field if it is non-zero on the backwards light-cone. Since we send
tg — —oo, we could only get contributions from points, which are spatially infinitely far
out. Hence, if the initial fields are spatially decaying fast enough, we do not get any
contribution at all. Or in other words, the initial fields only give a local contribution.
In the following, we show this behavior mathematically.

The initial part of the F-field consists of two terms and the same is true for the initial
part of the B-field. Actually, we have to show that each of this terms vanishes in the
limit t — —oo. Nevertheless, the calculation is very similar for each of the terms, hence
we will do it only for the 0,G;_;, * E(t, ) term.

8th,t0 * E(to, .CL’)

= 8t/d3yGt—to (y)E(to, x —y)

1
— 3 _ — —
=0, [ Py Bl = £+ 10) % 8] + ¢ = t0)] Blto, ~ )

U s ) )
=0, {47r|t - /d yo(lyl =t +to) +9(|y| +t — to)] E(to, x y)}

_ # 2 ™ . 0o ) B B )
=0, {47T|t—t0]/o dSO/O dGSmb’/O Alylly2 [6(Jy| — t + to) + 6(|y| + t — to)] E(to, z y)}

1 2T T
— 9, i/ dgp/ A0sin 0]t — to|? [Eto, x — |t — tole,) + E(to,x + |t — tole,)]
47|t — to| Jo 0
(2.17)
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1

_8t{‘t_t0|/ dQ2 E(ty, |t—t0|€r)}

+1
:7/ dQ E(to, |t — tole,) + 75—150’/ dQ O, E(to, |t — toler)
21 JoBi(z)
1
. A9 [Elto, [t — tole,) £ [t — tolOE(to, |t — tole, 2.18
o A Bl = oler) % [t = 1l01 Bt [t tle )] 219

where e, is the unit vector in r direction and df2 is the angular measure in spherical
coordinates and 9B;(x) is the unit sphere around = € R, i.e. in the end, we integrate
over the unit sphere around z.
Therefore, the integral together with its measure [ d€2 is of order O(1). In order to get
our desired statement, we need

\ath_to x Eto, x)‘ S0 as tg— —00 (2.19)
Together with the calculation above this gives us the following conditions the fields:

|E(t0, |t — t0|€7~)| + |t — t0||8tE(t07 |t — t0|€7«)’ — 0 astg — —o0

&|E(ty, )| + |2|| V2 - E(to,x)] — 0 as |z| = oo (2.20)
This is fulfilled if
O(|E(to, z)]) = [=[™* (2.21)

for any € > 0 arbitrary small.

Performing a similar calculation and putting everything together, we end up with the
desired result: For any initial data fulfilling the following condition

|E(to, )| + []|Va - Eto, )| + [B(to, )| + [2|[V2 - B(to, z)| = 0 (2.22)

as |x| — oo, the initial fields are vanishing in the limit ¢, — —o0.

Hence, if they are decaying just a little bit (spatially), i.e
O(lE(t, x)[) = O(|1B(Xt, 2)]) = =]~ (2.23)

for any € > 0 arbitrary small, then the initial data vanishes in the limit {; — —o0. So
in the classical case, we obtain conditions on our initial data at time tg, if we want that
the initial fields will be forgotten in the limit ¢, — —oo. A similar thing will happen
in the second quantized case. This is not really surprising, since the Maxwell fields are
already very closely related to Quantum mechanics.
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This has been the interesting part of the calculation, since the same thing will hap-
pen in the second quantized version again. If we would do the whole calculation for the
retarded fields, we would end up with the usual result, namely the Liénard-Wiechert
fields:

e[ 1=)n—v) | nx(m-v) )]
Elt,z) = 4 | (1 —v-n)3|lz — ¢ + (I—v-n)plz—ql||._, (2:24)
B(z,t) =n x E(t, ) (2.25)
where
. €r — q(tret)
Al T (2.26)

and the retarded time t,¢; is the solution of t,es =t — |z — q(ter)]-

This fields are smooth everywhere except on the world line of the charge = = q(t).
The first summand describes the field attached to the particle, whereas the second one
describes the far field, i.e. the radiation field that comes from infinitely far away.



3 Interaction between a scalar field
and a spinless fermion

3.1 Setting and Definition of the model

In this chapter we examine the interaction between a meson, described by a scalar field
and a nucleon, described by a spinless fermion field. One could ask, why we consider a
scalar field even though we know that actually the electromagnetic field is a vector field.
The reason is that in this case, we do not have to worry about spin indices. This would
just complicate the calculations. Of course, the model we are examining in the following
is just a toy model then, but qualitatively, the result we do get in this toy model, can
be related well to QED.

As a first step, we restrict the problem to the case where the nucleon is at a fixed point,
i.e. it has no momentum. Hence, the energy of the nucleon is given by its mass mg. The
dispersion relation for the meson field is given by wy = /A% + p2, where k € R? is the
momentum of the meson. In the end, we want to allow dispersion relations as for the
photon, i.e. we will consider the limit ; — 0. Unfortunately, in addition to the usual
ultraviolet divergences, there appear infrared divergences in this limit. Therefore, we
start with a meson field mass p # 0 and consider the limit © — 0 afterwards. In this
case, we either need an infrared cutoff in addition to the ultraviolet cutoff or the initial
fields have to fulfill certain extra conditions.

The system can be described by the following Hamiltonian:

H=Hy+V (3.1)
Hy = myg / Pput v, + / Phwralas (3.2)
V= (22)3 /d3p/d3k%\1/*(p + k)¥(p) (a*_k + ak) (3.3)
with v, = f/(%

The operators W7, W), are the creation, annihilation operators for the fermion field. They
fulfill the usual anti-commutation relations:

{0, 05} =6 (p—p) (3.4)

Similarly, ay, aj, are the creation and annihilation operators for the meson field, i.e. they
fulfill the usual commutation relations:

lag, al] = 6@ (k — k') (3.5)

11
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(all the other commutators give zero).

After perfoming a Fourier transformation in p, i.e.

o /m a0

2
\If(a:) - / dEpl, et (3.7)

(27T)5
we obtain
H=Hy+V

Hy = my / ExU*(2) W () + / dPhwrata (3.8)
x) /dgkmC (akeik'x + aZe‘ik'x) (3.9)

and also the anti-commutation relations translate in a nice way:

{U(z), U*(2")} = 6O (z — 2) (3.10)

Note that all these integral have to be understood in the weak sense, i.e. acting on a
state in the Hilbert space and performing the integration afterwards.
Up to this point, this is only formal, in the following we define the model mathematically

Definition: We call
H = f(fermion) b2y ‘F(meson) (311)

the Hilbert space of our system, where

fermwn : @]:] (fermion)’ ‘Ffe'rmwn) C7 ‘/—-.]f>eimwn) ®L2 R3 (C dS ) (312)

=1

and
meson : @ (meson)? meson) (Cv F]’rrielson) @L2 R3 C d3k> (313)

Hence an element ¢ € H is a sequence of functions {zp((]ﬁgmion) ® ¢((;‘3680n)} on R3N+3n

with ||¥|| < oo, where ||-|| := /(:|-) is the norm induced by the scalar product of H
defined in the following:

Let 77Z} - w(fermion) ® ¢(meson)7€ = f(fermion) & g(meson) eEH= ]:(fermion) ® ]:(meson)y then
the scalar product of these elements is given by

Wg Z /d?)x1 dngz/) fermzon <.§l;1, e xN)f((J]‘\Qrmwn) (‘rl? e IN)

n,N=0

/ Py Pl (s B )EEL o (Rt e ) (3.14)
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where w (meson) 5((:2680@ are symmetric in their arguments (bosons) and ¢ femwn )& fe)rmwn)

are antisymmetric in their arguments (fermions).
Further, we define the meson annihilation and creation operators ay, aj,

(Gk?/}) = w(fermi(m) & (akw(meson)) ) (&2w> = w(fermion) ® (QZw(meson)) (315)
with

(n) 0
(aktmeson) ) (ki ooey in) 1= \/n L0t (kK e )

¥ (n) n
(a7 Pmesom) ) (ki ooey in) 1= Z 0O (ke — ki )pmer (kt, ooy kit i, ooy ) (3.16)
and similar we define the fermion annihilation and creation operators ¥ (z), ¥*(z)

(‘I’(@")ib) = (\Ij(x)w(fermion)) ® 1/}(77168071)7 (‘I’*(x)iﬁ) = (\Ij*(m>w(fermion)) ® 7p(meson)

(3.17)
with
(N) N1
(q](x),‘vb(fermion)) (xla ey zN) = ¢(]]c\£j;wn (l‘ T1yeeny xN)
. (V) al i (N-1)
(lIJ (x)w(fermion)> (xla ey & T Z 5 x - xi>¢(f€7~mion)(xla oy Ljm1y L1y vney xN)
) (3.18)
Hence for any element [1)) € H, we can write
Sy b e e ™ . .
) _Nzom/d 1o By ) (e ) W (1) 0 () [0)
=1
®y — /d3k1...d3knw(”)(lﬁ, o kn)al i |0) (3.19)
n=0 n:

where |0) ® |0) is the vacuum state of H and (0|0) = 1. Formally, this is implemented
by the commutation relations mentioned before.
Further, let n be the meson particle number operator defined by

(TL@Z)) = w(fermion) ® (’rmvb(meson)) ) (n¢(meson ) = n¢(geson) (320)

on the domain D(n) of all ) € H, such that {mp(”)} are again in H.
Similarly, let N be the fermion particle number operator defined by

(N¢) = (Nw(fermion)) ® w(meson), (Nw(fermion)>( ) = Nw(]]c\;zﬂmwn) (321)

on the domain D(N) of all ¢» € H, such that {N¢(N)} are again in H.
In the following, if we talk about states in the Hilbert space, we always mean the
normalized ones.
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Remark: With the definition above we know that for any function h € L*(R?) the
operators [ d*kh(k)ag, [ A®*kh(k)a}, [ dPxh(zx)¥(z), [d3zh(z)P*(x) defined by

)
(/d?’kh(k)akwmeson) (kry o) = VA 1 /d3l<:h YD (e b, )

(n)
(/ dgkh(k)azw(meson)) (kla '-'7 = Z (meslo)n)<kl7 ) ki—h ki—l—lu ) kn)
(3.22)

(N)
(/ d%:h(x)@(:v)w(fermion)) (x1,...,zn) = VN /d3xh }iﬁmn)(z,xl, iy TN)
3 * S 1 & 1+z (N-1)
(/d $h($)‘l’ ($)¢(fermion)> (5101, ---JN = T Z h w(fermion)(xh ooy Lje 1y L1y weny @
B (3.23)

are well-defined operators on the domain D(n%) of all ¥ € H, such that {néw(")} are

again in H, respectively on the domain D(N%)of all ¢ € H, such that {Nézﬁ(m} are
again in H. This can be seen by Schwarz inequality, for example

H [ @nma

< Al

1
ney| (3.24)
and analogously for the others.

Further, for any f € Cg°, we know |lwy||, < oo. Hence, the integral operator [ d*kwiafa
is well-defined on D(n). This can be shown again by Schwarz inequality

H/ d3kwka2akw

< el (325)

Unfortunately, J%Tk ¢ L*(R?), hence we need to introduce a cutoff function in order to
make the interacting part of the Hamiltonian well-defined.

Having this on hand we write down the following well-defined Hamiltonian

Definition: Let f € C§° be a cutoff function, wy = k% 4+ p? and v, = (kQZ, then we
define the Hamiltonian by
H=Hy+V
Hy = my / ExU () (z) + / Bhwpatay = HYT™ 4 gimeson) (3.26)
A , .
V= . /dSX\I/*<I>\If(ZE) /d3k7k (ake’k'r + aZe_’k'r) (3.27)
(2n)}

with D(H,y) = D(N) N D(n) and D(V) = D(N) N D(nz).
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It is well-known that D(n) C D(n?), hence
D(H) =D(N)ND(n) (3.28)

This Hamiltonian is self-adjoint. This can be shown by noticing that Hj is self-adjoint
and V is relatively bounded with respect to Hy, then one concludes that by the Kato-
Rellich theorem that also H is self-adjoint on the domain D(H) = D(H,). This was
shown by Nelson in his original paper [6].

In the following, if we write down an integral containing operators, we always under-
stand this integral as acting on a state |¢)) € H, in particular an element of the domain
of this integral operator. In most of the upcoming cases, we are just interested in what
happens to the meson part of this domain, which is a subspace of F(;;es0n). Sometimes,
we will call this meson Fock space also Fjg, where |0) indicates the vacuum state.

3.2 Evolution operator

First of all, it needs to be clarified that (as mentioned before) in the following if we
write down integral operator like Uy(to,t), those integrals are always meant in the weak
sense, i.e. they always have to be understood acting on a state in our Fock space and
then performing the integration (not the other way round). This is no limitation in our
context, since we only talk about weak convergences is this chapter anyways.

We start with the calculation of the evolution operator U;(t, ¢y) in the interaction picture.
It is defined by

i0,Ur (L, to) = V(1)U (t, to) (3.29)

where V (t) = etHoty =it
A formal solution to this partial differential equation is given by the Born series

t
to
[terating this yields
t tn—1
Urlt to) = 1+ .+ (=0)" [ dtl.../t A6,V (). V () + . (3.31)
0 0

Note that ¢; >ty > ... > t,, therefore we can introduce the time ordering operator 77|
and write

Ur(t,to) =1+ ...+ (—i)" /ttdtl.../:n1 At T [V (t1)...V (t)]

I Gl Aty At TV (1), V (1)

n' to

>~ 1 n
=23 HU,( (t, to) (3.32)
n=0 """
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where

Ut tg) = (=) [ Aty dtaT[V(1)...V (8)] (3.33)

to

Here we used that T[V(tl)...V(tn)} is symmetric in its arguments.

In order to compute U I(”) (t,t9), we need to know V(¢) at first. Hence we compute a(t)
in the interaction picture by the standard operator identity, i.e.

ak<t> — eiHotake—iHot
1
= ag + [ngt, ak] + 5[2H0t7 [iHot, ak]] + ... (334)
It is easy to see that
[iHot, ai] = zt/d?’k’wk Qg Qg Q]
= zt/d?’k'wk lag,, agla
— it / FKW 0 (k — K )ap
= —itwkak (335)
hence
- . L, .
ag(t) = ak(l + (—dtwg) + ... + a(—ztwk) + )
= qpeiemt (3.36)
Together with
[Ho, V*(z)¥(x)] =0 (3.37)
which obvious olds 0, Ho| = 0) this gives
(which ob ly holds by [Hy, Ho] = 0) this g
V(t) — iHotV —iHot

/ng\I/* (.13) /d3k’7k (ezHotakeszote'Lk-x + ezHotaze zHotef'Lk-x)

3
2

§ /dd (.ZE)/dgk’}/k (akefiwkteik.a: _i_azeiwktefik-x) (338)
Our goal is to calculate U(t, —o00) = , lim Ur(t,ty) and we want to show that it con-
0——00

verges to the operator T, defined by

Ty = exp{ - [ dxv@)u() [ d3k% ik —a,’;em)} (3.39)
2
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Later, we will consider just one nucleon at a fixed point y € R3, i.e.
U*(2)¥(x) = 6B (x — y), then T reduces to the dressing operator D found in [2]:

D, — /dgkf ikx ok ik-x 3.40
oo [ 42 e @

This operator transforms the non-interacting vacuum state |0) into a new vacuum state
|4)9%). This is the dressed vacuum state of the system, appropriately dressed with its field,
i.e. Dy is the operator transforming a state in the Fock space with to the non-interacting
vacuum JFg) into the corresponding state in a Fock space with a new, dressed vacuum
state |1)9°) := D;|0). Note that there might be situations, where these two "vacuum"
states cannot be described in the same Fock space. This special situations will be
discussed later. Therefore, we have

Df : .E(» — JT:Df|O) (341)

It is easy to check that this new vacuum is stable under the production of new mesons,
since one can easily calculate that
A

akDf |O> = (27‘_)% ;kDf ’0> (3.42)

Hence, the new Fock space with the dressed vacuum state %) = Dy |0) can be con-
structed by the following annihilation operator

Ak
(27)2 Wk

bk = D}akDf = ar — (343)

and its adjoint, the creation operator. It is easy to see that b annihilates the new
vacuum state

b [97°) =0 (3.44)

All these properties are just algebraic properties, no operator equalities. Nevertheless,
we may use them in they way they are written down. We will verify them later in this
thesis.

We start with the proof of the weak convergence of U;(0, ty) to T for tg — —oo, i.e. we
show that for any [£),|¢) € H

(6] Ur(0,0) |€) === ($| Ty |€) (3.45)

We will do this proof in the following step by step, at first we will look at the situation
where there is a cutoff f(k?). Later on, we will discuss the problem without a cutoff,
i.e. in the limit f(k%) — 1. This will lead to restrictions on [£),|¢) and further, we will
have to redefine our Fock space. We may also get additional problems for the massless
case, i.e. if we let the mass of the mesonic field go to zero (1 — 0).
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Note that the dressing operator Dy is basically the same as the operator T, Dy is
the part of T, which is acting on the Feson) part of the Hilbert space H. Later, we
will restrict the situation to the case with only one nucleon. In this situation, 7 almost
reduces to Dy anyways. This means, the dressing operator Dy is the relevant part of
the time evolution in the interaction picture "U;(t, —00)".

3.2.1 Proof of the weak convergence with cutoff

First of all, one could ask why we are only aiming to prove weak convergence and not
a stronger form of convergence? This is due to the fact that, in this toy model, there
is always radiation running out of the system, hence the evolution operator can not
converge in any stronger sense.

In the following, we will show the Weak convergence step by step. We start with consider
the first order term of Uy (t,to) (U° (t, to) =1):

(1) [t
UI (t,to) = —1 dtl‘/(tl)

= (2 2)5/ dtl/d3X\Ij /d?)k/yk ape —iwgty zkx+a* Zwktle zk-m)
T)2

— (2 )3 /dgx‘lf*(x)\ll(:c)/d?’k% [(akeik-xfiwkt . a*’;e*ik'ﬂwriwkt)
T)2 Wi

— (ape it — gjemihetion)| (3.46)

We immediately see that the first part is exactly the same as the first order term in the
expansion of Ty. Hence, up to first order, the only thing we have to show, is that the
second term in the equation above (the part containing tq) vanishes as ty — —oo (in the
weak sense). This will give us a recipe how we should proceed with higher orders.

In order to make sense out of the limit 5 — —o0, we perform a little trick (as e does
not converge in this limit:

8|k|€7wkt0 = —itoeilwktoa‘k‘wk = —itoeﬂwktou (3.47)
Wi
which yields
gkt — — T]:] 8‘k‘e‘wkt° (3.48)

Hence, the second part of U}l) (t,t0) (the part with ¢5) can be written as

X T — (aie —aze )
. d3 \I/ d3k7k ik-x—iwgto ;; ik-x+iwgto 3.49
5 Wi
_2)‘ 1 3 3% ik- t ik t
= d"x U (x d’k ake2 T e R + ae MO e 0) (3.50)
i o |1<;|
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Thus, it is sufficient to show that for any [£) , 1)) € Funeson)

(] — i / d3k|7k| (are™ Qe 80 4 aze= Moo ) [¢) 7 0 (3.51)

which is true if

t /d3 ”Zf’ —zkza |€szto (9| a, |€) om0 (3.52)
0

since the other term is just the complex conjugated of this. Define the following

Definition:
)= [ e @) 9l ai ) (3.53)

Then, the condition above is equivalent to the condition that the integral exists, i.e.

[1(¢,8)] < oo.

Definition: For later purposes, let us also define the integral ;(¢, £), which is the same
I(¢, &) but t, is replaced by t.

|¢) and |£) live in the (meson) Fock space F, hence they can be written as

o 1 N N
9y = 7 /d3k1...d3knq§(”)(k1, oo kn)ag, ..ai, |0) (3.54)
BRCN. 3. P e e
€) = g::o\/ﬁ/d Ky d¥kn &) (ky, .. k)a, ., |0) (3.55)

Note that talking about states in the Fock space, we mean the normalized ones:

1= (g]¢) = Z 1613 (3.56)

This implies that ||¢™]], == 0.
In the following, we will examine the condition we need for the weak convergence (up
to first order). We start with a simple case, where we set |£) = |0). Then

(| a0 = / &Ky AP kad™ (B, ooy Kon) (O] @iy @l [0)  (3.57)

nO

Exploiting the commutation relation and the fact aj |0) = 0, one can easily see that the
only summand giving a non-zero contribution is the one for n = 1. Hence

(¢ a; 10) = ¢ (k) (3.58)
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So

0) = [’ ‘Vk’f‘ e~ G (B ¢0) (3.59)

Note that setting |¢) = |0) will yield the same result except for a complex conjugation.

Now, we estimate this integral by transforming to spherical coordinates and integrating
by parts:

g 71 x iwito
0) = [ e GIE e )

21 - ‘
= [ e [ atcosd) [ a2 e G 0,2} e )
0 -1 0

21 1 00 . -
_ / dp / d(cosh) / d[K]e 09y (el kle I GIR 8, ) (3.60)
0 —1 0

Here we have used that the boundary terms vanish. Out of this integrating by parts
comes the first condition on ¢. The formula is only valid if not only ¢ € L? but also
dkj¢ € L*. This condition will appear again later.

_f()

Now, we apply the the triangle inequality and remember 4

J

27 1 [e’s)
—ilk||elcosd T TIT B
1001 < [ [ ateost) [ Ao (ulble H5TE. 7)

2 1 o) 1 9 k
= [ e [ dteost) [ a6, 0 NN 5

o ! > 1 || 2
+ e [ dleost) [ A6 (k10,5 —rlow )
£ (k)1 k

2m 1 ) A
+/ d / d(cosé / dk||oW(|k|, 0, )| —L N5 e ilkllelcost
o [ dteosd) [ a0k 0.)| 5=t el |

[/ ()11 |
+/ Va(k? + )% 1010 (1k1,6, )] (3.61)

)
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After some easy computations we obtain

(3K +202)| £ (k)]
2vV/2k2 (k2 + p2)1
=(6,0)

311 (1) |0k f (K?)]
AL Ay ey

=:12(¢,0)
+lal [ dKloO k)

1(6,0)] < [ aKlo (k)

£ (k)]
V| (2 + )}
=:13(¢,0)

+ [ dKlaue k)

£ (&%)
V2Ik|(k2 + )1
=:14(¢,0)

(3.62)

All these integrals I1(¢, 0), ..., I4($, 0) are positive and thus I (¢, 0) exists if I1(¢,0), ..., I4(¢, 0)
have an upper bound each.

In this section, we consider to be a real cutoff function that makes all integrals finite,

for example a smooth function with compact support (f € C5°(R?)). In this case, we
only need

oW € L2(RY) (3.63)
(O € L*(R?) (3.64)

for the integral being finite.

Nevertheless, we can integrate by parts again and note that f(k?) is a smooth function
with compact support. Then, we have obtain that (3.63) is implied by (3.64), which is
true for every element in the Fock space.

We started with trying to estimate I(¢,0) just to get a feeling for what is happen-

ing. However, this does not complete the proof, we need to show that I(¢,¢) is finite.
In order to do this, we have to calculate

oo 1 -
(¢la1€) = NN d3k1...d3kn/d3k’1...d3k;1¢<n>(k1,...,kn)5<m>(k'1,...,k;n)
n,m=0 . .
(0] ak, ...ar, agaj, ...y, 10) (3.65)

This can be calculated step by step, analogously to the easy case before by using the
commutation relations in order to get a normal ordering. We start with bringing aj to
the left. This gives us (n-1) terms, but relabeling and using [ax, ap] = 0 shows that all
of them are the same. Also note that the integral only gives a contribution if n = m+ 1.
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Hence
L e 1 3 3 3./ 31/
(6| at|€) = n;:()m(n it /d ky...d kn/d KK
GO o R ) €T (RS ) (O] Qg iy iy 10) (3.66)

In the next step, we bring a,’z,l to the left, this gives us similar as above (n-2) identical
terms and so on. Proceeding like this yields:

@i l6) = Y [ d¥o a6k by oo i)™ (s i) (367)
m=0
In the end, by using the triangle inequality we get
11(¢, &)

_/d3

- / Py A%k

zkm zwkto
o ) olai 16}

(Be™*) |7kk| e RGN (k g, o) Ko )60 (s .. st

= Z 1™ (¢, €) (3.68)
m=0
Again, we want to show that |I(¢,&)| < oo. This is true if 1™ (¢, &) in decaying fast
enough (for m — oo). Therefore, in this general case it not sufficient to show that all
the integrals are finite, we also need to show that they sum over them is finite.
Therefore, we examine 1™ (¢, ¢) a bit further. Basically, this is the same calculation as
in the easy part and it will give us four terms:

1t (g, )

3k + 21°)| f (K3)]
< /d3k Pl A |6 (s oo ) € (B B 1
1 2 +1‘ ( 1 +1 H 2 +1)‘ 2\/—k%(k%+#’ )Z

=1 (4,6)

0
+/d3k1d3k2...d3km+1‘gb(m“)(kl,... K1) Hg (ka, ... 19,1/ (k1))

o) i + 4

=15 (6.€)
k}2
+!:c|/d3k1d3k2...d3km+1’qb(m“)(k:l,... _ Hg (ka, ... |F (kD))

’m“‘ﬂmk?w)i

=1 ($,6)

Fi2
+ / Ay Ak ¥k 41| Oy 0 (ks s Koy [ €07 (s, )l

» Fmtt ‘\/_“{31 /{32—|—,u)i

=1 ($,6)
(3.69)
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Now, we have to estimate each of those integrals in a way, such that the sum of them is
still finite. We will do this in a similar way as in the easy case.

Again, let f be a smooth function with compact support. This guarantuees the existence
of the integrals Il (qb, €),1=0,1,2,3,4.

Hence, the only problem we have to deal with, 1s the questlon Whether the sum over m
is still finite. First, observe that the integrals Il (¢ £), [2m (0,€), [3 (¢ €) are of the
same form

]lm)(¢,§):/d3k1d3k2...d3km+1’gzé(m“)(kl,... i )|[€ (o, s bon1) |gu(Rr) (3.70)
with

(3K7 + 2u%)| f (k7]

0 =5 R0 + )
_ [Af)
NG TNy
gs(Fz) = ga(l) = ———LLA)! (3.71)

V2lk (7 + )5

Note that we have chosen f € C§°(R?) and hence 9 f € C§°(R?). This yields again
g € L? (R3).

Using the Minkowski inequality and Cauchy-Schwarz, we get for [ = 1,2, 3

[ koD ke, )l

h{lnkowsklf dk1||¢(m+1 k'l .)|| |gl(k1)|

<oy 3 ] o)

< oy (3 JE ) (3 o)

<

S 1M (6,6) 2 io |60 (o)

m=0

2

EeF PpEF
< oo < o0

< 00 (3.72)
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A similar calculation can be done for [ = 4:

> 170 3 @), | it (6 st

Mmkowsklf dlea\k ‘¢(m+1)(k§1, || |g4(k}1 I

194l i Hg(m)H2Ha|kll¢(m+1)(k1’.)HQ

2 oty (£ IS v ).

ceF O ¢ F
< oo < 00

< 00 (3.73)

ING

Here we have used that the first derivatives are again in the Fock space, this also con-
tains the condition we needed to perform the integration by parts before.

Note that we can substitute the condition on the first derivative of ¢(™ by a condi-
tion on @™ if we integrate by parts in the first step. Then, since H8|k|g4(k:)‘r2 < 00 we

just obtain the condition ¢(™, ™ e L2(R3) for all n,m € N. Nevertheless, in order to
perform the integration by parts we need those functions to be continuosly differentiable.

Hence, we have proved the weak convergence up to first order in perturbation theory.
In the following, we want to prove it also for higher orders. This we will do step by

step:
We already know:

Ur(t,to) = Z UI (t,to) (3.74)
with

Ut te) = (=) [ dtydtyT[V (). V(1) (3.75)

to

We will proceed in the following way, we do the t; integration first, then the ¢, integration
and so on. Meanwhile, we keep the V'(¢;) in the same order as before. This means, we
can forget about the time ordering, since in this procedure ¢, < ... < t; is valid at any
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step of the calculation. Hence

Uln) (ta tO) -

b b « « t
= (=) /dsxl...d5xnlll*(:c1)\1!(x1)...\Il*(:cn)\IJ(:vn)/ddkl...dsknfykl...fykn/ dt...dt,
(271') 2 to
« (a e~k trgikie | o eiwkltlefz’kl-m) (a o~ Whntn gikn-Tn | eiwkntnefikn-zn)
kl kl cee k. k'n,

n

- / Expe B U (20) T (1) T () U () / &y A3k, Lo oo

( wkl wkn
|:( Zwk1t+lk1 1 ak elwklt ik1- x1> _ (ak e*iwk1t0+ik)1-x1 _ az eiwkltofikyétl)]
1 1 1 e
|:(akn — Wy, t+ikn -xn azneiwknt—iknmn) . (akne—iwknto+ikn-xn . azneiwkntg—ikn~mn):|
(3.76)

Using (3.48) in the same way as before, we get

U™ (¢, ) = E / By B0 (1) (1) O (1) U () / &k, 4Pl | T

( wkl wkn
[ ak e —iwp, t+iki- azleiwklt—ikl-xl)
Z(JJlﬂ (akl eikl-axl (a|k1|€_wk1t0> + azle—ikl.zl (3‘k1|€iwk1t0)) ‘|
|k1]to

% [ (akne—iwknt—ﬁ—iknwn o azneiwknt—iknﬂ:n)
W , ) ) A

+ ot (g, € (O, e ) + azne_m”'x"(8|kn|e’“’“”t°))] (3.77)
’kn|t0

As before, we claim that U;(t,ty) converges weakly to the desired evolution operator T,
i.e. for any |¢), [£) € Flo

% /d3X\IJ*(l‘)\If(l’) /dgkzz (akeikz-x—iwk _ aze—ikw-i—iwk)}

(3.78)

(6 Ur(t o) |€) — exp{ (22

as tg — —oo.

Looking at (3.77), this seems to be true if for each n all the terms containing ¢, vanish.
Unfortunately, this is a necessary condition, but not a sufficient one. We need that the
sum over all order n of the correction terms (i.e. the terms containing ty) must be zero.
Hence the correction must not increase to fast as n goes to infinity.

At first, let us make the following definition:
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Definition: Let C), be all the terms in (3.77) which contain ¢, i.e. C,, is the correction
term of order n.

If we can show that | (¢ C,, |€) | is vanishing for tg — oo while the sum >>02 ) | (4] C, [€) |
is finite, then our job is done.
We have already calculated

(Al le) | < 2 [ et @@)2]I(6,8)] > Dasto— —c0  (379)
0(2m)z —

in the section before.

Intuitively, it seems true that the correction coming from the second order is not bigger
than the one coming from the first order squared. In order to proof this, we will estimate
the correction term | (¢ Cy, |€) | (|¢),|§) € F abitrary) from above for each order n, keep
track of all these corrections and sum over them. Then we just have to show that this
sum vanishes and we are finished with the proof.

First of all, note that by our defintion of | (¢| C}, |€) | it already contains the z, ..., z, inte-
grations and the prefactor " ’\;SJ . In order to shorten our calculations and for notational
) 2

simplicity, let us make the following definitions:

Definition:
)\n
(2m)%

/d3x1...dSXH\IJ*(xl)qf(gsl)...q/*(xn)\p(xn)c*; —C, (3.80)

and

kn

V1
wkl

<¢| [ (akle—zwklt—&—zklml . a;);l ezwkl t—zklml)

An(6,€) = / &Py Ak

’Yk n
w

iwkl

_|_
K1 [to

(%1 ezkl.zl (a\kﬂe_zwklto) 4 azl e—zkzl.xl (alkllezwklto>) ‘|

< [ (ak efiwkn+lt+ikn-xn+1 _ azneiwknt—ikn-xn>

(akn ezkn-xn (a|knle—zwknto) + azne—zkn-xn (awn‘ezwknto)) ]
- [(akle—zwk1t+zk1~xl o azlezwklt—zklml)
% (aknefzwknt+lkn.xn . aznezwkntfzkn-xn) ]] ’£> ‘ (381)

Then for any |¢),|£) € F and n € N, we know by the triangle inequality.

| (6] CL 1) | < An(9,€) (3.82)
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and since V¥ lives in our Fock space, the integrations over x each give a finite result and
hence do not make any problem. Thus, it suffices to estimate A,(¢,¢)) from above. In
particular, we need to show:

Theorem 3.2.1 Let |¢),|E) € F, then

> E| (@lCrley| <D EA”M)’ ) =0 asty— —o0 (3.83)
n=1""" n=0""

Proof: For n =1 we have already calculated the correction in the section above, i.e.

(O] CLIE) | < A(d,€) < fow, )| (3.84)

Next, we estimate | (¢| C, |€) | from above by looking carefully at all the different terms
in it.

[ (0| CL1€) | = ‘/d31<1...d31<n Thy | Tk (4] [(akle_iwklt“kl'“ - azle”klt‘ikl'“)

wkl Wi

n
iwkl
|K1[to

(akl ezkl.xl (a‘kﬂe—zwklto) + azle—zkl.xl (a‘k1|€ZWk1t0)> ]

> [ (aknefiwkn+1t+ikn-xn+1 _ a;;n eiwknt—ikn-xn)

(akneik"'x" (a|kn‘e—iwknto) + a/z e—ik‘n~xn (6|kn‘e’iwknto)) ]
|kn’t0 "

- [(aklezwk1t+zk1-x1 o azlezwkltfzkl-x1>

X

/N

ay, e~ @hntHiknzn _ azneiwknt*ikn%) H €) ‘ (3.85)

Basically, there are (2" — 1) terms in this formula, since for each m = 1,..,n there is one
factor containing ¢ and one factor containing ty. The —1 comes from the fact that if we
do the multiplication, then there is exactly one term where only ¢ and no ¢, appears,
but this term cancels with the last summand.

Now will try to estimate each of the other terms step by step:
There are (T) terms, for which only one factor contains t.

At first, let us look at the term, where the factor containing ¢, stands on the very
left. Then, by inserting the identity T = >, [ d®py...d%p; |p1...pi) (p1..-pi|, we get the
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following estimation from above for this particular term:

3 / dpy...d%p; / By A3k, L e

Wg, Wk

n

Wi,

<¢’ l‘kl‘to ( g, ezk1.x1(a|k1|e—iwk1to) +azle_ik1‘xl<a|k1eiWk1t0)>] \pl---pi)

—iwg., t+ika-xo * Wk, t—iko-xo —iwg,, t+ikn-x * _twg, t—ikp-x
(p1---pil [(akge 2 — Q€ "2 .. lag,e TR — gy e TR 1€)

<2 ot 16,120l 2 e O

2"

= IZ [ @16, 120 il (3.86)

In the first step, we used nothing else than the definition (3.53) of I(-,-) and I;(-,-) and

again the triangle inequality. Remember that there are (’f) terms which all give this
contribution.
Proceeding like this, we find that there are () terms, for which [ factors contain ¢y and

n — [ factors contain ¢. Each giving a contribution, which can be estimated from above
by

o [ oD B (3.8)

If we keep track of all the contributions and sum them up, we obtain

(| Cr 1) [ < 2" <n>WZ/d 1 d*pil I(p, pr...pi) |- | Lu(pr..pi, €)*

=1
oo n n 1
= 2”Z/d3pl---d3piz TR |I<¢vp1---pi)|l ) |It(p1-~pi7£)|n_l
i=0 =1 l |t0| |t|
(3.88)

using the binomial theorem we obtain

> [ 7 [ i, " [ i7 n
[GlCle <2y [ @i d'p, |’ ¢7§1 p>|+!t<p1’t|p Ol | t<p1m€ 3]
1=0 0

[L(¢p1---p)™ | L (P1---py,E)|™
ST T

(6, pr..pi)|”

[to|"

<y / &p,...d%p; (3.89)
=0
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Now, we have calculated the correction terms in each order, it remains to show that the
sum over them still vanishes as tg — —o0.

OEIICEACIED oD oy EUEE oS E S e

[to[”
In the section before, we calculated |I(¢, p1...p;)| < oo, V@), |p1...p;) € F.Futher, since
|¢) and |p;...p;) live in the Fock space, also

1
7!

7Z = Z/d3p1...d3pi]](q5,pl...p,»)| < 00 (3.91)
i=0
and hence

<oo

© 1 1 gngn A
— qu’/ < ———— <exps—,—1—=0 3.92

—
-1

as tg — —oo. OJ

3.2.2 The massless case - Infrared problem

Another interesting situation is the case that the meson field has no mass. This is
relevant for physical applications, since for example photons are massless. In this case,
there may appear further difficulties, because then there is a singularity at k& = 0, we
have to take care of (Infrared problem).

The only point in the calculation above, where such an infrared problem could appear is
n (3.72) and (3.73). Looking at (3.71), one can easily see that without a cutoff for small
momenta (infrared cutoff), there are two different kinds of integrals, which are divergent

oo d|k| and foo dlk| for

k[3 k k2
|k| — 0 and the second one is d1ver|gi|ng logarltlrlrlmcal in the same regime. This |m|eans
in the massless case we have both: ultraviolet and infrared divergences.

As we will discuss later, the infrared divergence are just a representation problem. On
the one hand, there are Maxwell equations, where absolutely no probabilities appear
and we try to fit this in a second quantized form, i.e. we want to describe everything in
a Fock space in order to obtain our usual probabilistic view, which we are used to.

We have to pay a price to combine these two pictures. Sending t; — —oo, our fields
have "enough" time for a big change. For example the vacuum state is not in the
original Fock space anymore after performing this limit. This happens, since the desire
that everything has to be square integrable, which comes from a probabilistic view, is
not implemented in the Maxwell equations. Maxwell equations allow more solutions
than that. As mentioned before, there is a way out of this, since the only problem is
really that our solution space is not big enough, hence we have to change our Fock space

in the small momentum regime: |, The first integral diverges as
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if it is appropriate. We can do this by a unitary transformation.

However, this is just a short outlook and can not be fully understood at this point.
Hence, we will discuss it more detailed in the end of section3.2.3 and finally completely
in section 3.6.

3.2.3 Weak convergence without a cutoff - Ultraviolet problem

In this section, we will examine what happen if there is no cutoff, i.e. we examine the limit
f — 1. Of course, this limit is very problematic, since without a cutoff the Hamiltonian
itself is not a well-defined object anymore. Still, we can try to at least make sense out
of the matrix elements by implementing further conditions on the elements in the Fock
space |¢p) € F.

If we want the weak convergence still to hold, we still need the integrals to be finite, i.e.
we need

i ™ (¢,€) < o0 (3.93)
m=0

In principle, we can proceed the same way as before, the only problem is that the cutoff
guaranteed g; € L*(R?) for i = 1,2,3,4. In this scenario, this is not true anymore.
Hence, we have to impose additional conditions on the sates |¢) and [£). We do the
calculations (3.72) and (3.73) again for each [ = 1,2,3,4 and in the limit f — 1 in order
to find such conditions.

For [ = 1, one can easily check that for a small € > 0

1 3k% + 242 1 3k* + 2u2
g1(k) i, 5 1., 3 (3.94)
(k? +M2)4+6 2\/§k2(k2 +M2)4 (kz +M2)4+e 2\/§k2(k2 +”2)2+6

and hence

1 2(m3
gl(k)m € LA(R?) (3.95)

Then, we can repeat the calculation (3.72) with the following small modification

SNARICRIESD S LIO] | [ o™ e, @) )
m=0 m=0 2

Minkowski
< Jda

2 n;i;o Hg(m)HQH(b(erl)(.7 '--)(.2 + N2)i+e

S+ (Joy o) (K2+12) T+

1
lg1 (k1) (k§+p2) " 17
2

2 or(o)(o? + 524

2

CSS H91(0)<02 42y 2 (nizo Hg(m)”z)é(go "¢(m+1)<.7 (e 4 )b z)
<00
EeF :
< o0 <00

< 00 (3.96)
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So basically, we need the following: For any m € N
k— ¢t (k, K) - k2t € L2(R?) (3.97)
for all K € R®" and without singularities.

For | = 2, the integrals are obviously zero, since f(k*) =1 and hence 9y f(k*) = 0.

For | = 3, we can do exactly the same calculation as before and obtain the condition:
For any m € N

k— ¢ (k, K) - k2t € L2(R?) (3.98)

for all K € R®" and without singularities.
Note that this condition implies the first one.

For | = 4, there are two possibilities, either we again do the calculation straight for-
ward, which yields, again the second condition, but for the derivative or we integrate
by parts and end up with exactly the first condition again. This one is included in the
second one, once again.

One could argue that the whole model is not even well-defined without a cutoff function,
however despite this fact, we still consider this case, since we actually can make sense
out of matrix element of for example the dressing operator. Albeit, this only true for a
few test functions and we have just specified the conditions the have to fulfill.

The origin of these ultraviolet divergences is the self-interaction of the charged particle
with its own field, since the field is evaluated at the origin in the Maxwell equations,
but as mentioned in the introduction the Maxwell equations are divergent at this point.
This ultraviolet divergence already appears in classical calculations, whenever one as-
sumes a point particle. When QED was developed, there was the hope that this ultra-
violet divergence vanishes, since in quantum there position of the particles smear out
like |¢)|* and therefore the concept of point particles gets a little bit weaker. Unfortu-
nately, it turned out that there is still a ultraviolet divergence in QED, but it is "only"
a logarithmical divergence. Some people would say this is a good achievement. The
probabilistic view, which comes from quantum mechanics, makes the terms a little bit
"less divergent", but in the end they are still divergent. Nevertheless, the ultraviolet
divergence is not a particular problem of QED, but a problem which arises from the
concept of point particles.

However, the additional conditions on our states in the Hilbert space are not the only
problem which occurs if we have no cutoff. Another problem is, thatthat considering
f(k*) =1Vk € R? the dressed vacuum state is not in our Fock space Fjgy. At first this
sounds alarming, but luckily we are still able to make sense out of this. In the following
we will try to understand where this problem comes from and how we can deal with it.
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At first, let us remember what our Fock space looks like:

OO

2

with ¢ € L2(R%") ¥n € N.
The dressed vacuum state is

Foy = /dk1 Aky¢™ (ky, ..., ky)ag, .., |0) (3.99)

[U9%) = D, |0) = exp{ /dk% (axe™® — ate “”“))} 10) (3.100)

(27)2
Unfortunately, if we do not have a cutoff

Ve 1 1

o \/ﬁ = NCTEEWY ¢ L2 (R®") (3.101)
and therefore
|W9%) = Dy |0) & Fioy (3.102)
But we could still construct a "new" Fock space
Figony = ni; \/% /dkl...dkngb(”)(kl, k)b, b | W) (3.103)

with ¢ € L2(R*") ¥n € N.
b; is then the appropriate "new" creation operator defined by the following Bogoliubov
transformation

Since, Dy is a unitary operator, the two Fock spaces Fjgy and Fyss) are unitarly equiv-
alent by the transformation above. Clearly, by annihilates the dressed vacuum state
|Wgs), i.e. b |¥9%) = 0. Further, by the commutation relations it is easy to see that

A Yk AV
ap |V9°) = a, Dy |0) = —D;|0) = VA 3.105
() =Dy l0) = D ) = T ) (3109
Hence
A
by = ap — —— & (3.106)
(2m)2 Wk

Note that this equation cannot be understood as an operator identity, but only as an
analytical identification.

It remains the question where does this problem come from? We are describing electro-
magnetic fields, which obey the Maxwell equations and we want to press them into a
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quantum mechanical description, i.e. we want to describe them in a probabilistic theory.
Obviously, this probabilities need to be square integrable, i.e. in L2. In Maxwells theory
the are no probabilities. This is the origin of the infrared divergence.

As discussed before, the ultraviolet divergence occurs because of the fact the we consider
point particles. Unfortunately, the ultraviolet divergence cannot be explained by just
a bad representation. It is really inherited from classical electrodynamics. We always
describe point charges and their self-interaction. In order to do this we have to evaluate
the field along the trajectory of the charge, i.e. along the spacetime point, where the
field is divergent.

In the end, the infrared problem is just a representational problem and can be resolved
by choosing the right Fock space. Whereas, the ultraviolet problem is a problem inher-
ited from classical electro dynamics and we kind of have to live with it.

The dressed vacuum state does not fulfill the conditions coming from this probabilistic
description, but still if we describe everything in the 'new" Fock space Fjyss), then all
the excitations will fulfill them.

3.2.4 Weak convergence

This section is a summarization of the previous result and we write them down in a
mathematical way.

Definition: Let s, A € R with A > &, then we call f* € Cg°(R3) with

supp(f) = Bx(0) \ B.(0) (3.107)

a cutoff function.
Note that by & = 0, we mean supp(f*) = B,(0).

Then we can sum up the results we proven so far in the following theorem

Theorem 3.2.2 Let 2 € C(R?) (k = 0 is allowed) be a cutoff function and ), |¢) €
‘H states in the Hilbert space, which has been defined before and the meson amplitudes
™ (K1, ..., kn), E™ (K, ..., ky) be continuously differentiable functions in every argument.
Further, let the mass of the meson field be non zero, i.e. y # 0. Then

(ULt to) [#) — (& Ta ) as to — —00 (3.108)
where
A 4 ,
Tin = exp{ 2n)? /d3X\I/*(:U)‘II(x) /dgkz}; (akelk'w — aZe_””)} (3.109)

with vy, = \/J;% Hence the evolution operator in the interaction picture converges weakly

to operator Tya.
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Proof: We have already proved the theorem in the previous sections. 0

Remark: In the limit of a massless meson, i.e. © — 0, in addition to the ultraviolet
divergences there appear also infrared divergences. Regardless, we can always choose a
cutoff function fA with x > 0, which causes the infrared divergences to vanish. This
leads to the following corollary.

Corollary 3.2.3 Let f» € C°(R?) be a cutoff function with k > 0 and

1€), |@) € H states in the Hilbert space, which we have defined before and the meson
amplitudes ¢ (ky, ..., k), €™ (ky, ..., k) be continuously differentiable functions in every
argument. Further, let the meson field be massless, i.e. p = 0. Then

(€Ut t0) |6) — (& Tya|p) as to— —o0 (3.110)

where

A
Tin = exp{ 5 /d3X\I/* /dgk% ape™® — aje”* x)} (3.111)
; (2m)2

with vy, = \/f“— Hence the evolution operator in the interaction picture converges weakly

to operator Tya.

Proof: This corollary is a direct consequence of the theorem above. 0J

We can make a similar statement without a cutoff, but we have this impose extra con-
dition on our states in the Hilbert space then.

Theorem 3.2.4 Let [£),|¢) € H, i.e.
‘€> — ‘5(nucleon)> ® ‘é&(meson)> and ’¢> _ ’ nucleon)> ® ‘¢(meson)>‘

Further, let the meson states ’5 meson > Pplmeson)
the meson Fock space with amplitudes

> € Flo) be normalized product states in

11 e (ki) VneN (3.112)

s =1

EMW(ky, .k

E\H

O (ky, ..., k) = 1n' f[ higy (ki) ¥n €N (3.113)
with hygy, higy, Vihjey, Vihygy € L*(R?) and suppose we can find constants K > 0 and
e > 0, such that

|hi(k)| < |k|7%¢ Yk e {keR*: |k| > K} (3.114)
fori=1¢),|¢). Then

ElUL(t, 1) |6) — (€] T @) as ty— —o0 (3.115)
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where

A 3. 31 1 ika _ % —ika
T = exp{ 2n)? /d xU (x)\ll(x)/d kw—z (ake —age )} (3.116)

with v, = \/217k Hence the evolution operator in the interaction picture converges weakly

to operator T

Proof: The proof was already done in the previous sections. O

Remark: One may wonder, why weak convergence in the theorems above holds for all
elements in the Hilbert space ‘H (with maybe some additional conditions), since the
model is just defined on the domain of H, which is a subspace of the Hilbert space, i.e.
D(H) C H. At first, this sounds not right. However, Stone’s theorem guarantees the
existence time evolution U(t,ty) generated by the self-adjoint Hamiltonian H. Hence
even though the model is not defined on the whole Hilbert space, we can still make sense
out of the matrix element of the time evolution.

In the following, for notational simplicity, we will suppress the constants A, x whenever
we write down a cutoff function. We just write f instead of f2, but we know what is
meant by this notation. Note that also in the beginning of this thesis we have used this
simplified notation, but we have always used it in the sense of this section.

3.3 Results of this Toy model

This chapter should present the solution of the toy model and relate it to the results
found by S. Schweber in [2].
So far, we have seen that in the weak limit the evolution operator is given by

A
(27)>

/dSX\IJ*(.T)\IJ(ZB) / dgk% (akeik-x—iwkt . aze—ik-xﬂ-iwkt)}
Wi
(3.117)

U(t,—o0) = exp{

and for ¢ = 0 this yields the operator

A
(2m)?

Ty = U;(0, —00) = exp{ /d3x\lf*(x)\ll(x) /d%;’:(akeik'r - a};e_ik'z))} (3.118)

As we have discussed before, this operator defines the dressed vacuum state of the model:
|U9%) = T4 |0) (3.119)

which is not in our previous Fock space Fpy anymore, but we can define a "new" Fock
space JF|ygs)y With "new" creation and annihilation operators
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which are unitary equivalent. Then, in this picture also our Hamiltonian is transformed
by the dressing operator. The "new" Hamiltonian, which is acting on our "new" Fock
space Flyssy can be obtained by applying (3.120) to (3.26) and to (3.27)

H' = T;HTf:T;HOTf+T;VTf:H6+V/ (3.121)

Remembering (3.37), we similarly get

[Tf, / EBxU* ()0 ()

=0 (3.122)
Applying this and using the unitarity of T, we get
Hy = T; HoTy
=Ty <m0/d3x\11*($)111(x) + /dgkwka,’;ak) Ty
— mg / B0 (2) U (z) + / Pl Tal Ty T i Ty (3.123)

We just have used (3.122) and the fact that Ty is unitary, i.e. TyT; = T;T; = I. Using
the definition (3.120) we get the final result:

H! = mo / XU (2) ¥ (z) + / APkebiby (3.124)
Similarly, (also by (3.122)) we obtain

V' =TV

:T;<

[ @) [ @t e ) 1

% / a0 (1) W (@) [ dey (TjaxTye™* + TjaiTre <)

/ BxU* (z / Eloye (b + bre ) (3.125)

3
2

We have to calculate by:

bk = Tfaka
;Z TR / By B0 (20) (1) O (1) () / Bl P, L T
wkl wkn
zkl Ty —ik1-x1 tknTn _ *x _—ikn-Tn
( ar,e ) (akne ay, e ) (3.126)

From the commutation relations we know

arQ, = Qg

aay, = |ax, ap, | + apa = 6P (k — k) + af, ay (3.127)
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and hence

ay (akieiki'xi - a*,;_e_iki'“) = (akieiki'xi - azie_iki‘xi> ap — e FigB(k — k) (3.128)

7

fori=1,...n

Apply (3.128) and bring a;, all the way to the right step by step, then

T =Y 7% / By a0 ()W (1) O (1) () / Bl Py L T
n—o n!(27) Wk, Wk,

e—iknmn)

n

ik1-x1 * _—iki-x1 ikn-x *
- Ay (akle —aye ) (akne T —ay,

Tom® / Ay, U (200 (). U (2,) U () / &y, Lo e
Wg; Wk

n

zkl Ty akle —ikq- ml) ap — e —ik1- w16 (k . kl)} (aknezkn-mn . azne—zknmn)

—

Z — [/d?’xl A, U (1) W (). \If*(xn)\lf(xn)/d3k1...d3knh...&
n—0 7 wkl wkn
X (aklezkl T azle—zkl a:l) Q... (aknezkn Tn a}:ne—ikn-xn)
. / Ay B U ()W (1) U (1) U () e 01 T / Py, Ay 2 T
ka wkn

. (ak261k2m2 — azzeﬂk?”) (ak

n

eikn'xn _ aznefiknwn) ] (3129)
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Doing this step n times using [U*(x;)W(z;), U*(x;)U(x;)] = 0 and relabeling smart, one
obtains the following result:

aTy =3 [ / dPxp Py U (20) U (1) W () () / By B, R T
n= 071'(27'(' 7 Wy Wh,
. (ak’lelkl r1 azle—zlﬂ 1‘1> ag... (aknezkn Tn azne_ikn.xn)
—/d?’xl...d?’Xn\I’*(xl)@(xl)".g:*(xn)g,(xn) —ikay Tk /d3k APk, ’sz Vin
k2 wkn

. (ak2€zk2.zg . azQG—sz.zg) (aknezkn-mn . azne—zkn-rn)‘|

-y

o /<13X1 U (1) (1), xp*(;cn)qf(xn)/d3k1...d3knﬂ...7ﬁ

o n!(2m) Wiy Wy,
ik1-x * _—ik1-x ikn -Tn * _—ikn-Tn
. (akle P —ay e 1) (akne —ay € )ak
o0 n ’Yk
3 3 * *
oy A () [ A U )W (1) W ()W )
oo n!(2m) 7 \wg
n
ikems ki Yk Tk kn
et [ AR P 2 T T Tl
1 Wiy Wi, wk”l Wk,,
ik1-x * —ik1-x Z'k‘l', L4 77;]62‘, XTi—
. (akle Y —ap e 1) (akHe P —ay e ! 1)
. iki+1~l'i+1 _ * —iki+1~ri+1 ikn-x _ * —ikn-x
(akiHe ay, € o lag, et —ag e "
= Tfak,
o] n—1
A Tk BxP —zkzz A
3(n—1)
2’/T 2wk n=1 n—l) (27r) p)
k En—
. /d3X1..‘d Xn_l\IJ*(IL'l)\I/(Zbl)...\If (lL‘n_l)\I/(IL‘n_l)/dgkl...dgkn_lz L %
k1 kn—1

. (aklelkl'ﬂﬁl o azle—lkrm) (a’kn_lelkn_l.xn_l o a;; e—%kn—1-xn—1>

=T _ /d3 —ik-x T
fak 2 2 o f

=Ty [ak— o / d*xU* (2) ¥ (x)e ’f] (3.130)
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In the last step we again made use of (3.122).

Then
27r 3 wk
or
A .
ap = by, + - %/dg’xlll*(x)\li(x)e_’km (3.132)
(2m)2 Wk

Finally, we are able to calculate the Hamiltonian (by substituting (3.131) in (3.125))

V' = (22)3 /dBX\IJ*(x)\I/(x)/dgk’yk (bkeik'x + c.c.)

_ (27;3 / Pl (x / Pk, K (;)2 Z’Z / d?’y\IJ*(y)‘I/(y)eik'y) ek —|—c.c.]

A f /d3X\I/*((L’)\I/(ZL')/d3k’}/k (akeik’m + aZe‘ik'm)

" (2m)d

2
ngy\I/*({L')‘IJ(Z')\IJ*(y)\IJ(y) /dgkk (eik-xefik-y + efik-xeik-y)
Wk

= (2)‘ 3 /d3X\II*(J;)\II(;L’)/d3k,yk akeik’m +a;;e_ik'x)
7T 2

<3y U (2) / a2k LD o) (3.133)

Again the last step follows by [U*(x)¥(z), V*(y)¥(y)] = 0 and symmetry in z,y.
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Similarly ,we obtain the free Hamiltonian by inserting (3.131) in (3.124)

H! = my / B0 (1) () + / ke b

= mo/d3X\If*(a:)\IJ(a:)

—l—/d?’kwk [az >\ Tk /d3 ek x] [ A Tk /d3 e~ iky
2 Wi 2 Wk

- mo/d3x\11*(x)\ll(x) + /d?’kwka};ak

A , ,
3 /d3X\If*(x)\If(x)/d3kfyk (ake’m + a’,;e’”“'x)
2

2

APy ()0 (2 / 0k ka gk iky (3.134)
Hence
H =H)+V'
H) = mo/d3x\II*($)\I!(x) + /dskwka,’;ak
— = [ By @)@V (@ - )P (1)) (3.135)
with

Vi —y) =

g PUNCL IR (3.136)

(2m)3 2w?

If we now consider the limit f(k?) — 1, i.e. the limit for point charges, we end up with
the well-known Yukawa potential:

v A2 d3k et (@) A2 ezl
e N7 e R R o]

This means that the interaction is a Yukawa interaction and for p — 0 it becomes just
a Coulomb potential. This is exactly the result we would have expected, since in this
model we described the interaction between a meson and a (charged) nucleon. The limit
1 — 0 makes sense if for example we want to describe the interaction between photons
and charged nucleons, since the photons are described by the meson field, but they have
no mass. i.e. p = 0.

(3.137)

Clearly, Ty = U;(0, —o0) diagonalizes the Hamiltonian. There is a physical interpre-
tation for this: If we start with one "naked" charged particle and no mesons, i.e. the
meson vacuum and evolve in time (for an infinite long period), then the charge gets
dressed with its appropriate Coulomb field. One calls this relaxation to the ground
state.
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3.4 What happens to the initial data

In the introduction, we have seen that in the classical case our system forgets about the
initial data (if we send the initial time point infinitely to the past) and only remembers
the retarded field, namely the Liénard-Wiechert field. We would expect a similar phe-
nomena in the quantized case.

We will do this for the special case, where we have just one nucleon at a fixed spa-
tial point. As we have discussed before, the Hamiltonian looks like the following then:

A . .
H=my+ /dSkwkaZak 4+ —F /dSk’yk (ake“” + a,te’lk'”) (3.138)
(2m)2

=H,
0 =po(z)

Mathematically, we define this operator exactly in way as we did before. The only
difference is that we consider only one fermion and therefore we remove the fermion
creation and annihilation operators. Hence also the Hilbert space changes, i.e. there is
only the meson Fock space left: H 1= Fneson) = F.

The domain of H is then D(H) := D(n). Everything else is defined as before.

In the interaction picture, we know that

@t(x) — eiHot(,O[)($)€_iH0t — /d k% zk -r—iwgt + aze—ik’w%—iwkt) (3139)
2
So in the end we would like to show that the expectation value of ¢;(x) again looks like
the Yukawa potential.

The states in our Fock space F are of the form:

=3 /d3k1 A (ky, - k)al, . al, |0) (3.140)

nO

Now, we can start with calculating the matrix elements, as we will need them in the
following.
Remember that we have already computed

(6| al ) = Z Vi1 /d3k PR, Ery ooy k)€ (B oy o) (3.141)
and

() ax €) = Z\/n—l— /d3k1 Pk by o k)€ (ke By k) (3.142)
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Hence
(0] ei() !£>
1
SRV T [
(27T n=0
ST (et ey Fn) O (e ey, o B )€™ 4 GO (ke ey, K )6 (o, B e R

(3.143)

It is easy to check that for ;1 = 0 this matrix elements and therefore also the expectation
value fulfills the free wave equation, i.e.

O (€] ¢e() [€) =0 (3.144)

This should be intuitiv, since the interaction is not switched on yet, i.e. this is the
free field. In the next step, we switch on the interaction, i.e. we want to compute
Hm (&, | Uto, t)pe(2)U (t, o) [§1o), where U (t,to) = e~ (t=t) now is the full time evo-
0——00

lution (not in the interaction picture anymore), i.e. (by the definition of the interaction
picture)

Us(t, to) = e'floteiH(t=to) g=iHolo (3.145)
= Ul(t,tg) = e oMU (¢, ty)e'Hoto (3.146)

First of all, we notice that similar to the previous chapter (just without the [ d3x¥*(z)¥(z)
factor), we get the following evolution operator:

oo )\TL
Us(t, ty) = Z = / By ¥k, o T

o ( Wk Wk

n
—zwk1t+zk1 T ak ezwklt ikq- m) o (ak e—iwklto—l—ikl-x o az eiwklto—z‘k1~m>:|
L 1 L

— W, t+ikn

3 f(a
(

% ap, e o azneiwknt—iknw) _ <akne—iwknto+ikn~m o azneiwknto—ikn-x)}
(3.147)
and also analogously as before, we know that U;(¢,ty) weakly converges to
D¢(t) = exp{ 3 /d?’k%c ape” Wkt — aZeWkt>} (3.148)
2

as tg — —oo and at = 0.
Note that by calculating Dy at # = 0, we have chosen the coordinate system in a way
that the nucleon is fixed at = = 0.

Further, let |x,) be a basis of our Fock space F, then I = 7 |xn) (Xn|- Next, we
will use dominated convergence in order to exchange lim and ). For now we will as-
sume that dominated convergence holds, but we will show it later. Then we use the
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weak convergence

Hm  (&,| Uto, t)po(@)U(t, o) [&)

to——o0
= lim (& | e 00U (to, ) € po () Ut to)e ™™ [&4)
=pt(z)
= X T (Gle ™) (6 Urlto, ) D) (il 96(2) ) (| Ur (8, £0) i) (3l €0 164)
n,n’ ,m,m’=0
= Dl (Golem™ 1) (6l DFE) [xn) Onl u() [om) Ol D (1) 1X50) (3l €70 1620
n,n’ m,m’=0
=, lim_ (&,| e Dy (t)pu(x) Dy (1) |g,) (3.149)

Let us do a little side computation:

o0

Y1 Vi
aD(t) =Y Ton® /d3k A1, L Tk
=0 nl Wk, Wk,
- ag (akl —lwgy t ZleJrzwkl ) (ak e*Mknt o azne““’knt)
o
Yer Yk
:Zign/dskl A, L D
o n!(2m) Wy Wi,

: (akle it — qp ek ) .. (akne Whnt azne“‘)’“nt) ay

0o n\" _ %efik-z%»iwkt / d3k1...d3kn,1&,., Vien—1
o n!(2m)Z Wk

Wy Wk,
. i . .
. (akle Wy ar, ek ) (aknfle Whp 1t _ aznfle’“”“nfl )

A ’yk t
= D(t)ar — et D (t 3.150
L T P10 (3.150)

and also by building the conjugate

A 7]@ —iwit
Di(t)a; = a; D% (t — wrt 1) 3.151
(B0 = GLD}1) ~ g e Dy ) (3.151)
Therefore we obtain
A ’Yk _
Di(t)aiD(t i iyt 152
f( JapDy(t) = aj, (27r)2wk (3.152)
A Ve t
Di(t)arD¢(t) =ay, — —— ek 3.153
$(OarDy(t) =ay (%)%wke (3.153)
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This yields

Di(O()Ds(6) = — E [ @ (Dj(aDy(t)e™ = 4 Dj(t)aDy(t)e+)

(

— . /d k’Yk ag ezkx zwkt+a* —zka:—l—zwkt)
5

(27

k% zk-x_i_efik-x)

_ A 3 ‘f(k2)‘2 ik-x —ik-x
=aa) ~ s / Py (e 4 eit) (3.154)
Hence
(€| Ulto, Dpo(2)U (1 1o) ) = (Gl €0 D (1) () Dy (1) |y,
. i : A PG —
o iH, 1Hot 3 ik-x ik-x
= Jm (Gl M) le) 5 [ @S (R )
:@Yukawa(x)

= i (€l 9ty (2) [60) +Prisana(2) (3.155)

free field

We can see that this expectation value has two parts. The first one is just the one
belonging to the free field (it solves the free wave equation), the second one is again the
Yukawa potential we have already computed (for f(k?) — 1):

>\ €_M|$|
(I)Yukawa(x) == _E |$‘

(3.156)

Theorem 3.4.1 For y = 0 we can see that D yurawa(T) s a particular solution of the
inhomogeneous wave equation, i.e.

0o Yukawa(x) = )‘5(3) (:L‘) (3157)
Remark: This implies
O tol—i>r£1<>o <§to| U(t[)’ t)gOO(ZL‘)U(t, tO) |§t0> = )‘5(3)(‘7:) (3158)

Proof: Let u =0, then

Al A 1 .
Pyukawa = / Ski ik
Yukava () 47r|x\ (27r) dheae
A

3 ik-x
= DPyianal(®) = (555 / d k— 0t = o

/ She™ = 6@ (z) (3159

OJ
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This is exactly what we would have expected, since this just gives the Coulomb potential
for p — 0.

Also one can see that for the particular solution, i.e. the interaction part, the initial field
is completely irrelevant, only the free field contains the initial data.

One could ask the following question: Can we find a condition on [£), such that the
free field vanishes? In order to examine this question let us have a further look at

<§|90t( )|§>
(27T) Z vn+1 /d3k/d3k1 A3k Kn i {mg(n—&-l)(k?kh - kn)eik'w_iwkt n C.C.}
n=0
(3.160)

There is kind of a natural assumption we could make, i.e. we could suppose that |£) is
a product state

f[ h(k (3.161)

s =1

é(n)(kla ceey n

E\H

Then
1
NOES

and by using (£|€) =1, i.e. 250, [ A®ky...d%k, |€™) (ky, ..., k) 2, we get

MV (ke by, ki) = " (ky, ..., k) (k) (3.162)

— 1 ik-x—iwpt .- (n)
Eledarle) = o [ @k [hk)e +c.c.}§/d3k1...d3kn|§ (koo o)
=1
— tk-x—iwgt | (1) ,—tk-T+iwgt
= ot [ @ [(k)e + h(k)e ikorio] (3.163)

Remark: In order to state the following theorem, we introduce a notation to denote
the cutoff function. Let A be a integral operator, then by writing A®*, we denote the
same integral operator but with a cutoff function f4

Hence we can state the following theorem

Theorem 3.4.2 Let f = f2 be a cutoff function, such that all the expectation values
are well-defined. Then

lim (€| Ulto, )5 (2)U (¢, to) |&) = Wm (ol 0t (1) [t0) + Vo) (3.164)

to——

where U (to, t) is the full time evolution operator and |&,) is the initial data at ty — —o0
and

q)n,A L d3 |fA k2 ik-x —ik-x 3.165
Yukawa .I‘ T 27T / 2wk 6 +e ) ( : )
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Further, suppose |&,) € F is a product state in the Fock space with amplitudes
(m) L o Y08
&y (Krs o kn) = i ljlh(kz) Vn e N (3.166)

with h : R?* — C and let one of the following be true:
1. The cutoff function has compact support, i.e. f> € C°(R3) and let h € C?*(R?)

2. Let f4 be an arbitrary cutoff function and let h,Vh, Ah € L*(R3). Suppose we
A
can find kg > 0 and € > 0, such that

|h(k)| < |k|727¢ Vk € {k e R®: |k| > ko} (3.167)

Then the initial data vanishes, for any A > k >0

lim (&,] 1%, () [&) = 0 Vo € R? (3.168)

to——o0

Further, in the second case

1
lim lim (&, | @i (2)|&,) =0 Vo € R3 (3.169)
A—oo0 top——00
Remark: This means the initial data has only a contribution to the free field and for

h(k) decaying fast enough, even this term vanishes. This is similar to the classical case,
i.e. the Liénard-Wiechert fields.

Previously, we shown the weak convergence of U;(t,ty) to Ty for ¢ty — —oo holds even
without a cutoff function for exactly the conditions on the meson states in the Fock
space, we have found in the theorem above.

Note that, in principle the Hamiltonian is only defined on the D(H). Nevertheless, the
theorem above holds even for a bigger subset of H, defined by the conditions in the
theorem. This is no contradiction, since Stones theorem tells us that U(t, ) is defined
on the whole Hilbert space.

Physically, this theorem tells us that we can start with any field (which fulfills our
conditions) and the system converges into the ground state.

Proof: We have already proved the first part of the theorem before. Either f € C5°(R3)
or the conditions on h guarantees the weak convergence of Uy (¢, ty) in the limit ¢y — —oc.
The proof of the second part goes very similar to the one for the Liénard-Wiechert fields,
which we have done in the introduction.

Let us make the following definition

L O e e
Ail) (%)g/d Kl bk (3.170)
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Assume that |&,) is a product state, then we know

| (€0l -0 () [60) | = [As(2) + Au(2)] < 2| Ay()] (3.171)

Therefore, we have to estimate A;(x) similarly as we have done it in the introduction
for the LWFs.
It is easy to check that for = 0, A;(z) fulfills the homogeneous wave equation, i.e.

OA(z) =0 (3.172)

Similar to the calculation we have done in the introduction, we know that a solution of
the homogeneous wave equation can be written as

An(@) = (Giogy * Ay ) (2) + 01 (Giy * Ayy) () (3.173)

where * denotes the convolution and G, is the fundamental propagator defined in the
introduction, i.e.
1

)=

[0(|z| —t) 4+ o(|x] + t)] (3.174)

From the definition of A;(z), we get the boundary conditions

Ay(w) = = [l s

(2m) V2w,
A — L 3 _i|f<k2>|2\/°‘7k ik
Ay () = o / VR (3.175)

Then we can estimate A;(z) by estimating both terms individually

{M/?’dy [0z =t +to) + (|| +t — to)] Ato(x_y)}
{47r|t t|/dQ/ dly|lyl? [6(|z] — t + to) + (|| + t — to)] As (x — )}
{|t 47T1t0| [ a0l (e = |t = toles) + Ay (w + |t - t0|er)]}

{It 27rt0| /dQAtO . ‘t_t()'er)}

{\t 27rtol o dQAt0(|t—to|€r)}

T or /881(37) A { £ A4 (It — toler) + |t — tol Ary (It — toler) | (3.176)
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where e, is the unit vector in r direction, df2 is the angular measure in spherical coordi-
nates and 9B;(x) is the unit sphere around z € R3.
Analogously for the other term

1 .
|Ay(z)] = %/asl@ A {4, (Jt — tole,) +2|t—t0|At0(|t—t0|er)}|
1 .
< 27/331(2) 4 {| Ay (|t — tolen)| + 21t — tol | Ay (1t — tolen)]}  (3.177)

The integral [yp,(,) d€2 is of order one. Therefore it suffices to show that
| A, (|t — tolen)| + 2|t — tol| A, (|t — toler)| — 0 as tg — —oo (3.178)

This can be reformulated by the following

| Ay, ()] + 2|2|| Ay ()| — 0 as Vo € R® and |z| — 0 (3.179)
Now we have to estimate both terms from above. We know
d3k zk T
27r 3 / i
A () = — / Bleypph(k)e (3.180)
(2m)}
We will use a similar trick as we have done before
Vet ® = jzettr (3.181)
=Ape™? = gk (3.182)

Then by using the first Green’s identity, we obtain

Ay (x) = kyih(k)e®®

1
- (27T 2:c2 /d3k%h k)Ake

— boundary term + / BV, (h(k)) - Ve

2
r (2m)3z

- / She™ v, (1eh(k)) (3.183)
(27T)2x2

The boundary term vanishes since the field decays for large momenta. In order to be

able to use Green’s identity, we need ~,h(k) to be continuously differentiable. This is

guaranteed by each of the two conditions in theorem.

Using |a - b| = |a||b| cos @ < |a||b] and the triangle inequality, we get

Aty ()] < k[Vi (yh(k)) | (3.184)

1
(2m)?z]
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In the case of a cutoff, we have that Vy, (y:h(k)) € C§° has compact support and hence
the statement is trivial. In the case without an cutoff, we use the assumption that h(k)
has no singularities and there is a kg > 0 and € > 0, such that

|R(k)| < |k|727° Vk € {keR®: |k| > ko} (3.185)
Then without a cutoff, i.e. f(k?) =1, we have for large momenta
i ~ [k 72
= Vi (3eh(R)) | ~ Vil 75|77 ~ [0 (3.186)

Hence in the ultraviolet regime the integral behaves like
/d?’k\vk (h(k)) | ~ / d[k||E| 3¢ < o0 (3.187)
ko

In the infrared regime there is also no divergence, therefore the whole integral is finite.
So we end up with

| Ay, (2)| < const. - (3.188)

Jz]

Now, we want to estimate the second term. In order to do this, we again apply the first
Greens identity and after that just the integration by parts formula for vector fields.
Again we can argue that in both formulas the boundary terms vanish. Then

—i
(27r )2

Ap(x) = / Plynh(k)e™

= boundary term +

/ BRV, (ewonh(k)) - Vel

3
2

=0

= boundary term +L3 /dgkeik'xAk (vkwrh(k)) (3.189)
(2m)2 22

=0

In order to use this fromula, we need vywih(k) to be twice continuously differentiable.
This is guaranteed by each of the two conditions in theorem.
The triangle inequality yields

]| Ay (2)] < 7/d3k!Ak (yeewrh(k)) | (3.190)

(2m)? ||

Analogously as before, we can show that the integral is finite: If we have a cutoff, the
statement is again trivial, since Ay (vrwih(k)) has compact support and in the other
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case we can use the assumption. Then by assumption there is no infrared divergence
and for large momenta we know

Yiwrh(k) ~ |l{;|—%’k”k|—3—e _ |k\_%_f

= |Ag (yh(k)) | ~ |k| 72 (3.191)
Hence the integral is again finite and we get
. 1
|z|| Ay, (2)] < const. - Tl (3.192)
x
Together with (3.190) this proves (3.179) and hence the claim. O]

Remark: Since, we only consider elements in the Fock space, we have h € L*(R?), fur-
ther, we used that also Vi, Ah € L?*(R?) should hold. We know that a square integrable
function whose derivative is also square integrable must decay in its argument. We can

also say that h(k) has to decay faster than ﬁ, since ||h||, < oo must hold. Basically,
2
this condition suffices to show that the initial field vanishes, but without a cutoff, we

need a stronger condition in order to show the convergence for to — —oo. The theorem
tells us that in this QFT model the initial data vanishes in any case. This seems a little
bit surprising, since in classical electrodynamics, the initial field only vanishes if the they
decay is space, at least a little bit, but the decay is already implemented in the fact that
we are only using square integrable functions.

For any element of the Hilbert space, which fulfills the condition for the weak conver-
gence without a cutoff, we can show by a Paley-Wiener argument that h(z) is decaying
arbitrary fast in . Hence it is a Schwarz function.

|h(l‘)| _ ‘/d‘q’k:e_””h(k:)‘ ~ ‘/d|k|€—i|k||w\|k|2—3—e

1
~ |gjln/d|1f||1<;|2—3—"—6 (3.193)

<ooVneN

Similar, the free field is a Schwarz function.

3.5 Dressed vacuum state

One could ask the question, how many photons we need in order to dress the vacuum
|0) with its appropriate field. Or in other words, what is the expectation value of the
number operator N := J dkajay in the dressed vacuum state ‘\IJ(QS)> = Dy0). The
following theorem will tell us that in the case of a massless field, we need infinitely many
photons. This should not be too surprising, since we already know that ‘\If(gs)> and |0)
do not live in the same Fock space. The fact that we need infinitely many photon in
order to dress the vacuum with its field is exactly the reason for this.

Theorem 3.5.1 Let N be the number operator and ‘\I/(gs)> the dressed vacuum state.
Further let p > 0, then

<q;(98)

N|w) = oo (3.194)
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Proof: The proof is just a calculation and using the fact that we know how a; and Dy
commute and then that the dressed vacuum state is normalized (at least in the new Fock
space)

<\I;(98)

N|we9) = / &%k (0] Diajax Dy |0)

= [ @k 0l [P}, ai]lax, Dy] [0}
/\2 72

= d*k£ (0| D D40

o7 ] s 01030 1)

=1(normalization)

_ X / ST (3.195)
- (2m)3 2w '
Transforming to spherical coordinates yields

<\Ij(gs)

< |y (99) AP oo |k|?
N |wle)) = 2/ dlk|— " o (3.196)
et do T+ o)t

O

Remark: Note that in the limit of a massless field, i.e. u — 0, there is not only a
ultraviolet divergence, which we somehow have to accept, since it is already there in
classical physics, but in this case the integral (3.196) is also divergent in the infrared
regime. We have already discussed the origin of the infrared divergence. The theorem
above indicates that the divergence in the infrared regime causes the fact that the dressed
vacuum state is not in the same Fock space than the vacuum state.

3.6 Charge with constant velocity

In the model discussed in the previous chapter, we looked at a nucleon (charge) at a
fixed point, i.e. the particle is not able to move. In this chapter we will generalize this
constraint a little bit by allowing the charge to move along a given classical trajectory.
In particular, we consider a charge moving on a straight line with constant velocity v.
This is of course still a pretty big simplification, since we only consider a classical mo-
tion and even here just the simplest motion one could image. Actually, we would like
to describe a charge, which moves according to a quantum mechanical equation. In this
case x would be an operator and this would complicate the calculations a lot. However,
we proceed step by step and hence we start with examining this "easy" case.

Actually, the difference to our first model is not too big. Basically, the step from a
charge at a fixed point to a charge with constant velocity is just a change of the refer-
ence frame and hence the results stay pretty much the same. This change of the reference

frame can be described by a Lorentz boost with constant velocity v , which we denote
by A,.

r—a=x—uvt (3.197)
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Then the fields are just the Lorentz transformation of the fields we had before, i.e.
U(r) — ¥(2') = ¥(A, '7) (3.198)

Despite nothing really new is happening in this chapter, we can still show a nice theorem,
which shows us that we need to change the Fock space.

Again, we would like to have a dressing operator similar to the one in the chapter before.
This can be done relatively easily by just doing the same derivation as in the v = 0 case.
One ends up with the following expression for the evolution operator

Ui, to)
)
Vi1 Yk
oD M /d3 A (@) W (1) 0 (20 W) [ @ D
n=0 n' 27T w/ﬂ wkn
« Qs zwk1t+zk1 T Cl* ezwklt ik1-x1 — (ay e—zwk1t0+zk1-x1 N CL* ezwklto —ik1-11
k1 1 k1
o o _ o
% [(akne Wk t+ikn Ty a:newknt ikn mn) . (akne iwy totikn e _ a}’;nemknto ikn xn)}

(3.199)

where wy, == wp — k- v.
Similarly to the static case, we could show that the terms including ¢, are vanishing in
the limit {5 — —oo. Hence

Definition:

T7 = lim_ Uf(t,to) (3.200)

top——00

is the dressing operator, which we have already defined in the previous chapter boosted
with a constant velocity v. Similar as in the case v = 0 one can show that

% /d3X\I/* (x)\ll(x) /dgkwk;ykkv (akeik.x—iwkt . aze—ikm-‘riw;t)}

(3.201)

A
T? := ex
! p{@w

Nevertheless, in this chapter we are not interested in the dynamics of the nucleons, since
the have a fixed path with v = const. We choose the coordinate system, such that at
t = 0, the particle is at x = 0. Then the corresponding dressing operator looks like the
following;:

A Yk
D= /d3k —a 3.202
! exp{ (27)> wp = kv (o ak)} (3202)
This means we get the same results as we had before, except we have to replace

Wy =Wy i =wp— -k (3.203)
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everywhere in the dressing operator. Then the field looks like the following

A o , ,

PV () = — /dgkik elke 4 g7tk 3.204
() (2m)3 wk—v-k( ) ( )

Later, we will show that this is a boosted Coulomb potential and thus the result fits well

into our intuition. Similarly, as in the static case, there might be situations, where the

dressing operator maps into a different Fock space.

We can construct the following Fock space, similar to the previous chapter:

Definition: Let |0), be the "'new" vacuum state, i.e. the no meson state belonging to
the "new" annihilation operator

A Tk
= 3.205
G = Ok (QW)% wp—k-v ( )
and
10y, =0 (3.206)
Then, we can proof the following Lemma:
Lemma 3.6.1 Let f = f2 € C3°(R3) be an appropriate cutoff function, then
0), = D%10) (3.207)
We call |0), the dressed vacuum state boosted with velocity v.
Proof: Use
ar (ap — ap) = (ap — al) ax + 6O (k — &) (3.208)
and obtain
v 3 3 Tk Vkn o o
— nz% T 3n /d ki...d k P S —" vak (akl a,ﬁ) (akn akn) |0)
= ;%771' — /d ky...d k By T (akl akl) Q... (akn akn> |0)
d*ks...d%k, 2 = —ag,) ... —ay ) |0
—  nA" Yk Ve
= d’k;...d%k, - L —ag, ) ..
0+n§1n'2 5wy — / g lwl_kl'v wknl_kn—l'v(akl akl)
(aknfl - azn,1> |0>
A Tk v
= D5 10) (3.209)

(271')2 W — k-v
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Hence

A Tk
(271)% wp —k-v

0=|ay — DY(0) = ¢yD%[0) = ¢} |0), (3.210)

Then, the Fock space in this setting can be constructed like the following

Definition: Fj is the Fock space with the dressed vacuum state |0), and annihila-
tion/creation operators cj, ci*. The rest is defined as before.

Then we can state the following theorem:

Theorem 3.6.2 Let f = f* € C°(R?) be an ultraviolet cutoff and let the meson field
be massless, i.e. p=0. Then |0), ¢ F)

Lemma 3.6.3 Letv <1 and f = f» € C°(R?) be an appropriate cutoff function, then

0), = DY J0) = ;2} - li[l/ddk%jkkvak 0) (3.211)
where Z is just the normalization.
Proof: We can do the following ansatz:
0), = gjo \/% /d?’kl...di”knugm(kl, k), .l |0) (3.212)
together with
¢ 10), = |fo - (22)3 o jkk —|10), =0 (3.213)
this gives
Vi 1u Y (k ko k) = (22)3 o _Wk . ngm(kl, k) (3.214)
whence
W (o) = \/171_' 1:11 l(zi)i — jk}%w] oo (3.215)
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Proof of the Theorem: (Theorem 3.6.2) We will prove the theorem by contradiction.
Assume that |0), € Fjo), then there is a normalization constant C' := (0], ]0), < co. Let
us just calculate with the help of the preceding lemma

C= 01,10, = 3 / Pl el ()

2

3 Ry
A 1
_Lopse AT / q i7/ dlk;|— 3.216
’ v ‘ nz:%n|(27r)3ng T -1 z (1—’U|Zi)2 K | |‘k1’ ( )

In the last step, we have used that the meson mass is zero u = 0. If we remove the
infrared cutoff, i.e. K — 0, then the [d|k;| integral is logarithmically divergent in the
infrared regime. This is a contradiction to the assumption. 0

Remark: One could ask, why we just worry about the infrared divergence and still
allow an ultraviolet cutoff. The answer is that the ultraviolet divergence already arises
in the classical computations. It comes from the fact that we consider point-particles
and hence the self-interaction term evaluates the field exactly at its divergent point.
This means, we kind of have to accept the ultraviolet divergence, whenever considering
an interacting model of point-particles.

However, the infrared divergence is a new type of divergence. On the one hand, there
is the Fock space description, i.e. every state, we consider, has to be square integrable.
This arises from the fact that in quantum mechanics one interprets the square of the
wave function |¢)|* as a probability density and thus, in order to make sense out of this
interpretation, we need [ [¢)|? = 1, or in other words, we need 1 to be square integrable.
On the other hand, there are Maxwell equations and they allow more solutions than
just the ones, we can fit into one Fock space. Hence, if we try to combine these two
theories, it is clear that one Fock space is not enough to describe everything. It seems
reasonable that evolving an element of a Fock space over an infinitely long time period,
the resulting state might be in another Fock space. This is exactly the situation, which
is described by the theorem above.

One could say that the infrared divergence is a homemade problem and it can be solved
by changing the Fock space appropriately at every time step. There are already some
good results on such a change of the Fock space, for example by A. Pizzo in [11] and
[12].

This representational problem already came along in this work earlier, but here it is the
point, where it can be fully understood.

So far, we have seen that, without a infrared cutoff and in the massless case, the operator
D} can not be an unitary transformation between the two Fock spaces Fp and Fjg),
(v # 0), where |0) is the vacuum state, annihilated by a; and |0), is the dressed vacuum
state, defined above. In the following, we will show that the same holds for the two Fock
spaces Fo), and Fg , (v # V).



26

Chapter 3. Interaction between a scalar field and a spinless fermion

Nevertheless, there is a natural candidate for such an operator and in certain situa-
(3.217)

tion, it is also well-defined. Remember the dressing operator in the static case (and for

Wi

/ K (- a;)}

z=0)
)2

Dy :=ex
! p{<2w

transforming from Fjg) to Fp,|o). In this situation, the relation between the correspond-
(3.218)

ing creation-/annihilation operators was
A

b = ar, — 73%

(2m)2 Wk

namely just a shift by — 2’\ - Z—z Looking at D one can see that the amplitudes of the

(2r
modes in Dy are determined by the "shift" of the annihilation operators.

Similarly, we observe that
&= ay — A L
k F (27r)%wk—k:-v’
B A Vi A Vi A Vi
= ar — 3 + 3 - 3 ’
(27r)2wk—k3'1] (27r)2wk—k3'1] (277)20.%—]6-1)
A V& A Y
W — 3.219
Ck+(27T)%Wk_k‘U (27‘(‘)%wk—k"1}/ ( )
and hence we can construct the following transformation:
Definition: Let one of the following conditions hold
e /1 #0and f = f* be an appropriate ultraviolet cutoff
e u=0and f = fA withk >0
then we define the following bounded transformation operator
1 1 .
(3.220)

Floy, = Floy,
REn (
/ e wp—k-v

D) = Loy [0) = exp{

Lv—m’ :
(2m)?

1

Remark: L, ., is well defined, since for u # 0 and f being an appropriate ultraviolet
< 00 (3.221)

cutoff or also for 4 = 0 and f being an infrared and ultraviolet cutoff, we have
2

1
wk—k:-v_wk—k-v’

[ @t
and therefore this operator is bounded and hence it can be unitarily implemented on

the Fock space.
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Theorem 3.6.4 Let ;1 = 0 and f = f™ be an ultraviolet cutoff. Further, let Floy,
and Fjoy,, be two Fock spaces with the dressed vacuum states |0),, 0),, and creation-

/anmhzlatzon opemtors eyt ¢l and czl*, cz', which have been defined before.
Then, for any v,v" € R with v # v, the following operator

A 1 1
Ly w = / d3k ( — ) —a 3.222
- exp{ (2m)2 T\ =k v wh—Fk-v (@ = ) ( )

(defined before) is the natural candidate for an unitary transformation between the two
Fock spaces, but in this setting it is not unitary.

Proof: The proof is pretty simple after all the work we have already done.
If L, wants to have a chance to be bounded, it clearly has to fulfill the following

condition:
f
Therefore, let us just calculate at first for p =0, i.e. wy = |k
1 1

d3ky? —
/ T wp—k-v wp—k-v

1
wk—k: v_wk—k‘-v’

< o0 (3.223)

2

2|k\3 (1—Jv|cost) (1 —|v']cosby)
27 LA (Jv| cos @) — |v'] cos 63)?
— [ ax d /d0 0 3.224
/ | |2|k\ 7 lo IR o] cos 61)2(1 — o] cos 6s)? (3:224)
=A(v,0')

where 6 is the angle between v and k and 65 is the angle between v’ and k respectively.

Now, we can easily see that for v = v" A(v,v") = 0 and hence the whole integral is
zero, but for v # v', we obatin A(v,v") = const. # 0 that means without an infrared
cutoff, the integral is logarithmically divergent, i.e. L,_,» has no chance to be bounded
and therefore it is not unitary. O

Remark: In other words, the theorem tells us that the transformation, we would like
to have, L,_,,» can not be unitarily implemented on a Fock space.

Here we can see again that the infrared divergence shows us the fact that there are
not enough states in one Fock space in order to describe all solutions of the Maxwell
equations. in particular, even two massless charges with different velocities cannot be
described in the same Fock space, if we do not allow for an infrared cutoff.

Remark: There is a little inconsistency in the notation, we have used here. Writing

1 1
— 3 _ *
Lv—w’ - eXP{ % /d k’Yk (Wk — k0 Wk Lo > (CLk Clk)} (3225)
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then L, is expressed in the Fock space Fjp, but the theorem above tells us that for
p# 0 and v # v’ the Fock spaces Fjoy, Floy, and Fjgy , are not even unitary equivalent.
Thus, the expression above is kind of formal. What we really mean is, the transformation
from Fjg) into Fjg) ,. This transformation is defined by

L@_)v/ : E())v — ./T]0>U, (3226)
' A Vi A Vi

Y — — 3.227

Ck Gt (Zw)gwk—k-v’ (QW)%wk—kw ( )

0), = 10),, (3.228)

Theorem 3.6.5 Let f = f2 € C°(R3) be an appropriate cutoff function, in particular,
for u =0, we need an infrared cutoff, i.e. k > 0.
Then, similarly as in the v = 0 case, we find for the time evolved expectation value of

the field
lim  (&,| Uto, )po(2)U (L t0) &) =, W _ (€| et (2) [€0) +@V () (3.229)

to——
free field

with

o) (t,z) = —

2
/dSk Vi (eik~(x—vt) +€—ikz~(a}—vt)> (3230)
Wi

(2m)3 —k-v

The free field part vanishes for the same conditions as in the static case.
Proof: The proof goes exactly as for the v = 0 case. OJ

Remark: The first term is again just the free field, and it vanishes for the same condi-
tions as in the v = 0 case. Only the second term differs from the v = 0 case, hence it
needs further examination and we need to find an connection to classical physics.

Lemma 3.6.6
k2 ‘2 ) )
Q)( )(t ,I |f 61k~(z—’ut) + 6—7,k~(x—'ut) (3231)
o )
Proof:
(I)(U)(t ZL’) — _ A /d?)k 713 (eik~(a:—vt) + 6—ik~(:v—vt))
’ (2m)3 wrp — kv
A | (K*)[? e (o k(o
— _ d3k ik-(x—vt) ik-(z—vt)
(2m)3 / 2wy (Wi, — k- v) (e e )

A |f(k:2)|2 (wk + k- U) ik-(z—vt) —ik-(x—vt)
- (2w)3/d3k 2 (2 — (k- 0)7) (e )

A |f<k2>’ ik-(x—vt —ik-(z—vt
- (2w)3/d3k2(wi—(k~v)2) (e )

A g FR)P(k-0)  / iiomot) | ik (oot
a (2m)3 /d k2wk (W2 — (k- v)?) (6 (z=vt) 4 ek )) (3.232)
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It remains to show that the second integral vanishes. This can be done by a symmetry
argument. Note that the integrant is odd for the substitution k — —k:

3 I (k2)(k-v) ik-(z—ut) —ik-(z—vt) _ _ 3 f(E?) (k-v) ik-(z—vt) —ik-(z—vt)
fd k2wk(wz—(k-v)2> (6 Te ) - fd kak(wi—(kw)Q) (6 Te )

and hence, we conclude

fd%% (eik'(x_”t) + e_““'(x_”t)) = 0. This completes the proof. O
wr (wp— (kv

Theorem 3.6.7 In the limit f — 1, ®) solves the inhomogeneous wave equation with
a delta source at the position of the nucleon, i.e.

(O+ p?) @0 = A (2 — vt) (3.233)

Remark: This is exactly the equation a classical field would fulfill, if we assume that
the photon has mass p and the charge moves along the trajectory ¢(t) = vt. Hence the
expectation value of the field in our model exactly agrees with Maxwell theory.

Proof: We will prove the statement in the following way: First we find a solution for
(O+ 1) (t, ) = A9 (2 — vt) (3.234)

and then we will see that it agrees with ®*). This we will do with the Greens function
technique. The Greens function G(t,z) for this problem solves

(O+12) G(t, ) = 8(1)6P () (3.235)
Then, the solution can be calculated by
plt) =[Gt =y 2 =) f"9) = (G f) (t.2) (3.230)

with f(t,2) = M®)(x — vt). Note that here x denotes a four-convolution. Define the
Fourier transform in Minkowski space M by

1 .
g(z°,z) = R / K / APtk (k0 k) (3.237)
Gk, k) = / dx” / dBxe~ ik g (20 o) (3.238)

where ¢ is a function with arguments (2°, ) € M and § is its Fourier transform. Note
that we have chosen the metric to be 7,, = diag(1, -1, -1, —1).
Then

1 0 31, ikOt—ik-w (v L F\ (7.0
o(t,z) = W/dk /d ke =% (G F) (K, k) (3.239)

From the convolution theorem we know that

(G ), k) = G, k) F(K°, k) (3.240)
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Hence

o(t,z) = <2i)4 / K / ke w0 k) F (RO, k) (3.241)

The Fourier components of the Greens function are given by

N 1
0 —
G(k°, k) = T R (3.242)
and
f(koyk) — /dXO/d3X6—ik0m0+ik~zf<x0’x)
_ )\/dxo/dsxe—ik%owk-xé(:&)(x — vz%)
— )\/dxoeixo(k-vfko)
=27\5(k - v — k°) (3.243)
Then
o(t,x) = A /dko/d3keik0t_ik'x ! §(k-v—k°)
’ (2m)3 —(k9)2 4+ k2 + p?
A , , 1
— dSk ikvt—tkx - 9244
(2m)3 / c wi — (k- v)? (3:244)
By symmetry, we can show that Then
’ (2m)3 wi — (k- v)? ‘
is a solution as well. This proves the claim. [

3.7 Conclusion

The main result of this chapter is the calculation of the second-quantized field in this
particular model. We found that considering a given classical trajectory, the field is just
the same as the classical field. In addition to that, there is a free field, which solves
the homogeneous wave equation. In this semi-classical model, all quantum effects are
encoded in the free field. However, similar as in the classical case, given some initial
data at tg, the free field vanishes in the limit {; — —oo for certain conditions.



4 Interaction between a scalar field
and a spinless fermion field with a
guantum mechanical motion

This chapter examines the same model as in the previous chapter, but now we drop the
restriction of the nucleus being fixed at a point. Instead, we want the dynamics of the
nucleon to be determined by a quantum mechanical equation. We still consider only one
free fermion coupled to the scalar meson field and we assume the nucleon velocity to be
in a non-relativistic regime. The Hamiltonian looks like the following:

H=H,,+Hy+V (4.1)
]52

Hyip = — 4.2

b 2m0 ( )

Hy = /d3kwka2ak (4.3)

A o -

V= - /d?’k’yk(akelk'm + aje ") (4.4)

(2m)2

with everything else defined as before. The only difference is the additional Hy;, term,

T
which gives the dynamics of the (free) fermion and that & := (:2“1 Tg i’g) and p =

(ﬁl Do ﬁg)T are now operators and not only numbers. This notation is a little bit
inconsistent, since Z, p and also ay, aj, are operators and we denote some of them with
a hat and the other ones not. We will still stick to this notation, because it makes clear
that & and p, which where just number in the old model are operator now.

Note that ag, aj fulfill the usual commutation relations

lag, af] = 0@ (k — k) (4.5)

[a27 aZ’] =0 (4.6)

[(lk, ak/] =0 (47)
and

Next, we define this model mathematically
Definition: We call
H:=L*(R}C)® F (4.9)

61
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the Hilbert space of our system, where

00 J
F=pF, F:=cC, F==0CL*RC, &) (4.10)

=1

Hence, an element ¢ € H is a sequence of functions {w( fermion) ® ¢((deson)} on R3+3»

with [|V]| < oo, where ||| := 4/(:|-) is the norm induced by the scalar product of H
defined in the following;:

Let w = 2b(ferrm‘on) @ w(meson)yg = f(fermion) & f(meson) €eH= L2<R3; (C) X F? then the
scalar product of these elements is given by

<¢|£ /d ZE@Z) (fermion) ( )g(fermion /dSk d3 ndj(meson (kh ceey kn)g(meson)<kla 7k )
(4.11)

where ¢§2@50n)7 f((:l)eson) are symmetric in their arguments (bosons).
Further, we define the meson annihilation and creation operators ay, aj, as before

(akz/)) = w(fermion) ® (akw(meson)) ) (az¢> = w(fermion) X (azw(meson)> (412)
with
(“’W(meson))(n) (kr, ooy k) = \/n 1 j;;lm (k k1, .., k)
S

(azw(meson)) (lﬁ, meson (kla ) kifla ki+17 ER) kn) (413)

Hence, for any element [¢)) € H, we can write

= 1 * *
[0) = % termion) @ N / Py Py )™ (kn, ooy k) ag, -.af, 0) (4.14)
n=0 .

where |0) is the vacuum state of F and (0|0) = 1. Formally, this is implemented by the
commutation relations mentioned before.
Further, let n be the meson particle number operator defined by

(nw) = w(fermion) & (nw(meson)) ; (nw(meson))(n) w(meson (415)

on the domain D(n) of all ¢ € H, such that {n¢(”)} are again in H.
Further, the position and the momentum operator just act the fermion part:

(‘%w> = (ilw(fermion)) ® ¢(meson)7 (ﬁl/}) = (ﬁlp(fermion)) &® w(meson) (416)

and there are defined in the usual way.

In the following, talking about states in the Hilbert space, we always mean the nor-
malized ones. Everything else is defined as in the previous chapter.
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Then, we write down the following well-defined Hamiltonian

Definition: Let f € C§° be a cutoff function, wy = k% + p? and v, = J:/(%, then we
define the Hamiltonian by

H:=2 ¢ / Phwralas + o / By (ape™® + afe ) (4.17)
2m0 5
= Hyin + Hy+V (4.18)
The domain of this Hamiltonian is
D(H) = D(Hgin) N D(n) (4.19)

where

e D(Hy;yn) contains all ¢» € H, such that {Hkmw(”)} are again in H

e D(n) contains all 1) € H, such that {nw(”)} are again in H

4.1 Time evolution - Dressing operator
Next, we want to find the time evolution operator for this model. In order to find this
operator, we follow a similar procedure as in the previous chapter. First, we calculate
the evolution operator in the interaction picture. Conceptually, this computation is
absolutely analogous to the semi-classical case, but along the way there appear further
difficulties, since  and p do not commute. We know

10U (t, to) = V(t)Ur(t, to) (4.20)
with

V(t) =U;(t)VUy(t) (4.21)

Here Uy(t) := e~ HrintHo)t defines the free time evolution.
Again, this yields

Ur(t,ty) = Z UI (t,to) (4.22)

with

U1 t0) = (=) [ dtydty TV (). V(1)) (4.93)

to
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This means we have to calculate V (¢):

V(t) = Us(H)VU(t)

— ! (Hkin+Ho)ty/ o —i(Hyin+Ho)t

 giHkint giHot |7 o—iHot ;—iHyint
iHnt 3 iked—iwpt |k —ik-diwgt) —iHpint
= e klnﬁ/dk’)/k(akelxzwk +ak61$1w1¢)61 kin
2n)}
A 3 iHyint Jikd —iHyint  —iwgt
= - /d kv, (ake Fint gt g™t kint o1k +c.c.) (4.24)
(2n)?
In the first step, we have used the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula with [Hy, Hg;,] = 0
and in the second step, we plugged in the result for eo'V =0t which we have already
computed in the previous chapter. It remains to compute e!frinte®&e=iHrint  Uge that
e~ rint i5 an unitary operator, i.e. e~ #kinteiflkint — T Then

s n

oiHkint ik o —iHpint _ Z %einmt(k ) i,)nefinmt
n=>0
o0 N
— L 6inint<k . j\;,)e*ZszntelH]”nt(k . i,)efinint
— n! .
n times
— " A n ik-2(t)
=2 Sk #()" =e (4.25)
n=0 """
where
&(t) = eHrintgo=Hrint — 4 4 eiH’“"t[@, e_iH‘“i”t} (4.26)

. .2 A2
N N 3 N . . _'Lt _'p72t _'p73t .
Use [2;, F(p;)] = 10, F(p;) and e Hkint = ¢7"2mo e "2mo e "2mo " in order to get
) Di

. il ot i,
[x(t),e H’”"t} = 7]79106 Hyint (4.27)
Then
. . pt
ﬂﬂ—x+£0 (4.28)
This yields
Vit) = (2;\)3 /dgk% (akeik.i—i(wk—frﬁ)t+aze—ik~i+i(wk—ﬁ;g)t> (4.29)

Let us start with computing the first order of U;(t, ty):

(1) (!
UI (t, to) = —1 dt1V(t1)
to

¢ A ki —i(wp— K2 o —ikdti(wp— K2
=—i [ dt; 5 /d?’kmC (akem (@r—mg )t +age SRS mg)t) (4.30)
to (271')5
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This is seems to be pretty much the same as in the static case. Nevertheless, performing
the ft'“; dt; integration is not as simple, since formally we have to integrate over an
exponential of an operator in this case. We know [#;, p;] = id;; is a number, hence

[2,[2,p]] = 0 and [p,[2,p]] =0 (4.31)
Then, by the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff formula, we know that
eik-ifi(wkffn%g)t _ e_iwktei%gt@ik'je_% [Z%,zki‘}
it gt ki~ g ke K]
_ efiwktei%ﬁteik-iﬂegiﬁ?
(ke _, _ K2\
— ez(mo Wk 2m0>t61k~x (432)

Hence, we obtain

2

" . 2N\ (k2N
/dtem'x*l(w“%)t = — <kp —wy — k) el(mo o Qmo)telk'x + const.

mo 2m0
k-D kQ -1 . "

= —i <p — Wy, — ) =gt 4 const. (4.33)
mo 2m0

where

k-p

<7 — W — 53— mo 2m0
mo 2mg

: 2 ) = (k.ﬁ — Wk — k2>_ (4.34)

. . D 2
is the inverse operator of (—kp — W — 2 >
mo 2myg

Putting everything together, we end up with

)\ 7 A kD A kp
1/1 = — k th-&—i(w x —ik-24i(wp— ==
I( )(t’ to) 3 /dgk - = (ake (W mo )t —dle +i(wg mo )t
(2m)2 <4m0 3 Zmo)

. . kp A kp
. wg——=)t —ik-2+i(wp—==)t
— ae k ’"O)O—i—aZe (wi mo)o)

(4.35)

2
check, if this operator is invertible, it is in principle enough to show that it is non-zero

everywhere (in momentum space). Physically, it is obviously a good assumption that
we restrict ourself to velocities less than the speed of light, i.e. v = % < 1. Then

Remark: In general, it is not clear, if the inverse of (f;TI; —wy — %) exists. In order to

-k k?
L:m\k|cost9< k| <wp <wp +— (4.36)
my Mg 2my
k - k?
= (p W — ) <0 (4.37)
mo 2m0

Hence, for velocities below the speed of light, this operator is invertible.



Chapter 4. Interaction between a scalar field and a spinless fermion field with a
quantum mechanical motion 66

Similarly to the previous chapter, we can show that for t, — —oo, U }”(t,to) weakly
converges to

A Vk ik-d—i(wp— =2 v —ikdi(w,— XL
_(27r)% /d3k<k-ﬁ » o )(ake (wr=img)t _ ate +i(wk mo)t) (4.38)
mo kT 2mg

i.e. in the weak limit all terms containing ¢, vanish. We can extend this to all orders.
This yields the dressing operator

Definition:
Dy(2,1) : = m Ui(t, to)
A 3 Tk k-2 (1) —iwyt % —ik-2(t)+iwgt
= exp{ — §/dk — ape"™ T TIRY — qp e Tk
/g )

(4.39)

where Z(t) = & + % and by lim we mean the weak limit.
0—>—00

Remark: In principle, we would have to prove the weak convergence in the definition
above. Though, this proof would be very similar to the one we have done in the previous
chapter. We would not learn something new out of it. Therefore we skip this proof.
Further, note that even though the % looks like a non-relativistic energy, it also ap-
pears, if we consider a relativistic dispersion.

In the following we will need to calculate commutators like [ay, Ds(Z,t)]. Hence, we
state the following

Lemma 4.1.1 Let |£),|¢) € H. Then

A A Ve
27T>% <§|Df($at) (@—Wk_ﬁ)

mo 2mg

(€] lax, Dy(2,1)]|9) = eI |g) + O(N?)

—~

(4.40)

Remark: Asin the previous chapter, we would like to establish an exact identity for this
commutator. Unfortunately, this is not possible in this situation. We cannot separate
the motion of the charge from the dynamics of the meson field, since it interacts with
each other all the time. This comes from the way we have written down the interaction
term in the Hamiltonian.

In the end, we can still make similar statements as in the previous chapter, but these
statement only hold up to first order. This may still be a good approximation, since the
coupling constant A is very small. Further, the only effects we are neglecting by doing
so, are radiation back-reaction and similar things. However, the Coulomb field is just
first order in A anyways. Nevertheless, we are not able to consider for example the loss
of energy of the nucleon due to radiation. These effects are very small though.

In the semi-classical case, this problem did not arise, since there the trajectory of the
particle was given, hence the model did not include effects like back-coupling anyways.
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Proof: Let us define

1 / g Al L
7 = (27T>% /dSk/ (k/'ﬁ (Zk = ) (ak/ezk Z(t)—iwprt az/e—zk ~:c(t)+zwk/t> (441)
mo KT 2mg

Then, we know for any operator T’

A A2
D§(2,)TDy(3,t) = eMTe ™ =T + F[Z, T) + 5[Z, [Z,T]] + ... (4.42)

Now, set T' := a;,, and calculate

1 ' ik 2 () —iwy . —ik! 2 () +iw,
|2, ax] = (2 )3 /d3k/ (k/-ﬁ - o2 ) ([ak/, are’ (@ =sowt lag, agle K& () Fiwy, t)
TT)2 = — W —

mo 2mg
1 Yk —ik-&(t)+iwt
(QW)% (@ — Wk — k—Q) ‘ k (4.43)
mo k 2myg

Then, the equation above reads like

Di(2,t)arDy(2,t) = a, + N Z, ar] + O(N?) (4.44)
On the other hand
D}(i‘, t)akDf(f, t) = ai + D;(Zi‘, t)[ak, Df(i‘, t)] (445)
Use that Df(#,t) is unitary and obtain
A Yk

——D¢(2,t
(27r)% f(x7 )(k'ﬁ—w — k2

mo k 2myg )

[ar, Dy (,1)] = emHHOTERL L O(N?) (4.46)

This proves the claim. O]

Remark: We would need [Z,[Z, a;]] = 0, for an exact equality in the theorem. In the
following, we get only first order effect, like the emission of free photons. But we neglect
higher order terms and therefore effects like back-coupling straight from beginning.

4.2 Fields and initial data

Again, as in the static case, we would like to know a little bit more about the field,

i.e. we want to calculate the expectation value of the field in the time evolved state

(&) =, lim U (t,to) [$i,), where [&,) € L*(R3) ® F is the given initial data at t5 — —oo
0——00

and U(t, ty) is the full time evolution from ¢y to t. We already know the time evolution
in the interaction picture, therefore we can easily obtain the full time evolution by

U(t, to) = e " Hot ety (3 t)etHotHiindto —. 170 (YU, (¢, 1)U (o) (4.47)
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Definition:
Up(t) := e~ "(HotHyin)t (4.48)
is called the free time evolution.

We know that the interaction Hamiltonian looks like

V(t) =

(27T) /d3k,7k (akezk Z(t)—twgt + azefik-i"(t)+iwkt) (449)

Therefore we define the following field in the interaction picture

Definition:

wolz) := /d3k7k akem T+ a*e_”“ ””) (4.50)

(27)2
with z € R? and
ei(x) = Us (t) (x)Uo(t)

zkm zwkt_'_a* —ik- erlwkt) (451)

Theorem 4.2.1 Let f = fé\ be an appropriate cutoff function and

let |&,) = §§f)> ® §§0f)> € L*(R3) ® F be the initial state at ty — —0.
Then
Jim (6] g5 (@)]6) =, m_ (G| Ulto, D (2)U (1 10) [60)
= lim (&7 (0) |67) + lim (&) 9, (@) |67)) (4.52)
free field

with the field operator

M (x) == A - / d3k< — i —etfeet) 4 c.c.> +O(\?) (4.53)

(2m) (5 = wn = 55

where c.c. denotes the conjugated.
Further, suppose |&,) € L*(R*) ® F is a normalized product state, i.e.

€)= |62 @ |67
§0>®§:¢_IL/&k§mkhm,)%J® (4.54)

with (:)> € L?(R3) beeing normalized, i.e. <§t: {tf > <§(f) gtj”)> =1 and
) (s o o) = —— [ h(ki) Vn e N 4.55
gto ( 1y n) \/mlzl—[l ( Z) ( )

and let one of the following be true
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1. Let f = 2 € C5°(R?)

2. Let f = f4 be an arbitrary cutoff function and let h,Vh, Ah € L?*(R®). Further,
A
suppose we can find kg > 0 and € > 0, such that

Ih(R)] < KI5 Wk € {k € R : [k] > ko} (4.56)
Then, for any A >k >0
Jm (€| i, (2) [6) = 0 Vo € R? (4.57)
In the second case
Jm lim (6| (2)[6,) = 0 Vo € B (4.58)

Remark: This is theorem is very similar to the one in the static case. In fact, it is
exactly the same except the space, we are looking at is L?(R3) @ F (instead of F) and
the field ®,(z) is a different one.

Proof:
Jim (6] e @) 6) =, lim (6| Ulto g™ (2)U (1 o) )
= Jim_ (6| Uo(to)Us(to, U3 (1) (2) Ual) U (1, 10) U (o) [
= i (6| Uo(to)Us (to, D™ (2) U (1 10) U3 (1) 62
= lim_ (G| Unlto) D} (2, )6 (0) Dy (2, U (1) &) (4:59)

We have used that U;(t, o) converges weakly to D¢(Z,t) as tg — —oo, this is guaranteed
by one of the two conditions in the theorem.
Let us continue with the calculation:

Dy (, )% @)Dy (#,1)

5 / d*key (D;(ae, t)arDy(2, 1) + D32, t)a; Dy(2, t)e_ik‘z“w’“t)

B <27r>5
- w?”‘(w)
¥ / &k vk( (&, D)lax, Dy (2, )] ¢ 1 [Dy(2,1), aj] Df@,t)e-ik'x*wkt)
(4.60)

We know for matrix elements

[ay, Dy(2,1)] = emhEOFt L O()\?) (4.61)
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%[ A * A ik-&(t)—iw Yk %/ A
D} (&, 1), 03] = T b0t S~ Dj(i,1) + O(N) (4.62)
(2m) (mo — Wk — m)
Apply this and obtain
D; (. 1)gf (« Dyt
= oM a) ( i = )eik'(m’e(t)) + c.c.) +0O(\?) (4.63)
- 2myg

Hence, we end up with

hT{l (&l et (2) &)

= lim (& U(to, )¢o H2)U (¢, t0) |)
=, Hm ({€aol Unlto)et (@)Ts (t0) [&s) + (€aol Un(t0)®u(2) U (20) 1) )
= lim (ol @5, (@) 1€) + (ool Uolto) @7 (2)T5 (t0) [60s)) (4.64)
with
2K, A 3 ol ok (= (t 2
oM z) = (27)3/d k((ff—wk—;jjo) B <>>+c.c.> +0(\?) (4.65)

and 2(t) = Ug (t)2U ( )
Uo(to)

B 2m0)
- 2m0)

= @ffto< ) (4.66)

— AO*

k(@ g (1=t0)) + c.c.) + O(\?)

Note that

> ‘fx ® H/dgk gt kla"'7 )&ki ’O>

)

&(E,E )> term and ag, ay only act on the

@ (&

<f>> (4.67)

So & only acts on the
Then, we obtain

Jim (6] (@) 6n) = lim_ (6

ft(f )> terms.

W) e

o (2)

&) (a6s)
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Note that ¢;_4,(z) contains no & operator and <§t(: )

St(f ) > =1 in order to obtain

Jim (6l @i, (2) &) =, im (67 et (@) |6 (4.69)
Similarly,
Jim (6| 975, (2) [6,) = im (65| @ (67| 250, (0) [6) @ &) (@.70)

f(f)

Again, note that ®,(x)) contains no ay,a} operators and < zft(f )> = 1 in order to

obtain

lim <5to|q)t to( ) [€ho) = lim <£t(:) qc)f—jlo(x)

to——o0 to——o0

) (4.71)
Putting everything together, we obtain

lim (&l ¢o™ (@) 16) =, lim _(&7] ol (@) By 4, ()

to—

PN b tim (el

to——o0

((9)6) >

(4.72)

This proves the first part of the theorem and reduces the second part exactly to the one,
which we have already proved for the static case. O

So far so good, but now until now we do not know how the field ®;(z) look like. In the
following we want to examine this field a little bit further.
First we notice that in the limit my — oo, i.e. in the static case, we formally get

N W Tk ik (a—(0) 2
(I)t(x)—w/dk<(kﬁ_wk_2kz)e +ee ) +00N)
mo
L /dgkf)/k < ik-(x—2(t)) + e—ik:-(a;—a?(t))) + 0(}\2)
(2m)3
)\ e—le—a(®)]
L O\ 4.73
= Imje—am) T W) 473)

as mo — oo. This is again the Yukawa potential (up to second order in \). Hence in this
limit we get the same result as before, which is a good indication that our calculations
are right.

If we want to calculate the expectation value of the field operator given some initial
state ‘5 > it is useful to describe everything in the momentum space.

Definition: Let us define everything in the momentum space:

) = [ EoE(w) o) (4.74)
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with 2 € L*(R3) being the initial data at t; — —oo.

t
B =iV, = i(t) =iV, + L (4.75)

myo

is the position operator in momentum space and
@(x) < ' | @l [ei”)
- 2 . . pt
p/d3k5(p)< o Vi - elk'($—lvp_m70) + CC)E(p) + O()\2)
W= wh = g )
0

(4.76)

Now, in the momentum space we can calculate the field for an arbitrary initial data
= € L*(R?). Using the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff again, yields

. . . 1 . t
elk.(x_lvp_ﬂ) ik k-vpe_Zk' pt —> [k.Vp,fzk.%o]

w) — e mo e

_ ik :Jc—HMtek Vi mik G (4.77)
We also know

Ve f(p) = fp+H) (4.78)

ko (2—iV, — Pt eed 2 ik 2t k2, (ptR)t
ezk (z—iVp mO)E(p) _ ezk x+z2m0t€k.vp (6 ik mOE(p)) _ zk ac—l—szOte ik- o (p—l—k)

B L (4.79)
Then
- A 3. 13 ")/]3 = —_ ik-(z—-t)—ig 2
®(x) = o [ S oy EnEEY e ) +OW)
mo mo
(4.80)

Remark: In principle, we could calculate the field with this formula, given some initial
wave function. Though, this integral is implicit and Z-dependent and one does not see
immediately a connection to the classical Liénard-Wiechert fields. This is due to the
fact that it is impossible the separate the field from the nucleon in this model.

In the classical computation, we calculated the LWF given some initial data. In the case
of a quantum mechanical motion of the charge, this is not possible anymore. Every time
the nucleon emits a meson (photon), it gets a kick in the momentum space. Hence, we
can not specify a trajectory of the charged particle.

Basically, Theorem 4.2.1 gives a very similar result as we have found in the semi- classical
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case, however, considering initial data |§;,) at time ¢y and calculate the limit ¢y — —oo,
the resulting expectation value will be zero in most of the cases. This is because of the
fact that the time evolution belonging to the kinetic part of the Hamiltonian kinetic
part of the Hamiltonian e~*#*n! pushes down the wave function of the nucleon and the
field gets just zero in this limit (point-wise). For example, a gaussian wave package
evolved in time with the free propagator over a infinitely long period just tends to zero
point-wise. In order to get a useful result, one has to kind exclude this effect. One could
for example consider initial states likes e~rinto |¢, ) However, it will be necessary to
do pursue a scattering theory.

This problem did not arise in the semi-classical case, since there the trajectory of the
nucleon was given and not determined by the Hamiltonian.

4.3 Connection to Maxwell theory
In the end, we want to describe moving charges, i.e. we would expect that we can find a
connection between our result and Maxwell’s theory. From Maxwell equations we know

that the potential f(t,z) belonging to the electromagnetic field of a single charge should
fulfill the wave equation with a delta source term at the position of the charge.

Of(t,2) ~ 6@ (a(t)) (4.81)
The following theorem makes this connection implicitly
Theorem 4.3.1 Let po(x) be the field we have defined above and
ol "(x) == Ulto, t)po(x)U(t, to) the full time evolved field.

The full time evolution is given by

Ult, ty) = e tH=t0) (4.82)

Then

Ol (z) = M@ (2 — £(1)) (4.83)

Remark: Note that if we consider just matrix elements 4,0{ u”(:ﬂ) converges weakly to
Vit () + Py(z) as tg — —oo. We also know Ui,y () = 0. Hence

O (n] @4(x) )’ = 6@ (z — (1)) (4.84)
for |n),|n)" € L*(R®) ® F.

In this sense, the theorem states that the field operator Ci%(:c) fulfills the inhomogeneous
wave equation.
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Proof:

D@full< ) =0 (ez‘H(t—to)@O(x)e—iH(t—to))
= (0 — A) (eiH(t_tO)gpo(:U)e_iH(t_tO)) (4.85)

Let us start with calculating the time derivative

o, (eiH(t—to)(’Do(x)e—iH(t—to)> _ (iH(t—to); [H, 900( )] —iH (t—tp)

= 11 ([Hyin, o ()] + [Ho, o ()] + [V, po()]) e )
(4.86)

¢o(x) does not contain any & operators, hence [Hy;p,, po(x)] = 0. We also find [V, po(z)] =
0, since V' and ¢y(z) are essentially the same except that in ¢g(x), x is just a number
and in V, 2 is an operator. It remains to compute the third commutator:

. . 1 ik!-xy % —ik! -7 % *
i[Hy, po(z)] = z( 7 /dSkd?)k’wk'yk/ (e M lakag, ap] + e " [akak,ak,])

= / Ry (0O (k — K)are™ ™ + 5O (k — K)aze ")

3
2
. 1 3 * —ik-x
—— ( § /d kwr vk (ake —age )
= gbo(x) (4.87)
Hence
0, (61'H(t—t0)(p0<m>e—iH(t—to)) _ 6iH(t—to)¢0<x)e—iH(t—to) (4.88)

Similarly, we compute the second time derivative

82( iH(t— to)(p()(x)efiH(tfto)) _ eiH(tfto)Z-[H’ %(x)]efm(tfto)

= O ([Hyg, fola)] + [Ho, (o)) + V. gofw)]) e
(4.89)

Again, we have [Hy;,, po(x)] = 0, but know the other two commutators are non zero.

i[HO7 on(x)] = ( % /dgkdgk Wka/,Yk;’ ( ik [azak, ak-/] — e_ik,m [azak, aZ,])
1
= ( 3 /d3kd3k WEWE VK (6(3)<k. k/)akezk T + 5(3)<k /{Z/) * —1k z)
2

ik-x + CLZB_Zk x)

kwk% (ake

= $o(7) (4.90)
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and
. . A x 1 _ikx —ik'-& * —ik-x _ik’-%
ilV, @o()] = (2m)3 /dgkdgk/wk%%' ([ak,ak/]ek e — [ag, aple” e )
A . . L
— (27T)3 /dskdsk/wk’}/k’)/k’(s(s) (k . k'/) (ezk'xe—zk’ Ty e—zk-xezk x)
)\ ik-x —ik-T —ik-x _ik-&
R L
A ) .
= 5P / Bhe® @) = 6@ (¢ — 7) (4.91)
s
Hence
atz (ez‘H(t—to)(pO($)e—iH(t—to)) _ eiH(t—t0)¢O($)e—iH(t—t0) + eiH (t=to) \ 5(3) (x _ ﬁ)e—iH(t—to)
= =) g (2)e HE0) L A5G (2 — 2(1)) (4.92)

We know [A, H] = 0, hence
A (eiH(t—to)Spo(z)e—iH(t—to)> _ eiH(t—to)A%(x)e—iH(t—to) (4‘93)
Putting everything together yields
0F (€M1 gy ()oY = 0 () — Agpo(w)) 7O 4+ 26 (2 — (1)
= A8 (x — 2(1)) (4.94)

In the last step we have used that ¢,(z) is a solution of the free wave equation, i.e.
Opi(z) = 0. O

4.4 Dressed vacuum state

In this model we have to define the the dressed one-particle vacuum state in slightly
more complicated way, since the space in L*(R*) @ F in this case. Hence, product states
is this space looks like )f(x)> ® ’§(F)>.

Definition: Let |0) € F be the usual vacuum, which is annihilated by the annihilation
oeprator, i.e. a; |0) = 0, then

(i)
0)¢ = [¢=) @ |0) € LR} @ F (4.95)
is called the one-particle vacuum state of the system.
(i)
€99 := Dy (3, 1) 0), (4.96)

is called the dressed one-particle vacuum state of the system.
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(iii)
N = /d3ka2ak =: /dkﬁk (4.97)
is called the number operator of the system.

One could ask the question how many photons we need in order to dress the vacuum
appropriately? For photons we set ;= 0. The following theorem tells us that we need
infinitely many of them.

Theorem 4.4.1 Let N be the number operator and ’f(gs)> of the system. Also let p =0
and assume that there is no cutoff, i.e. f =1. Then

< 5(98)

N[g09) = 00 + O(X?) (4.98)
Proof:

<€(98)
= [ @K (0], Dj(#, i Dy (3, ) |0)

_ /d3k 0l [D5(2, 1), 0z [ax, Dy (2, 1)] [0)
)\2

N ‘5(98)> A

— 43k <O’ eik-a}(t)f'iwkt Yk D* (i’ t)D (jj t) Yk e—ik-i"(t)+iwkt ‘O)

3/ 3 ke RN At AR k2 3
(2m) (5 = = 5 Rl
+O(N?)

A2 3 ik3(t) ol ik (t) 3
= d’k (0], "™ —EEEI0Y . 4+ O(N

oy | P Olce CE 0)¢ + O(X?)
mo mo

2 3 - 2 .
_ (z)| Lik-2(t) k —ik-2(t) | ¢(x) 3
= P /d k(6@ e e €@ + o) (4.99)

kP _ . K
(mo Wk 2m0)
In the first step, we have used that ax|0) = 0, in the second step, we have used the

theorem from before and finally that the vacuum |0) is normalized.
Use that & = i0, in momentum space, hence

ik-% 7}% — »—kVp 7]3
< Tk ERCA ke %
(%—wk—%) (m*o—wk—%)
_ o0 ik-@ 4
CErE o
Hence

(e09| ‘ €69 = A / &k (£ Vi ‘g<m>> + 0O\ (4.101)

2n)? (52 — oy — 22’

mo mo
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Going to momentum space yields
<€(95) N’§(98)> — N /dgkdg 1( )‘2 7]% —O—O()\3) (4.102)
= (2n) PSP CR |
mo k 2mg
We are interested in the case p = 0, hence
N 1
(99)| N |£(99)\ — kd? A3 4.1
(V) = 5 plEP)I? o (Bt gy O(X)  (4.103)
mo 2mg
where 0 is the angle between k£ and p. Now, we switch to spherical coordinates.
<§ (99)| A7 ‘6(98)>
= 2 [l [T [ dfeos) ! oM
-~ (27)2 PISWIT J, 0 |k,|(\plcos9_1_%)2
mo 2mg
d ! ' O\
~ o [ PRl [ AN |- B gy | oW
mo 2mo /1 9=0
\2 / 2m i 1 1
- plewP T [l - +O(X)
lp| 3|kl lp| 3|kl
(2)? FLGe -1-5m) (s -1-40)
A2 / mo 217l
_ |2 / dlk|— g + O\
2 Ip| 3lk[\ ( Irl 3]
(2m) R T G )
e /°°d|k| L L o (4.104)
=—-— [ &plé(p = 3 :
272 0 |k|%_<1+%)
Substitute y := 3|k| then dy = 3d|k| Then
N 2 o dy 1
@] 7 |69} = —/dS 2/ LG TP 4.105
(| Wle) = 5 [ Aokl |- Gl E (X) (4.105)

=B

From the assumption that the charge is in a non-relativistic regime, i.e. T'% =v <1, it

follows that, the integrand in B is always positive and so is B itself.

z d 1 > d 1
B:/l—2ﬁ+/ *y—zpz
0 y(1+y)—m—g z y(1+y)—m—g

=B :=B>

with z := /1 + 7%20 — 1. Then, for y < z, we know ﬁ > 1 and hence

2
+y) *m*g

z 1
B, > / dy—
0 Yy

(4.106)

(4.107)
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with is logarithmically divergent. Since B, By, B, > 0, we conclude B = By + By > Bj.
This means, there is definitely an infrared divergence in B.

Note that, we could similarly show the existence of an ultraviolet divergence. All the
divergences are logarithmical, this is the same kind of divergence, as we found in the
semi-classical case. O

This is basically the same result, we found in the semi-classical situation. As discussed
before, the infrared divergence indicates the representational problem and the ultraviolet
divergence is due to the fact that we are considering point-particles.

4.5 Momentum operator

In this chapter we will introduce the momentum operator

Definition: Let

A

P:=p+py (4.108)
pfi= /d3kk’a};ak (4.109)

Then we call P the total momentum operator and ps the momentum operator of the

field.

We would expect that the momentum is conserved in our model. This can be shown in
the following theorem:

Theorem 4.5.1 Let P be the total momentum operator defined above, then
[P H| =0 (4.110)
Hence, the total momentum is conserved.

Proof: We know that P is the generator of spatial translations. Therefore

e Hyne P = Hy,, (4.111)
since [15, ﬁ} = 0 and
P Hoe—dP — [, (4.112)
since [15, HO} =0 and
. o id ~2d2
e Pape ™l = qp + . [P, ay] + e [P, [P, ax]] + ... (4.113)

1! 2!
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[P, ax] = [ps, ar] = /d3qq [a;aq,ak] = —kay, (4.114)

Hence
[P, ...[P ag]...] = (=k)"ay (4.115)

Then
5 A —ik - d —ik - d)? -

i (1 + 21' + ( 12' ) + ) = ape 4 (4.116)

Similar

id-P ikz —id-P idp ik-& —idp ik-& id 7 ik-& i*d? A [ A kg
e’ e e =e" e e =e +—-{, } -{,[,e H—i—
= ik dgikd (4.117)
Hence

i Py p—id-P _ . /dsk% (6zd-Pakezk-xefzd-P + ezd.Pazeﬂk-xeﬂd.P> =V (4.118)
(2m)?

Putting everything together

P He P = g (4.119)

This implies
[P, H| =0 (4.120)
O

Remark: The total momentum P is conserved, but the momentum of the nucleon p is
not, since

[ ,H] = [157 ] = (27/:)3 /d?’k’yk (ak [157 eik'ﬂ 4 CLZ [13, efik-:fc})
- (22)3 / Ploygk (aye™* — age ) £ 0 (4.121)

in general.

4.6 Conclusion

In this chapter we considered the interaction between a scalar field and a spinless fermion
field with a free (quantum mechanical) dispersion relation. This was supposed to be the
simplest case of a quantum mechanical motion. The results found in Theorem 4.2.1 can
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be interpreted similarly as in the semi-classical case. Nevertheless, they only hold up
to first order in the coupling constant A. Hence, they neglect higher order effects like
radiation back-reaction. Unfortunately, having this at hand, it is not as easy to actually
calculate the field for some given initial data |&;,) at time ¢y and in the limit ¢y, — —oo,
since the free time evolution, due to the dispersion of the nucleon, pushes down the wave
function of the nucleon and the resulting field is just zero. In order to get useful results,
one would have to use scattering theory and remove this effect. For example, one could
consider initial states like e=#kinto |¢, ).

However, we proceed with another situation, namely, a fermion in quantum mechan-
ical harmonic oscillator. We know that the eigenstates of the harmonic oscillator are
bound states. Therefore, in this case, we can hopefully evaluate the field even without
considering the problem, we had in this chapter.



5 Charge in a harmonic oscillator

5.1 Setting and definition

Actually, we would like to calculate the second quantized field for a given trajectory
of the charge. Nevertheless, this causes troubles in this setting. It is not possible to
separate the motion of the charge from the dynamics of the field. Whenever a photon
with momentum £k is absorbed, the charge gets a kick in momentum space, exactly by
this amount k. This is implemented already in the Hamiltonian. The best we can do, is
to give suitable initial data and calculate how the system evolves.

Considering a charge, which moves according to equations of a quantum mechanical
harmonic oscillator and then calculate the expectation value of the field operator in the
eigenstates of the harmonic oscillator (and linear combinations of them), might give bet-
ter result, since the eigenstates of the harmonic oscillator are bound states. Therefore,
the free time evolution does hopefully not destroy the initial data, as it did, when we
considered a free particle.

As we have already seen, we can only to this up to second order in A, but still this is
a good approximation, since the coupling constant A is very small. This will give us a
good intuition about the second quantized field.

For simplicity, let us assume that the angular frequency w of the harmonic oscillator is
the same in every spacial direction. Also note that w is just the angular frequency of
the harmonic oscillator and has nothing to do with the modes wy of the meson field.
Then, the Hamiltonian for this situation looks like the following

H=H,.+Hy+V

A9 1
H,.. = 2])—?” + §mw§:2
Hy = /d3kwka2ak
\ o -
V= /dgk are™* + are e 5.1
Gt ] (a re ) (5.1)

Note that again  and p is a short hand notation and it has three spatial components.
The domain of this Hamiltonian is

D(H) = D(Hosc) N D(n) (52)

where the domain D(H,,.) contains all ¢ € H, such that {Hoscw(”)} are again in H and
everything else is defined as before.

81



Chapter 5. Charge in a harmonic oscillator 82

Calculations get easier if we diagonalize H,s.. This can be done by introducing the
well-known ladder operators for the quantum mechanical harmonic oscillator:

A mw [ . T
bi=\/—& (xz + Pi)
2 mw
“ mw 7
b= 7 (- 5 s

and therefore

Exploiting the canonical commutations relations, we obtain
[bi, bj] = [b7,b3] =0 (5.5)
(b, 7| = 03 (5.6)
Then
5 3
Hosc = W Zlb;b] + 5 (57)
]:
This yields the following
Definition:
H = Hosc + HO +V
3 3
Hosc = w Zb}kbj + =
— 2
J=1
Hy = /d?’kwka};ak
A

V= [ @ (et 00 4 gt 40)) (5.8)
T)2

~

. A W AT A
Note that b actually has three entries, i.e. b := (b1 bo bg) and same for b}.

5.2 Dressing operator

Again, we start with the calculation of the time evolution operator in the interaction
picture. It is given by

Uittte) =S S0 [t ttdtnT V(t)V (t)] (5.9)

|
n—0 mn. to
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Remember
Up(t) = e~ U Hosc+Ho)t _ ,—iHot ,—iHosct (5.10)
This is true, since [Hys., Hp] = 0 and
V(t) = Us(t)VUy(t) = eosctettloty g tHotgmtHosct

_ 6iHOSCt<2)‘>3 /dgk% (ake%h(z}%*)—wkt n aze—mk(é%*)mkt) o —iHosct
m

— /dgk’Yk <6Lk6 zwktezH(,scte oo (b—i—b) _ZHOSCt—f-C.C‘)

(%
(o

_iwkte+k' (ezHOSCtbefngsct+eiH05Ct1;*efiHosct)
Vimw

<2w>%
n azeiwkte_\/zjmk.(emosctgeiHosct+6iHosct,;*ez‘Hosct)> (5'11)
This means, we have to calculate
giHosct], o =iHosct _ RED DU ety b
_ eiwtl;;“f)igi e—iwtbjbi
A A P i o o | I CR )
1! 2!
Use
[b7b:, bi| = —by (5.13)
and obtain
it ibonct _ [, (1 y Tt P )
— et (5.14)
and similar
eiflosct promitlosct — ity (5.15)
Then
V(t) = o % /d3k'yk (ake% (be~t4br et ) iyt +ate anwk.(i)eiwt+l§*eiwt)+iwkt>
(5.16)

Unfortunately, the time integral of V'(¢) is not easy to solve (as it was in the other cases
before). Therefore, we will not calculate it explicitly at this point.

Further, already in the case without a potential for the fermion field, we were not able
to calculate the field exactly. We only calculated it up to first order in the coupling
constant A\. Here we will do the same. We will only consider terms up to first order in
the coupling constant A from the beginning, then
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Definition:

Ul(t7 tO)
t
=1—4d [ d'V(t) +O(\?)
to
(2m)?

t i L. Be—iwt’ E*eiwt’ —iwnt! _
/ dt’/d3k7k (ake ( - ) K +aze Ve
to
+ 0O\

In order to calculate the fields, we will again need to know how a; and U;(¢,ty) commute

k- (i)e—i“’t/_}-?)* eiwt’) +iwkt/>

V2mw
(5.17)

=1—i

with each other.

Lemma 5.2.1 Let &), |p) € H
. A t , —\/21'719(IA)e*"‘*’t/—i-lA)*ei“’tl)-i—iwkt’ 9
(€l e, Ut to)]16) = —i5 [ dt'yfgle 7 6) +0(3)
(271')2 to
(5.18)
Proof: Together with the definition of Uj(t, %), we obtain
[ak, UI(ta tO)]
t i 1 he—iwt Lhxeivt’ ) iy Tt
= —1 A 3 / dt//dgk/ [ak,yk/ <ak/emk (b 0 ) Kt +C.C.>‘|
(27?)5 to
+ O(N?)
by t i /. Aefiwt/ b+ giwt! ot
— g/df/fwmeﬁwk@ ]+ 000)
(271')5 to
)\ t i ) Ae—iwt/ A*eiwt/ icont!
=—i - [ dt'yee B (b +b )+ i O(\?) (5.19)
(271’)5 to
0
Remark: This implies
i k. (l;e_mtl+g*ei“t,)fiwkt’ 9
o) +O(N*) (5.20)

A 2o
(€| Wilta, i) |0) =i [ denefe]e?

for any [£) ,|¢) € H.

As in the previous chapters, we proceed with calculating the expectation value of the

field.



Chapter 5. Charge in a harmonic oscillator 85

5.3 Expectation values of the field and initial data

Remember the definition of the field:

1 , A
wolz) := 2n)? /d3k7k (akem'x + a,’;e_m'x) (5.21)

and

er(z) = Ug (t)pe(x)Up(t)
— (271_)% /dgk’}/k (akezk-x—zwkt +aze—zk~x+zwkt) (522)

This is still true, since the is no & or p operator in ¢o(z) and hence it commutes with
HOSC'

Theorem 5.3.1 Let |&,) = £t(f)> ® §§()F)> € L*(R?) ® F be the normalized initial state
at to € R and f = f2 be an appropriate cutoff function. Then

(&l 0™ (2) 1) = (ol Ultos t) 5™ () U (o) 1ro)

= (& et (@) |67) + (& | i (@) |657) (5.23)
free field
with the field operator
2 kA o i\ 312 t - Zinwk. (Ee—iw(t'—to)+B*e"w(f/—t0))+z’wk(t/—t) ik
CANEIRES _<27T)3 /d kv, /to dt'( e et — c.c.
+0O(\?) (5.24)

where c.c. denotes the conjugated.

Remark: This is similar to the theorem in the case without a harmonic potential, but
we consider an initial state at some finite time ¢ty € R instead of the limit {5 — —oco0. As
we will see later, this is reasonable, since if the charge evolves in time over an infinite
time period, radiation has infinitely long time to run away and we do not see it anymore.

Proof: The proof is again very similar to the previous cases, but without taking the
limit tg — —o0

(&l o™ (@) 16) = (&l Ulto, )™ (2)U (¢, to) |
= (&, Un(to) U1 (to, YU (£) 0™ () Un () Uy (t, o) U (to) |so)
= (&| Un(to) U (to, )0 () U (t, to) Ug (to) |4 (5.25)
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where U(t, ) is the full time evolution from ¢ to t. Also
Us(to, t)pf" (2)Us (. to)

1 3 ! . .
= (2 )§ / d3k’7k (U[ (to, t>akU[ (t’ to)ezk'x*w}kt +U,; (t()a t)aZUI (t, to)ezk-erzwkt)
)2

= ¢; ’A(x)
/d3k7k< (to, t)[an, Uy (t, to)]e™ "+ 4 [Ul(to,t),aZ]Uz(t,to)e_ik’“i“kt)
(5.26)

3
2

The statement in the theorem is only first order in A, hence we do not need to consider
higher order terms in this proof. From the previous lemma we know that both commu-
tators are already of order A, therefore we only need to consider the O-th order of Uj.
All other terms are O(A\?). Then

Ur(to, t)er ( )UI(t to)

t N (l;efiwtl_i_i)*eiwt/)_;’_iwkt/ . .
k’)/k < / dt’yke V2mew ezk-x—zwkt
to

t ik (Be—iwt'_i_g*eiwt/) —iwkt’ . .
. dt”ykem e*’Lk'x+lwkt T (9()\3)
to

t 1 k,(Z;efiwt/_,’_l;*eiwtl)_&_iwkt/ . .
k%f/ dt’ (e vame eikemiort ¢ e,
to

+ O(N?) (5.27)

Then, similar as in the proof of the theorem without a harmonic potential

(&l o™ (@) 1) = (&l 015 (@) |fto> (ol DEm () Ey)
= (&7 et @) [6) + (69| b (@)

&) (5.28)

where
i ()
>\ t _ i k- I;efiwt/ B*eiwtl iw /o .
= Uo(to) <— (2Z k’}/z‘/t dt’ (6 Zme ( * )+ Kt ezk~$—zwkt — C.C.)) Ug(to)
0

4 O()\2> (529)

We made use of the fact that the initial state is normalized and ¢ only contains only
operators acting on F, whereas ®;,, only contains operators acting on L?*(R?).

The first term in the equation above is again the free field. This can be shown ab-
solutely analogously as before. It remains to calculate the second term.
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Note that Uy(t) = e~ ote=iHosct and the Hy part commutes with the bracket, since there
is no ay or aj, in it. Hence

S A
(I)Zto (SU)
_iwto S bib (_

t i k_(l*)efmt’Jrg*emt’)Jriw . . ) 3
k’le/ dt’ (e Vame e gtka—iwnt _ ) ) giwto Dy bty
to
2
+ O(\)
— 3 yxp. /. R ) 3
Z)\ 31 te” SL—k-e 02550 (be_ml‘*‘b*ewt,)emo Zl:lbibl+iwkt' ik-x—iwyt
= d’k me e K — c.c.
2
+ O()\

P i A be—iw® —to) L p*eiw —t0) | Liwor (' —t) -
- (2Z7r)s /dSkw?/t dt’(e A c.c-) +0(3?)
0
(5.30)

In the last line we have used (5.14) in order to obtain the desired result. O

Even though, we might loose some interesting terms in the limit ¢y — —oo, we can still
formulate the theorem above also in this limit.

Theorem 5.3.2 Let |&,) = §t(§)> ® &f)> € L*(R?) ® F be the normalized initial state

at to — —oc and f = f* be an appropriate cutoff function. Then

tim_ (6] o) ) =, lim_ (6] Ulto, (@)Ut t0)[61)

= lim (g &)+ tim (&

to——o00 to——00

to

‘i’t,to (z)

Pty (2) t(:> (5.31)

free field
with the field operator

R t i (ge—iw(t’—to)+g*eiw(t'—to))Jriwk(t/—t) ;
Dy 4o (7) := — k%?/t dt’ (e 2me et —ce.
0

+ O()\?) (5.32)

where c.c. denotes the conjugated.
Further, suppose |&,) € L*(R®) ® F is a normalized product state, i.e.

&) = &) @)
x = 1 - n
— [e) ®nz_:0mizﬂl/di"kigﬁo)(kl,...,kn)aki 0) (5.33)
with ft(f)> € L*(R3) beeing normalized, i.e. <§(I) §($)> = <§t f(f)> =1 and
1 n
ki,....k —= || h(k;) YneN 5.34
gt ( 1 \/mzzl_[l ( )

and let one of the following be true
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1. Let f = f} € C°(R?)

2. Let f = f2 be an arbitrary cutoff function and let h,Vh, Ah € L?*(R®). Further,
A
suppose we can find kg > 0 and € > 0, such that

|h(k)| < |k|727¢ Vk € {k e R®: |k| > ko} (5.35)
Then for any A > k > 0
(€] @i, (@) [&) = 0 Vo € R? (5.36)
In the second case
im lim (& ol () €,) = 0 Vo € R? (5.37)

A—oo tp——00

Proof: The first part of the theorem is a direct consequence from the previous theorem.
The prove of the fact that the free field vanishes in the weak limit t; — —oo for the
conditions given in the theorem, is exactly the same as in the previous cases. 0

In the following, we calculate some expectation values of the field operator. We start
with calculating the matrix elements.

It is well known that the eigenstates |n) := |ny, ny, n3) € L*(R?) of the three dimension
quantum harmonic oscillator are given by the following relation

Howeln) = (n+ 2) win) (5.38)

with n := n; + ns + n3 and ny, no, ng € N.
We can construct them by the ladder operators b and b*:

biln) = v/nn —1) (5.39)
bin) = vVn+1|n+1) (5.40)

This states form an orthonormal basis of L*(R?), hence it is sufficient to consider the
matrix elements (m|®; () |n) with |n),|m) € L?(R3?). Then

(m D14, () |n)

- (22)\)3 /dsk,yg /t dt’( <m| e_ \/Qika-(Be*iw(f'f“’)+5*€iw(t’7t0)) |n> eik-m—i—iwk(t/—t)
T to

— (m]c.c. |n>> +0(\?) (5.41)
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We know [b, [b, b*]] = [b*, [b, b*]] = 0, then by Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff

(mle” Vst (?’6_““/_tom’*ew,_m)) |n>

= (] a0 [0 Vo
<m‘ e \/7 \/7 zw(t tO) — ij:l :i:i [Bz,i);] n>
—e 4’,,63“) <m‘ e k) b* iw(t! —tq) :l: k) be iw(t! —tq) |n>

L2 o ® (il)g#»heflw(t’fto)(gfh)

=e iy Y g (m] (k- )" (k - )7 |n)

9=0 h=0 'h'(2mw) 2
:|:Z g+h —iw(t'—to)(g—h) 3

=e 4mw Z Z )g;h . Z Z kll klhkjl k Jg <m| bzkl"'bzkhbjl'”bjg |n>

9=0 h=0 glh!l(2mw Fodg=1 11, olg=1
(5.42)
From the construction of the eigenstates we know for ¢ < n and h < m:
(m| b]...b] bj,...bj, [n) = \/m (m — —h)\/n(n—l)...(n—g) (m — hln — g)
= \/m (m—1)...(m — h)\/n(n —1)...(n — 9)0hg+m-—n  (5.43)
and for g >n or h > m:
<m| bll lhbjl jg ‘n> = O (544)

4+ . (befzw(t t0)+b* iw(t! —tg) )

2 I (d)e it —to) (9 >
() ——Jm(m —1)...(m — h)\/n(n = 1)...(n — 9)dh gt n

g=0 h=0 'h'(me) 2
3 3

Z Z kll klhk.]l k (545)

Let us consider some special cases, e.g. m =n = 0. Then

i\/;;k- (Be—iw(t/—to)+B*€iw(t/—t0)) 2
mw

(0l e 0) = e~ T (5.46)

Hence, we can calculate the expectation value of the field operator in the ground state
of the harmonic oscillator:

A ) t
(01 (2 0) = - “3 [ [a ( e ) 4 00

k%C (e mz g'he (1 — ei“’“(to_t)) + c.c.) + O\ (5.47)
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Substitute k; — —k; for all ¢ = 1,2,3 in the conjugated terms and use a symmetry
argument in order to get

(0] B1y () |0) = —(22?) /d?’kZ’;e w5 (1 — cos (it — 1)) + ON2)  (5.48)

Similarly, as in the very first chapter, we can show that the term containing ¢y vanish in
the limit t) — —oo. Let us integrate this term by parts for g = 0 in order to see this:

2 2 00 2 1
K2 ihn i (fo— B2 ikl (e — :
= /d?’klk e~ imw e F T eik(to—t) — 7r/ d|k|e™ ama etlkl(to t)/ duetlFllzle
Wy, 0 -1

2 00 2
= Tap Jy dlklem e sin ()
27 1 ; 0
= o [ e i )
0 |k|=0
2 0 . 2 L 2
- Tl =5 &Hﬂwwﬂ<5$WWk%ﬂMMD—;|evﬁﬂk%%%mgmmﬂ
Urilto = 1) /0 mw
2 oo . 2
=D b A o
27 > ik[(to—1) I i|k|(to—t)
ol =1y Jy I g e sin ) (5.49)

Using the triangle inequality yields

2 (e}
1< [Tk
0

to — |

éww%ﬁ%wuwmﬂ

27 o0 , k|
2 ket o) 22 ikt i (|&
*mm—ﬂA et e il i (|4
27 oo K2 27 00 || k2
dlkle s +—— [ dk|—— e
~ |to — ] X |z|[to — t] Jo | ’2m
<oo <oo
—0 as tp — —o0 (5.50)

The integrals which are remaining in the end are just gaussian integrals and thus they
are finite. (This is well-known).
Hence, only the terms without ¢y survive in this limit and we end up with

N 29E a2
. _ 3 k _— zkx 2
i (018(0)[0) =~ [ @k e e+ 0(x)
>\ 1 _ k2 ik-x
- g [ e OO0 (351)

Note that the Fourier transformation of a Gaussian wave package is well-known, i.e.

3
2 b .
e~ s = (mw) /dSye’Zk'ye”m’y2 (5.52)
7r
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Then
lim (0] &y (2) ]0) = / gy ()7 et (LA / Pt @) L O())
to——00 tto y T (2m)3 k2 4+ p?
:‘\yo(y)|2 :éYukaWa(:E—y)
= (|\IIO|2 * ®Yukawa> (IL’) + O(AQ) (553)
where x denotes the convolution and ®,(z) := (z||n) € L*(R3) are the eigenfunctions

of the quantum harmonic oscillator in position space. It is easy to check that

3
Wo(z) = (W) e (5.54)
T
is normalized and fulfills
A1, 3
H,, Vy=0= <2m + gmwe ) Uo(z) = v (5.55)

Hence, it is the ground state of the quantum harmonic oscillator.

If we want to describe photon, we have to consider the limit ;1 — 0, i.e. a massless meson
field. In this limit, the Yukawa potential just becomes the Coulomb potential.

We can state the following theorem as a result:

Theorem 5.3.3 The expectation value of the field operator in the ground state of the
quantum harmonic oscillator |0) is given by the convolution of the Yukawa potential with
the square of the wave function of the ground state, i.e.

3
. & o 3 Mmw\z _ .2 A 3 1 ik-(x— 2
Jim (0], (0)[0) = [ty (70)" e (72@3)/ g o
:‘\I/()(y)|2 :(DYukawa(x*y)
= (1%0[* * ®yikaua) () + O(N?) (5.56)
where
3
Wo(x) := (x[]0) = (mw> Lo (5.57)
s

is the normalized ground state wave function of the quantum harmonic oscillator.

Proof: We have already deduced the result step by step, i.e. the theorem is already
proved. O

Remark: The obtained result is exactly what we would have expected. Up to order
A2, we just get the classical solution (the Yukawa potential) convolved with the ground
state wave function. This means that due to the uncertainty relation the field smears
out a little bit, but for the ground state expectation value this is the only difference to
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the classical case.

However, considering the limit t, — —oo0, we might loose informations about possible
radiation terms. Physically, we can understand this in the following: If we prepare a
quantum mechanical system in a way that it emits radiation at an initial time ¢, and
then let it evolve in time, then the radiation runs away with the speed of light. Hence,
if the system evolves in time over an infinitely long period, the radiation runs infinitely
far away and thus we can not see it anymore.

Therefore, it might be interesting to state a similar theorem without considering this
limit. We will do this in the following.

Theorem 5.3.4 The expectation value of the field operator in the ground state of the
quantum harmonic oscillator |0) is given by the convolution of the potential with the
square of the wave function of the ground state, i.e.

(0] @4 () 10) = (1Wo|* * ® vishaua) () + (|Wo|* * Bop) (x) + O(N?) (5.58)
where
Wy (r) = (] 0) = (”jf’) ey’ (5.59)
is the normalized ground state wave function of the quantum harmonic oscillator and
Boo () 1= ” k%“ o (welt — fo)) (5.60)

Proof: From (5.48) we know

(0] D44, (2) [0) = — (227:\)3 /d3kz;€_4]:n2weik'm (1 — cos (wi(t — tg))) + O(N\?) (5.61)

We have already shown that the first term is the convolution between the square of the
ground state wave function and the Yukawa potential. Together with (5.52), we obtain

(0] D1 () |0)
- (llp()|2 * q)Yukawa) (I)

3 ’Yk (m> /d3y€ ik- Yo mwy ek CcOS (wk(t —to)) + O()\2>
T
= (l\po| *q)Yukawa) (l‘)

2
ol () [ AITECH) cos (it — t0) + O

= (1Wo]* * Prrana) () + (|Wo|* * Bao) (x) + O(N?) (5.62)
with

Do) = @n)? kw—ke cos (wg(t — to)) (5.63)
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This result is nice, since it agrees with our intuition and somehow tells us that our calcu-
lations are right. It even yields a term, which could maybe be interpreted as a radiation
term. However, we continue with calculating some other expectation values in order to
get a better understanding of this.

The first idea would be to consider not just the expectation value in the ground state of
the harmonic oscillator but in a mixed state, e.g. in a mixture of the ground state and
the first excitation, i.e. |[¥,,;,) :=|0) + |1).

It is clear that if we calculate @, () := toll@w (Wniz| @t,to () |Vyniz), there will appear

terms like ®gy(2) := (0] D4y () [1). These "cross terms' are not static anymore, hence
we would expect that there occurs radiation as well. Therefore we start calculating these
Cross terms:

From (5.42) we obtain

+ i k. bemiw(t —to) {heiw(t' —to) 2 H—iw(t'—tg) 3
<0‘ e V2mw ( 0/)+4 0 ) | > = ileiﬁnﬁeﬁ Zk.] <0‘ b |1>
(2mw)> j=1
2 e—Zw(t/—to)
= die” o ————— (k1 + ko + k3) (5.64)

and together with (5.41) this yields
(0] ez () |1)

A 3 K Z?'_l k zk ‘T—iwgt jiwpt’  —iw(t' —to) —ik-ztiwgt  —iwgt —iw(t' —to)
S d ke ame dt e e —e e e
to

(2m)3 V2m
+ O(N\?)
_ A d3k 71% 74]“—2 E?’:l kj
- (2m)3 Z—w
k mw

. ((Wk + w)eik-zfiw(tfto) . (wk + w)eik-xfiwk(tfto) . (Wk o w)efik-xfiw(tfto) + (Wk . w)eik-m+iwk(tto)>

+0(\?) (5.65)

—ik-x

Substitute k; — —k;,7 = 1,2,3 in the terms containing e and obtain

{01 Dy 1, () 1)
2 A 2 30k ,
S /d3 — ¢ e~ T 232_1]6“” (wke“"(tt‘)) — wy, cos(wg (t — to)) + 2iw sin(wy(t — to))>
wi—w m

+ (’)()\2) (5.66)

We have already seen that considering the limit £, — —oo might destroy the radiation
terms. Therefore, if we want to see a radiation term, we have to consider a time evolu-
tion over finite time interval [to,t] € R.
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Similarly as for the ground state, we can rewrite the above expression in terms of the
eigenfunctions of the harmonic oscillator. We know the ground state of the harmonic
oscillator g and also its first excitation Wy:

1 2

Wo() = (] 0) = (”j:’) o~ b

3
Uy () = (2] 1) = ("7‘:’) Y oA S (1 + v + ) (5.67)
with z € R3. Then
3
(Ug-y) (2) = (ﬂf) * e omw (x1 + xy + x3) (5.68)

Performing a Fourier transformation yields

(W 0,) (k) = (m‘“) 2 (2;

— 2 —ik-
. /d3X€ mwx <I1+$2+l’3)6 ik-x
T 2

2
——iMtkaths o~ qng
(2mw) 2

3
(mw\ 2 ky 4+ ko + ks _ k2
[ Admw 569
Z( T > (2mw)? ‘ (5.69)
Then
ki + ko + Kk 2 .
Fut Ry 4 g +1 S tms =g (mw) \/—/d?’xe muwe? (21 + 29 + x3) ™7 (5.70)
(2mw)z

Plugging this into (5.66), we obtain

(0] &, to(x) )

mw ,
w - w2 ( ) 2mw/d?’ye_m“’y2 (y1 + yo + y3) @Y

: <wke_i“(t_t°) — wy, cos(wg(t — to)) + 2iw sin(wg(t — to))> + 0O(\?)

= ((Tg - U) % Pgy) () + O(N?) (5.71)
where * denotes again the convolution and
2X 3 7]% ik-x —iw(t—to) ; :
oy () == — @n)? /d sz — 3¢ | wne — wy, cos(wg(t — to)) + 2iw sin(wy(t — o))
k

(5.72)

This result fits well into our picture, since we get again just an potential ®43; which
smears out with the eigenfunctions of the quantum harmonic oscillator.

From now on, we consider the case = 0. We can sum up the results in the following
theorem:
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Theorem 5.3.5 The matrix element of the field operator between the ground state of the
quantum harmonic oscillator |0) and its first excitation |1) is given by the convolution
of the potential ®yy with the product of the two wave functions of the ground state and
the first excitation, i.e.

(0] @110 () [1) = ((To - W1) % Doy ) () + O(N?) (5.73)

where

|

Wo(a) i= (o] 0) = (") " e
hile) = el Il = (T:Lrw)i e = Vame (x1 + 22 + x3) (5.74)

with x € R3 are the normalized ground state wave function and the normalized wave
function of the first excitation of the quantum harmonic oscillator and

2 . .
Doy () = — A /d3k 2% ek (wke_w(t_t‘)) — wy, cos(wg(t — to)) + 2iw sin(wy(t — to)))
i
(5.75)

Proof: We have already deduced the result step by step, i.e. the theorem is already
proved. O

Next, we are interested in the expectation value of the field in the first excitation state,
i.e.

(1] 0 () [1)

_ Z)‘ 3 2 t / -
_ (2ﬁ)3/d kyk/todt<(1|e

+ 0N (5.76)

ot (et e )
V2me |1> ezk ztiwg (P —t) c.c.

with (5.42)

i k.<567iw(t/7t0)+B*eiw(t’7t0))
V2mw |1>

)g+h6—zw(t —to)(g—h) 3

3
Z kll"‘klhkjl <1|bl1 blh J1 ‘1>

h
=0h=0  g!hl(2mw )g+ Fomdg=1 11, dy=1
" ! Zgjzgjkk (1] 56 [1)
— ¢ Imw I ki .
C 2mw st

e 13
:em( s S ) (577
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This yields
(1] Dy () 1) =
i it [ g/ it
_ d3k 2 me |1 — k? k |: ik-r—iwpt dt/ wit’ ) :| )\2
(27T>3/ 'yke 4 < ]lzl l) o e c.c.| + O( )
A\ oah e ikt :
_ T - . ik-x—iwgt iwy
- (2n)p /d kwke ' ! Z hika ) | o C'C'L/zto + O
)\ 2 2 1 3 ro.
jl=1
')//% _ k2 1— 1 23: keik _eikw _ eik-:v iwg (t—to) +CCj| + O()\Q)
j .C.
2mw ) :
(5.78)

Substitute k; — —k; for all ¢ = 1,2,3 in the conjugated terms and use a symmetry

argument in order to get
) k] — cos (wr(t — to))] + O(N?)

(1 Dy (2) 1)
2\ Vo 13
_ Prkreame [1 - —— kik
(2m)3 / wke ' ( 2mw jlzjl b
(5.79)
We know the first excitation state of the quantum harmonic oscillator
3
mw\4 _1 2
Uy (z) = (7?) e 2N 2mw (T + T2 + x3) (5.80)
and hence
mw\ 2
|0, (z) = (77) e Imw () + T + T3) (5.81)

We can calculate the Fourier transform
/d3X€7ik-m€7mwx2 (:Cl + 29+ $3)

3
1) = (72) 20
™ (
mw % d? —ik-x  —mwz? 2 2
(> 2mw/ S e (xl + x5 + x5 + 20129 + 221203 + 21‘21’3)
(2m)’}
(5.82)
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We calculate step by step

3
/ d’x efik-zefmwa 2

T
(2m)} 1
_/ Xm fzklcu fmwx%lQ/ dX21 eflkzxze*mw‘r%/ dX31 e*lk3x3€*m“’x§
(2m)z (2m)2
2 2
= T @_;nigw L T 6_4’:”72“ dX11 e—zklxle—mwxfo
(2mw)§ (2mw)2 (2m)2
1 L U S B ki
= 16 dmw 16 dmw 36 dmw —_
(2mw)§ ( mw)i ( mw)2 2mw
1 2 k2
- el p— (5.83)
(2mw)?2 2mw
Hence
e—l ~9E€—mw93 i+ xi+x — e dmw Qmw — /{:2 k2 /{:2 584
= (of +ad ) = o pei NGRS
And similar
d3 ~
/ X3 e—zk~me—mwx22x1xz
(2)}
— 2/ dxfll 6_%”16_”‘““;%201/ dX21 €_Zk2x2e_mwx§$2/ dXST e_ikw%_mwx%
(2m)2 (2m)2 (2m)z
1 k2 o k2 _ k2
fr— 2 T eiﬁ t 3 267477?40 ¢ 3 kle 4n’}w
(2mw)?= (2mw)? mw)?z
1 2
= om gew’iﬁ%lkz (5.85)

Putting everything together, we obtain

3
2 1 . 2
U, 2(k) = (mw) i 2mw—— /d?’xe_’k'me_mm (z1 4+ T2 + 3)*

T (27‘()2
3

mw 2 1 k2

= 2 “dme (1 — —— (k1 + ko + k )
(7r> M om ( D 1 k2 F 3)> (5.86)

Therefore, we have

2 1
e~ o (1 — 2—(/61 + ko + k3) ) = 2mw (mw) /d?’mf”c 2T (1) 4 1y + x5)2
mw

— / dPxe= |0, 2 () (5.87)



Chapter 5. Charge in a harmonic oscillator 98

Plugging this into (5.79) yields

(1] 1 (2) 1)

= s [ ) [ @I L cos ntt o))+ O0)
= ([91]? * yusana ) (2) + (JW1]* % 11 ) () + O(N?) (5.88)
where
= 227 3 l%e“‘“”cos wi(t —
Oy, (1) = (%)3/@1 K (wi(t — o)) (5.89)

Note that ®1; = @9 This can be summarized in the following theorem

Theorem 5.3.6 The expectation value of the field operator in the first excitation state of
the quantum harmonic oscillator |1) is given by the convolution of the potential ® yykawa+
Doy with the square of the wave function.

(U Dy () [1) = (021" * P yatana) (2) + (102]* % Poo) (2) + O(N) (5.90)
where

Uy(z) := (x]|0) = (TZL:J)?& J—

3
Uy (x) = (2] 1) = (”;‘T“) Y e men o (e + s + ) (5.91)

with x € R?® is the normalized wave function of the first excitation of the quantum
harmonic oscillator and

Do) : = 2 /dgk%%eik“ cos (wg(t — to)) (5.92)
00(T) : (27)? oL k 0 .
Proof: We have already done the proof by deducing the result step by step. 0

Finally, we can make a statement about the expectation value of the field operator in
the mixed state |V,,;,) :=[0) + |1)

Theorem 5.3.7 Let |V,,;,) = %(|O) + |1)) be the normalized mized state out of the
ground state and the first excitation of the quantum harmonic oscillator, where

Uo(z) := (x]]0) = (7?:1)2 e —

Uy (2) = (2] 1) = (”;“’) e 3m oms (w + o + ) (5.93)
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with x € R? are the normalized ground state wave function and the normalized wave
function of the first excitation of the quantum harmonic oscillator. Then

(Wrmia| @110 (2) Vi) = (1Wonial® % ® viskauwa) (2) + (| Vmiz|* * Poo ) ()

+ ((ToW,) x Re{®g; }) (z) + O(N?) (5.94)
with
® Vuhauwa() 1 = — kl’%e"’”
Boo(x k% €% cos (wp(t — to))
Re{®g; (1)} : = / &3k w”’c_“’; Qeik'f<cos(w(t—to))—cos(wk(t—to))> (5.95)

Proof: Actually, this theorem is a direct consequence of the previous ones. It is just
summing up all the contributions.

<\Ijmm| Dy 4 (x) |\Dmu’>
= 5 (01 B0y (2)[0) + 5 (1 Bugy (@) [1) + 5 (0] Begy (@) [1) + 5 (1] Begy () [0)

; (120« <I>Yukawa) () + ; (1Tof? * @oo ) ()
—+ ; <‘\If | * (I)Yukawa) (I) -+ ; (|\Ij1|2 * (I)OO) (LC)
+ 3 (B02) w0) (2) + 5 (Ba92) Bar) (2) + O (5:96)

0) and |1) are orthogonal, hence |¥,,;,|> = 3| Wo|? + 5 |T |%.
Further, %@01 + %@701 = Re{®¢;}. Then

(Ui 1y () [Wmiz) = ([Wonial* * Pyuscana) (2) + (|Womia|* % Poo) ()
+ ((To¥;) x Re{®y; }) (x) + O(N?) (5.97)

And with (5.66)
Re{®o(z)} = (%( )+ D1 ()

2\ , , ,
— _ /d3k fYk ezk.ac (wk (e—zw(t—to) + e—zw(t—to)> — Wy COS(wk<t _ to)))

(2m)? wi — w? 2
- _ (22;\)3 /d3kwgk_w’;2 oike ( cos(w(t —tg)) — cos(wg(t — to))> (5.98)

All the remaining terms are know from the previous theorems. ([l
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We expect the expectation value of the field to fulfill the inhomogeneous wave equation
with a delta source term at the position of the charge, independent of the state in which
we evaluate this expectation value. At least, up the first excitation of the harmonic
oscillator, this can be formulated in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.3.8 Let |V,,;,) = %(\O) + |1)) be the normalized mized state out of the
ground state and the first excitation of the quantum harmonic oscillator.
Then the in the limit f — 1, we get

(D(x T ) D yiraua(®) = AP () (5.99)
(O + )¢Oo(x) = (5.100)
(O + 12) Re{@oy ()} = =X cos(w(t — t9))0) () (5.101)
Proof: We already know that for f — 1
(D) + #2) Pviskava (@) = AT (2) (5.102)

Similar, we calculate for f — 1

(D(m,t) +u )CI)oo 27T /d3 D(M +u ) ( *T cos (wi(t — to)))

(27?)3 /d?’sz (k:2 + u? — w,%) (e“""x cos (wy(t — to)))

=0

o

(5.103)

Further, from Theorem 5.3.7 we conclude in the limit f — 1

(D(m + 1) Re{®y1(x)}

/ K ”k“”“ (O + 12) m(“’““’“‘“”_Cos(wk(t_“)))

/d3 w%“_wl:ﬂ e* cos(w(t — tg)) (—w2 +u+ k2)

3. VEWE ik 2 2 1.2
3 /d sz — ¢ cos(wy(t —tp)) (—wk +p+k )

=0

ke™®® cos(w(t — tg))

= — Acos(w(t — t0))6¥ (z) (5.104)
UJ

Remark: Note that (D(x,t) + ;ﬁ) commutes with » and hence, the statement above can
be directly applied to the expectation values of the field via the theorems 5.3.4, 5.3.6
and 5.3.7.
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5.4 Conclusion and interpretation

Calculating the expectation values in this section, we found that they are basically given
by the convolution of the wave function of the nucleon with a potential. In general, the
potential consists of different parts. There is always a Yukawa potential, which solves
the inhomogeneous wave equation with a source at the position of the nucleon. Similarly
to the classical LWFs, this can be associated with the the field attached the particle.
Further, the potential might contain terms like ®yy and Re{®¢,; }, defined in Theorem
5.3.7. These terms solve the homogeneous wave equation. This suggests that they can
be interpreted as radiation terms.

The origin of these radiation terms is a different one. The ®(y term already appears, if
we calculate the expectation value of field in the ground state of the harmonic oscillator
(Theorem 5.3.4). The reason for this is that starting with some initial data, the Yukawa
potential builds up inside the light-cone. Hence, in a finite time interval it can not
build up everywhere, the ®¢y term cuts of the part outside the light-cone. In the limit
tg — —oo, this term vanishes and therefore the full Yukawa potential remains. The same
term occurs, if we calculate the expectation value of the field in the first excitation of the
harmonic oscillator (Theorem 5.3.6) and it can be interpreted in the same way. However,
the term Re{®¢; } only appears in the formula for the mixed state |¥,,;,) = \%(|O> +1]1))
in Theorem 5.3.7 and it is due to the oscillation of the particle.



6 Outlook

This work gave a first understanding of how we could find a second quantized analogue
of the LWFs. However, we considered only some very specific situations and we made
simplification like the negligence of pair-creation and spin. Further, in the case with
quantum mechanical motion, the results, we have found, hold just up to first order in
the coupling constant, i.e. we do not consider effects like radiation back-reaction.
Nevertheless, the results do fit well into our physical intuition and it seems possible to
include these neglected effects in a next step.

Moreover, in the last chapter we found terms in the expectation value of the field, which
suggest to be interpreted as radiation. Unfortunately, we still do not have an idea how
we can see such radiation effects in for example a wave function.
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Notation

h=c=1 We work in natural units

x,y,v,p,k, E,B,j € R® Writing a spatial vector, a momentum /velocity vector, a
electromagnetic field vector or a current vector we mean a three
dimensional vector in R3. Nevertheless, for notational simplicity
we do not denote these vector by bold symbols or something else,
but it will be clear out of the context.

J Pz Jgs A3

ds? r? sin fdpdf (angular measure in spherical coordinates)
e unit vector in radial direction in spherical coordinates
B,.(z) compact ball around z € R* with radius 7 > 0

-y Euclidean scalar product between two vectors z,y € R?
x Xy Cross product between two vectors z,y € R?

V, V., Vx Gradient, divergence, curl

L1l Euclidean norm, 2-norm

I Identity operator

Ormy(9(a)) [(&) € Ousylg(a)) iff 1im 12

Throughout this work we have not written x — y explicitly, but it
is always clear from clear context, what it meant by the notation.

L?(R3) We actually mean L?*(R?, C, d3z), the Hilbert space of square
integrable functions R* — C.

C5°(R3) We actually mean C§°(R?, C,d3z), the space of smooth
functions R® — C with compact support.

fxg (f*g)(z) = [y f(z —y)g(y) is the convolution of two functions f, g
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