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We establish the Lorentz invariance of the quantum field theory of electric and magnetic charge. This is a
priori implausible because the theory is the second-quantized version of a classical field theory which is
inconsistent if the minimally coupled charged fields are smooth functions. For our proof we express the
generating functional for the gauge-invariant Green’s functions of quantum electrodynamics—with or without
magnetic charge—as a path integral over the trajectories of classical charged point particles. The electric-
electric and electric-magnetic interactions contribute factors exp(JDJ) and exp(JD'K), where J and K are
the electric and magnetic currents of classical point particles and D is the usual photon propagator. The
propagator D’ involves the Dirac string but exp(JD'K) depends on it only through a topological integer
linking string and classical particle trajectories. The charge quantization condition @:8; — g:¢))/4m = integer then
suffices to make the gauge-invariant Green’s functions string independent. By implication, our formulation
shows that if the Green’s functions of quantum electrodynamics are expressed, as usual, as functional integrals
over classical charged fields, the smooth field configurations have measure zero and all the support of the
Feynman measure lies on the trajectories of classical point particles.

I. INTRODUCTION

The generalized Maxwell equations which de-
scribe the interaction of the electromagnetic
field F,, with the currents J, and K, of, re-
spectively, electric and magnetic charges are'

9. F=J, (1.1)
9-F=K, (1.2)

where F2,= 3€,,, £ is the dual field. In rela-
tivistic particle classical mechanics, these equa-
tions, together with the generalized Lorentz force
law, are Lorentz invariant for any values of the
electric and magnetic charges. In quantum
mechanics, however, the fields do not provide

a complete description and a vector potential A,
is also required.>’® Then, a consistent (rotation-
ally invariant) theory is possible when K #0 only
if F,, is physically equivalent to 8,4, -9,4,
=(@AA),,, and that requires that the charge
quantization condition*

eijE(eigj - ejgi) =41rn“., ny;=0,+1,£2,...,
(1.3)

among the electric charges e; and magnetic
charges g; be satisfied, as originally shown by
Dirac.’ The reason that the constraint (1.3)
arises upon quantization of the unconstrained
classical theory is that an action formulation of
the classical theory is required for quantization,
and an action must include the vector potential
(or something equivalent). The classical action
can be defined only modulo each factor €;;, and

that leads to the weak quantization condition®
€;=2TN0 , (1.4)

with v a fixed but undetermined constant. Upon
quantization, (1.4) becomes strengthened to

(1.3), in which v =% =1. But, unlike the classical
particle theory, the classical field theory is
nevey consistent, even without an action principle.
The classical chargéd field ¢, carrying charges
¢, and g, is minimally coupled by means of the
affine connection D}, (presumably D§ =9, +ie, A,
+ig, B,) with curvature [D}, D3] =i(e, F,, +g, F1,).
The Jacobi identity 25[ D, [Dx,D,.]]=0 is violated
for we find instead, from Eqgs. (1.1) and (1.2),

Z [DK![D/\;DM]] =i(eaKv"‘gaJv) .

In the classical theory of charged fields, the cur-
rents are smooth functions, and (1.4) is of no
avail in making the right-hand side of this rela-
tion effectively vanish. It is the pointlike
nature of the charged particles which leads
to the consistency of the first-quantized the-
ory. Now, quantum field theory (the second-
quantized theory) is obtained by quantization of
the inconsistent classical field theory, not the
consistent particle theory, and so it appears high-
ly. suspect. Of course, the classical field theory
acquires various particle aspects after quantiza-
tion, and the possibility exists that these aspects
are sufficiently strong so as to reinstate Lorentz
invariance. In this paper we will argue that this
is exactly what happens.”

It is extremely convenient to use functional
methods to study problems of the above type. For
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example, the role of the classical particle theory
as the prequantized quantum mechanics is dra-
matically illustrated by Feynman’s® representa-
tion of the Schrddinger wave function as an inte-
gral over all classical trajectories weighted by
the exponential of the classical particle action.
Gauge-invariant observables are seen in this way
to be rotationally invariant because of (1.3) and
the fact that the action changes only by €;; under
rotations.® Analogously, the Green’s functions
of the quantum field theory may be expressed as
functional integrals over classical fields weighted
by the exponential of the classical field action.

It thus appears that even the gauge-invariant
Green’s functions will not be Lorentz invariant
because of the noninvariance of the classical
field theory. Consistency of the nonrelativistic
quantum mechanics is crucially dependent on the
point nature of the charges whereas most of the
contributions to the functional field integrals
would appear to correspond to spread-out distri-
butions of charge. What we will show is that,

in spite of their appearance, these functional
integrals have their essential support on the tra-
jectories of classical point particles. Relativistic
invariance then follows.

There have been a number of investigations
of quantum field theories of electric and mag-
netic charge.®”!'® What has emerged from this
work is that (1.3) is certainly necessary for the
consistency of the theory. The sufficiency of
(1.3) to guarantee Lorentz invariance has, how-
ever, never been demonstrated, even formally.
Schwinger’s'? original argument for Lorentz in-
variance depended on delicate limiting procedures
which implied in addition that the integers n;;
in (1.3) are divisible by four. Schwinger!® has
more recently abandoned this approach and re-
scinded his claim about the #;; and, consequently,
by implication about Lorentz invariance. A
local formulation of the quantum field theory is
given in Ref. 14. This formalism displays what,
beyond (1.3), is sufficient for relativistic invari-
ance. This turns out to be a particular condition
on the physical states which is not subject to
analysis at the present time. The perturbative ex-
pansion of the theory also sheds no light on this
issue since it is manifestly noninvariant, only
because, we hope, (1.3) cannot hold in finite
orders of perturbation theory.

A convincing demonstration that the existence
of magnetic monopoles is consistent with the
combined principles of quantum mechanics and
relativity has thus been lacking. The purpose of
this paper is to indicate how to fill this gap.
Using formal but standard functional methods,
we explicitly establish the Lorentz invariance of

the gauge-invariant Green’s functions. Our results
thus strongly suggest the consistency of the quan-
tum field theory, and we can conclude that the
reason that monopoles have not yet been found

lies elsewhere than in their possible inconsistency
with relativity and quantum mechanics.

Our analysis for the case when the charge-bear-
ing fields are Lorentz scalars uses Feynman’s
path-integral representation'® for the exponential
of the external field propagator. An analogous
representation for Lorentz spinor charged fields
has not been heretofore derived and so we have
had to deduce such a representation. We present,
in fact, two such representations. The first is
appealing because the current of the spinor par-
ticles has the same form as for scalar particles.
Unfortunately the relevant quantities appear to
have only a rather formal existence, as discussed
in Sec. IV, and for this reason we pass to a sec-
ond representation. Fortunately this one is on
the same footing as the one for scalar fields,
except that we must average over not only all
possible classical trajectories, but also over all
possible classical first moments defined on these
trajectories.

Our study of Lorentz invariance for the quantum
field theory rests heavily on the invariance of the
classical action formalism and of the first-
quantized theories and so we devote Sec. Il to a
review of these simpler theories. This section
also contains an extension of the classical theory
to include anomalous first moments in the charged
currents and an illustration of the noninvariance
of the classical field theory. Section III is a short
review of the second-quantized theories of mono-
poles. Our path-integtal representations are
deduced in Sec. IV. This section includes a
general discussion of how to represent the time-
ordered exponential of a matrix integral as an
unordered functional integral. Our proof of
Lorentz invariance of the quantum field theories
is given in Sec. V. We explicitly treat only the
generating functional of the conserved current
Green’s functions. Using the path-integral rep-
resentations of Sec. IV, we establish Lorentz in-
variance for both spin-0 and spin-4 charged
fields. The final Sec. VI contains some conclud-
ing remarks.

II. CLASSICAL AND FIRST-QUANTIZED THEORIES

Classical relativistic particle electromagneto-
dynamics is characterized by the generalized
Maxwell equations (1.1) and (1.2), in which the
currents

Ju(x)=ieif dz,0%x-2z2), (2.1)
T,

is]



19 LORENTZ INVARIANCE FROM CLASSICAL PARTICLE PATHS... 1155

i
Ku)= D [ deatite-) (2.2)

arise from charged point particles, and by the
generalized Lorentz force law

m,'z', =[e; F(Zg)+g5 Fd(Zg)]‘é‘. (2.3)

Here ¢;, gi, m;, and [ ={Zi(S); —oSss s +°°}
are, respectively, the electric charge, magnetic
charge, mass, and trajectory of the ith particle,
i=1,...,l; s is proper time; Zz =dz/ds, etc.
This theory is obviously Lorentz invariant for
any charges. The solution describing a single
monopole of strength g at rest at T =0 has the
usual Coulomb form

v, , .
Fci.i_=_4g_ﬂ.-€ijk;j§; ,j=1,2,3, Fgio=0. (2-4)

The corresponding magnetic field is

.81
Pl vl B (2.5)
The above equations of motion follow® from a

number!®!7* of different-looking but actually

equivalent® action principles. For example, the
action given in Ref. 17 is essentially

189 =10 ., (2.6)
with
19=2%"m, fds , (2.7)
i
and

1,,=fd4‘x[§F2 ~4F-(0AA)=J-A-K+B,],

(2.8)

where
B, (x) =fdw CFi(x—w)=(n0)"n - F(x).

(2.9)

Here w,(7) defines a path from w,(0)=0 to

w,(«) = which, for simplicity, is chosen to be
a straight line w,(7)=7n, (#* =-1). In the second
equality (n-9)~! is the integral operator with
kernel*

(ne0)2 ) =4 [ dn[6%c = nm) = 63(x +nm)].

(2.10)

The antisymmetric form of this kernel has been
chosen to invoke dual invariance, and this choice
will be maintained throughout this paper.*

The first Maxwell equation (1.1) follows from
(2.6) upon variation of A and the second equation

(1.2) is an immediate consequence of the relation

F=3AA-G%, (2.11)
where
G=n+9)"nAK, (2.12)

which follows from (2.6) upon variation of F. But
to obtain the correct Lorentz force law (2.3)
from variation of I';, (2.6) must be defined modulo
each €;; (Refs. 6, 18) (otherwise I®, which
changes by €;; when the trajectory of the ¢th par-
ticle sweeps through the string attached to the
jth particle, will not be a continuous function of
the trajectories I';) and in the line integrals in
(2.8), a contour prescription must be used when
a trajectory I'; intersects a string® (otherwise
the equation m;Z; =[¢;(8 AA)+g;(d A B,)] - %4,
which differs from (2.3) when a particle hits a
string, will result from variation of I';). When
the actions of Refs. 10 and 14 are similarly
amended, they can be shown to be equivalent to
(2.6).°

Note that in (2.11) the physical field F is seen
to differ from 8A A, which carries an unphysical
string singularity, by the singular function G*,
which removes this string singularity. For ex-
ample, the static Coulomb field (2.4) is given by
(2.11) with the Dirac symmetric vector potential

- AiXT iXT
Aqs(F =£—(-————=" LA Lot 4 fl). . (2.13)
8mr \v —#i-r r+ihier

The Coulomb magnetic field (2.5) is given by
H,=VxA; -h;, (2.14)
with

Re(P)=-dgi [ a[6(F -m) - 65(F4in)].
(1]

(2.15)

Although the Lorentz invariance of (2.6), de-
fined as in Ref. 6, is obvious from the Lorentz
invariance of the consequent equations of motion,

" it is instructive to demonstrate this invariance

directly. Consider the combined string rotation
and (singular) gauge transformation®

ALA+0N,B,~B,.=(n'+3)"n' + F¢,
F~F, T;-T;.

(2.16)

The function A(x) is determined by the condition
dAM={[(n'+9)" '~ (n+0) " n] AK, (2.17)

which requires that it have a discontinuity +g,/2
through the surface Z; =T; X{7/n' X n: 0< 1, 7/ <o}
for each j. The contribution [J +A to (2.8) then
changes under (2.16) by-;;€;;N;;, where Ny, is
the number of times (positive, negative, or zero)
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that I'; intersects Z; (or, equivalently,:I'; inter-
sects Z;). I'9 is thus invariant to (2.16) if it is
defined, as in Ref. 6, modulo each ¢€;;. If,c) must
therefore be considered as a map onto a circle
of some radius 7, and consistency then demands
that the quantization conditions (1.4) are satisfied.
We consider next a generalization of the above
classical theories in which magnetic and electric
moments contribute to the currents:

Ju@)= f Car (€2, (7) +04,,(7)0°]0%(x - 2)
(2.18)
K= 3 [ drlgidu () r 006t - 2).
i o

(2.19)

We wish to show that these generalized theories
are also Lorentz invariant, even after quantiza-
tion, with no further consistency conditions beyond
(1.3), i.e., for arbitrary moment functions 0,,

and A,,. (In particular, the theory is consistent

if all €;; vanish for any o and A.) The basic reason
is that the moments couple to the fields rather
than to the potentials. This can be seen simply

by noting that a trajectory I'; that loops around a
string of flux %gj now gives

fde-A =e; fdz cA+ %deOiw(T)(a AAWY
+dual contribution

- Sergy+ b [ dron (Dm0 A KY

+dual contribution, (2.20)

where (2.11) and (2.12) have been used. The con-
tribution of the second term clearly vanishes if
particle trajectories do not hit strings or, more
generally, if a contour prescription is used as in
Ref. 6 if a trajectory does hit a string. To be
more precise, consider the effect of the string-
changing gauge transformation (2.16) on the action
(2.6) in which now

fd"x(J-A +K *B,)
=Z de{éi'(eiA“'giBn)
+3l0; - (@A A)+x,-(3A B}, (2.21)

The induced change in the first-moment terms

is, e.g.,

[ aro,m)0 nory

=% fdro‘f,,,('r)[n’(n' +)enmed)"'|AK,

(2.22)

which vanishes if trajectories do not intersect
strings or if a suitable contour prescription is
used.

The theory obtained by first quantization of the
nonrelativistic limit of the above classical theory
is described by the Schrddinger equation

(2m)~1 (V- Az )25 = Ed; . (2.23)

Here @3(T) is the time-independent quantum-
mechanical wave function and K; is related to a
given solution of the classical equations of motion
by (2.11). A specific example is (2.13). Given
(1.3), a string rotation in (2.23) is equivalent to
a gauge transformation, and so the theory is
rotationally invariant.>!%2° The string indepen-
dence of the theory can also be seen in a way
which emphasizes the functional methods which
we will use in the following sections. According
to Feynman,®

®,(x)=N f ar, explil () (T,) /n], (2.24)

where the integration is over all classical tra-
jectories I'y terminating at x. A gauge-invariant
observable such as

o) = 8] ()0, () =N? [ diy, explit (2 tv,)/n]

(2.25)

is represented by an integral over all closed
trajectories y, through x. Since a string change
changes 19 (v,) by Y €;;N;;, (2.25) will be string
independent given (1.3).°

A classical field theory differs from the above
classical particle theories in that the currents
are given not by the pointlike forms (2.1) and
(2.2) but by continuous distributions. For ex-
ample, the currents appropriate to I charged
scalar fields ¢;(x) are

1
J=3 [ie:p]B8p; - 2¢;(e; A +gi B)o] 9]  (2.26)

i=1

and

1
K=Y [igip]80; ~2gi(e; A +g1B)p] ;).
i=1
(2.27)
The theory is then described by the Maxwell
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equations (1.1) and (1.2) together with the equa-
tions

[G® - e; A —g; B, —m2]¢p; =0 (2.28)

[with (2.9)-(2.12)] for the charged fields.

As shown in the Introduction, because of viola-
tion of the Jacobi identity, this field theory can
never be consistent for K #0. This inconsistency
cannot be avoided for continuous distribution of
charge by a charge quantization condition and
singular gauge transformations. For example,
the equation (2.17) for the gauge function which
compensates a string change has no solution for
a smooth K such as (2.27) because the left-hand
side of the equation must vanish if the right-
hand side is nonsingular. We will show in the
remainder of this paper that the corresponding
quantum field theory is nevertheless Lorentz
invariant when (1.3) is satisfied.

III. SECOND-QUANTIZED THEORIES

We will consider quantum field theories in
which the electric- and magnetic-charge-bearing
fields are either spin 0 or spin ;. The equations
of motion and action in the spin-0 case are for-
mally the same as the classical forms, except
that a gauge-fixing term and quartic self-inter-
action terms

1'= =37 Myelee] ) (3.1)

must be added to the action. For the spin-3 case,
the electric and magnetic currents are simply

Ju=y elivuli, (3.2)

Ku=) glvuds, (3.3)

and the charged fields obey the generalized Dirac
equation?!

@F-m;—e;A-gi B =0. | S (8.9)
A suitable action is |
IV =1, 419 (3.5)
where I, is still given by (2.8) (plus a gauge-fixing

term) and

192 3 [ 69 - mow, (3.6)
i

The Green’s functions in these quantum field
theories are given by functional integrals over the

corresponding classical fields. For example,
(070, ++ 6,10 =N [ dadF @ay,a7,)e, -+~ 6,

X exp[i]f‘l) (A, F’ ¢1 ° '%V)] ’
3.7)

where the 6, are any local operators in the spin-z
theory and N is a normalization constant. Such
integrals are well defined (apart from renormal-
ization) provided either a gauge-fixing term is
included in 1Y or a Faddeev-Popov?? gauge-
fixing factor is included in the measure.

In the above formalisms, the independent vari-
ables are the potential A, the electromagnetic
field F, and the charged fields. The potential
B =8, is explicitly given by Eq. (2.9) as a non-
local function of F, and all of the » dependence
of the actions resides in this function in I,

[Eq. (2.8)]. It is more convenient for us at this
point to use the alternative formalism of Ref. 14.
Although equivalent® to the previous formalisms,
it has the virtue of manifest locality. The actions
are

SS‘O) =S,.,+S(0), S,(,l):Sn'*'S(l)’ (3.8)
with

Sy==4 [@ix{fn-(0AA)] [0+ @ABY]+[n+ 0 A AP

—-[0@m+A)P+ A~B,B~-A)}, (3.9)

and

slo _ Z fd‘*x[(-ia -e;A-g;B)¢]
i

X (@0 - e; A -g; B)g,

-m2o] o =9 9:)?]  (3.10)

for spin 0, and

SO =S [ B -mi - e h-gi B (3.11)
i

for spin 3. Now the action is a local function of
the independent variables A, B, and the charged
fields, and the » dependence resides in the ex-
plicit #’s in S,, which includes a gauge-fixing
term. Variation of A and B in (3.8) gives the
correct field equations (1.1) and (1.2), with

F=nA[n+(@AA)]={na[n- (8AB)]}¢, (3.12)

and with currents (2.26) and (2.27) for spin 0 or
(3.2) and (3.3) for spin 3, and also gives the
gauge-fixing equations

9204 =9%n+B =0, ’ (3.13)
Variation of the charged fields in (3.8) gives the
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correct equations (2.28) (with =233 ,A;;0;0] ¢;)
or (3.4). Finally, because of the explicit n de-
pendence, the canonical generalized angular
momentum tensor M,,, which arises from (3.8)
is not conserved. Rather!*

deM==nA{n:[(ned)"'J Am+3)"K]%. (3.14)

The above theory can be-quantized as usual
and developed in a perturbative expansion in
which the gauge field propagators are given by
the noncovariant expressions

Dya@) =D3p(@)=[-g""+@"n" +a"n" ) +q)™"]
X (g% +i€)7!, (3.15)

Dip@) ==Dp4a@) = Aq)* (n+q) " (g* +ie)™.
(3.16)

The i€ prescription for (n+q)”! is irrelevant
in (3.15) because of current conservation, but
must be the principal-value prescription in (3.16)
in order to maintain dual invariance.*® The
resulting noncovariant perturbation expansion can
be shown to be unitary, consistent with the
Faddeev-Popov formalism, dual invariant, and
renormalizable.® For the exact theory, on states
for which (3.14) vanishes, the canonical Poincaré
generators satisfy the Lie algebra of the Poincaré
group and, if (1.3) is satisfied, can be integrated-
to give a group representation.'* The key question
is whether there are enough states on which
d+M=0. We will not investigate this question
directly but will instead explicitly establish the
Poincaré invariance of the gauge-invariant Green’s
functions.

The Green’s functions for local operators
6, +++ 0; in, for example, the spinor theory are
given by the functional integral

©0|76,+++6,]0) =N fdAdB (A, e ody)B, +++ 6,

X exp[iS{V(A, B, ¥, »++Py)] .
(3.17)

For gauge-invariant €’s, this expression is
equivalent to (3.7).° For such ¢’s, we will show
in Sec. V that (3.17) is # independent.

IV. PATH-INTEGRAL REPRESENTATIONS

In this section, as an important preliminary to
our proof of Lorentz invariance, we will derive
path-integral representations of matrix elements
of certain unitary operators. We consider the
standard representation of the canonical commu-
tation relations

[Xu, Pul=—igu, (4.1)

among the operators X, and P,. We will use
both the position representation

(lx> = Ixo) lxl ? lxz ) |x3>)

X =xx|, (xlP=i0x|, (4.2)
and the momentum representation
(pIP=p(pl, (plXx=-id,p|, - (4.3)
with
' 1 mipr
o) =gEe (4.4)

The normalizations are
(xlxy =8%(x =x"), (plp")=06%p-p), (4.5)

and the completeness relations read

fd“xlx)(xl =1, fd“plp)(pl =1, (4.6)

The matrix element of interest in the spin-0
theory is

U(T; %, x")=(x| exp(5i T{[P = a(X) ] = m?} )x"y,
4.7

where a,(x) is an arbitrary function. The repre-
sentation given long ago by Feynman is'®

U('r; x,x")=N fd[‘(r; x, x’)exp{— YimPr —i fT d'r'[ﬁéz(r’)+a(z(T'))-é(T’)]} s (4.8)

(o]

in which the integration is over all x-space paths
L(7;x,x") between the points x’ =z(0) and X =z (7).

It would be nice to derive an analogous expres-
sion for the matrix element

V(T x,x") = (x| exp{i‘r[P -dX)=m]Hx"y (4.9)

in the spin- 3 theory. Note that (4.9) is a 4x 4
matrix in the spinor space. We begin by using

I
the Trotter® formula

=lim (e'ANBNW (4.10)

N>

in (4.9) to obtain

V(r;x,%')=1lim (xl[e-i('r/N)z{ei(T/N)(P-m) ]le:) .

N—>»

£i(4+B)

(4.11)
We next insert the completeness relations (4.6)



in (4.11) N and N - 1 times, and use (4.2)-(4.4):

V(t;%,%")=lim fd“;vcl-o-fd“x,,_1 ﬂ-‘; .o
N (27)

APy =i TA) =ity (xx,
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DTNy =m

=i(T/N)h(x)) =401 (xy-x*) Li(T/IN) (g ~m)
Xe Ve 17%¢ Hom (4.12)

Note that the order of the factors is important here because of the noncommutativity of the exponents.

We now write

lim f Hd"x{

N—o>x» i=1
to cast (4.12) into the form

(21!)'4d4p‘ =N’ de"(*r,x x )fdQ

(4.13)

V('r;x,x’)=N'de‘('r;x,x')fdﬂexpl'—ifT d'r’p(T')né(T')—ii'm]Texp{ifT dT'[ﬂ(T')—d(z(‘r'))]},

in which the integrations are over all x-space
paths I'(1; x, x’) from x’ =2(0) to x =2(7) and all
p-space paths  between unrestricted points p(0)
and p(7), and T denotes 7’ ordering.

Let us next change integration variables in
(4.14) from p to 1=p —a(x). We obtain

V(t;x,x") = de‘(f; %, x")F(T'(1; x, x"))

X exp [-i fT dr'alz(1')) 2(1') —i'rm] ,
(4.15)
where the functional
F(l—‘) = N/ ‘[dﬂT exp {z ffd'r"[#(frl) - ﬂ(T') .é(,‘.')]}

(4.16)

is independent of ¢ and of . Our final expression
(4.15) is formally very similar to the scalar rep-
resentation (4.8). Unfortunately the expression
(4.16) appears to have a purely formal existence.

To illustrate the difficulty with (4.16), we
consider the related ordinary integral

F(t;x)= (2m)"* fd“pe‘("'"’"") . (4.17)

Formally this is 6*(x + 7y), but the nonexistence
of (4.17) as an ordinary distribution follows from
its formal properties:

(& -70.)Pr, =0, FO,0=0%).

The quantity /' may be expressed in terms of a
Lorentz scalar function C(7, x)

F(T,%) = (-% +7“3“)C(T, *)

which satisfies

0

(4.14)

2 2 2
(4.18a)
C(0,x)=0, C(0,x)=56%x). (4.18b)

This is a hyperbolic partial differential equation
in 7 and x* but the initial surface 7=0 is space-
like instead of timelike (with respect to the hyper-
bolic operator). In this case no solution as an
ordinary distribution exists.?* A related feature
is that usual Feynman path integrals are basically
Gaussian and are related to parabolic partial
differential equations [typically (¢8/97 +V2)K =0]
rather than hyperbolic or elliptic ones. It is

true, however, that expression (4.17) can be
given an unambiguous meaning on a class of
testing functions. The power series representa-
tion

F(r;3)= Y (00060
i=0

_ _1_j ilga
_Z].!T 07 264(x)

J even

+ Z ‘%'Tj D(f‘l) /Z.Y ‘364(96) (4.19)
jode

is obviously well defined on polynomial testing
functions, and the Fourier transform

iTrp

e =cosTVP® + (—)—ly'SulTw/—é (4.20)

is well defined on testing functions f(p) which
approach zero for p?- ~« faster than e TR, ;
e.g., on functions of compact support in p2,

We will not attempt here to show that (4.16) is
well defined in the context in which we will use it.
We will instead use a different representation for

the spin-3 case and only use (4.15) to illustrate the
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formal similarity between the spin-3 and spin-0
theories.

Before proceeding with the spin-3 case, we
consider the general 7-ordered exponential

T
UU(T)=[Texp(-if dT'h(T'))] , Gj=1,...,M
0 ij

(4.21)

where 7 (7")=h;;(7’) is an arbitrary MxM ma-
trix function of 7/ (not necessarily Hermitian),
We wish to exhibit (4.21) as an unordered func-
tional integral. Let a;, a;r, i=1,...,Mbe a set
of M Bose or Fermi annihilation and creation
operators

[aiya}']tzéijy [ai’aj]t:(), (4-22)
and let the operator
H(7)=alh;;(1)a, (4.23)

correspond to the matrix z;,(7). The set of one-
quantum states

Y;=alQ, j=1,...,M (4.24)
where  is the ground state, a;2=0 for
i=1,...,M, provide a basis for the identity rep-

Um(S:™) = exp[~i€H (m€) )., (5:™)

m-], m=1
dg‘ exp[S;™s; ™! —4€5; ™y, (me)s ;™ =5, 15" I (N P
i i i

i=1
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resentation since

H(1)a]@=Y" hy(r)alQ. (4.25)
i

Furthermore the desired quantity is

Ui;(1) =(a] @, U(r)a] Q) (4.26)
where

. )
U(t) =T exp [—i f dT'H(T'):l (4.27)
0

is recognized as the time displacement operator
for the quantum-mechanical system with time-
dependent Hamiltonian H(7) =ajk;;(7)a,. The
matrix elements in a harmonic-oscillator basis

of the time displacement operator can conveniently
be expressed as a functional integral using the
analytic representation.?® Let U(7) be written as
the limit of an ordinary operator product:

U(7)=lim exp[ —i€H (n€)] + « »exp[ — i €H (me)]

X ¢+ cexp[ ~i€H(€)], (4.28)

where € =7/n. The generic wave function

¥ =9(S;) is represented as an analytic function of
complex variables §; =x; +iy;, ¢=1,..., M. (We
have placed a bar on the s; to agree with the con-
vention that creation is done by af—~ 5 and an-
nihilation by ¢—~s.) The mth infinitesimal time
translation acts according to

(4.29)

where (272)"'ds;dS; =n"'dx;dy;. The desired functional integral representation follows:

M
vym= [ TI TI[@re) s, sy s (08 0)

OST!<T k=1

X exp {—'s‘;(r)s,('r) +1 fT dr'[-35,(T)s4(1") =5, (Tf)hi,(r’)s,(T’)]; .

The quantity in the exponent may be symmetrized

exp{— i (Tsi (1) +5,0)s,0)] +6 [ dr[(=i/2)Gusy —gféﬂ—?thwsf]}'

(4.30)

(4.31)

The formulas we have just written apply in the Bose case, but the change to the Fermi case is trivial.?®
The reason either a Bose or a Fermi representation may be used is that only one-quantum states appear
in (4.25) and so only one-quantum intermediate states occur in (a]@,U(7)a}Q) if U(r) is written as the

operator product (4.28).

We are now in a position to exhibit a path-integral representation for the matrix element

W(T; %, %)y =(x| [exp(§i7{[P = a(X)] -

- %i‘yu'yyfuu(X)} )lij Ix'> 1)

(4.32)

where a,(x) and f,,(x) are arbitrary functions and ¢ and j are Dirac spinor indices. The procedure used
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above for (4.7) gives

W(T;x,%');;=N fdl"('r;x,x’)T exp{— 3imPT 3 J.T ar'[322(7") + 2(1") cale (7)) + Fi V"V ,,,,(z('r’))]}
0

ij

(4.33)
- Using the representation (4.30) for the ordered exponential of the matrix, this takes the form
T
w(r; x,x');,:fdl"(r;x, x') exp{—éimzr-—i f d'r’[%éz(r')+a(z(1"))°.'z(1")]}
o]
. T .
X de(r)sA*r)?,(o)exp[— % f dr'fﬁ,,,(z(T'))c‘“’(*r')tl s (4.34)
0
where .
dsds _ (T,
a2 =TT (5L ) exp [ 515, [ arsienn) (4.35)
T'
{
and functional integral representation of (5.1) is
N 1
0“"(T)=s(7)§[y“,y"]s(7). (4.36) W,(a,b)=N fdAdB(Hd(pidq)I)
i=1

This representation does not suffer from the
formal difficuities of (4.15) and will be used in
the next section to prove the Lorentz invariance
of the spin-3 theory.

V. .LORENTZ INVARIANCE

The set of Green’s functions (3.17) for all local
fields 6; (e.g., A, ¥, Fuy, :9¥:, :Py,9:) is equivalent
to the full quantum field theory. The Green’s
functions for gauge-invariant 6; [e.g.,

Fup,du, Ky, (8, —A,):] contain all bf the ob-
servable information (in particular the S matrix)
about the field theory. It is only necessary to
establish the Lorentz invariance of these gauge-
invariant functions. We will treat in detail only
the case when the 's are the conserved currents
J and K. The extension to include the other gauge-
invariant operators is straightforward. We thus
consider the generating functional

Wy(a, ) =(0|T exp[-1 JaxWea+K-b)]l0),
(5.1)

where a,(x) and b,(x) are arbitrary functions.
The current Green’s functions are obtained from
(5.1) by functional differentiation with respect
to a and b followed by setting a and b to zero.
We consider first the spin-0 theory specified

by the action S of Eqs. (3.8) and (3.10). The
|

5

B 4 6 m
W,,(a,b)l,' ={exp(z; M,fdxmm)Wf, )(a,b)

X exp{i [SS”(A,B, $1renes 91)

- fd‘*x(J-a+K-b)-J}.

(5.2)

We want to demonstrate the Lorentz-invariance
condition

Wn(a, b)zwn(alu bA), (5-3)
where
ap(x)=A"ta(Ax), by(x)=A"'b(Ax), (5.4)

for an arbitrary Lorentz transformation A,,.
Since it is obvious from (3.8)~(3.10) and (5.2)
that

Wn(a’ b)=WAn(aA, bA), (5-5)
it is sufficient to show that W,(a, b) is independent
of n, i.e.,

Wn(a, b)= WAn(a’ b). (5.6)

We begin by explicitly performing the Gaussian
integrations over the charged scalar fields in
(5.2). [In this analysis we omit the quartic inter-
action term in (3.10). Its effect can be included
by introducing a position-dependent mass u;%(x).
Then Eq. (5.2) can be written as

} s (5.7
r=0/ u(x)=m

where Wf,“) is the generating functional in the position-dependent mass case. The Lorentz invariance of
W,,lx then follows from that of Wf,“) a- o- The modifications to our path-integral formula necessary to in-
clude a position-dependent mass are trivial.] The well-known result gives
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W,(a, b) =Nf dAdB ¢'Sn exp ((- 1) Z TrIo{[(P - C;? — m?]/(P? - mz)}) , (5.8)

where we have used the abbreviation
Cin=eiAu+a,)+g:i(B,+b,). (5.9)

A convenient representation for the expression in the second exponent in (5.8) is
Tr ln{[(P ) mz]/(Pz _ mz)} - _f d_TI[d4x<xl{e(U2)ir[(P-c)z.mzj - e(]jz)ircpz_mﬂ}lx) . (5.10)
(1]
Use of the path-integral representation (4.8) now yields

Tr ln{[(P—C)z—mz]/(Pz—mz)}z—[ng‘r—Te'(l/z“’"zf de‘(T)f(I‘(T))[exp (—iff dT'%oC)—l], (5.11)

where the integration dI'(7) is over all closed paths I'(7) [2(0) =2(T)], and

f(T)=exp [— éj: dT’.'zz(T')] .

We can thus cast (5.8) into the form

(5.12)

W,,(a,b):NfdAdB eisnexp{ Z.:‘[ﬂoge'(‘m"‘izT fdl"('r)f(I‘) [—1+exp ((—i)_[f dT’:z-C¢>}}. (5.13)

We finally expand exp(D};) in a power series to obtain

o

Wala,b)=3 W (a,b), . (5.14)
R=0 .
with
R
W=y Jaaas s [ 1] [Lzar, )]
X Z C,exp (—_2-E z mirz*r,) exp{—ifd“x[J,, <(A+a)+K,*(B+b)]}, (5.15)

where p represents a particular assignment of the
indices 7, =1,...,k, for r=1,...,k, C is a com-
binatorial factor, and J, and K, are the corre-
sponding classical currents associated with the
charges e; and g; and (closed) trajectories I',(7,):

Jh(x) = Z e;rf dz"6%x - z),

T,

i (5.16)
Ky(x)= Zg,-rf dz"d*(x = z).

rr

We see that, apart from the 7 integrations and
f(I) factors, ea¢h W,‘,‘Z) is just a sum of generating
functionals for classical currents, i.e., of func-
tional integrals over classical fields A and B and
(closed) trajectories I' weighted by a classical
action S,(4,B) - [ (J*A +K+B). One way of verify-
ing the 7 independence of W, given (1.3), is to
exploit the invariance, mod €;;, of this classical
action under a4 combined string rotation and gauge
transformation, and the gauge invariance of the
functional measure. To see this explicitly, it is
most simple to transform back from the

]

(A, B, T') variables to the (4, F, I') variables to
obtain an action of the form of I{? in (2.6). Then
all of the #» dependence in each term of the p
sum in (5.15) resides in the K,*B term, and the
transformation #»— Az is equivalent to the gauge
transformation [cf. Eq. (2.16)]

A~A'=A+d\,, F~F, I'-T, (5.17)
with
dAM,={[(An+8)"'An—(n+0)"n]K,}¢.
(5.18)

Since K, is a singular classical current, A, is

well defined and has discontinuities +g,/2 for
some j’s. As discussed below Eq. (2.17), this
gauge transformation changes [J,+A by

27ij€i;N;; with integers N;; and so, since dA =dA’,
(5.15) is invariant to n- Az if (1.3) is satisfied.
This shows that W (a, ) =W ) (a, b) =W ¥ (a,, b,),
the last equality following from the Lorentz in-
variance of the measures dA,dF,dI’. Thus each
term in (5.14) is Lorentz invariant, and so will
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be the sum if it exists in any sense.

A more direct way to verify the z independence of (5.15) is to explicitly perform the Gaussian functional
integrations over A and B. The (threatened) #» dependence of (5.15) occurs in

f dar f dAdB{exp[iS,,(A,B)]}{exp[—i [wa +K-B]}oc [arexp [(—1/2) Il [ D and +ID 45K +KD 1T

+KDBBK)] , (5.19)

where the propagators have been given in momentum space in Eqs. (3.15) and (3.16). By current conserva-
tion, only the mixed propagators in (5.19) contribute to the possible n dependence. Using (3.16), the n-
dependent part of the exponent in (5.19) is seen to have the form

(2m)" %€y, fd'x,-“ ﬁdx}’ (A B),, (n8) " [(x; — x,)? —i€]"L, (5.20)

Here the closed loop line integrals correspond to the trajectories I'; and I';. We apply Stokes’s theorem

to the first loop integral so that (5.20) becomes

(2m)7%¢y; j:- ds; fdx,“{a,,[(x‘ —-x, ) ;-ie]'1 +(2min, (- 8)"16%(x; = x,)}, (5.21)
i

where Z; is a two-surface bounded by the first-loop I';. The first term in (5.21) is » independent. Using

(2.10), the second term is

I“Eiei,fn dS,-"u"fr dx,,,n,j an[6%(x; — x; = mn) = 6*(x; - x; +nn)]. (5.22)
i i o

Because of the definition of the 6* functions, the
integrations in (5.22) simply count the number of
times the loop I'; intersects the oriented three-
surface Z; Xt#nn (0 < n<w), This is an integer
N;; (positive, negative, or zero) for almost all
paths. It is only ill defined (e.g., if I'; is locally
tangent to Z;) on a set of measure zero in the
space of paths which contribute to (5.19), so that
these configurations may be safely ignored.?®
Thus

I;;=i€;; Ny, (5.23)

so that the n-dependent factors in (5.15) have
the form exp(¢€;;N;;). This shows again that if
the quantization condition (1.3) is satisfied,
(5.15) will be independent of n. [Integration of
€'ii =1 over the remaining 7 and I'(7) variables
obviously maintains the # independence.]

It is interesting to note the geometric aspects
of the integrations in (5.22). This integral defines
a topological integer, analogous to a linking
number L;; which counts the number of times the
tube I'; X7 links the surface Z. It is clear from
the definition in (5.22) that L;; is an integer in
four dimensions, but because of the limitations
of our three-dimensional intuition, the geometri-
cal significance of this number is not too trans-
parent. It may help to consider the three-dimen-
sional analog. The passage from (5.20) to (5.22)

—

has a three-dimensional analog in the identity

L= § ayx$ @&-TE-3|"
T, T,

-,

Here I', and I', are one-dimensional closed loops
and S, is any surface bounded by loop one, with
surface element d3. It is clear that L is the
linking number that counts the number of times
loops 1 and 2 link around each other. The above
L;; is simply a four-dimensional generalization
of L.

The above evaluation of (5.19) can perhaps be
rendered more physical by noting that the expo-
nential is '

da-f a%6%(%-F). (5.24)
I‘2

1

‘ Zf dz,(e; Gf +£i®Y), (5.25)
Tj

i>i
where
@;=Dypedyj+Dyp K,
(5.26)

®;=Dpy*J;+Dgg*K;,

apart from the divergent but z-independent ¢ =3
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terms. Using Stokes’s theorem, (5.25) becomes

5 [ a0 et raist)

i>i " Si

rey; f (dz An)™(n-0)"(z; _z,>] ’
Tj

19

with D the Feynman propagator, is explicitly

seen to be independent of # and to satisfy
8+F,=J,, 9+3i=K,. (5.29)

The second term in (5.27) is, mod ¢;;, also

(5.27) independent of # by our previous discussion,
. We proceed now to establish the Lorentz invari-
where.the expression ance of the spin-3 theory. The generating func-
§;=D[(®@NJ); - (@A K)]], (5.28) tional (5.1) becomes
1
1
W, (a,b)=N f dA dB (H dzp,-d':ﬁf) exp{i[S, (4, B) +SVY (A +a,5+b,%,,...,)]}, (5.30)
is1

where the action is given in Egs. (3.8), (3.9), and
(3.11). The explicit Gaussian spinor integrations
now give

Wo(a, b)

=N fdAdB &'Sn

X exp{ Z Tr In[E9 - m; - C;)/(EF - mi)]}

(5.31)

instead of (5.8), where we again use the abbre-
viation (5.9).

For a purely formal argument, we may use
the representation analogous to (5.10),

Trln[(P = £ -m)/(P -m)]
=— fom‘_‘;l qux(xltr(eiT(F'¢-M) - ")y

(5.32)

4

where the trace “tr” is only over the spinor

indices. Substitution of the path-integral repre-
o)

Trln(P—¢—m+ie)—Trln(P—m+ie):Tr fwdu<

=Tr f du

m

=Tr '[:d;m<

T
sentation (4.15) gives

Trn[(P-¢€ -m)/(P -m)]
- fo "Lt [ ar(ngi)

T
X [1 - exp <—i f ar'z C>] , (5.33)
0o
where

g(I)=trF(T), (5.34)

with F(I') given by (4.16). This is analogous to
(5.11) and (5.12), and substitution into (5.31) gives
expressions which differ from (5.13)-(5.16) only
by the substitutions mz; ~ 3m;% and (')~ g(D).
The proof of Lorentz invariance of (5.30) there-
fore proceeds exactly as in the spin-0 case.
This proof is, however, formal because of the
purely formal existence of F(I') as discussed in
Sec. IV. A rigorous proof would have to include
a discussion of the existence of this functional
on the domain relevant in (5.33). We will instead
use a different approach to the spin-3 theory
which avoids this difficult question.

Instead of using (5.32) we will rationalize the
Dirac operator. Note that

1 1 )
P-C-iu+ie  P-p+ic

1 1
2

((P—ﬂw)m-w’f“)p' -—[.L2+i€>

1 1 )
P-CP-u2+ie P2 - ul+ic

In the last expression we have used the fact that the trace of an odd number of Dirac matrices vanishes.
The last expression gives 3Tr In[(P-£)* = m? +i€] - 3Tr In(P? = m® +i€). We now proceed as in the scalar
case and find
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. . 1 wdT iT 2 2 iT 2 2
~Trin(P~¢€ -m+i€)+Trin(P -m +i€)=5Tr — | exp ?[(P_m -m?]) - exp ?(p - m?)
o]

<ime [ ey (& - 02 - tiry*(@ 8 O = m)
— exp (%(Pz—mzj)] . (5.35)

The exponential here is of the form (4.32), and so we can use the representation (4.34) to obtain

-Tr 1n(P-¢‘-m)+Tr1n(P-—m)=%fﬂt—?exp(- éimzr)fdl"('r)f([‘(T))fdZ}(T)si(T)Ei(O)

1]
X [exp (—i fo d-r'[é .C+ ‘11(35 C),'wcr"”]) - 1], (5.36)

where f(T') is given in (5.12), and

az(r)= J[ (d;i.s)exp \:—Is'i(o)s‘(o)_ f’ dq-lgi(rl)&,-(q-')] . (5.37)
as in (4.35), and
(1) =5 (N3 0*, 7 s (), (5.38)

as in (4.36).
The generating functional (5.31) now reads

W,(a, b)=NfdAdB e*Sn exp{ > %f”?exp(— zm57) de(T)f(F)]dZ(T)Ej(T)S,(O) ‘
i 0 :

x [— exp(—i j{;’d-r’[é <Cy+i(dA Cg)u,,O“”]) + 1}}, (5.39)

which only differs from the spin-0 expression (5.13) by the 6" contribution to the exponential. We now
have in the power series (5.14), (5.15)

Wﬁh)(a,b)=;v—lfdAdB &tsn II:[ [%dl"r(r,)f(l",)]

X E C, exp{ - —;-Z m; 27, -1 fd"x[J, *(A+a)+K,+ (B +b)]} s (5.40)
P
where the currents are

T
2= e, [ anlz e st )0t -2,),
0

Tr (5.41)
Ke)=Y g, [ dri[z )+ b0t (a)8, 6% - 2,).
0]
{

The new feature here, as compared to the scalar perform the integrations over A and B in (5.40).
case (5.15) and (5.16), is the existence of first- The result (5.19) is as before, but with the
moment contributions to the classical currents. currents (5.41). Write
According to our discussion in Sec. II, following
Eqgs. (2.18) and (2.19) the presence of these mo- J=d,+J,, K=K, +K,, (5.42)
ment contributions does not affect the n indepen-
dence (mod ¢;;) of the classical action. We may with J,, K, the charge contributions (5.16) and
thus conclude, just as for the spin-0 theory, that J,, K, the moment contributions. The charge-
(5.40) is indeed Lorentz invariant when the quan- charge contributions J, *D * K, etc. as before give
tization conditions (1.3) are satisfied. rise to no # dependence given (1.3). The remain-

We can again be more direct and explicitly ing contributions are explicitly » independent, for
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any charges. For example, (3.16) and (5.41) give

ffd"xd“sz(x)DAg(x—Y)K(y)

=3 Z deo‘“’('r){ - (n+3)"[nA K(2;)]uw
+(21r)"{3/\fd4;v(zt -y)7?
XK(y)]uv}‘ (5.43)

The second term is # independent and the first
term vanishes except when a magnetically charged
particle intersects a string. Such a collision
corresponds to a set of measure zero in the path
integral in (5.40) and so can be ignored. Thus
(5.40) and therefore (5.39) are Lorentz invariant.
Although we have explicitly established only
the Lorentz invariance of the generating functional
(5.1) in the scalar and spinor theories, it should
be clear that our analysis can be extended to the
Green’s functions of arbitrary local gauge-invari-
ant operators in arbitrary field theories.

VI. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The quantum field theories of electric and mag-
netic charge whose Lorentz invariance we have
established were defined in Sec. III by string-
dependent actions such as the local action (3.8)
or the nonlocal one (3.5). Such string-dependent
formalisms for the classical and first-quantized
theories were reviewed in Sec. II. For the first-
quantized theories, the alternative formalism of
Wu and Yang? is available. This approach avoids
the use of strings and uses instead a topological
section formalism. A distinct advantage of this
framework is that the absence of unphysical
strings makes such properties as Lorentz invari-
ance more manifest. Unfortunately, it appears
to be extremely difficult to extend the Wu-Yang
program to the full quantum field theory. In fact,
the topological formalism even for the classical
theory'® is incomplete at present. “

Our proof shows that the quantum field theory
of electric and magnetic charge is Lorentz in-
variant even though the corresponding classical
theory of smooth minimally coupled charged
fields is not. To accomplish this it was necessary
to express the generating functional of the gauge-
invariant Green’s functions as a path integral over
the trajectories of charged classical point parti-
cles. Let us review critically some of the assump-
tions that go into the proof:

(1) It is assumed that the generating functional

W may be expressed as a sum (5.14) W=>)m, w*
over the number of charged-particle loops. This
is a weaker assumption than a perturbative ex-
pansion, because each term W contains all
orders in the coupling constant and furthermore
each term is gauge invariant.

(2) It is assumed that renormalization will not
invalidate the conclusion. This is presumably a
weakness of present-day renormalization theory
rather than our argument, for renormalization
theory is inherently perturbative whereas the
consistency of monopole theory rests on the -
Dirac quantization condition e; g; —g;e; =4nxin-
teger, whichis inherently nonperturbative. Our re-
sult should (we hope) encourage renormalization
theorists to extena their methods beyond individual
graphs to W represented as a functional integral
over classical particle paths.

(3) The Feynman measure is of course not
really a measure and so we are not really justified
in claiming that certain configurations—such as
intersection of a string and a trajectory—are of
measure zero. To be rigorous our argument
should be effected in the Euclidean region where
the volume in path space is, in fact, a measure.

Our formulation of quantum field theory in
terms of integrals over classical particle paths
has dynamical aspects that have not been con-
sidered here. On the one hand, it suggests new
semiclassical approximations around the classical
particle solutions which may be thought of as dual
to the familiar semiclassical approximation
around classical field solutions. Work in this di-
rection has in fact been initiated by Halpern, Sen-
janovic, and Jevicki,?” and our results allow sys-
tematic inclusion of closed charged-particle loops.

Finally it should be kept in mind that the point
nature of electric and magnetic charge, on which
we insist, may qualitatively alter the dynamics.
This appears particularly relevant for the unob-
served magnetic monopole with point Coulombic
field of strength g2/47~ 137, and correspondingly
strong pole-antipole attraction. The instability
of an external point Coulomb field of strength
Ze? /41> 1 to pair production is well known,28+2°
The problem is modified for a nucleus of finite
extent.®® But unlike the atomic nucleus, the
magnetic monopole is absolutely pointlike. Fur-
thermore there is every reason to believe that
the instability of the external Coulomb field
belonging to a particle of infinite mass, persists
if the mass is finite. This suggests that an iso-
lated magnetic monopole would destabilize the
vacuum, and if so, would never be produced even
though its occurrence in closed loops made it
an essential participant in elementary particle
dynamics.
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