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We suggest that certain nonlinear field theories possess a particle spectrum, richer than has been
heretofore discussed. In addition to states associated with quantization of the free-field modes of
oscillation—these are the conventional particles of the theory—there also appear heavy particles, which
carry a new quantum number and are stable. An approximation scheme is developed in which the
signal for these new particles is the existence of stable static solutions with finite energy to the classical
equations of motion. We give a systematic expansion for the theory, with special emphasis on the

translational motion.

I. INTRODUCTION

There exist many field theories for which the
classical equations of motion have solutions in-
dependent of time but dependent on position in
space, and with energy higher by a finite amount
than the minimum energy of a constant field. In
this paper we investigate the interpretation of
such solutions in the corresponding quantum field
theory, and show that it is consistent to relate
them to a new particle, which is additional to the
particles associated with quantized oscillations of
the field. We consider models for which we find
approximations in a weak-coupling limit. In this
limit the new particles (which we call baryons)
have mass large compared to the mass of the
normal particles (which we call mesons).! De-
spite this, in the simplest models the baryons
carry a new quantum number and are stable
against decay into mesons.

Our models have a single scalar field in one
space dimension. We show in Sec. II that in more
than one dimension fields with spin are required
to support the phenomena which we are discussing,
but we believe that our interpretation also works
in more realistic theories. In one-dimensional
models, if the classical energy density of a con-
stant field takes a minimum value of zero for two
values ¢,, ¢, of the field, there is also a field
¢.(v), satisfying the static field equations, with
¢(¥)~ 9, as x— -« and ¢ (x)~ ¢, as x = +o. The
transition from ¢, to ¢, is localized in space and
the total field energy is finite. In the quantum
interpretation, the constant fields ¢,, ¢, corre-
spond to two vacuum states Q,, ,; they are the
vacuum expectation values of the quantum oper -

ator field ®(x, {):
Qe D|Qr=¢;, i=1,2. (1.1)

If ¢, and ¢, are related by a symmetry, the
states 2, 2, are degenerate even when quantum

fluctuations are included. The quantized oscilla-
tions about ¢, ¢, correspond to multimeson
states, and we can build a complete set of states
on either £, or Q,.

We do not interpret ¢ (x) as determining a third
“vacuum” with broken translational invariance.
Instead, we claim that there exists a new sector,
orthogonal to £, and §,, in which the states are
energy and momentum eigenstates. The lowest
states contain one massive particle, the baryon,
and the higher states consist of one baryon plus
mesons. The function ¢.(x) appears in the quan-
tum theory, not as the expectation value of $(x, /)
in the baryon state, but as the Fourier transform
of the field form factor of the baryon in a static
limit. Because the baryon is very heavy, we
can form a wave packet about any point v, with a
position uncertainty much less than the meson
Compton wavelength, which determines the rate
of change of ¢ (x), but with a kinetic energy much
less than a meson mass. In such a state the ex-
pectation value of ®(x, /) is indeed ¢ (x - x,).

In Sec. III we first set up the theory in terms of
the effective action 1“[(1) |, the generating func-
tional of single-particle-irreducible Green's func-
tions. The equation

orle] _,

oD " (1.2)

is usually interpreted as determining the vacuum
expectation value of ®(x, /) and thus should only
have constant solutions. In our models, the loop
expansion for I'[¢] is also an expansion in a cou-
pling parameter A. The weak-coupling limit is
the tree approximation, which yields the classical
equations for ¢(x) and the classical value for the
energy, and hence allows nonconstant solutions
¢.(x). We show that the one-loop corrections
contain an unavoidable infrared divergence, so
that ¢.(x) cannot be used as the leading term in a
systematic approximation to the solution of (1.2).
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11 QUANTIZATION OF NONLINEAR WAVES 1487

The trouble appears when we consider time-de-
pendent small oscillations of the field about ¢ .(x).
Because the theory is translation-invariant,
¢.(x+0x) also satisfies the equations of motion,
and so d¢(x)/dx=¢ . (x) corresponds to a mode
of oscillation with zero frequency (which we call
the translation mode). This mode ruins the loop
expansion.

We next make the Ansatlz that a baryon sector
as described above exists. We explore the con-
sistency of this Ansatz by calculating the re-
sponse of the system to a forcing term —J(x)®(x, ¢)
in two ways: (i) by solving dT'[¢ ]/6¢(x, {)=J(x),
using the loop expansion, which no longer diverges
at the one-loop level, and (ii) by using the Ansatz
and elementary quantum theory. The comparison
shows that for a suitably chosenJ the state of
lowest energy is a localized baryon, plus meson
excitations. The translation mode is exactly what
is needed to give the baryon wave function the cor-
rect spread, provided that the baryon mass (i.e.,
the mass which occurs in the kinetic energy) is
given by the classical energy corresponding to
¢.(x). The classical energy is also the leading
term in the energy of a one-baryon state, so that
this calculation verifies the Lorentz invariance of
our interpretation.

In Sec. IV we set up a complete calculational
scheme for the one-baryon sector, by using the
equations of motion for all one-baryon multi-
meson matrix elements of the quantum field
®(x, /). We construct a consistent coupling-con-
stant expansion, in which to leading order the
baryon appears as a static particle. However,
when we examine sum rules arising from the com-
mutation relations and the expressions for energy
and momentum, we find that terms proportional
to the baryon kinetic energy must be included;
they exactly compensate for the contributions
from the omitted translation mode.

Section V contains a discussion of some open
questions. We propose a description of multi-
baryon states in our models, and attempt to ex-
plain in more detail how a quantum number making
the single baryon stable arises. We also discuss
the simplest example of a higher-order correction
to the scheme proposed in Sec. IV and show that
the necessary consistency condition is satisfied.?

II. CLASSICAL SOLUTIONS AND
THE TRANSLATION MODE

We consider theories with a Lagrangian

1/00(x 0\ 1 [3¢(x,1))2
£=§<T) -‘?:(T) _U(), (2.1a)

where U(¢) depends on a parameter A through

1
Ulg;2)= & UNY?¢:1) (2.1b)
U(¢) has two zero minimum values at ¢,, ¢, and
a symmetry which sends ¢, into ¢,. The classical
equation of motion is?

Py, 1) 8%¢(x, 1)
8l T ax?

+U'(¢)=0 (2.2)
and the classical energy of a static field ¢(x) is
El¢|=Er+Ey, ET=f dx 3(¢"V, Eyzfde(m.

(2.3)

A static solution of (2.2) may be found by inte-
grating once to give

@' P=U9) . (2.4)

If ¢.(x) is a solution of (2.4) with ¢ (=) =¢,,

¢ o(+=)=¢,, the only solutions with finite energy
are ¢(x)=¢ (x = x,) or ¢(x)=¢.(x,-x), for arbi-
trary x,. Any other choice of integration constant
in (2.4) leads to infinite energy.

Equation (2.4) implies that E;=E,. This virial
theorem may also be proved as follows. The
static solutions of (2.2) are those fields ¢(x) which
make E[¢ ] stationary. If ¢(x)is such a solution,
and ¢,(x)=¢(x/a), then E [¢, ] must be stationary
at a=1. A change of integration variable shows
that

1
Ec[¢aJ=EET+aEV, (2.5a)

which is stationary only if E;=E,. Since E;>0,
a=1 is in fact a minimum of E[¢,]. Moreover,
the same argument used in D space dimensions,
with any number of fields ¢®)(x) and

Ep= 204 [ aPx(¥09F, E,= [ dPxU(e®),
i
gives

El¢,|=a"2E +a°E, (2.5b)

and hence E,=[(2 - D)/D]E;. This means that for
D>2, E,<0and E[¢,]is a maximum for varia-
tions in @ at a=1, which implies that the field is
not stable against oscillations in «¢.* Consequently
in three dimensions, something more complicated
than a set of spinless fields must be used if one
wants to consider classical solutions which lead
to a finite and minimized field energy —for ex-
ample, fields with spin.®

To investigate stability in more detail, we look
for solutions of the field equations (returning to
one dimension) with ¢(x, £)=¢.(x)+y(x)e’“. The
perturbation ¥ must satisfy
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2
[~ o +U"t00 0=y (2.6)

and the stability condition is that all eigenvalues
w? of this Schrodinger-like equation should be
non-negative. This is, of course, precisely the
requirement that GZEC(gb)/é(p(x)é(p(y)ld,:_d,c have a
non-negative spectrum, which is necessarily true
if Ec[¢J is to have a local minimum at ¢ =¢,.

The assumed symmetry of U(¢) implies that
U"(¢,)=U"(¢,)=1*>0, where  is the lowest ap-
proximation to the meson mass in the sector

built on either of the vacuum states with ¢ = ¢, ¢,.
However, since U(¢) must have at least one maxi-
mum between the two minima at ¢ =¢,, ¢,, U"(¢)
must certainly go negative between ¢, and ¢,. In
general (2.6) has a continuous spectrum of eigen-
values w?=p2+k2, with y ~e'** at large | x| and
possibly some isolated bound states with w?<pu?.
But, by differentiating (2.2) we see that

[- o +U”<¢c>] 6. =0 (2.7)

and so ¢, is always an isolated solution of (2.6)
with w?=0. This is, of course, the “translation
mode” described above; it must be present be-
cause of translation invariance. For stability,
this must be the lowest mode of (2.6). [In more
than one dimension, we find a translation mode in
each direction (V¢,), so that w?=0 is a degenerate
eigenvalue and therefore not the lowest. In that
case the solution ¢, is necessarily unstable. For
example, for a spherically symmetric ¢., the
translation modes form a p state and there is an
s state “breathing mode” with negative w? This
is expected from the argument above which showed
that the energy is a maximum for breathing mode
oscillations. |

As a typical example in one dimension, we take

U(e) = 51): (m? =x¢?)?

m4
= K —m2(1)2+§)\¢)4 (28)
(which we refer to as the ¢* theory). The sym-
metry ¢ — -¢ is broken in the vacuum states with
¢,.,=%m /X% The nonconstant solution is

¢o(x)= Ji7z tanhmx . (2.92)
with energy
- 4 m?
Ed¢.l=3 T~ (2.9b)
Equation (2.6) becomes
d? 2 6m* :I o,
l:— i +4m? - CoshEmx J¥=w (2.10)

This is the case L =2 of the class of Schrodinger
equations

[ az 12 L(L+1)

T dz? ~ cosh?z qu;(z):wg\p(z) @.11)

with very simple properties.® There is a con-
tinuous spectrum for w?=%2+ L2, k2>0, with
¥(2) ~ e** multiplied by a Jacobi polynomial of
degree L in tanhz. (There is no reflection, only
transmission.) In addition w?® takes the discrete
values L?-#?, n=L, L-1,...,1.7

For (2.10) this means that w? =4m?%+ k>, w?
=3m?, and w?®=0 are the eigenvalues, the last
being the translation mode. The (unnormalized)
wave functions are

1
W= o (2.12a)
_ sinhmx
)= cosh®mx ' (2.12b)

; k k?
Yp(x) = <3 tanh®m x -3/ —~ tanhmx -1 - —) .
m m

(2.12¢)

We shall show that the level w? =3m? should be
associated with an excited state of the baryon;

and the level w? =4m? + k%, with the spectrum of
baryon plus meson states. Indeed p=2 is the
meson mass calculated in the simplest approxima-
tion to the vacuum sector.

III. QUANTUM THEORY USING THE EFFECTIVE ACTION

We now investigate what happens if we try to
use ¢.(x) as a zeroth-order approximation to the
solution of (1.2). For a potential of the form
(2.1b) the n-loop term in the effective action is of
the form T'")(¢; 1) =A""'T " (\Y2¢: 1), which sug-
gests that a systematic expansion with ¢
=3 A"2¢(") and A7Y2¢% = ¢ should succeed.
Since we are interested in this paper in time-inde-
pendent solutions, it is convenient to use the en-
tirely equivalent method of evaluating the mini-
mum value of the expectation value of the energy.
(¥|H|¥) =E[¢, G|, in states constrained by

(T (x, )| ¥ = ¢(x)
and

(Fl@(x, N2 (y, DY =¢p(¥)(y)+Glx,y) .
The equations

OE|¢, G|/6¢(x)=0E|¢, G]/6G(x,y)=0

are then equivalent to 6I'[¢|/6¢(x, {)=0.2 With ¢

of order A"¥2 and G of order X°, the loop expan-

sion of E[@, G| is again an expansion in powers of
X. of which the first two terms are®
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E®|¢, G]=E o]

:fdx[;—(q>’)2+U(<b)J :

(3.1)
EW[¢, G|=% fde"(x, X)
wb [ dxdy 6lx,y)
d2
x[- = +U”(¢)]o(x-y) .
Therefore ¢ and G satisfy
¢" =U'(¢) - 3G(x, )U"(¢)=0, (3.2)
d2
16y = [- o U Jote-n . @)

An iterative solution of Eqgs. (3.2) and (3.3) is at-
tempted. First the last term in (3.2) is ignored.
[It is O(AY2) while the other terms are O(A~Y2). |
With ¢ = ¢.(x) solving (3.2) to leading order, the
solution of (3.3) for ¢ = ¢.(¥) is obtained by finding
a complete orthonomal set of functions ¢, satisfy-
ing [compare with (2.6)]

d2
[ e +0" 00 [t (3.4)
It follows that
1
G(x, y)=2§w— $E(Xya(y) (3.5)

(of course G is the equal-time value of the Green's
function for small deviations of ¢ from ¢.). The
translation-mode solution of (3.4) has w,=0. The
corresponding normalized eigenfunction is

Yo(x)=Ng . (x), (3.6a)
12 = de<¢c’>2=Ec[¢cJ . (3.6b)

where the virial theorem (2.4) is used. This gives
an isolated divergent term in (3.5) so that the
leading approximation to G is infinite.

It is no use trying to solve the equations for ¢
and G as a self-consistent pair rather than by
systematic expansion in A. This is most easily
seen using the effective action T'|¢]. I o(x, {)
= ¢.(x) satisfies 6T'[¢]/06¢(x, /)=0, then so does
¢(x+06x), and

6°T' (¢ ]

[avar =L 590 D00 (7Y |, P =0

(3.1

But 6°T'|¢]/6¢ 60 is the inverse of the one-meson
propagator and according to (3.7) has an eigen-
vector at zero frequency with zero eigenvalue.
The propagator therefore has an infinity exactly

as in the approximation above, which leads to an
infinite term in the energy. (The only way out
would be by some summation of the entire series
for E|¢, G]. We assume this is not what hap-
pens.)®

This is analogous to the situation with a broken
internal continuous symmetry, when this same
zero in the inverse propagator is interpreted as
indicating the presence of a zero-mass particle.
Such an interpretation is neither necessary nor
desirable here.'°

An obvious way to obtain more information
from the effective action formalism is to introduce
an external source term —j dx J(x)®(x, ) into the
Hamiltonian. The difficulty in interpreting ¢ .(x)
arises from the translational degeneracy, and
this is one way to remove that degeneracy. If we
use the same formalism as above, Eq. (3.2) is
modified by the addition of J(x) on the left-hand
side; (3.3) is unaltered. To develop a useful ap-
proximation scheme, we must decide how J is to
behave as A — 0. It turns out to be convenient to
keep J small but fixed as A — 0 and to approximate
as follows:

G d) =@ (X = x)+ ¢, (X) + P, (%), (3.8)

where ¢, is of order A "¥2 as before, ¢, is of or-

der J and ¢, will turn out to be of order AY4J~V?2
(see below), which is much less than ¢,, provided
J >AVY8, ¢ (x-x,) is a solution of the order A Y2
terms in (3.2), ¢.” - U'(¢.)=0, and at this stage
X, is undetermined. ¢, obeys

[ ; LU )} 6, () =J(x) . (3.9)

Because the operator —d?/dx?+ U”(¢.) has the
isolated zero eigenvalue, (3.9) can only be solved
if J(x) is orthogonal to the translation-mode eigen-
function ¢,/ (x —x,), i.e., if [dxJ(x)p. (¥ - x,)=0.
For interpretation, we write this in the form

d

E._\; V( ,\’0) =

V()= = [ dx I @elx= %) = ool = )] .
(3.10)

Here ¢, is an arbitrarily chosen point, and the
term with ¢.(x - @) is subtracted so that the inte-
gral for V(x,) converges even if J(x)— constant as
x—zx. In our typical ¢* model, ¢.(x)tends to a
negative value as x— —«, and a positive value as
X—=+, Thus if we choose a J(x) also tending to
+ values as x—zx%, V(x,) rises like |x,| for large
X, and has a unique minimum, which we hence-
forth take to be x,=0. Thus, as is usual in de-
generate perturbation theory, the first-order
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terms determine the choice of zeroth-order ap-
proximation. The solution of (3.9) is now

6= % o7 i) [ 4OVG) . B
n#=0 n
[The possible addition of an arbitrary multiple of
$o(x) can be absorbed in a first-order change in
the choice of x, in the zeroth-order term.]
The term ¢, arises from the term in G which
becomes infinite when J =0. Thus we take

dz L
[— T U"(m)} By + 5Golx, VU ($0)=0 ,

(3.12a)

where

Gylx, x) = 1 [ ()]2 (3.12b)

20w,
and Aw, is the lowest-order perturbation in the
zero eigenvalue of (3.4) when ¢, is replaced by

Pty
(8w, = [ dxlyo(2)FU” (66,(9) (3.13)

[U"(¢,) is of order AY2, y, which is normalized,
is of order A° and ¢, is of order J, hence Aw, is
of order AY%J¥2] . Because of translation invari-
ance, these equations have a remarkably simple

solution. Differentiating (2.7) once more gives

d2 \ " m 7
l:— d? +U"<¢c):' o +U ((l)c)[(pc 1220 . (3.14)
Thus, comparing with (3.12) and using (3.6), we
find

1 , 1
¢2(x) thw, (X) Ec[qbcj

T 4Aw,
[Eq. (3.15a) shows that ¢, is indeed of order
AY47-Y2 | Moreover, multiplying (3.14) by ¢, and
integrating gives, with the help of (3.6) and (3.9),

(3.15a)

(e P = o [ave,0] Sz - 000 6.0

-1

Elol] fde(x)gbc (x)

- g

WA RARE

The solution for ¢, is
$o(0) =5 {ELo JV"(0)} 20" (1) .

The next terms in the expansion of ¢(x;J) come
from U”(¢.)¢,* and the nondivergent term in
G(x, x)U"(¢p.).

We now explain these results by recalculating
¢ (x;J) as the expectation value (¥|®(x, 0)[¥) in a
normalized state which minimizes

(3.15b)

(\I/|H,[\I/}=(\I/|H—fde(x)[<I>(x, 0) = ¢ (x—a)||¥ .

Once more the c-number term involving an arbi-
trarily chosen a, is subtracted to make (¥|H ;| ¥
finite. We make the following Ansalz about the
relevant eigenstates of H. (i) There is a set of
one-particle (baryon) states with momentum p
and kinetic energy p2/2M, where M is of order
A1 (ii) The matrix element { p’|®(x, 0)| p) be-
tween one-baryon states (which we refer to as the
form factor of the baryon) is given to order AY?2
by”

(p'1®(x, 0)|p) = f{lxoe’i("‘""0¢c(.r— %) . (3.16)

Certainly for a very heavy particle, the require-
ment of Lorentz invariance makes the form factor
a function of p—p’ to leading order in 1/M. The
translational degeneracy of ¢, now becomes an
unimportant phase ambiguity of the form factor.
[The role that ¢.(x, — x) plays in the theory is dis-
cussed in Sec. V.| If we simply define a localized
state

o) = [ 5 el
(not an eigenstate of energy). then (3.16) is equiva-
lent to

(X, [®(x, 0)]x,) =0(x, = x,)p(x = x,) . (3.17)

The meaning of (3.17) is obvious, but note that
we do not need to construct explicitly the states
|x;). (iii) There are states of one baryon plus
one meson corresponding to each solution ¢, of
(3.4) except §,. The baryon-meson state |p;n)
with total momentum p has energy w, above the
rest energy of the baryon, neglecting the baryon
kinetic energy which is of order A. The matrix
element (p’|®(x, 0)|p; w is assumed to depend on
p and p’ only through the difference:

P10, )i ) = [[dxget 700 ot g (- x,)

(3.18)

(The labels n are, of course, nearly all con-
tinuous labels k, representing the asymptotic mo-
mentum of the meson. For theories with isolated
w,, like the ¢* theory, the corresponding |p; n)
are interpreted as excited states of the baryon
with excitation energies w,,.)

If we take for |¥) a linear combination of one-
baryon states |¥) = [dx,p(x,)|x,) and minimize
(U|H,;|¥) using Ansdlze (i) and (ii), we find that p
obeys the Schrodinger equation

2
- S Vi) o) =en(sy), (3.19)
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where V(x,)=—[dxJ(x)[¢.(x = x,) =¢(x-a;)|. Be-
cause M is very large, p is dominated by a
Gaussian centered round the minimum of V,

which we take to be at x,=0, and with a spread

(axf = [dxx?lp()P?

=MV (02

(harmonic-oscillator approximation). This leads
to

2

(@ (x, 018 = [ drpele—x,)lp(x;)

=)+ [MV"(0)] V29" (x)
(3.20)

provided the spread Ax is small compared to the
meson Compton wavelength. All this agrees ex-
actly with (3.10) and (3.15b) if M is identified with
E_¢.|. Consequently our calculation of the
baryon's motion when constrained by a suitable
external J(x) leads to the conclusion that the mass
in the kinetic energy is equal to the classical en-
ergy of a localized baryon. On the other hand, the
leading-order term in the energy is given by
E9(¢., G|=E.¢.], which is again the classical
energy. We have thus verified that the baryon en-
ergy is of the form M +p%/2M, which is Lorentz-
invariant to order A.

This accounts for the terms ¢.and ¢,. ¢,, as
given by (3.11), is identical to the first-order, in
J, perturbation-theory response to the source J,
with the baryon localized at x,=0 and the various
meson states excited, using our Ansalz (iii) for
the meson matrix elements.

It should be emphasized that the method only
gives information with J sufficiently strong to
localize the baryon (in factJ >AY), and that it
depends on the comparison of two calculations of
the response. We therefore develop a more direct
analysis of the problem in the next section.

IV. THE KERMAN-KLEIN METHOD

In this section we develop a procedure for cal-
culating in a systematic fashion all the matrix
elements of the quantum field ¢ in the one-baryon
sector. We have not proved that the expansion is
indeed consistent when carried to arbitrary order,
but in the first few terms that we have investigated,
it gives sensible results. The method makes use
of the quantum equations of motion; it was sug-
gested to us by Kerman, who, with Klein, used a
similar procedure in a many-body problem.? We
generalize the Ansatz of Sec. III as follows: The
states in the one-baryon sector are multimeson
states labeled by the baryon momentum p and a

set of meson momenta {k,, ..., k,}. The state
|p;{k}) has momentum p+>}k, and energy E(p)
+25w(k;), with E(p)=(p*+M*)"? and w(k)
= (k2 +u%)Y2, [For simplicity we assume that the
spectrum of (3.4) consists of the discrete point
w,=0and a continuum. |

We have in mind two calculations, one for ma-
trix elements of ® between “in” states, the other
between “out” states. We shall not exhibit the
“in,” “out” label explicitly; it will matter only in
selecting boundary conditions for the differential
equations which are encountered below. (Of
course the single-baryon-no-meson state is both
an “in” state and an “out” state. since the baryon
is stable.) The two sets of matrix elements are
related by the S matrix, which can therefore be
calculated once both are known.

The matrix element (p; {k}|®|¢;{l} is the sum
of all possible terms of the form

(2m)0(ky =1 )20 (ky = L) p; by + + [Rlq; Ly*+ )¢

in which any number of mesons are “disconnected”
(but not the baryon).’® The essential assumption
is that the connected matrix elements between
and n mesons, denoted by the subscript ¢, have

an expansion in powers of A with leading order
A(mtn=1/2 - Thys (p|®|¢) is of order A ™¥? and
(p|®|q;: B of order \°, while

(p; RI®|g; D =2m)6(k= 1) p|P|g) +{p; k|®|g;: ). .

where the connected part is of order AY2. Finally
we set to zero matrix elements of any product of
®’s between no-baryon and one-baryon states,
since the baryon is stable (see Sec. V).

We write down the equation of motion for ®(x, {),
at first for the ¢* theory

02d(x, 1) 02d(x, ()
ax2 ol

+2m20(x, 1) =20 9% (x, 1) ,

(4.1)

and take matrix elements. The left-hand side
gives

}*'_ (/) +Eki -q —Zl,- )2

+ [E(P)+Zw(k,-) -E(q) —Zw([i)]2+2mz‘(

x{p ik ®lg; 1))

To evaluate the matrix element of ®°, we insert
complete sets of multimeson states. It is then
easy to see that we obtain a set of equations for
the connected matrix elements of the form

[—(ap P +(AEV +2m K pi{kHi®lg; 1)),
=o(p; {RH P g e . (4.2a)
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(i {kH® g {21,

= 2(1’; {kl}iqﬂi’; {l1}>c< v, {kz}@is,' {12}>c
X (s; ko @lg; {LD . (4.2b)

The sum is over baryon momenta 7, s and sets of me -
sonmomenta {k,} * * *{,} consisting of (i) the external
momenta {k} divided among {k,}.{k,}, {k,} in any
way and {/} divided among {,}, {/,},{/} in any way;
(ii) internal momenta each occurring twice, once
in a set {/} and once in a set {k} to its right, i.e.,
in {4} and {k,}, or {/,} and {&,}, or {4} and {k,}.
The crucial point is that the leading term on the
right-hand side of (4.2a) is now the term with no
internal meson momenta and is of order A*"-1/2
consistent with the order of the left-hand side.
[Our formula can be written in operator form

J

as follows. There are creation and annihilation
operators, a’ (k) and a(k), for mesons, and the
field ® taken between baryon states |p), |¢) is
the meson operator

1

pa= Il
© Gy mint

fdkdl@:{k}l‘biq; {h.
xa' (k) at(k)a(l) - a(l,) .

The disentangling of ¢* in (4.2b) is then just the
use of Wick's theorem to normal order a product
of a, a'.]

We now make the further assumption that the
baryon mass M is of order A ™' and expand E(p)
=M +p%/2M +***, so that E(p)-E(g) is of order
A and can be dropped on the left-hand side of
(4.2a). Consistently with this, we assume that the
matrix elements can be written in the form

(p; (R @(x, 0)g; {th .= jdxoexp lii (q +Zl,~ —p—Zk‘) x{lf({k}, {4; x=x;) . (4.3)

We call these two assumptions the static approximation. They amount to using Galilean invariance for the
baryon. The integrals over internal baryon momenta now simply make each x, the same point, and the

leading-order equations become

[ (Tt - T o) «om?] et )0 =2 Tk ks 0t Ak 0r e i 9. @.0)

In particular, the no-meson matrix element obeys
the classical static equation

f(x)=U'(f)=0, (4.5)

with solution f(x)=¢(x), so that as before the
classical solution appears as the leading term in
the Fourier transform of the baryon form factor.
For the no-meson-to-one-meson matrix element,
the external momentum % can be put in any of the
three sets {k,},{%,}, {k,} and (4.4) becomes

1
|

[— %25 + U"(Q')C)Jf(k: X) = w?(k)f(k; x) , (4.6)

which is (3.4) once more. Higher matrix elements
obey equations of the form

le? + (Aw)2 - U"((Pc)}f({k}, {[}; x)

=a sum of terms involving
only fewer mesons than f({k}, {f}; ) . (4.7

J

r,{k}

We thus obtain a sensible hierarchy of equations
for the leading order of all the connected matrix
elements in the static approximation. It is clear
that (4.5)-(4.7) are valid for an arbitrary poten-
tial, not just the one of the ¢* theory.

It is crucial to our interpretation that the solu-
tion for w =0 of (4.6) does not correspond to a
state. In fact, (4.6) does not determine the
normalization of f(k; x) (unlike all the other equa-
tions). We must therefore examine some nonlinear
expression in f(k; x) to find the correct normaliza-
tion. The field commutation relations are an ob-
vious possibility. We look at the no-meson matrix
element of the canonical commutation

at /

(p
=i(2m)6(p-q)6(x—y). (4.8a)

Insertion of a complete set of intermediate states
gives

\

[Cb(x, 1), M:’ ‘/\

t =0

2 <l 0) 7 {4hr; (@03, 0l | EG)- Bl)+ Tk, |

—(pl2(y, 07 {khX7: {k}H & (x, 0)ig) [ E(p)=E(r) =) w(k, )J =8(x=y)2m)o(p —¢) . (4.8b)

The no-meson terms give a contribution of order A° since each matrix element is of order A ~/2 while the
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energy differences are of order \. The one-meson terms are of the same order, since each matrix ele-
ment is of order A° and so is w(k). All other contributions are of higher order inA. Thus we obtain two

types of contribution to this sum rule.
(i) From the one-meson states

T, R

3 w®pl@(x, 0)|7; Xr; kS (v, 0)lg) +(x--y)]=zk: w(k)[fdxof*(k;x-xo)f(k;y —xo)e‘(""’>"0+(x-y)} .

(4.9a)

If we take for f(k; x) the orthonormal solutions of (4.6) y,(x) divided by the usual boson factor of

[2w(R)]¥2, then

Flk; x)={1/[2w (k) [ 2}, (x)

and

3 2w(k)f*(k; ) f(k; y) + N2 ()0, (3)=0(x —y) ,

R

where the second term is the contribution from the w=0 state. [Any bound-state solutions of (4.6) are
included in the sum, with f interpreted as the matrix element of & between the baryon and a baryon ex-
cited state.] The contribution of the one-meson terms to the sum rule is therefore

b(x=y)@m)d(p-q) —szdxoe““")*om'(x - X)0 (¥ = %) . (4.9b)

(ii) From the kinetic energy of the no-meson states

2

r

dr "z_qz i(r=p)x,ti(a~r
=fm—)fdxodyo(pc(x—xo)¢c(y —yo)( 5 et (r=p)xgtila=-ryg

dr

> ((elets 0 0ie(, 0l oL (pl(y, 08, O)la) r;&p2>

r2 _p?

ei(«-r)xoﬁ(r—P)yO)

= [ Gy [ rdep = x)bely =y et Rom el

@m)

= T 6/ (W9 (EMO(=0)

[the second equality follows from the first by
changing 7 to p+q — 7 in the second term|. Thus
provided M =1/N2%= [dx(¢,' ¥ =EJ¢.], we find
that the translation-mode state is not needed to
saturate the sum rule to leading order in A. This
identifies M and shows that it is indeed of order
AL

We ought also to determine the rest energy of
the baryon. The energy is given by the matrix
element of the Hamiltonian density 3C:

E(p)=(pl3c0)[p) ,

(4.11)
g Lo, 1/edN oA om?
Jt(x)—zﬂ +2<8x> -m?P +2¢+2)\‘
L
n-z.

The matrix elements of products of fields are
evaluated by expanding in intermediate states.
When the computation is carried to terms of order
A7l and A% the relevant intermediate states are
the following: (i) The no-meson state gives an

M

(4.10)

O(A~*) contribution [dx[5(¢.")?+ (1/20)(m? - x¢ 2R].
(The matrix element (p|Il|g) =i[E(p) - E(q)Kpl®|g)
is order A¥2 and is dropped.) (ii) The O(A°) terms
come from one-meson states. II? gives

dg ' '
| a5 2 pitlg: wq; Kl p)
_ [ dq . o
_f (2;;)2 [w(R) [Xp| 2| q; k)q; kI®|p)

- [ax 3 bwlbwrono .

The remaining terms are similarly evaluated and
the total energy becomes

E(p)= [axi(o./ P+ Ug)l+4 [dxGi(x )

+5 fdxdy G(x,y) [— dﬁ\—z + U"(dJc)} o(x=y),

(4.12a)
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GHix )= 20 [20(R) [ 4 (Ve y) (4.12b)

kR
(contributions from baryon excited states are to
be included in the sum). This formula is similar
to the one obtained from the effective action (3.1),
with two important differences. The quantities
¢.and G are not variational parameters, but are
fixed matrix elements of the quantum field. Also,
only the infrared-finite G occurs; the pole due to
the translation mode is absent. When we make use
of (4.6), the result is

fd,\ G Y(x, v)

E(p)= fdx (¢ P+ Ulp
+OM) . (4.13)

[It is easy to see that any O(\Y?) correction to the
baryon form factor does not contribute to this
order.] The first term is the classical energy
E[¢.]=M. The second term is the first quantum
correction. It is essentially equal to 3), ,w(k),
the zero-point energy of the fluctuations of the
field. Of course the corresponding vacuum energy
must be subtracted, and the result is an integral
of the phase shift in f(k; x), which is still logarith-
mically ultraviolet-divergent. The divergence is
canceled by the renormalization of the meson
mass.!* Since this contribution is independent of
p, we interpret it as the first correction to the
mass of the baryon. The kinetic p -dependent term
does not appear until OQA), which is to be ex-
pected since the kinetic energy is p2/2M.

Another sum rule which establishes the con-
sistency of our procedure arises from the matrix
elements of the total momentum operator

—fdxﬂ(x, 0)8%(x, 0)/0x

Between no-meson states, the momentum density
should give
9P

p==(p|n 5

ox

\

p/) . (4.14)

As in the energy calculation, we saturate with in-
termediate states. It is easy to show that the one-
meson intermediate states give zero, while the
no-meson intermediate states contribute

[ @ =),
(

50) oM -g)Xp-q)F(g-p)

¢*(2p —y)
f 2n) 2M

ok é%fﬂwﬂﬂ)

= £ faxo.'y

Elo,.]

M

F(q F(=q)

=p (4.15)

|F(p) is the baryon form factor, i.e., the Fourier
transform of ¢., and symmetric integration elim-
inates the integral [dg¢°F(q)F(~¢).] Again we
see that for consistency we must have E ¢, ]7 M.
The decision whether we are computing “in” or
“out” matrix elements determines the boundary
conditions for (4.6) or (4.7). For “out” states,
the boundary conditions on the continuum solutions
of (4.6) are

*Ph(-\') = [2(4)(’8)]1” o/k(\)
~ eikx + t’i f‘k‘{;A(}e)

x —>or

) y )
~ ey ("““l‘B(k) .

x = =

(4.16a)

The constants A and B satisfy the following rela-
tions, which follow by evaluating at +« the
Wronskian of ¢,(x) with ¢¥(x) and ¢ _,(1):

[A(R)2 +2 ReA(R) + [B(R)*=0, k=0

(4.16b)
B(R)2+2ReB(k)+|A(R)*=0, k=0
A(RY=B(=Fk), k=0. (4.16¢)
Therefore it is also true that
|B(R)|2=|A(=R)2 k=0, (4.16d)

For “in” states the asymptotic behavior is ob-
tained by complex-conjugating (4.16a) and replacing
k by —k. To calculate the S matrix for baryon—
one-meson scattering, we consider the expression
(p'|®|p; kout), and insert a set of one-meson “in”
states:

(p’|®@|p; kout) = Z (pr\@|r: Lim(r; Linlp; kout) .

7,
(4.17)

The relation of the matrix elements to Eq. (4.6)
makes it clear that the S matrix is the same as
the S matrix for scattering of a meson in the
static potential U”(¢.). For the ¢ theory, our
discussion of Egs. (2.10) and (2.12¢) shows that
there is no reflected wave, only a transmitted
wave with a phase shift,

=3|k| /m

tano(k) m .

(4.18)

where the S matrix is 2%,

V. FURTHER ASPECTS OF THE THEORY

One question we have not discussed in the pre-
vious sections is that of multibaryon states.
There certainly exist time-dependent solutions of
the classical field equations which as /- -« con-
sist of widely separated baryons moving with uni-
form velocities. In the type of theory with two
constant minimum-energy fields ¢, and ¢,, celated
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by a symmetry, such a solution would have re-
gions where ¢ (x, t)=¢, alternating with regions
where ¢(x, t) = ¢,; the transition regions would
have

X =X, = ul)

o (x, t)=¢c<ﬁm§

or

o(x, t)=¢c(%%)-
Eventually the moving transition regions meet
and an interaction takes place. A great deal is
known about such solutions of some classical the-
ories,! in particular that for some theories the
“solitons” emerge unchanged from the interac-
tion; but whether there is a deep relation between
the soliton property and the existence of a quantum
field theory is obscure.

To obtain a provisional picture of the nature
of the quantized multibaryon states, it is perhaps
helpful to look at a Schrodinger picture of the
quantum field theory, in which a state is described
by a functional ¥ of a c-number field ¢(x). The
quantum field ®(x, 0) is represented by multiplica-
tion by ¢(x) and the canonical momentum II(x, 0)
by (1/i)6/8¢(x); ¥[¢] satisfies the Schrodinger
equation’®

i ng\Il s (5.1a)
where
. 0
Hz—gfdx soee ) *Ede] - (5.1b)

Thus the classical field energy E.[¢] plays the
role of a potential energy in the Schroédinger
equation. E.[¢] is infinite unless ¢(x)~¢, or ¢,
as x—zt%, and so the configuration space is
divided into four regions separated by infinite
potential barriers. The solutions of Eq. (5.1) may
be divided into four sectors, in each of which
¥[¢] is nonzero in only one of the regions. The
whole space of states is divided into four orthog-
onal subspaces, listed below, with no transitions
between subspaces.

Sector I. ¥[¢]=0 unless ¢(x)—~¢, as x—~zx.
The lowest energy eigenstates are multimeson
states built on a vacuum £,. However, the clas-
sical multibaryon scattering states with an even
number of transition regions alternately from
¢, to ¢, and from ¢, to ¢, must also correspond
to quantum states in this sector.

Sector II, This is related to sector I by the sym-
metry which takes ¢, — ¢, and consists of states
built on a vacuum £2,.

Sector I, ¥[¢]=0 unless ¢(x)—~¢, as x—= —o

and ¢(x)~ ¢, as x—~+=. The lowest energy eigen-
states are the baryon-multimeson states de-
scribed in this paper. But there must also be
scattering states corresponding to the classical
solutions with an odd number of transition regions
alternately from ¢, to ¢, and ¢, to ¢,.

Sector IV, This is related to sector II by the
symmetry ¢, ~— ¢,.

To make a sensible theory of a real (one-di-
mensional) world, we should retain only two sec-
tors, one chosen arbitrarily from sectors I and II,
and one chosen arbitrarily from sectors III and
IV. The discarded sectors are identical doubles
of those retained. Since no transitions take place
between sector I (even number of baryons) and
sector III (odd number of baryons), the baryons
carry an additive quantum number +1, which is
conserved modulo 2. Thus the one-baryon state
is stable, as we have assumed. It should be
noted that whether a baryon localized at x, is as-
sociated with a field expectation value ¢ (x — x;) or
¢ .(x, — x) depends on how many baryons are to its
left; however, this does not obviously contradict
local causality since insertion of an extra baryon
far to the left does not affect the physical behavior
far to its right, it merely changes the description
in effect from sector I to II or III to IV.

If this is a correct description of the quantized
theory, there is no baryon-antibaryon conjugation.
The symmetry ¢, — ¢, is broken, since it sends
a retained sector into a discarded sector. How-
ever, within sector I ®(x, {)-®(-x, {) is a parity
transformation; within sector III this must be com-
bined with the ¢, — ¢, transformation. Thus for
the ¢* theory, the field ¢ behaves as a scalar in
sector I, but as a pseudoscalar in sector III.

This structure is specific to the particular type
of model [with a ¢, — ¢, symmetry], but should
be capable of generalization. For example, still
in one space dimension, in the theory with U(¢)
=1 -cos¢ we would retain one sector for each
integer N, with ¢(x) = ¢(=~)=2Nm; there are
baryons and antibaryons with a conserved additive
quantum number +1; the symmetry ®(x, ¢)

- —®(x, {) survives as a baryon-antibaryon con-
jugation.

We have no systematic method of verifying
these conjectures or of calculating scattering of
baryons. We should draw attention to the rather
puzzling analytic properties of the matrix ele-
ments we have calculated. For the ¢* theory, we
found

(p'l@|p =A’1/2fdxe”"")"tanhmx

LN 1
B m A Sinh(ﬂ/Zm)(p __p/) . (523)
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(The singularity at p-p’' =0 is a principal part
and is due to the large-x behavior of tanhx.) We
may write this in a Lorentz-covariant form as

; Hy v
(p'|®|p)= ﬁ%)—lﬁcm, (5.2b)
L=(p=p)up=p" ),
Yy (5.2¢)
Gl = 2mA "V2 1

m VI sin(n/2m)WI °

The pseudoscalar form is expected from the argu-
ment about parity above. There are poles at
{=(2nm)?% whether these can be associated with
meson thresholds in the crossed two-baryon to
vacuum matrix element is not clear. Indeed any
attempt to interpret Eq. (5.2b) in the crossed
channel immediately runs into the difficulty that
it is antisymmetric under interchange of p and p’.
Is this a peculiarity of the two-dimensional theory
or a hint that the baryons are fermions? (The
classical picture of the multibaryon states does
not obviously force a particular statistics on the
quantized theory.)

The stability of the baryons may also be under-
stood in terms of a conservation law. All models
in one dimension possess a conserved current
JH =€"8,®(x, I). The charge is ®(c, {) = &(—co, ).
In sector I (or II), matrix elements of this charge
are zero, since the matrix elements of the field
tend to the same value as x—+w, while in sec-
tors III (or IV) the matrix element is nonzero,
since the field matrix elements have differing
asymptotic values. It is the conservation of this
charge that renders the baryons stable.'®

In the one-baryon sector which we have ex-
amined, the question of higher-order calculations
remains open. The corrections in A come from
two distinct places. First there are contributions
of the multimeson states to the right-hand side of
(4.4) which are of higher order in A than the left-
hand side. Secondly, theuseof correctrelativistic
kinematics for the baryon will produce corrections
in A to the static approximation which we have
employed.

As an example we derive a formula for the bar-
yon form factor which includes first-order cor-
rections to (4.5). In this particular case, the
kinematic corrections only occur at second order.
Returning to (4.4), we find that for the no-meson
matrix element the order A2 terms on the right-
hand side involve only one-meson terms. The
equation satisfied by f therefore becomes

f”—U’(f)-é(f(x, x)U"(f)=0 . (5.3)
This is similar to (3.2), with the crucial differ-

ence that the propagator G(x, x), given by (4.12b),
is infrared finite. Equation (5.3) may be solved

iteratively. Setting f= ¢ (x)+06¢(x) and construct-
ing G(x, x) from the solutions of (4.6), we find'’

[_ g}—z +U”(¢C)} 8¢ = 5G(x, VYU () . (5.4)

For consistency, the right-hand side must be
orthogonal to the translation mode:

fdx Glx, VU™ (9 o (x)=0 . (5.5)

To see that this vanishes we proceed as follows.
The integral in (5.5) can be expressed as

2 2w1(le) fd"Wx)%(—“)U’"(¢c)¢>c’(x) . (5.6a)
R

But by differentiating (4.6) with respect to x, we
see that the quantity ,(xX)U" (¢.)¢. (x) can be re-
placed by ¢,”(x) = [U"(¢.) — w?(k)]g,'(x). Thus
using (4.6) once more to eliminate §x(x)U"(¢,),
(5.6a) may be rewritten as

; 2w1(;e') f x|y (g, () = 4" () ()]

= 3 o R0 = 4 e (02

3
(5.6b)

For discrete states this clearly vanishes; for con-
tinuum states (5.6b) can be evaluated from (4.16a).
We find with the help of (4.16b)

© o R? ) k2 2
2[) dk;(/—e)lB(k)lz—Zf_m dk —os A .
(5.6¢)

Changing # to —k in the second integral and using
(4.16d) shows that this quantity indeed vanishes.
[Equation (5.4) does not determine contributions
to 6¢ proportional to ¢.'. This is as it should be,
since such terms can be compensated by adjusting
the phase of the form factor. |

Consistency conditions, like (5.5), may be ex-
pected to arise at each new order of the calcula-
tion. It would be most interesting to formulate
them in some general way, so that the consistency
of our theory is evident to all orders.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have paid rather close attention to the quan-
tum interpretation of classical solutions to field
theory and to the translation mode. Though it was
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clear that such an interpretation had to be in
terms of new particles, it was not so obvious how
to carry it out in a way that would extend beyond
the crudest approximation. Once the properties
of the quantum theory have been established, one
can proceed with more confidence to physically
interesting calculations on field theories in three
dimensions. Also one must develop approxima-
tion techniques suitable to larger coupling con-
stants. It may be, as has been long speculated,'®
that the baryons occurring in nature will be found
to coincide with the mathematical baryons which
we have discussed.!®
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