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We investigate the equivalence of the sine-Gordon and Thirring models on the basis of the short-distance
behavior in the massive Thirring model. We find that for dimyys > 1 there is a new additive renormalization
effect originating from the occurrence of nonleading mass singularities in the spinor vacuum expectation
values. In the sine-Gordon language this effect makes its appearance as a “‘cumulative” mass effect. It leads to

a breakdown of the naive variational method.

1. INTRODUCTION

Quasiclassical approximations suggest that cer-
tain quantum-field theories lead to new particle
states which, relative to the quasilocal algebra of
fields,! cannot be interpreted as conventional
bound states. There is no element in the field
algebra of such models which connects the vacuum
to the new states. Rather, the new states lie in
another superselection sector of the local alge-
bra,?:®

Present experience shows that a sufficient con-
dition for such a situation to arise in the occur-
rence of topological stability of classical solutions
called “kink” solutions.* Classical nonlinear field
theories leading to such behavior are known in
two and four dimensions., The present quantum
treatment of these models®'® appears somewhat
ugly (to the eyes of a local quantum-field theorist)
because it lacks formal covariance and locality
between different sectors. Technically speaking,
these methods do not produce a “grand Hamil-
tonian” which works for all sectors, but rather
they collect the total Hamiltonian as a direct sum
over sector Hamiltonians for a given number of
kink states.

The crucial question is whether this quasiclas-
sical appearance is an intrinsic feature of the
model, In this case one might talk about a quan-
tum-field theory of “extended objects” as being a
distinctive different class from conventional local
quantum-field theories. A second possibility is
that there exists a local shift operator? linking the
different superselecting sectors which serves at
the same time as an interpolating field for the new
states.

Arguments in favor of the latter possibility have
been given for the sine-Gordon equation which,
under the introduction of local charge-carrying
fields, turns into the massive Thirring model,””®
These considerations are somewhat formal since
they discuss the equivalence problem in the spirit
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of singular mass perturbation.

In the massive Thirring model one could perhaps
try to solve the equivalence problem by studying
the infrared problem of the mass in the spirit of a
thermodynamic limit!® and showing that the limit-
ing composites of the axial-vector current poten-
tial have the desired preperties. Since this model
appears to be a good candidate for the first expli-
citly soluble nontrivial quantum-field theory,!
this may even be a feasible program. However,
we feel that in view of the general nature of the
problem at hand, it is desirable to dissociate the
equivalence discussion from the more detailed con-
structive approach. In the following we will pre-
sent an approach which is based on short-distance
properties.

In Sec. II we review briefly the formalism of the
boson representation of two-dimensional massless
fermions.® In this context we emphasize the role
of cluster properties.

Section III contains a discussion of the axial-
vector current potential ¢ and its exponential
functions in the massive Thirring model. A gen-
eralization of Schur’s lemma for local noncanoni-
cal fields will lead us to the validity of the sine-
Gordon equation for ¢ for the case dimzp{zp2< 1.
The case dimzﬂzpz%l leads to the appearance of
nonleading singularities in the Thirring model re-
quiring an additive renormalization of the com-
posite field zp'{zpz. We show that this effect has re-
percussions in the sine-Gordon equation. The
composite field corresponding to the classical
exponential functions (and also the sine function)
exhibits a cumulative mass effect for dimyy — 1,
which renders the multiplicative renormalization
of Coleman insufficient. For the free massive
Dirac field the correct expression precisely agrees
with that obtained recently by Lehmann and Stehr'?
from an explicit computation. The regime dimyy
21 is noncanonical for the sine-Gordon fields and
hence the conventional renormalization picture
breaks down.!® This opens the interesting possi-
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bility that the new “phase” dimy¢ >2, which leads
to a crossing of the previously nonleading terms
with the leading terms, defines an interesting
model for a nonrenormalizable theory.'*

II. BOSON REPRESENTATION OF THE ZERO-MASS LIMIT

In order to study the short-distance properties in
the massive Thirring model, we consider first its
zero-mass limit. The details of this discussion
have been carried out by Klaiber!s and may be
summarized by the following formula for the two-
component Fermi field:

b (x) =@y (e P12, @.1)

Here y,(x) is the free zero-mass Dirac field and
X(x) is an operator expressed in the “potentials”
(I=1eft, » =right)

. 1 i d
y,(u)=—2"fo e iv C,(p)z—z +H.c., 2.22)
AN s dp

J(v)= > fe C,(p) % +H.c., (2.2b)

with u =t +x, v =t —x. The C’s, which obey Bose
commutation relations, can be written as bilinear
expressions in the fermion creation and annihila-
tion operators of ¥,. The (regularized) two-point
functions of the free fields j and their commutation
relations with y, are

G )i, ') =——41—n-[1nm(u—u’ — i€) +Z—2"] (2.32)

(j,(v)j,(u'))=-%l:lnm(v-u'—L'e)+—i§], (2.3b)

(G, )i, @) =0, (2.3¢)

L4 @), 0]
=i§;11—i-l:1nm(u—u’iie)?i—;:lwm(u'), (2.42)

[0, U @)

1 PRI 7 | IR
=im[1nm(v—v tie)F 2]4)02(0 ), (2.4b)

[7:0), 4o @)]1 =0 =[], @), ¥,,@)],

and corresponding relations with .

The connection of the potentials with the zero-
mass currents (whose boson representation does
not require infrared regularization and therefore
does not show any dependence on the regulariza-
tion parameter m) is

(2.4c)

5o =50 +5) = 7= 0,7,00), (2.52)

J-©) =40, = 3,) = 7= 8,3,0). (2.5b)
The potentials j are not uniquely determined by
the current. By interpreting the integrals for
small momenta in a suitable distribution-theoreti-
cal way, we have chosen one particular definition
of the potentials.

The x; are given by

xl. =Cljl(u)+czjr(v)1
X2 =czjl(u)+cljr(v)’

(2.6a)
(2.6b)

where the C’s are real parameters. Intro-
ducing a 5 =(} 2,) matrix, this can also be written
as
X =aj(x)=Bri(x), @.7)
j=jl+j79 j=jl_jry
in terms of new real parameters « and B.

The result of the ordinary Wick contraction
[commuting x‘*’ through the spinors by using (2.3)
and (2.4)] gives precisely Klaiber’s formula!® for
the Wightman functions. The negative-metric
aspect of the regularized potential ¢ introduced by
infrared regularization drops out on the level of
the exponential functions. The structure of the
free y,-expectation value, which requires the
same number of §; and ¥} in each index, ensures
that the exponential part of the Wightman function
is itself positive-definite. Klaiber proved this'®
by working with infrared-cutoff operators in a
Fock space, and he compensates the resulting
violation of Lorentz invariance by adding multiples
of the charge operator with suitably chosen func-
tions. In addition to spinors, currents and finite
line integrals over currents are also operators
which exist in ordinary Fock space.

Boson representation® now means that the ¥, field
itself may be written in terms of j’s, so that we
obtain all together

1/2
¢1(u,v)=<2£ﬂ> cexp{i[7,J,04) +7,5,0)]} 1,
(2.8a)

1~
zpz(u,v)=<—2'—nﬁ-> rexpl{—i[v,4, () +7v,7,@)]}:.
(2.8b)

The double dots mean boson Wick ordering.
By considering the two-point function

Wy e, 0 ', 0"))

=2_r:zr_ exp{—dw In[- (@ - i€)( - ie)m?]

u-Le
_s‘”mv—ie}’ 2.9)
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7® _ (a-gBP
ohnt _\a=-pr
dy+sy yp i . (2.10a)
. Y2 (a+pP 1
e =Yoo _q AX¥PS
dy=sy=4~ 1+ yp = (@+B), (2.10p)

we obtain the positive dimension d, and the arbi-
trary continuous spin s, as a function of our pa-
rameters, In order to obtain an “intrinsic” pa-
rametrization we may (by choosing a suitable sign
convention) express y, and v, in terms of d, and
sy. The conventionally discussed case is s, =3.
The dimension d;, may also be related to the cou-
pling constant g appearing in the Thirring equation
of motion; however, this relation depends on what
definition one uses for the interacting currents

J, as a space-time limit in the spinor fields'®
(i.e., whether one uses the definitions of Johnson,
Sommerfield, Klaiber, or anyone else), Note that
¥, has the same dimension, but the opposite spin.
Only the sign of the coupling constant in the Thir-
ring field equation, i.e., the distinction between
attraction and repulsion, is intrinsic and does not
depend on the renormalization and short-distance
limiting procedures, respectively, It is convenient
to adopt the following normalization for the inter-
acting current:

J,(x) =multiple of j, with [/, §]==0(x —y);
Jys =€, Jd" and I, =(1/V1), ,

where the pseudo-current potential ¢ is only can-
onically normalized for ¢ =¢,.

Formula (2.8) still needs an explanatory remark.
The fields j,,, are fields which exist in an indefi-
nite-metric space, whereas the application of
their exponential function to the vacuum must gen-
erate a positive-definite Hilbert space. This is so
because exponentials of free zero-mass scalar
fields have a built-in charge superselection struc-
ture.!® This charge structure may be understood
in several equivalent ways. One way is to work
with massive free Bose fields and define the zero-
mass expectation value by an m — 0 limit, allowing
for a multiplicative m-dependent renormalization
of the exponential field.” Another way is to say
that there should be a unique vacuum from which
the exponentials generate a positive Hilbert
space.'® In such a situation the linked cluster de-
composition property holds for vacuum expecta-

m

m-2 4y /v — i€ \S¥
‘pl(xl)%(xz):ﬁ[_(u_ie)(v—ie):] <u—i€>

m m=2 By fv—ie\¥ . S
:ﬁl:- ] < ) (14 iy, (uy =10, Jy + 67, (0, =008, J, 4200 |,

(u—i€e)v—ie) u-—ie

tion values. This property requires the vanishing
of all correlation functions in which the number of
¥; is not the same as that of zpf. Actually, formula
(2.8) is even implicitly contained in Klaiber’s
paper!s if one uses his d, =0=s, field 0; and elimi-
nates the free field ¥ ; in (2.1) in favor of o;:

¥¥ =[right-hand side of (2.8)|xg;. (2.11)

The o0; are “spurions” and do not do anything since
the selection rules they carry are already true
properties of (2.8).!7

Note that ¢, and ¥, have relative commutation
instead of anticommutation properties. The change
via a Klein transformation yields anticommuting
¥, and ¥,. A compact way of writing the resulting
formula is a generalization of Mandelstam’s® ex-
pression to arbitrary Lorentz spin s,:

12
(N Nty
¢—<2n> .exp{z 5 79

el (})(x')dx'];
(2.12)
with
[ =jz +7,.
The boundary term at © from the potentials is just
the charge term needed for implementing the Klein
transformation.

The computation of the axial charge by a point-
separation limiting procedure gives

- Y t+7.
Jps =N[¢Yu)’5¢] = _-Lz_n—z‘ au(P ’

. (2.13)
—_aTre
¢ zﬁ Q.
F_or Sec. IIT we need tc know that the dimension
of ¥y,

Myl = o ceTo,,

> (2.14a)

is given by the Schwinger term in the axial-vector
current:

_ dim@p o

[Jos(x)"]ls(y)]tfzy— a0(xt =yh),

(2.14b)

The computation of composite fields in the boson
formalism parallels that of the fermion formal-
ism, for example (u=u, —u,, v=v,-v,, s=0),

rexpliv, (7, () = 7, () + iv, (U, 0,) = J, 0 D] :

(2.15)
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i.e., the leading nontrivial term contains the current operator. Another interesting case is

m m™2 Y1Yp AT
QbI(X)le(y) = ?ﬂ—[-—_(u——ze)(u_—m]

The dimension of the higher terms always increas-
es by one unit. Note that in this case the original
operator as well as the leading short-distance
term (and the singular function in front) are scalars
which are independent of the spin sy.

For the conventional case s, =%, it is easy to
see that the roots of (2.10) for y; lead to

dimyp, =dimy 'y,
=dim [leading operator in (2.16)]

_p-n)
47

=2d, ¥(4d 2 - 1) (2.17)

where the minus sign holds for the attractive sign
of the quadrilinear coupling constant in the Thir-
ring field equation.'®> The only remaining bilinear
operator is ¥,¥,, which is also scalar and has the
dimension

dimy, ¥, =2d , + (4d,2 - 1), (2.18)

Here the plus sign holds for the attractive case.
The boson representation of the Thirring model has
the advantage that the range of the dimension of,
composite fields O of the theory becomes evident:

{dime} = [71177— (ny, +my,)? +l] , (2.19)

nom=+1,£2,.,.,
1=0,1,2,....
The ! refers to derivatives of the exponential

fields and factors 9, ;,98,7,.
For s, =z we have

7 =@m 47,22, (2.20)
ly,l =vam (d, - 3 )2, (2.21)

Clearly the lowest-dimensional fields are Ap’;zpz in
the attractive region and ¥,¢, for the repulsion.
The borderline case between the two regions is the
free y field d, =3.

As will become clearer in the next section, the
zero-mass limit correctly describes only the
leading short-distance singularities of the actual
massive model. Therefore arguments based on
the structure of the massless model (as, for ex-
ample, Coleman’s perturbation argument?) are
expected to break down as soon as the considered
quantities develop nonleading singularities. This

{rexpli (v, = v,)7 1) +i(v, = 1,07, @,)] : + Oy = uy, v, —v,)}.

(2.16)

r
is the basic reason why the particular form of the
operator products in Coleman’s equivalence of the
massive Thirring model with the sine-Gordon mod-
el holds in the regime dimyy<1 (better than
superrenormalizable), but breaks down for
dim¥y =1 (superrenormalizable). For that case
one has to use new normal products with an addi-
tive renormalization. For the case of a free field
we will explicitly identify these operators as being
identical to those constructed by Lehmann!” and
Stehr in terms of conventional (but intrinsically
not so appropriate) triple-ordered normal prod-
ucts.

The changes in sine-Gordon language for dimyy
=1 are not purely academic; they are related to
the breakdown of Coleman’s canonical formalism
and undermine the basis for variational computa-
tions based on coherent states.!®* Contrary to the
limitation” dimyy <2 obtained on the basis of such
estimates for lower bounds of the energy, we be-
lieve that the dimensional crossing of nonleading
singularities with the leading ones just indicates
the onset of a “nonrenormalizable” phase of the
model where zero-mass and short-distance be-
havior become even further separated than in the
region 1 <dimyyp<2,

Before we go over to the detailed discussion of
the massive model we make an amusing observa-
tion'® on the massless boson representation. For
sufficiently strong attractive coupling constant
(i.e., dimyy sufficiently small), one finds in addi-
tion to ¥ many other composite fields O with
small dimension:

dimO™ =n? X dimyy. (2.22)

These operators, which appear in the boson rep-
resentation (2.19) for m =—n, =0, are constructed
in the spinor formalism as the lowest-dimensional
terms in the short-distance expansion of powers

of $,9;:

N, (x)0] (2] + - N[y (2007 (%))
;F:f(xl o .x")e(n)(x) Feee, (2'23)

In terms of the potential ¢ of the axial-vector cur-
rent, these operators have the form

:e(zﬁnos: ,

i.e., in the language of boson representation of
the basic field they represent higher harmonics
corresponding to polynomials in
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m \12
bdd =<E;> et (2.24)
Added to the Thirring Lagrangian
L=+, m,0M(x)+H.c., (2.25)
n

they lead to superrenormalizable interactions
which generalize the mass perturbation m, =m.
Considered as perturbations on the free Dirac
field, they are nonrenormalizable,

[II. SINE-GORDON EQUATION FROM SHORT-DISTANCE
PROPERTIES IN THE CASE dimy, ¢} <1

Consider the quantum version of the classical
pseudopotential ¢ of a zero-curl two-dimensional
axial-vector current:

auJu-_—aMe“,,Js"(x):O, J g = ‘/.I_Tav(b. (3.1)

As in Sec. II, the normalization of the axial-vector
current, and therefore of ¢, is such that

Q =fJ0(x)dx=th5dx (3.2)

is the charge operator with integer eigenvalues.
As in the classical theory, there exists a Lorentz
pseudoscalar potential ¢ with the following proper-
ties?0;

(a) It is a local field.
(b) It is a nonlocal relative to the charged fields:

1000, ¥ =6 =y )@, u(x)]  (3.3)

for (x -=y)¥<0.

The field ¢ is unique; formally, it is ¢(x)
=V [Fod g ds”.

Up to now we used only the conservation of the
vector current. In order to obtain some more
detailed properties of ¢ we have to use specific
properties of the massive Thirring model. From
the study of the Callan-Symanzik equation of this
model, it is known that its zero-mass limit (sui-
tably parametrized, depending on the renormal-
ization procedure for the massive model) is the
massless Thirring model.?! In addition, the lead-
ing short-distance singularities of the (composite)
fields in the massive model are determined (up
to unknown numerical factors) by the massless
limit. The two-point function has the form

(G(x)(¥)) = f p(s2)ialy) (£)ds?,

. (3.4)
INRIGE T H (ms (-8 +ie£,)V?),

and
p(s?) =(s?)"3c for s—=,

where a =dimlp‘;zp2 .

The asymptotic form of p is a straightforward
consequence of the definition of ¢, which on the
vacuum takes the simple form

P(x)|0) = f: D(x =x")8"d 4 (x")d?’|0)

=2im fD(x -x")N [Py (x)d?x'|0),

(3.5)
or alternatively is directly obtainable from
0¢l0) =2imN[Jry]l0). (3.8)

Here we use the “normal-product” notation for
the composite field Jy,y.

Up to a constant in front, the ¢ behaves precise-
ly as a canonical zero-mass scalar field for short
distances as long as

dimyly, =dimpy,p<2. 3.7

Only in this region does the zero-mass Thirring
model give the correct picture of the current: The
short-distance behavior of the current is (up to
normalizations) that of a derivative of a free scalar
field. Hence the two-point function subtraction,
i.e., the ordinary (double dot) Wick-ordering of ¢,
is sufficient to define local polynomials : ¢":, i.e.,

1¢2(x): =lim [o(xX)p(¥) = (D(¥)d (¥ ],

Yy =X

P9M(x) = lim ¢(x,)(x,)9(x5)d(x,) (3.8)
';I,I, $(x)0(x,){¢(x)b(xn)), ete.

Even in this restricted region of coupling the
short-distance behavior of 4-composite shows non-
leading singular mass terms. For example,

NI N [Trg) 00 = [ ps)in (e)dst,

[}

(3.9)
B(s)~(Fp(eH) = (7)o, 7=,
and therefore®?
(N[ v (XIN[Drgd] () ~ (£3) %,
+(82P %, (m? P~ In"™(§2m?)
sreo

The appearance of mass ‘“daughter dimensions”
can of course also be seen from the Callan-Syman-
zik equations. For dimyy<1 (attractive coupling
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regime), there are no such persistent mass effects
in the two-point function of the bilinear spinor
expressions. In this regime we have:

Main statement. For dimypy<1 (g<0, i.e., at-
tractive Thirring coupling) there exists a g-depen-
dent (or what is the same thing, d,-dependent)
constant C(g) such that

N[¥lg,] (x)=C(gym(:e 279 . _1),  (3.10)

Clearly the sine-Gordon equation is a consequence
of

7}; O¢ =8Hd s =2imN [ Prgd)

(3.11)
and this main statement.

A note of caution: The existence of the exponen-
tial expression as a bona fide operator is not an
entirely trivial matter., However, since we pro-
mised in the Introduction not to concern ourselves
with methods of constructive quantum field theory,
we will be content simply with the remark that for
dimyy<1 exponentials can be handled by construc-
tive field theorists.??

For the proof of the main statement we note that
the commutation relation (3.3) of ¢ with ¥ leads to

s em12TABE) Ly (y)
=exp[2VTix6(x = ") Y(¥): e P TA0 ;1 (3,12)

where x’ and ¥’ are spatial components of x and y.
For A =1 this equation says that the Wick-ordered
exponential is local relative to the ¢. This local
exponential field has the same short-distance di-
mension as ¥¥. This follows from the fact that

(s e imOE L iV OO 1y & C exp[—a In(-m2E_2)],

a=fp(s2)ds2 (3,13)

=Schwinger term in [J(x),J,()].

The Schwinger term is independent of the mass,
and according to the zero-mass formula it is re-
lated to the dimension of ¥y, ¥:

a=dimyly,. (3.14)

The constant C consists of an exponential of a
sum over higher-point truncated functions,

(¢"(x)p" (¥ r, n+m>2 (3.15)

which for ¥ -~ x have the same singular behavior
as the corresponding zero-mass potentials, i.e.,
they remain finite, but do not vanish as for zero
mass.

If we now define a local field (relatively local
with respect to ¢) by

o(x) =N [¥1y,] (x)

—C(gm(:e”@/Tom 1), (3.16)

then we may easily choose the C(g) in such a way
that the short-distance singularities of the two-
point function (@(x)0(y)) cancel. Consider the
following lemma,?

Lemma: A local field ©(x), whose two-point
function does not have a short-distance singularity,
is a multiple of the identity.

With this lemma we have established the main
statement (the multiple of the identity is zero:

() =0). This lemma can be thought of as a gen-
eralization of Schur’s lemma of canonical quantum-
field theory to local noncanonical quantum-field
theory.

The picture of purely multiplicative renormaliza-
tion of composite fields with small dimension, for
example, '

N[¥14,] =lim|x[2*=¢yT (x)4,(0),

x >0

b=dimy, a=dimyly,

(3.17)

breaks down owing to the onset of nonleading mass
singularities for a=1, and we obtain

N[¥g,] =tim|x[2*=¢ [y (x)p,0) - )],  (3.18)
x>0

i.e., there are nonvanishing chiral-symmetry-

breaking expectation values to be subtracted. For

example, in the canonical free-field case (g=0)

the multiplicative factor is unity and we have

N9l9,] =1im [# (), (x) = @1 (x)g,0))], (3.19)

where the last term is the logarithmic divergent
part of the free massive propagator. Equation
(3.18) breaks down only if the mass insertion term
of the Callan-Symanzik equation cannot be ne-
glected, i.e., for a=2. What is the repercussion
of this change on the sine-Gordon level? From
(3.4) we can say that even though the canonical
character of ¢ is maintained, the canonical con-
jugate 7 has a short-distance expansion with a di-
vergent term:

(m(x,0)7(y,0)) =divergent, w=d¢/dt.

This divergence indicates potential short-distance
trouble, although the proper canonical formalism
breaks down only for a>3. There is an interesting
manifestation of the nonleading singularities in the
form of cumulative mass effects in the exponential
functions of ¢ for a=1., They will be the main

topic of the next section.

IV. NONLEADING SINGULARITIES AND CUMULATIVE
MASS EFFECTS IN EXPONENTIAL FUNCTIONS

We now come to the central part of our dis-
cussion, namely the consequences of the nonlead-
ing short-distance singularities in the definition
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of (3.18) for the exponentials of the axial-vector
currents. We expect, by analogy to the spinors,
that the Wick-ordered exponential for A —~1 blows
up as a ¢ number:

TemV A~ B(1 -0, (4.1)

J

i
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with
F( =2\)5

Let us reinforce this picture with an explicit
computation for the “free” axial potential (i.e.,
belonging to the free massive Dirac equation):

-1 omare iCrers
plx) = Ve ffdgpdgq[m(etﬂ @) a‘;aq +oi(p=a) bsz)

1
* Cosh[1(e, =6,

i(P+a)xa1[;b1; +e-i(0+a)xaq bP)jk' (4.2)

For this model it is standard practice® to introduce in addition to the Wick ordering as, for example,

used and explained by Coleman,” the “triple ordering:”

Pon(x) = s .l.irr;"_‘x':¢>(x1) e plx,) i, (4.32)
with
; ¢(x1) 600 ¢(x") E =¢(x1) oo ¢(X") - 212:< (b(xil) oo ¢(xir )) E ¢(le) ooe ¢(xjn-r) 3 ’ (4.3b)

where 3, is the summation over all partitions of 1,...

i)<ip<evo<i,, jj<ja<ere<j .

,n into disjoint subsets with

The simplicity obtained from the introduction of triple-dot ordering appears in computing truncated func-

tions. Consider for example the correlation function

(o) i m(0)3).

(4.4)

On the one hand, we may use the fact that triple ordering implies partial ordering of the fermion oper-
ators. In (4.4) we therefore pick only the term in : ¢": proportional to a'sT. A straightforward combina-
torial consideration yields an expression in terms of a generating function:

1 9" 1 sinmx eM0»s=6;)

<Olaqbq3¢"(0)§|0>=(—_-2—im;5;;§;m o’ (4.5a)
or®
(gl Temmruos) - _p; STL [0 c::::%s ial"(x)as, (4.5b)
o

with i =2mcoshB. On the other hand, the formula
(4.3) together with the recursive definition of
truncated functions immediately yields

(plx) : 9" (0) ) = p(x) 9" (0)) . (4.6)

Therefore the short-distance limit leads to

L %2, n=1
2n T T
()" (O 30) " (4.7
c,, n>1
where we have used?’
® cosh2AB o5 Dk +M)T(k =2)
} (coshg) dp =2 T(2x) ,  (48)

and the constants C, can be easily read off by

differentiating with respect to k¥ (thus generating

a In coshB) and then setting « equal to unity. We
find that our general picture following from asymp-
totic scale invariance for dim i< 2 is confirmed:
The truncated n-point functions for »n> 2 approach
finite limits. These limits are universal numbers
which for the general massive Thirring model
would only depend on the dimensionless coupling
g. These numbers contain information outside

the scale-invariant theory, and we doubt that they
can be derived on the basis of the explicit know-
ledge of the scale-invariant theory alone (including
the knowledge of all composite fields). They con-
stitute important information in the understanding
of “cumulative mass effects.” Consider the Wick
product and its connection with the triple product
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slightly below the value x =1, which formally cor-
responds to the expression N[ty ,]:

-Zzw/_Mb = -2n/—)\¢ GXP[Z( 2\/-—2>\) <¢n)]

(4.9)

The fastest way to see what happens for 1 -x-~0,
is to realize that the series (up to a finite additive
constant) can be gotten by

[ cwan, (4.10)

with

Clu) = 0 & [gee-2 DE 1Tl = ) ’] .
E=1

2r Vo dé r(2¢)

The integrand clearly has a divergence at ;=0
and we obtain

[ cwap=-ma-», (.11

leading to

exp[z iy 2‘/—”) (om) ]~ (T_I—A), (4.12)

, the convergence of the series breaks down.

Looking back now at (4.5b) we see that
limte~23VTrd i=1, (4.13)
A1

at least inside a two-point function. So our picture

N[ e-ziﬁtb] lim

-21\/—(1‘6)05 .
I 21\/—6{ ¢ =(

This idea of constructing a local operator by a
A-limiting procedure which replaces the formal
Wick-ordered expressions which ceases to make
sense can be formulated for all A =1,2,... . This
is of relevance to the solution of the Federbush
model,?® and we will return to this in another
publication. For the sine-Gordon model such an
extension is not relevant since the leading singu-
larities are overtaken by the nonleading ones
already for dim y%y,=2. The discussion leading
to the normal product is from a physical point

of view still somewhat unsatisfactory because we
are approaching a local situation (A =1) as a limit
of nonlocal fields. In the spinor formulation

3

about the ¢ -number divergence of the x—=1 limit
is completely consistent with explicit computa-~
tions. A first trial in such a situation would be
to define a new finite normal product by

N[e —2nf‘cb] l1m PRt LR - = 2VTAG.Y 1)

Yot
=:e'2*”¢;. (4.14)

Such a definition would be in agreement with keep-
ing the correct dimension, but is in disagreement
with the locality relation to the spinor fields. The
way to complete (4.14) to a local operator becomes
obvious if we study the differentiated commutation
relation (3.12) with triple-dot ordering at x =1:

=2V p(0)THTHO Ly () 423 VT Y(x) F pe VT X0 3
=y(x) 1e BTN (4,15)
By subtracting the differentiated commutation

relation for x =0

[:4(0) (e~ — 1) y(x)] =0.

Clearly the locality of the difference, i.e., of

P(0)(e~2"™i® 1) ¢, (4.16)

is necessary and sufficient for the triviality (4.13)
of the exponential.

The causal completion of (4.14), i.e., that op-
erator which takes over the role of the exponential,
can be written as

e 2VTil1=€) by): pm2VTe bt (pmi2VTo 1)1 (4.17)

(3.18) defines a local limiting procedure for the
exponential of ¢. A natural bosonic candidate
is the bilocal product (subtracting the vacuum
expectation value)

=ivT B(x ) . :e—iﬁcb(o) .

B(x,0)=:¢ —(eea) 1,

4.17)

Clearly each factor is free of the cumulative ef-
fect, and according to (3.3) anticommutes with
the y’s and y'’s for spacelike distances. So the
whole bilocal aggregate commutes if the ) co-
ordinate is spacelike relative to x and zero. We
obtain

B(x,0) =C ¢(1/9m( -x2) exp[i: (;lni'—@l ( px) +¢(0))n>£l( 1o iVT(OGx )+ 8(0): _ 1), (4.18)
r: !

The first factor is the factor one naively expects from the analogy to the zero-mass version; the second
factor is very difficult to compute [ we think it is O(1), but this is irrelevant to the following considera-
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tions]. The most interesting object is the triple-ordered bilocal which we can obtain from the B by suit-
able division. The operator has remarkable properties. Let us write this operator as

(=i V)

Ee-fv?( ¢ (x)- ¢(o)+z¢(o))': -1 =—iV7: @ (x) - ¢ (0) e—zivﬁr @ (0) i (Plr) - ¢>(0))Ze'2‘ﬁ°’(°) N

From (4.5b) and its first derivative at A =1 the
following operator relation is suggested:

H(px)— p(0) e 2V 1o h(x) — T p(0)e 2V 03,
(4.20a)

Like (4.13), this relation follows rigorously from
the fermion-ordering algorithm of Lehmann and
Stehr.'? It looks somewhat strange since it lacks
manifest periodicity, butthis is just because triple
orderings for exponentials are not intrinsic natural
normal products. It is better to call the limit

x -0 of this operator following (4.17)

N[e 2™ ] =2; V7 : p(0)(e™2" = 1)1,
(4.20b)

With this notation the vanishing of the higher terms
is plausible since the rule

lm N[ ¢(x) - ¢(0)) e V™92 |~

x>0

(4.21)

appears to be “natural.” The relation (4.21) and
the corresponding higher relations can be directly
checked in the needed form

H o) - pON" e 2™ ¢t 0 for n>1,
(4.22)

If one is satisfied with just seeing consistency
in special configurations one can generalize and
adapt (4.5b) to the problem at hand. The general
operator proof again has to be based on the fer-
mion-ordering algorithm.'?

However, the generalization of this reordering
formalism to bilocals is very involved and will
be discussed in detail in a future publication. An
alternative method to obtain the exponential by a
space-time limiting procedure has been given
by Swieca.?® It consists in

N[ e-izﬁd:(o)] =lim :e~2V7of)
f—8

_<0| :e-izﬁqﬁ(f) :I 0> (4.23)

21
(4.19)

-
for a suitable local d-function sequence. The
cumulative mass effects will depend in this form-
ulation is a very complicated nonlinear way on

f and we have not been able to demonstrate that
this limit exists and converges to our N, The
derivation of the sine-Gordon equation using the
N ordering for the free Dirac equation follows
now by explicit computation. From (4.20) and
(4.5b) we obtain (u=2m coshp)

2m*{ 0| p(x)N| sin2V7 9] (0)| 0)

—omera [ Al
0

=Vr ((x)T $(0)),
(4.24)

i.e., the sine-Gordon equation in a special con-
figuration. The validity for all configurations,
i.e., as an operator relation, is a result of the
formalism of Lehmann and Stehr.'? In the general
case dim Y3 <2, one again argues along the lines
of the properties® of O(x) (3.16). However, now
only the leading singularities cancel. The opera-
tor O is hence a local operator in the massive
Thirring model with a possible nonleading short-
distance singularity (containing explicitly the
mass). In the local algebra generated by even
functions of ¢ and lIJT such an operator does not
exist. Hence © can only be a multiple of the iden-
tity and because of its normalization properties

it should vanish. However, this argument is not
rigorous since the local completeness of poly-
nomials of a basic field (whose asymptotic dimen-
sion does not vanish) has not been established in
“axiomatic field theory.”
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