Commun. math. Phys. 31, 295—316 (1973)
© by Springer-Verlag 1973

Relativistic Quantum Theory
for Charged Spinless Particles
in External Vector Fields

Lars-Erik Lundberg
Nordita, Copenhagen. Denmark

Received February 5, 1973

Abstract. Guided by a diagonalized form of the classical field-energy we construct
a time-dependent canonical pair of Schrodinger fields @,(x) and IT,(x) which diagonalizes
the field-Hamiltonian H,. These Schrodinger fields in general belong to inequivalent
representations of the canonical commutation relations for different ¢’s.

The Heisenberg field is constructed by solving the Heisenberg equation of motion
and its time-evolution turns out to be governed by a unitary operator, i.e. the Heisenberg
fields at different times are unitarily equivalent.

Scattering theory (including eventual incoming and/or outgoing bound-states) is
finally constructed.

I. Introduction

We shall in this paper develop a Hamiltonian formulation of
relativistic quantum theory for charged spinless bosons in a local external
vector potential A,(x, t). The formulation will be free from divergences.

External field problems in relativistic quantum theory has been
studied frequently in the past and one naturally asks oneself if anything
new can be added. In order to get a motivation for this work, let’s briefly
summarize what previously has been achieved.

Time-independent External Vector Potential: The solution of the
external field problem in the time-independent case was essentially given
by Heisenberg and Pauli [1] in their classical paper on quantum field
theory. They proposed that one should quantize a classical field by
expanding it in terms of the stationary solutions (eigenfunctions) and
quantizing the normal coordinates (generalized Fourier-components).
They actually only considered the Dirac case (spin 1/2), but the Klein-
Gordon case (spin 0) can be treated in complete analogy, see Schnyder
and Weinberg [2].

The Hilbert-space #, on which the fields are realized, is the Fock-
space associated with the stationary modes, and the field-Hamiltonian H
and the charge-operator Q define diagonal self-adjoint operators in #
(when properly normal ordered) provided A4 ,(x) is sufficiently regular.
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The Dirac case was considered in great detail by Moses [3] who
attempted to implement the dynamics in the “free” Hilbert-space #.
This, however, was not possible when a magnetic field was present.

Bongaarts [4] made a rigorous derivation of Moses’s results and
developed scattering theory along the same lines as Lehmann, Symanzik,
and Zimmermann [5] (although the language is somewhat different).

From this it is tempting to draw the following conclusion: A fully
consistent field theory in the external field case is only obtained when
the quantum field is realized on the Hilbert-space s# where the full
field-Hamiltonian H and the charge-operator Q take diagonal forms
(provided A,(x) is sufficiently regular).

Time-dependent External Vector Potential: The time-dependent case
is much more subtle than the time-independent case and the first success-
ful treatment was given by Feynmann [6] with the so called space-time
(or propagator) approach. This approach is based on an integrated
version of the classical field-equation and allows any amplitude involving
spin O or 1/2 particles (and anti-particles) in an external vector potential,
to be calculated to any order in the external field. The theory contains
a divergence, the so called vacuum fluctuation, which however only give
rise to an infinite phase-factor in any amplitude when all orders are
taken into account.

A weak point in Feynmann’s approach is that the proper statistics
has to be introduced by hand. This difficulty, however, was solved by
Dyson [7] by showing how to derive Feynmann'’s results from a per-
turbative formulation of quantum-field theory (including the vacuum-
fluctuation infinity).

Salam and Matthews [8] discussed exact solutions by studying a
singular integral equation for the one-particle scattering amplitude (or
pair production amplitude) which can be derived from the perturbation-
expansion.

Schwinger [9] formulated the problem in terms of Green'’s functions
and obtained the same results as Feynmann.

All these approaches have to our opinion the following drawback:
The time-evolution of an initial state (as a vector in a Hilbert-space)
cannot, as in non-relativistic quantum-mechanics, be considered
unambiguously.

A covariant Hilbert-space formulation of the interaction of an
electron-positron field (smeared over space-time) with an external vector
potential (rapidly decreasing in space-time) has been given by Capri [10].
This theory, however, is manifestly a scattering theory in which the
detailed dynamics (the time-evolution) cannot be considered. The
interacting field has no physical interpretation, only the asymptotic fields
can be interpreted. It is furthermore not clear how to generalize this
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approach to the case when 4,(x, t) is not rapidly decreasing for t— + o0
(i.e. when one has possibilities for incoming and outgoing bound-states).
An attempt to study the time-evolution of a spinless charged field
(smeared over space) interacting with an external vector potential was
made by Schroer, Seiler and Swieca [11], when the field was realized
on the incoming Hilbert-space. The result was negative, i.e. the field could
not be realized in the interaction region when a magnetic field is present
(this is consistent with Moses’s observation [3] in the spin 1/2 case).

This result has lead Ekstein [12] to draw the following conclusion:
“The physical interpretation of the intermediate or actual field is obscure.
The concept of particles at finite times is not consistent with relativity and
quantum theory.”

Recently Labonté and Capri [13] made an important observation
in the spin 1/2 case. They noticed that the field-Hamiltonian can be
diagonalized by introducing a time-dependent set of auxiliary fields which
are solutions to a time-dependent set of stationary problems. They
however argued that the auxiliary fields can be realized on the incoming
Hilbert-space, which unfortunately turns out to be false in the general
case (i.e. the incoming field and the auxiliary fields do in general belong
to inequivalent representations of the canonical commutation relations).

We shall choose an approach to the general time-dependent case
which is influenced by our conclusion in the summary of the time-
independent problem.

Guided by a diagonalized form of the classical field-energy we
construct a time-dependent canonical pair of Schrodinger fields @,(x)
and I1,(x) which diagonalizes the field-Hamiltonian H,. These Schro-
dinger fields do in general belong to inequivalent representations of the
canonical commutation relations for different ¢’s.

The Heisenberg field is constructed by solving the Heisenberg
equation of motion and its time-evaluation turns out to be governed
by a unitary operator i.e. the Heisenberg fields at different times are
unitarily equivalent.

Time-evolution of states is then defined and the whole setup of
quantum theory is constructed.

II. The Classical Problem

Before we can attack the quantized problem we shall need a detailed
analysis of the Klein-Gordon (K-G) equation, when considered as a
classical field-equation

[—(i0,— A (0" — 4+ m*T u(x,0) =0, 0.1)

where the external vector-potential 4,(x,t) is coupled minimally.
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The classical field-energy of a solution to (0.1) is given by
Ealu, Qu)= [ dx[I(V —id)ul* +(m* — A3) [ul* +[0,ul*].  (0.2)

and is independent of t when A4, is.
It is essential for the consistency of our approach that A, is restricted
such that!

ey, V) =8, (u, v) S céy(u, v), (0.3

holds uniformly in ¢ for all u, v € C(R?) (infinitely differentiable functions
of compact support) and where ¢>0 and ¢ =1 are independant of ¢, u
and v but may depend on A4,.

From any solution u of (0.1) we can construct a conserved current j,
given by

Ju=—i(0u*u+iv*o,u—2A,u*u, 0.4)
ie. 0"j, =0 and the charge Q defined by
Q= {dxj,, (0.5)

is independent of ¢.

I1.1. Spectral and Scattering Theory in the Stationary Case

We shall in this section state the main results in [14], which were
obtained in the case when 4,=0,,4,, but can easily be generalized to
the present case (see Appendix A).

Equation (0.1) can in the stationary be written

i0,=BY, (1.1)

u

where 'I’:(' )and
i0,u
B= 0 ! ) L,=(—iV—-A?—-Ai+m? (1.2)
L, 24, ™ 0 ' '
Let f= (?) and g = (gl> € 7 =C¥(R*x C¥(R® and put
2 2

(f.9)s= [ dx[(iV — A) f(—=iV — A)g, + (m* — A7) f¥ g, + [#9.]. (1.3)
ie. &,(u d,u)=(¥, V),

! This condition also prevents the so called Klein-Paradox to occur.
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The positivity of the classical field-energy (0.2) allows us to construct
a Hilbert space J#, by completeing & in the norm || f|s=]/(f.f)s and
with (1.3) as scalar product. It follows from (0.3) that J#, is given by

H,y=H" x [X(RY).

where #7 stands for the Sobolev space containing those functions for
which the function and all derivatives up to (including) p-th order are
square-integrable.

Provided the initial-value problem given by (1.1) is well posed, it
follows that the time-evolution operator U(t) (¥(t) = U(r) ¥(0)) defines
a unitary one-parameter group in #, (follows from conservation of
energy).

We shall from now on assume that the conditions on A, given in
Appendix A are fulfilled.

The operator B defines a self-adjoint operator on D(B)= #%x #!
with the following spectrum

ae(B) = O.a.CA(B) = (—OO’ —m)u[m, OO) >

where e(a.c.) stands for essential (absolutely continuous).
The differential Eq. (1.1) can now be integrated

o)

Pt)=e B PO0)= [ e M dE(X) ¥(0), (1.4)

where we have employed the spectral representation for B,B= | 1 dE(2)

and we have assumed that ¥(0) e D(B). e
Let us for future purposes define the following projection operators

P*=1—E@)., P =E©0), P"=1-Em), P =E(-m). (L5

The spectral family E(4) can be expressed in terms of eigenfunctions
®X(-) and @*(-, k) of B with eigenvalues w} 20, n=1,...,n" and
tw, = +]/k* +m?* respectively. These eigenfunctions are normalized
as follows

(D5, Din)s = Ops (PF (LK), OF( ))e =0k~ k). (1.6)
and have the following explicit form

Uy (x)
Wy Uy (x)

u*(x., k) )

o (")=< T o (x, k)

), D (x, k)=ck( (1.7)
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where uF(x) and u*(x. k) are solutions of the stationary form of (0.1)

o 1 1
and ¢, is given by ¢, = o 1727
k

(—0*+2w Ay + Ly u(x)=0, (1.8)

with = w? and w = + w, respectively, i.c. u; (x) are square integrable
solutions and u®(x, k) are solutions of the following integrated version
of (1.8)

ptilkllx=yl

: 1
ui(xak):elkx_ _Ejdy Vi(ya k)ut(y* k), (19)

Ix —yl
where
VE(y k)= 22w, Ao (y) + 2iA(y) - V+i(V - AY)— 4,(0)* . (L.8)
Let us furthermore define the following “Fourier-transforms™ of
feZ
=@ e [ER)=F" fl)=(@"(.K).f)e.  (19)

The spectral projection E(4) (associated with B) can be represented as
follows (f,ge 2)

G EWfe= | dkg *k)f (ky (L<—m)

—wr <A

=[dkg™*(k) [+ ¥ g fF (-m<i<m) (L10)

wiE <A
= Jdkg * (k) [+ L g fi"+ | dkg** (k) [T (k)
" O (2>m)
which exhibits the completeness of @ (-) and &* (-, k).

In the quantized theory we shall need the following sesquilinear form

(f«g)Qz(fsB_lg)gz jdx(fx*gz‘*‘fz*gf‘onffkgl)a (1.11)

and for future convenience we introduce f =< . fi ) which means
fa—4ofi
that (1.11) can be written
(fag)Q=(]71a§z)2+(f2:§1)25(ﬁ_g_)g,~ (1.12)

where 2 stands for L*(R?).
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It follows from (1.11) that B~ ' is bounded in #%. This means that
we can complete #, in the norm || |; defined by

117 = =2 1BI" e (1.13)

and get a Hilbert-space #; > #,. We notice that (f, g), is bounded for
all f,ge #,; and that (¥, ¥), = Q with Q given by (0.5).

Let By, #,. #;,. Py and F§ denote B, #, #;, P.* and F * respectively
when 4, =0.

One can prove (under our conditions on 4,) that the wave-operators
W, =W,(B, B,) defined by

| :ls;li+rg !Bt ibot (1.14)

both exist and map P;- #,, isometrically onto P,* #,. They furthermore
intertwine B, and B,=(P," + P.")B, ie.

W, By, CB. W, . (L.15)
The following representation of W, holds
PEW_=F**Fy. W, f=(W_f**, (1.16)

(here * stands both for adjoint and complex conjugate) and the scattering
operator S is defined by

S=W*W_Pf + W*W, Py =S* +5". (1.17)

and is easily seen to be unitary in J#,, and commutes with B,. This
implies that S also defines a unitary operator in 7.

By inserting (1.16) into (1.17) we get the ordinary stationary definition
of the S-matrix (see [ 14]).

11.2. Solution of the Initial-value Problem in the Time-dependent Case

The K-G equation (0.1) can in the general case be written
i0,¥=B,VY, 2.1)

u
ith ¥ =
with =

U

) and

< 0 1\ -
B = =(—iV—-A?—-A}+i 2. .
; (Lt 2A0) L=(—iV—-A)yY—A;+i0,Ag+m (2.2)
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Let us define

0 1
B. = L =(—iV— 2 42 2~ )
: (L, on> (= (—iV AP~ A4’ 23)

and denote by #,_ the Hilbert-space (of the kind discussed in the previous
section) where B, is self-adjoint. It follows from (0.3) that s, and 5,
are equivalent as Banach-spaces i.e. any vector in 5, also belongs to #,,
for all t and ¢

We shall assume that 4, fulfills the conditions given in Appendix A
uniformly in ¢ and furthermore is such that V,,. defined by

B,=B,+7V,, (2.4)

is bounded in J#;,. This implies that we have the following representation
for the time-evolution operator U(t, t') associated with Eq. (2.1)

) ) —i j‘dtf/w
Ut.t)y=e Bet-0le v . (2.5)
where T stands for time-ordering) wit
here T ds for ti dering) with
I}"’ = giBrt=1) ane—iB,r(r—t') ) (26)

The time-evolution operator U(z, t') is not in general unitary in any
Hilbert-space but have instead the following property

(U(t? t/) fs U([.* tl)g)Qt = (f~ g)Qt' ’ (27)

which we shall call charge-isometry, i.e. it leaves the charge Q invariant
((, )g, is given by (1.11) with B=B,).

11.3. Diagonal Representation of the Field-energy

The field-energy (0.2) has the same form in the time-dependent case
as in the stationary case i.e.

Eq=(P(), P(t)e, » (3.1)
and takes diagonal form if ¥(t) is expanded in terms of eigenfunctions of B,
Ea= Y| Y PEXPE 4+ [dkPE*(K) PE(K))|, (3.2)

with
PE = (P, P()s,,  PER)=(DF (k) (1), - (3.3)
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III. The Quantized Problem

A Hamiltonian formulation will in this section be employed in order
to construct a quantum-field theory associated with the classical field-
equation (0.1).

The diagonalized classical field-energy (II.3.2) will be the starting
point for the whole construction.

I11.1. Construction of the Quantum-field, the Current,
the Charge-operator and the Number-operator
in the Diagonal Hamiltonian Schrédinger Picture (D.H.S.P.)

The diagonal representation (I1.3.2) of the classical field-energy can
be written

n*(t) 1 TN, 4 dk iy
B D) @nldn T ay =¥k, 1) a* (k, 1)|, (1.1
é, ;n; SoF] oy [ ay *(1) ay (t)+j2wk wat*(k, 1)y a* (kt)|, (1.1)
where

a4 ()=)/2 95 =V 2(8%, V(. 1),
at(k,0)=12PE(k)=)/2(®F (-, k), P(-, D),

The time-dependence of af(t) and a*(k,t) is in the stationary case
given by a phase-factor e %' and e ¥« respectively ie. &, is time-
independent ({7 }7Z? are the eigenvalues of B)).

Let us now by an ordinary Fock-Cook construction introduce a
Hilbert-space #, on which the following creation and annihilation-
“operators” are defined (for a proper definition see below)

Lax (0. an * (O] =2lwy 10, [a* (k1) a™ *(K, )] =20, 5(k— k), (13)

with all other commutators vanishing and furthermore having the
property that there exists a vacuum state |0), € #, i.e.

(1.2)

az (1)10>,=a*(k)|0y,=0. (1.4)
Let us for fe ., define a(f) by
n* (1)

ar(f)= X

2, Sy T 0+ K et ks, (1)
n=1

which is easily seen to define a closed operator in #,. The proper operator
form of (1.3) and (1.4) then becomes

La (/) a @¥]=(f. P gh,. a7 (f)10),=0, (1.6)
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with all other commutators vanishing (P,* are projection-operators
associated with B, [see (I1.1.5)]).
The structure of the Hilbert-space #, = # is the following

H=HDY ) DA @A), (L.7)
+* n=1

where #, is spanned by the vacuum state |0), and #,", by symmetric
functions (defined on R*") with the scalar product given by

f 9. 1fdk

dk
e *
20, " 20, S fley, k) gk, k) (18)

and #,7 is spanned by symmetric n*(¢) dimensional tensors of rank n
with the scalar product

1o

(f g)dc 7 Z ) zwal 2w

fa’):‘..a,.gal‘..an' (19)

An

The classical field-energy (1.1) is easily seen to define a non-negative
diagonal self-adjoint operator H, in #,, when the functions af(f) and
a* (k, t) are replaced with the corresponding Fock-operators (denoted
with the same symbols)

n*(t) 1
H=Y|Y o |[a)i1Ni
1 n

+ ln=

N*(k9)|.  (L.10)

where N (t) = a7 (t)* af (t) and N*(k,t)=a* (k, t)* a* (k, 1).

It is essential that the creation operator a* is placed to the left of the
annihilation-operator a upon quantization (this is usually called normal
ordering).

The Hamiltonian H, has 0 as a non-degenerate eigenvalue with the
vacuum-state |0), as eigenvector.

The time-dependence of the a(t)’s in the classical case is upon quantiza-
tion absorbed into the Hilbert-space #, and we shall therefore call a* (f)
operatorsin the diagonal field-Hamiltonian Schrodinger picture (D.H.S.P.).

Guided by the relation (1.2) between the classical field ¥(x, t) and the

, . D(x,t) \ .
a(ty's we will now define the quantum-field ¥(x, t)= (i 5, d(x, t)) in the
D.H.S.P. by

(/s 20 0)o, = (1 PO 0) =1/ 20a () + a7 (%))

1.11
=¥(N=P(), (-1

where we have used (I1.1.12).
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The commutation relations (1.6) gives

[¥.(). P9*1 =[P, P.@*]
=(f.9)e.= (1.9

and [¥,(f). ¥,(9)]=0. Thus the commutator [¥(f), ¥,(g)*] is inde-
pendent of t. This could suggest that ¥,(f) and ¥,(f) are unitarily
equivalent, which however turns out to be false in the general case,
ie. 7,(f)and ¥,(f) do in general belong to inequivalent representations
of the commutation relations.

The commutation relations (1.12) can be put into a more familiar form

(1.12)

[P(x). 11, (y)] =id(x—y),

(1.13)
[2.(x), 2,(y)]= [ (x), 1.(y)]=0
where @,(x) = &(x, t) and IT,(x) denotes the field canonically conjugate to
d,(x), i.e.

I1,(x) = 0, ®*(x. t) — i Ao(x, 1) D*(x, 1) (1.14)

Let us close this section by defining the current, the charge operator
and the number operator in the D.H.S.P.

The classical current (I1.0.4) does upon quantization define a sesqui-
linear form (which means that matrix-elements of the current has proper
meaning) which is densely defined provided the current is normal
ordered

Jo(X) = (= iI1(x) @,(x) + i ®,(x) IT,(x)): (1.15)
Jix) = (= i(V @(x) B,(x) + i (x) V D, (x)):,

where the dots : : stands for normal ordering.
The charge (I1.0.5) in the classical theory does upon quantization
in the D.H.S.P. take the following form

n* (1)

1
zZinl

n=1

Q.=

+M

£ (k, t)} (1.16)

and the number-operator is finally defined by

N=3)

+

n* (1) 1
Z 2| ,.l )l (1.17)

n=1
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111.2. Construction of the Quantum-field
in the Diagonal Field-Hamiltonian Heisenberg Picture (D.H.H.P.)
and Existence of the Time-evolution Operator

We shall in this section construct the Heisenberg field ¥(f,t,t,) as a
solution of the Heisenberg equation of motion

d
lz 'P(fa L, IO) = [‘Ij(fv L, tO)’ Ht] (21)

with the initial condition Y(f, t,, to) = ¥,,(f) and fulfilling the following
equal-time commutation relations

[lll(ﬂ L, to)a W(Q* L [0)*] = (f' g)QtO- [lll(f‘ L, tO): lII(g’ L, t())] =0. (22)

The occurrence of H, in (2.1) forces us to realize ¥(f,¢t,t,) on
and the canonical structure (2.2) suggests that ¥(f,t,t,) contains @,
and 11, linearily.

. .od .
The total derivative — is assumed not to act on @, and I1,.

dt
The solution of (2.1) and (2.2) is given by
lI’(f" ta tO) = lI]l(lj(t: tO)f) ’ (23)

where U(t, t,) is a solution of

iat 17(t" IO) = —‘Et U(t‘ tO).' U(t0.~ tO) =1 ’ (24)
with B, given by

- [0 1 - ) .
B,=<zt 2A0)’ L=(—iV—AP —A2—idAg+m*. (2.5

One can easily verify that U(t, t,) is charge-isometric.
The proof of (2.3) is obtained by inserting it into (2.1) and using (1.11),
i.e. (2.1) holds provided

. d = =
l?d_t‘ U(ta tO)f = '-Bt U(L tO)f’
This equation can be written

o _ -
i*a; Ult.to)f = =B, U(t, 1) f,

and thus coincides with (2.4). The charge-isometry of U(t, t,) and (1.12)
proves (2.2).
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The Heisenberg fields (. t, t,) are unitarily equivalent for different
t (t, fixed) i.e. there exists a unitary operator #%(t, t,) from #, onto
such that

P(fot, o) = U(t. to) P(f. to. to) U(t. o) " . (2.6)

Due to the fact that #%(z.t,) leaves the commutation relations (2.2)
invariant, it follows that it is sufficient for the unitary of %(t,t,) that
there exists a vector |0),, in J#, with the property

P(fo", 1 10) 10Dy =P (fo . £, 16)* (0D, =0 2.7)

i€ [0)y, = %(t,t0) 0>y, (fo" =Py f and fe A, ).
Equations (2.7), (2.3), (1.11) and (1.5) gives

(@ (9)+a, (Kg)*)*)|0,,,=0, (2.3)
with
K=(1-K) 'K,, (2.9)

where - _
K,=P UP U 'P ", K,=P UP!U'P", (2.10)

provided U?/fll is dense in #7. A necessary and sufficient condition for
(2.8) is that K is Hilbert-Schmidt in J#;, with a norm less than one. i.e.

K= i L ®f (2.11)

where Y A} <o0,0<4,<1and {f,*}2, is an orthonormal set in #;".
i=1
The representation (2.11) of K then allows an explicit construction of
10>, i-e.

1

(0>, =c [[ e he ™ (0D, (2.12)
=1
with
A= 1T U=2). af =47 (7). 2.13)
i=1

We have thus reduced the problem of unitarity of #(t,t,) to the
following properties of U = U(t, ty) and K = K(t, t,);
i) U] is dense in 47,
i) 1K, <1,
iii) K is Hilbert-Schmidt in J#7,.
These properties are verified, under our conditions on the external
potential 4,. in Appendix B.
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I11.3. Definition of Physical States and Their Time-evolution
in the D.H.S.P.

The definition of physical particle states at t =¢, is straight-forward
due to the fact that the Hilbert-space J#, is buildt up by a Fock-Cook
construction. The structure of the Hilbert-space is given in (1.7) and the
only novel part, compared with the free case, is that we might have
bound states.

Let us assume that the system is in a state |£(ty)) € 5, at t=t,.
We shall define the corresponding time-evolved state |£(f)) € #, in the
D.H.S.P. by

1€(6)) = U(t. to) 1€ (to) - G.1)

Note that we have chosen the inverse of the usual time-evolution
operator in the Schrodinger picture, as our time-evolution operator for
a state-vector in the D.H.S.P. The reason for this choice is that %(t, t,)
maps 4, onto J#, and we naturally want the initial state to be defined
in .

In Section I11.1 we defined the operators H,, Q, and N, in the D.H.S.P.
as certain self-adjoint operators on #,. Let us consider the expectation-
values of these operators in time-evolving states of the type (3.1). For
simplicity we consider the state |0),, obtained when |&(ty)) in (3.1) is
chosen equal to |0),.

The expectation value of the Hamiltonian H, in this state

<Ht> =tto<0|I-ItIO>tto s (32)

can be estimated by using the representation (2.11) for |0),, and the

estimate for the kernel of K(t, t,) given in Appendix B. It is in general

not finite in the interaction-region, i.e. the local external vector potential

A, (x, t) might pump in infinite amount of energy into a physical system.
The expectation value of the number-operator

<Nt> =Ito<0‘lvtlo>tt05 (33)

however is always finite, i.e. even when an infinite amount of energy is
pumped into the system, it is a finite average number of particles that get
that infinite average energy 2.

The expectation-value of the charge is always constant i.e.

UL, 10) Qi CQ UL, 1) s (3-4)

(for the proof of these statements see below).

% This is directly related to the divergences in the case of interacting fields.
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In the case when A4,(x, t) is time-dependent, it is convenient to expand
the Schrodinger-fields in the orthonormal set {f;*}2, associated with
K(t, ty) (see (2.11)),i.e. o (f) given by (1.5) has the following representation

6 )= 31T+ ) 65)

where a(f)* =0 if {f;*}{2, happens to be complete in P* ..
The charge-operator Q, and the number-operator N, can similarly
be written

M8

=X * Yaf*af+Qr. N=Y
t +

i=1

af*aE+N-.  (3.6)

It

i=1

Equations (2.11) and (3.6) give

Qt|0>tto=Qto|0>tg=0> (37)

which proves that (3.4) holds on |0),. The general proof of (3.4) is
then obvious.

Equations (3.6) and (2.11) allow us to evaluate the average number of
particles in the time-evolved vacuum, given by (3.3)

2

© ’11'
i=1 M

which proves that the average number of particles is finite.

The average charge in |0),, is zero but the average charge-density
is not. The expectation-value of the current (this has a well-defined
meaning because the current is defined as a sesquilinear form, see (1.15))
is given by

11O 0D = Z _Z /12 e (X1, (39)
where j**(x, t) is the classical current given by
) = —i(*ud)*uf +iuf*0'uf — 24" ut|?, (3.10)
4
croee [ U0
with f; (i@,u?)'

I111.4. Scattering Theory and Bound-State Problems
In this section we shall consider vector-potentials A ,(x, t) such that

>t

Ay(x,)=A;(x) for t_,

,t_Z20=Z¢,. (4.1
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>t, . , _
Let us for ¢ < introduce the following definitions

H,=H, #,=#, B, =B, W,=W,(B.,B,)

Y. (=Y. ¥NH=¥Y.(W.f), (4.2)

where W, (B, B,) is defined by (I1.1.14).
We shall call P%(f) an asymptotic Schrodinger field, i.e.

(S )= e P (f)em
is a free field which is asymptotic in the following sense
ety (e s PR(fi),  totoo, 4.3)

strongly on any finite particle scattering subspace of #, .
The S-operator is defined by

Y. .SNH=LY_()F ', (4.4)
where ) _ )
. S=e B+t Uty t_)e'B- -, 4.5)
ie.
y=e_iH+”a2/(l+,t_)eiH‘t‘, (46)

and is a unitary and charge-isometric operator from #_ to #, .
Equation (4.4) can be written
¥ (Saaf)+PES S =S¥ (S, (4.7)
Vo (Sac [+ YRS f)=LPE(f) T, (4.8)

where [ = W_ f. ¢ =(E(m)— E(—m)) f = P4 (B = [ . dE.(4)) and
S,u=PLSP', S, =W*SP?

(4.9)
Sp=PLSW._, S.=W*SW_.

The asymptotic initial (final) scattering states are defined by acting
with monomials of ¥2°(f) (P2 (f)) and P> (f)* (P2 (f)*) on the vacuum
10> _(]0) ;). The particle interpretation is obvious because P (f) is a
free Schrodinger field.

One can easily obtain #|0)_ (usually called the out-vacuum) by
letting

Ult.ty)—e B+t Ulr,, 1 )e'B-1-
in (I11.2.9)(I11.2.13), ie.

10> =c [ e ha"ar*|0), | (4.10)
=1
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where ai can be expressed as follows
af =aS(WE(B., Bo) fi*) +as (P fi5),
aX(f)=a(W+(B,,Bo)f).
Any scattering amplitude (also involving eventual bound-states in

the initial and/or final state) can be calculated by using Egs. (4.7), (4.8),
(4.10), and (4.11).

(4.11)

111.5. Some Remarks on the D.H.H.P. and the D.H.S.P.

We shall in this section give the connection between the diagonal
Hamiltonian Heisenberg (Schrodinger) picture and the ordinary Heisen-
berg (Schrodinger) picture in a theory where both exists (they don’t in
our case).

Let Hg(t) be a Hamiltonian (in the Schrodinger picture) defined in
a Hilbert space J# The time-evolution operator U(t, t,) in the Schrodinger
picture (S.P.) is a solution of

r%vmm=m@ﬂww (5-1)

with the initial condition U(t,, ty) = 1.
Let A4 be a time-independent operator in the S.P. and define

Ag()=U(t, ty) P AgU(t, to) (5.2)

to be the operator in the Heisenberg picture (H.P.) corresponding to Ag
in the S.P.
One can easily verify that A(t) fulfills

d
deT Ag(t)=[Agx(t), Hy(t)], (5.3)
where
Hy(t)=U(t. t5) " Hs(r) U(t, 1) - (5.4)

Let V(z) be the unitary operator that diagonalizes Hy(t),ie. V™' Hy V
is diagonal and put

Apg()=V ()" Az V(1). (5.5)
We then get in analogy with (6.3)

. d 0
l ’n App=[Apy. Hpg] +1i o Apy (5.6)
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where
H,, =V 'H,V, —@—A = iV‘1 Ay V+V 14 iV (5.7)
DH — HY>» al DH — at H H at . .
We then put

d 0 d
—— — —| Apg=—Apy,
(dt az) PH™ gy ~PH
and (6.6) can thus be written

i

. d
l-dT Apy=[Apn, Hpul . (5.8)

Let us furthermore write

Apu(t)=U(t, o) Aps(te) U(1, t,), (5.9)
where

Ut 1) =V ()" Ut 1) Vito), Apslte)=V(to)™ ' AsV(to). (5.10)

Equation (5.8) is the analog of (II1.2.1) and (5.9) is the analog of
(111.2.6).

Equation (5.10) gives the connection between the time-evolution-
operator (and an observable) in the D.H.S.P. and the S.P.

Conclusions

We have constructed a Hamiltonian formulation of relativistic
quantum field theory for a charged spinless boson-field in interaction
with a local external vector potential.

Guided by a diagonalized form of the classical field-energy we con-
structed a time-dependent canonical pair of Schrodinger fields @,(x)
and IT,(x) which diagonalized the field-Hamiltonian H,.

These Schrodinger fields do in general belong to inequivalent
representations of the canonical commutation relations for different ¢’s.

The Heisenberg field was constructed by solving the Heisenberg
equation of motion and its time-evolution turned out to be governed by
a unitary operator i.e. the Heisenberg fields at different times are unitarily
equivalent.

The time-evolution of an initial state was considered in a Schrodinger
representation and quantum theory was developed to the same level
of logical consistency as is possible in the corresponding non-relativistic
problem.

The Dirac case (spin 1/2) can be treated in complete analogy (see
Appendix C).
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Appendix A: Assumptions on the Local External Vector-potential 4, (x, )

We shall give sufficient conditions on A,(x) such that an analysis
like in [14] can be carried through (in [14] only the case 4,(x) =6, Ao(xX)
was considered). The following will be assumed;

i) 4,(x)and V- A(x) are real-valued and locally Holder-continuous
except at a finite number of singularities,

il) A3(x)is square integrable and A(x) is bounded,

iii) A4,(x)and V - A(x) behave as O(|x|*7%), ¢ >0, |x| - oo,

iv) [dx(A?[f 1P+ AGWV £ f — f*iV [))
So{dx(Vf?+m?|f*), 0<a<l, feCF(RY).
All parts of [14] goes straight through in this more general case
except Remark 4.3 where some work has to be done. More precisely

in the analysis of the Lippmann-Schwinger equation (I1.1.9) one has to
use a Banach-space B whose norm contains the gradient operator, i.e.

lullp = sup (luCa)l + IPux)]).

Once this Banach-space is employed the analysis becomes completely
analogous to the case 4 =0.

The time-dependent potential A, (x, t) is assumed to fulfill the con-
ditions above uniformly in ¢t and furthermore we assume that A4,(x, 1)
is continuous in ¢ uniformly in x and that 9,4 (x, t) is integrable over R*
and locally integrable over R!.

Appendix B. Unitary of U(t, t,)

In the end of Section II1.3 we argued that it was sufficient for the
unitarity of %(t, ty) to hold that
i) Ul is dense in 77,
i) K|, <1,
iii) K is Hilbert-Schmidt in 7 .
Proof of i). Let’s assume the contrary, ie. there exists a g* e #;'
such that (we put [, =1 and I, = I,)

(9", Uf)=0. forall fo €Ay

and thus (U 'g", f5");, =0 due to the charge-isometry of U. This
means that

hg =U"'g*e s
(U9 U g )g=—lho I}, =197 113,
which proves that g* =0. Q.E.D.

and thus
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Proof of ii). We have
Ufy =g"+Kg", (B.1)
with g* = P* U f4" and thus the following identity holds
(l_]foJra [_]f0+)Q = (f0+’f0+)Q0 = (g+, g+)Q +(Kg+, Kg+)Q .
and therefore

IKg™li7 =llg™ 7 = L fo" 17, >0,

ie. |[K|;<1 due to i).
Proof of iii). We shall prove the Hilbert-Schmidt property of K
given by

K=(1-K;) 'K,,

- — B.2
K,=P " UP;U"', K,=P UP;U'P", (8.2
by establishing the Hilbert-Schmidt property of K=P~ UP; as an
operator from #7, to #; in perturbation theory ((1 — K;)~ ! is bounded
because K, is negative and U ™' P* is also obviously bounded).
_In analogy with (I1.2.25) we have the following representation for
U([a tO)

_ ) i }d:?no

Ult, ty) =eBrolt" Te o , (B.3)
with _

Vtto — e'iB:O(t—to) Vno eiBto(‘"‘O) , (B4)

where V,,, = B, — B, (for B, see (I11.2.5)) is bounded in #;,_(follows from
the assumptions on A4, given in I1.2).

The Hilbert-Schmidt (H.S.) property of K will be proved by making
a perturbation expansion of (B.3)

t
U(l’, to):eiBto(t‘to) (1 +i j' dt f;'tm.l_...) . (BS)

By using the explicit representation (1.1.10) of the spectral projections
one can verify that it is necessary and sufficient for K(t, t,) to be a H.S.
operator from #;, to J#, that

F(k’ kl) = (ér_ ('7 k)> U(t’ IO) ‘th ('7 k’))gt ’ (B6)
fulfills

[ dk dk' 2% |F(k, K)? < oo . (B.7)
wkr
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By inserting (B.5) into (B.6) we get to lowest order in ¥V,

F(k, k'Y= (D, (-, k), (-, k/))gtelwkl(t"to)

to
t
+i<<15,‘(~,k), [ dt 17,,0cb,f)(-,k/)> e iexltmio (B g)
to &

=F (k. K)+ F, (k. k).

The following equation holds when interpreted properly

QZ (- k)=@; (-, k) + R,(w, +10) Vi <I’:;(~, k), (B.9)
where 1
Vie=B,—B,,. R(z)= B—z (B.10)

The first term in (B.8) can now be rewritten by using (B.9)

1 :
F1 (k. kr) - (45; (., k), V't/to (th (.’ k/))é”, ezwk:(l*to) . (Bl 1)
Wy + Wy

The second term in (B.8) can be written as follows

t
Pk ) =i 07 (LR, de et o0 Y a0 R e (B2

to &y

plus terms of higher order in V.
We now use the fact that @, (x, k) has the form (I1.1.7) where u," (x, k)
has the property

u, (x,k)—e** when k-0, (B.13)

for our choice of potentials.

It is now straight forward to verify that F=F, + F, fulfills (B.7)
to first order in V,, by employing partial integration in (B.12) and using
the continuity of V,, as a function of t. The verification of (B.7) in higher
orders is straight-forward and the perturbation expansion is known to be
convergent which finally proves the Hilbert-Schmidt property of
K =K(t, ty).

Appendix C. The Dirac Case

The Dirac case is actually simpler than the Klein-Gordon case once
the classical problem is solved (spectral and scattering theory).
The reason for this is that the Dirac equation can be written

idy=H,y, (C.1)
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where
H,=—ia-D+Ay+fm, D=V+id,

and is self-adjoint on #, = *@ > @ [*® 7, ie. the classical Hilbert-
space is time-independent and the time-evolution operator is unitary
in #,,.

The quantization can then be carried through in complete analogy
with the K-G case.
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