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The dimensional renormalization of scalar and spinor field theories quantized in a conformally flat (k = 0)
Robertson-Walker space-time is discussed. The theories considered are conformally invariant save explicit
mass terms. All calculations are performed on the level of the canonical, Heisenberg-picture field theory,
and explicit formulas derived for renormalized Heisenberg-state expectation values, such as particle
production. Some solvable models are presented as illustrations of the formalism.

I. INTRODUCTION

Although a mathematically consistent and phys-
ically viable approach to the quantization of the
gravitational field has yet to be elucidated, it
has recently become apparent that there are never-
theless quantum gravitational effects which are
calculable in the absence of such a theory, and
physically interesting. The archetype is, of
course, Hawking’s discovery' of black-hole radi-
ance. The treatment of the gravitational field
as classical with all other matter fields quantized,
though nonintereacting, leads directly to the prob-
lem of regularizing and renormalizing linear
quantum field theories on a curved space-time
background.?

There are by now a wide variety of competing
approaches to the regularization of quantum field
theories in curved space. The four main candi-
dates appear to be covariant point separation,®*
zeta-function regularization,® the use of Pauli-
Villars regulator fields,® and dimensional regular-
ization.” With the possible exception of a discrep-
ancy in the OR term in the spin-1 case,® all of
these methods have now been shown to lead to
identical results for the anomalous trace of the
stress-energy tensor. Nevertheless, they are
certainly not identical in regard to either the com-
plexity of the calculations required, or their suit-
ability for extension to more general theories
(e.g., theories with matter self-interactions).

In both these respects, dimensional renormal-
ization seems to offer pronounced advantages. It
avoids the computational intricacies of the point-
separation approach, which become particularly
severe when one attempts to calculate renormal-
ized quantities (the divergences, of course, are
local, and have a much simpler structure), even
in exactly solvable models. And the algebraic
tedium of the Pauli-Villars method, which requires
the introduction of a bevy of unphysical regulator
fields, is also avoided. Secondly, it is difficult
to see how to apply point separation to the regu-
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larization of interacting field theories, especially
those involving local gauge symmetries. The
Pauli-Villars method can be extended to inter-
acting theories, but at the expense® of introducing
additional covariant higher-derivative terms, so
that the calculations inevitably become very tedi-
ous. On the other hand, no additional form of
regularization is required in the dimensional ap-
proach when interactions are included.

In view of these remarks, one is led to ask
whether there may not in fact be nontrivial curved-
space field theories in which dimensional renor-
malization can be carried out explicitly, at the
level of the canonical field theory, and in a way
which facilitates the computation of physically
interesting renormalized quantities. It will be
shown below that such a procedure can in fact be
implemented for scalar and spin-3 fields in ar-
bitrary asymptotically flat (k=0) Robertson-
Walker space-times. In Sec. II this is carried
through for conformally coupled scalar fields:

As an example of a specific physical result, an
exact formula is obtained for particle production
in terms of a single “reflection” coefficient arising
from a one-dimensional Schrodinger equation. In
Sec. III an analogous formalism is developed for
the quantization and renormalization of spin-3
theories. The procedure here is identical in spirit
to the scalar case, differing only in the (fairly
substantial) kinematical complications introduced
by spin. As specific illustrations of the applica-
bility of the method, Sec. IV discusses briefly
some analytically solvable models for both the
scalar and spin-3 cases. Appendix A contains

a derivation of some useful relations among the
Bogoliubov coefficients in the spin-3 case, while
Appendix B summarizes the relevant Dirac kine-
matics.

II. SPIN-0 THEORIES

Consider a conformally coupled massive scalar
field theory in a d-dimensional space-time mani-
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fold specified by the metric g,,. The matter field
contribution to the action is

Smattet= f ddxg[—%guvau(pau(p - %(mz"‘ gR)‘PZ] ’
2.1)

(2.2)

Itis wellknown that this theory is conformally in-
variant, for arbitrary d, in the massless limit.
The action (2.1) leads to the equation of motion

L o, 6F g"0,0) - (m*+ ER)G=0. 2.3)
Vg

Now suppose that we are dealing with a conform-
ally flat Robertson-Walker metric of the form
(n,, is the Minkowski tensor)

&u(®)=C()n,, . (2.4)

At this stage, the only restriction on C () is that
it should tend to a constant for ¢ -+~ (asymptotic
flatness). With this metric, one finds

o-ffGDS). e
Vg =ct/? (2.6)

and the equation of motion becomes (O =V V-02/
at?)

toos (=i~ po I (-DE T

=0. (2.7)
Making the change of variable®
$=C@D 3y (2.8)
we arrive at the much simplified equation
Ox =m?2Cy. (2.9)

Essentially, in going from (2.7) to (2.9), we have
utilized the conformal symmetry (up to mass
terms) of the theory and the conformal flatness
of the metric to make a field rescaling which re-
duces the equation of motion to its flat-space
form. The general solution of (2.9) may be writ-
ten

fu&, ) =e®3r ), (2.10)
where f,(f) satisfies a Schrodinger equation
fur [k [2+m*c @] £H)=0. @.11)

The particular solution satisfying the pure pos-
itive-frequency boundary condition at ¢ = — © (+ )
will be denoted f1* (f3*). In the standard fashion,

we may now write down expressions for the inter-
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polating field in terms of either “in” or “out” al-
gebras of creation and destruction operators:

dd-lk 1

¢=c(2-d)/4 (Zn)d-r lzwin(k)]l 75
X [FI(X, Da,(B) +f 2%, Dal,k)]
=C<z-a>/4f Ak 1
CTT 200 ()72
X (£, 1)y (K) + £ 34 (%, D), ()],
(2.12)
where
wi(R) =LK [*+mC (= =)}2, (2.13)

o)=L [R [ moC (e 2.

By the general theory of second-order ordinary dif-
ferential equations, we must have

R& D= aR)fRME D+ BRFEE D . (2.14)

By examining the Wronskian W{f !*(¢), f 1**(¢)] one
easily finds
ia(k)lz_ lﬁ(k)lz'—' wyq(R)

;;‘:(—k')_ . (2.15)

This formula precisely implies the canonical char-
acter of the Bogoliubov transformation relating the
“in” and “out” algebras. Namely, (2.12) and (2.14)
imply

.- W 1/2 -

aout(k) = (wo_ut) [a(k)ain(k) + B *(k)a;n(_k)] )

in
(2.16)

and it is trivial to check that

[@,0(K), aly(k")]= 691K = K') = @0, (K), alut ()]

= Gd—l(l'; _ E;)

if and only if (2.15) holds.

We are now in a position to compute physical
quantities, such as the expectation of the stress-
energy tensor in the Heisenberg “in” vacuum
|0,.), defined by a,,(k)|0,,)=0 for all K. This
quantity, in the limit t—-+ «, gives the particle
production due to the external gravitational field.
We shall need the expectation values

- d® 'k 1
2 = (2-d)/2 —
Ouale*G D]0u)=Co0720) [ ot g

x|fin&, 1) |2

== P24 ©)(D+F),  (2.17a)

where
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a1
b= f @t 2w°ut(k)

/2 a=2, =2)/2 d
=(”2ﬁ)d Cc @) /2y w)r( 5) (2.17b)
[ dT% |B(R)IZ
=] @ em @119

Now semiclassical methods'® allow us to relate
the asymptotic behavior of the “reflection” co-
efficient B() for large |k| to smoothness and
asymptotic properties of C(f). Namely, we have
|8(R) |

fw C(t)e?'®tat| . (2.18)

m2
~Y ———
e &TRTZ

Thus, for example, if we require that C(f) be C~
and that all derivatives vanish as {— >, then
partial integration applied to (2.18) implies that
B() vanishes as [k| - faster than any power
of |k [ We shall assume this to be the case [al-
though sensible physical results obtain with con-
siderably weaker restrictions on C(f)]. With this
assumption it is now evident that the quantity lab-
eled F in (2.17c¢) is in fact finite for arbitrary
physical space-time dimension d,;. The diver-
gence has been explicitly separated as the quantity
D in (2.17b), appearing of course in this frame-
work as a pole as d—d ,,, where d, is any even
positive integer >2.

We may similarly compute the expectation value

<Oin [ ao(rb(iy l)aq(b(i’ t) ]01n> :: C(2-d)/2(+ oo)(DPu+Fﬂu) 3

(2.19a)
where

= dd-lk 1 outzout

o= ) @ T e

T,d/z d
=50 meCt/2(+ °°)F( )npa, (2.19b)

dd-lk !B(k)|2 out out
(211)4_1 wm(k) ———Fky""k, (2.19¢)
1

lim <Oln| oren(;{ t) |Oin> lim lim <01n | etot(;" t) Ioin>

t—> 4o t> 4o d>dpnyg

= C-(dphys+2)/2(+ w)

d%ohys™1k

IS

Here k%= —w (), k3= (k), for 1<i<d-1. Once
again (with reasonable conditions on the metric)
the entire divergence is isolated in the contribution
labeled D,,. It is now trivial to obtain the expecta-
tion value of the full bare matter stress-energy
tensor as t—+«. Using the expression for 0%, ,.;

Q;Ztter::gupgwap‘paaqh
£°98,08,0+3(m%+ ER) %]

+ ‘E[(guu PO _

-g"[z
MagVU)Dqu(d)Z) + RU-V(i)Z] s
(2.20)

a simple calculation yields

<0i Iguu

matter

(x’ t) |01n> C‘(d*Z)/2(+ ao)(Duv+Fuv) )

t—> 4
(2.21)

Of course, this is not yet finite—we have yet to
include the contribution from the counterterms

in the action. The only relevant counterterm
(yielding a nonvanishing asymptotic contribution to
6"") is the cosmological constant

1
2ﬂ)d/2de‘ (—g)fddx\/g

(2.22)

The coefficient in (2.22) has been fixed by re-
quiring

S t=__2-(L'l4~2)/2
¢ (

matter
t—> =

lim <O$n | 8":& (;(: t) |01n>= lim <01n ] bra (X, t)
t—> =

+05¢(%,1)[04,)
=0. (2.23)

In the {—=+ « limit we find that the contribution
arising from (2.22) exactly cancels the divergent
piece D" of the stress-energy expectation value,
leaving us with a general formula for the (finite)
particle production in terms of the Bogoliubov co-
efficient B(k):

|B(k) I

The full renormalization of the theory will in
general require additional counterterms such as
f ddx\/ER, fddx‘/g(Rz’ uvz’Ruv :Ruvnuz)’ ete.
For example, itis known'' that for d,;, =2 the
counterterm action in the massless limit is just

(2m)

o v
wln(k) kout kout (2'24)

(with a minimal subtraction)

11 .
-5 a3 J Ve R

It might be thought that this coefficient could be
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determined by looking at the stress-tensor ex-
pectation at finite times, when the contribution

of this counterterm, proportional to the Einstein
tensor G,,, would presumably appear. However,
because of the high degree of symmetry character-
izing the metrics under consideration here [Eq.
(2.4)], one finds that G,, is explicitly proportional
to (d - 2), so that this counterterm is not in fact
reflected (for d ., = 2) in a pole term in the ex-
pectation value of the stress-energy tensor. Nev-
ertheless, the counterterm must be added; other-
wise, divergences in products of stress-energy
tensors, e.g., in

Ooue ! 07172 (x)) =« = 6%7"n(x ) 10,0
<Oout !Oin) ’

will not be canceled. In fact, Feynman-Dyson
perturbation theory can conveniently be used to
extract the counterterm here by a simple one-
loop calculation.!’ In any event, caution should
be exercised in making sure that the method used
to extract the divergences is independent of the
symmetries of the class of metrics considered.

A related point is the rather obvious criticism
which may be leveled at the method just outlined
for regularizing the theory by extension to arbi-
trary integer dimensions followed by analytic con-
tribution to complex dimensions. Namely, the ex-
tension procedure seems hardly unique: One
might, for example, instead have added on (d
— dyye) €xtra “flat” dimensions to the original
Robertson-Walker metric. I have no rigorous
proof that this regularization leads to a satisfac-
tory (i.e., generally covariant, local, and unitary)
quantum field theory. However, the fact that the
results obtained for a specific finite renormalized
quantity such as particle production agree pre-
cisely (cf. Sec. IV) with those obtained by means
of the Pauli-Villars approach (in which general
covariance, locality, and unitarity are manifest)
strongly suggests that the method followed above
is both natural and correct. It must be admitted,
however, that finding a “natural” extension of the
theory to d dimensions depended crucially on the
high degree of symmetry manifested by the class
of metrics elected for study. Of course, itis very
difficult, in the absence of such symmetry, to
perform the calculations analytically in the first
place, so that this limitation of the method may
not be too significant in practice.

III. SPIN-; THEORIES

The quantization and renormalization of spin-3
fermions in a curved spacetime background fol-
lows a similar path to that outlined above for scal-
ar fields. However, the complication of spin

makes somewhat more difficult the disentangling
of the purely kinematical (i.e., metric independent)
from the specifically dynamical parts of the cal-
culation. We begin with the expression for the
matter action

Smatter== [ d*xQet(V) V4 [Tyo D0 - (,0) v, b
+mP i}, (3.1)
where V**  the vierbein field, satisfies V**V®n,,

=g"?  and the covariant derivative on the fermion
field is

D,P=08,P+30% VL (D, Ve 0, (3.2)

DuVBv=3uVB,,—1"ﬁVVB,‘ . (3.3)
With the metric (2.4), we may take

Vou=C"2()1,, - (3.4)

The action (3.1) leads to the Dirac equation in
covariant form

(Viy* D, +m)P=0. (3.5)

Our procedure will be to analytically continue to
complex dimension formulas derived in an arbi-
trary even-integer-dimensional space-time mani-
fold. Thus, by v* in Eq. (3.5), we mean the na-
tural 2¢/2 x 2¢/2 matrix representation of the Dirac
algebra, with ¢ a 2?/2-dimensional spinor. [Both
a and u in Eq. (3.5) run, of course, from 0 to

d -1.] Writing now

b= C“'d’/“(t)(y°3,+ ik ; _ mc”z)e‘i‘i%(t) ,

(3.6)
we find that ¢, satisfies
. - ¢
dpt (|k|2+mzC+my°W) ¢,=0. (3.7
On the +i eigenspaces of y°
S+ ([E|2+mzCiim2cc ) =0, (3.8)

So again we encounter a Schrddinger equation—but
this time, with a complex potential. We now state
various properties of the solutions of (3.8) which
will be needed later. Let ¢p*®*) (¢2"t*) denote

the solution of (3.8) behaving as =~ (+ ) like
e'i“’in(k)t(e"“’out(k”)’ where

wln(k) E( liz|2+ IJ'inz)llz ’
Woue(R)= ([K |*+ pou®)' /2, (3.9)
Hin :_}nC1/2(_°°) ’

Hout =MC/2( ).

The corresponding negative-frequency solutions
are then ¢1*®* ¢out®* [note the sign flip, due
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to the explicit factor of i in (3.8)]. Define Bogo-
liubov coefficients a®, 8% as follows:

(plizn(t)(t) = a(t)(k)¢gut(t)(t)+ B(g)(k)¢:ut(;)*(t) A
(3.10)

Then the following relations are readily established
(see Appendix A for derivation):

(+)

a _ Win =My Wourt Hout
-y = -
o Wout = Hout Wynt Ky
(3.11)
(+)
ﬁ * = _ Wyg = Hyp - Wout = Hout
ﬁ(-) wout"' p‘out wln+ Hyn
(=) ()% _ pl=)1pterk _ Pin
a' o -B7'B =—20- (3.12)

out

Given a complete set of zero-momentum, flat-
space spinors u(0, }), v(0, A) satisfying

Y°u(0, X) = —iu(0, \)
Y% (0, \) = v (0, X)

1<as2d/2t (3.13)

we can construct the appropriate curved-space
spinor solutions of the Dirac equation:

1/228/272

¥=@nyanr [ as[ e
in

3 {awl&, MVULE, % X, 1)+ 0L, MV LK X, 0}
A=l

DUNCAN
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Upu&, A X, £) =K o (R)C 0 /4(8) (=10, + ik -7 — mCH/?)
xR (e 3 4(0, 1), (3.14)
Viall, X, 1) =K ()C O /4(8) (i0, — ik -7 = mC/?)
xqb,‘,““)*(t)e"i';v(o, ),
where

Kln(k) =

1 [___“’m(k) ~Hin (3.15)

1/2
“ Ikl 2y, ] ’

with corresponding equations for U, (K, A; X, #),
Voue®, X; %, 1), and K,,4(k). These spinors go over
asymptotically to the corresponding flat-space
solutions as follows:

Uy (K, A X, 1) — COD/4(_e)eitory (K, 2,

t—> =0

Uout(E’ 7\; ;y t) —"C(l-d)/4(+ w)eik.xuout(l‘;’ 7\);
(3.16)

Vi, N R, 1) — CU /4 ()etrry (i, 2,

t—> =0

t—> 40

V&, A5 X, £) —= CUD/3(4 )ik 5y (K, ).

>+

The interpolating field takes the form, in terms
of the algebra of “in” operators,

(3.17)

with a completely analogous expression in terms of “out” operators. By equating coefficients of the vari-
ous curved-space spinors of (3.14) one obtains the Bogoliubov transformation

a (E‘K)= Hin  Yout 17z Ky
ouer™ I"“out w!n Kout

- W 1/2 K
bout(k, 7\)= ( Myn out> Ve in

Hout @Win out

(a")(i)a.,,a?, N+ BN R)* Y Xy (-RIBIL(-E, m) ,

(3.18)

(RCINASERCE DEMCEAS SO

where the polarization tensor X,,, is purely kinematical and given explicitly by

an (E)= _2/~"out I<out(k)z-‘out(_r(x 7\')1)(0, A) .

(3.19)

The canonical character of the transformation (3.18) is ensured, as a short calculation shows, once we

verify the relation

=)\ |2 27 2 Wout (k) )y |22 Hout  Wyn(R)
IO[ (k” - zuout Kout (k) (1 - Lout > IB (k)l - “!: 1

K 1(R)\ 2
Woye(R) (Km(k)> ’ (3.20)

but this is a trivial consequence of (3.11) and (3.12). From (3.18) we obtain the formal connection'? be-

tween the “in” and “out” vacuums

ﬁ(-)*(k)

|01n>= (Oout |Oln> expl:f dd-lk m Xh' X(_E)azut(ir )\)b;ut(—ﬁ’ x’)jl Ioout> .

(3.21)

Indeed, the right-hand side is easily seen by a standard commutator identity to be annihilated by aln(ﬁ, 2),
and the normalization follows immediately by applying (Oml to both sides.
The calculation of renormalized physical quantities can now be carried out in complete analogy to the
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scalar field case. We will again consider the stress-energy tensor expectation value 0,.] 6**&, 1) |0,
for large positive times. By varying the action (3.1), one finds

04 ror = =1 (DT )Y = P DY+ (u=»)]. (3.22)
Inserting the expression (3.17) for the interpolating field,
- 1 d*k n B T T - -
(U I Omarter(X, ¥) |01n>= ac3re _/ (2myt wﬁ: i(k) Z [V alk); Xty 04 V (k2 Xb) + (= v)], (3.23)
n by

where p, v on the right-hand side of (3.23) are “flat-space” indices (8°= -8/8¢, etc.). From (3.10) and

(3.14) it follows that

V“(EX; Et) . Kxn(k)c(l-d)/4(+ ‘O)(iat —ik 7 - mcl/z)[a(w)*(k)eiwoutt +B(+)*(k)e-twougt]e-ii-;v(o’ )\) . (324)

t—> 4+

Substituting this in (3.23) one finds, using again (3.11) and (3.12),

04| 85240 0r (X, 1) 0,5 :’ CT®2)/2(4 ) (DM + F*V) (3.25a)
where

et e e -

Frv=94/2 Ak 1)1 [wia(R) = by Be (3.25¢)

(ZW)d-l wln(k) [wout(k)+ “‘out] out

Once again, we may now add the contribution from the cosmological-constant counterterm [again fixed

by requiring (0, |04 (X, 1)[0,,)~ 0 as ¢t~ - <]

1 1 7 d ‘
g G t(g) [ aeew),

(3.26)

which exactly cancels the explicitly divergent part D*” of the bare matter stress-energy tensor. Thus
we obtain the final formula for particle production in terms of the Bogoliubov coefficient 8*’():

Lm g | 642 (X, ) ]0,,)= Cohys*2) /2 (4 o) 2phys /2

IV. SOME SOLVABLE EXAMPLES

The formalism presented in the preceding two
sections is valid for general conformally flat Rob-
ertson-Walker metrics which are asymptotically
flat and sufficiently smooth [recall the discussion
following (2.18)]. In this section we display met-
rics for both the scalar and spin-3 cases which
lead to explicitly solvable models.

A solvable model of Robertson-Walker type for
scalar particles has already been discussed in
the literature.> The metric is

C(t)=A+ B tanhpt . (4.1)

It suffices to note here that the formalism of Sec.
II extends the discussion of Ref. 5 (in two space-
time dimensions) to arbitrary dimension. Also,
itis trivial to check that (2.24), for d,,,=2,

a1V wiy(k) =y

@Yo o, (k)

bkt - 3.27
wout(k)'*'“'out outTout ( )

f

agrees precisely with the formula [Eq. (3.21) of
Ref. 5] for particle production in this model der-
ived previously employing Pauli-Villars regular-
ization. In fact, it is possible to obtain the re-
sults (2.24) and (3.27) by a Pauli-Villars ap-
proach—at the cost of considerably increased
algebraic tedium.

A solvable model for the fermionic case is ob-
tained by taking the vierbein field proportional to
(A + B tanhpt), namely

C(#)= (A + B tanhpt)? . 4.2)

It is interesting to note that in the limit A -0, this
metric behaves, for 0<¢<«< 1/p, precisely like the
radiation-dominated, #=0 Friedmann universe,
with an exponentially rapid approach to asymptotic
flatness for ¢>>1/p. The latter we may regard as
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simply a convenient way of “freezing” the red-
shift in order to define asymptotic particle states.
Thus, if the question of the appropriate initial
state in a universe expanding from a singularity
can be resolved, this model offers both a fairly
realistic and analytically tractable descrip-

Substituting (4.2) into (3.8), we must solve
#8474+ [ |k |2+m?(A + B tanhpt)® + im Bp sech?(pt)]oi’=0.
(4.3)

After some algebra, one finds for the solution

tion.13 behaving like e “n®t a5 - — =
—J
3 : i im B 3 1+ tanhpt
o) ()= exp{—i[w‘_(k)t+% w_(%)In(2 coshpt)]} 2 Fy <1 +% w_* ——W;B , %w_fF—m; ;1= %wu; — P ) . 4.4)

The solution behaving like e#@out(®t a5 f— 4 ig

1-tanhpt>

p p p out? 2 (45)

1 . ) . . .
dt ) (f) =exp {—-z’ lrw*(k)t-bsw_(k) In(2 coshpt)] }2 F, <1 + %w_ + ”::B ,lw T imB s1+tw

Here w, (k) =3[w,, (k) twy,(k)]. The Bogoliubov coefficients defined by (3.10) now follow directly from the
linear transformation properties of the hypergeometric function:

(1 = (i/p)w )T(=(E/P)Woyt)
r(-(i/p)w, ximB/ p)T(-(i/p)w, ¥ imB/p) ’

r(l - (i/p)wln)r((i/p)wout)
r'(1+ (i/p)w.ximB/p)T((i/p)w.FimB/p) *

a‘*’(k)=

(4.6)
B (k) =

The reader may easily verify directly the relations (3.11) and (3.12) among these coefficients. Finally,

the explicit formula for particle production is obtained by substituting (4.6) into (3.27):

<Oln l aren(i’ t) Ioin>" deh” /Z-I(A + B)-dph’s-z
t—>+o

ddDhYS'lk B* kv

4 Pow  cosh(2mmB/p) — cosh(2mw_/p)

(27) Zohys=1 w out(k)
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APPENDIX A

In order to derive the relations (3.11), it is con-
venient to factorize the Schrodinger equation (3.8)
by defining first-order operators

9
D, =igy +mC/3(t) (A1)

in terms of which (3.8) becomes

sinh(7w,,/p) sinh(Tw,,,/p)

@.7

D, 5= k|20 . (A2)
Applying D, to both sides of (A2) gives an inter-
twining formula

0, D, (D, ¢37)= [K[*®, 64 . (A3)

Thus D_¢L" is a solution of (3.8) of “minus” type,
D,¢.” a solution of “plus” type. By looking at
the region {—~ - ©, we conclude that

Std’}zn(*) = (winq: “‘ln)d’;n(*) . (A4)
By taking now #—+ « in (A4) and recalling

(i)}z“*)(t) ~ a(*’e""’outf.,.ﬁ‘*)e“’outf ,

t—>+o

we arrive at the required results:

(+)
o = Win = Hyn

= Wout+ Mout
at=) Wout = Hout

’
Wiyp+ u‘ln

“ (3.11)
B Win = HKin

= =- = _Yout = Fout
ﬂ Woyt + Hout Wip+ Kyp
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Equation (3.12) follows directly by comparing the
values of the constant Wronskian

W[¢:n(-) ln(n*] ¢ln( -) t¢;n(+)*
in the asymptotic -+ >,

APPENDIX B

The spinor formalism [for d(even)-dimensional
space-time] needed in the developments of Sec. II
will now be presented. Our sign convention is 7y,
==1, ny=+1, 1sisd-1. Choose a representa-
tion of the Dirac algebra in terms of 2¢/2x 2¢/2
matrices, and with y%'=—°, y''=y¢ 1<is<d-1,
Let #(0, 1), »(0, 1) be an orthonormal complete set
of eigenvectors of °:

701‘(07 A‘) = _iu(oy X)

} (1sas2t/zyy (B1)
Y°0(0, A) =+4v(0, 1)

Then the corresponding (ﬂat-space) spinors with
polarization A, momentum k, and energy w(|%|)
-élk]3+p.2)‘/2 E° are

u(i, ) =K (|l |)(@# - 1)u(0, 1),

- (B2)
v(k, \) = —K( |k |)(i#+ p)o(0, 1)

where

K(|k])=- |k,<°" “)”2

These spinors satisfy the following completeness
and normalization relations (& = iu'y°):

2d/2+1 1
Z u(k, )‘)ﬁ(ky A).:ﬁ(“ —1:”) ’

A=1

2d/271

T o, )5, 1) = _%(u — ik, (B3)

Asl
(&, Mu(k, M) = -5, Mok, M) =6y, .

Of some use in the computations are the formulas
(i, \yy'u(k, ) =5 (K, Ny®o (K, ")
ikﬂ
=—=—0,, B4
O (B4)

and [with X,,, defined in (3.19)]

2d/2-1

Z Xxn(k)X)f'n

k=l

(k)=2l~‘-K(|k|)2[w(|kl) - IJ']GM' .
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