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The quantum fluctuations of the relativistic quantum scalar plasma (i.e., a system of spin-% fer-

mions interacting through the exchange of scalar particles via a Yukawa-type interaction) are con-
sidered within the context of the covariant Wigner-function approach studied elsewhere. The usual
infinities occurring in the conventional many-body theory appear as a consequence of a vacuum
Wigner function. They are removed in the Hartree-Vlasov approximation for thermal equilibrium.
Results previously obtained by Chin are recovered. The effect of these quantum fluctuations on ab-
normal matter is briefly discussed. For the sake of illustration, numerical results are given and

compared to those first obtained by Kalman.

I. INTRODUCTION

The relativistic quantum scalar plasma (an expression
due to Kalman;!? see also Ref. 3 for the classical case) is
the many-body system characterized by the Lagrangian

L =yliy-d—mWp+gPyé
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where ¥ is a spin-+ field, ¢ is a scalar field, and .Z,
represents the most general counterterms that can be in-
troduced within the context of perturbation theory (we

come back to this question below), i.e.,
|

1
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F(x,p)=

where the angular brackets denote a quantum-statistical-
mechanical average (i.e., { --- )=Tr[p- -], p being the
density operator). From Eq. (3) one can derive, for in-
stance, the fermion four-current

J“(x):Trfd“p Y *F(x,p) 4
and the momentum-energy tensor

T*(x)=Tr [ d*py*p"F(x,p) . (5)

As a result of this formalism, some nonperturbative ap-
proximation schemes suggested by plasma physics have
been studied®’ and, in particular, the Hartree-Vlasov ap-
proximation of the relativistic quantum scalar plasma in
thermodynamical equilibrium.® As expected, the usual in-
finities of quantum field theory show up and hence the
model has to be renormalized (see Sec. III). However, the
conventional renormalization procedure (i.e., absorption of
infinities by appropriate counterterms) has been devised
within the context of perturbation theory so that it
remains to show that it may also be used (or possibly
modified) within other approximation schemes which are
not analytical in the coupling constant. For instance, if
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Although such a system is not supposed to represent
any actual physical system, it is, however, extremely use-
ful as a ‘“laboratory” where methods and techniques can
be used. Furthermore, if one insists on a possible physical
role, one may think either of the SLAC bag model* or
“abnormal nuclear matter,”> etc. However, particularly in
this paper, it will be considered merely as a useful model.

In other papers®’ (and references quoted therein) we
have developed new techniques—somewhat reminiscent of
plasma physics techniques— for the study of relativistic
dense matter, based essentially on the use of a covariant
Wigner function which, for fermions, reads®’

J d*R exp(—ip-R)(P(x +R /2)@%(x —R /2)) , (3)

'we deal with some cumulant expansion®~% then the
Hartree-Vlasov approximation is the simplest approxima-
tion, dealing with collective effects only, while the next
one also contains two-body correlations. Therefore, if one
succeeds in getting rid of the infinities of the Hartree-
Vlasov approximation—which is the main purpose of this
paper—is this procedure consistent with the next approxi-
mation (two-body correlations) and the following ones
(three-, four-, etc. body correlations)? While such a con-
sistency can be proved in perturbation theory it is a priori
not so for other approximation techniques.

In this paper, our aim is more modest since we only
want to explore the source of the infinities occurring in
the simplest approximation (Hartree-Vlasov) and the way
they can be removed.

In Sec. II a brief summary of the results already ob-
tained is given while in Sec. III the various infinities are
removed within the usual procedure (regularization of
divergent integrals and absorption of infinities in counter-
terms). Section IV deals with the determination of arbi-
trary constants occurring in the renormalization process
while a brief discussion and a comparison with the semi-
classical case®® is provided in Sec. V.
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II. THE HARTREE-VLASOV APPROXIMATION

In this section we briefly recall some previous®® results

on the relativistic quantum scalar plasma in the Hartree-

Vlasov approximation and show how infinities come into
: |
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play.

Using the equations of motion implicitly derived from
the Lagrangian (1) and the definition (3) of the covariant
Wigner function, one easily arrives at®’

5
liy- 0420y p—m)]F=— (; 8;4 f d*x'd*p’exp[ —2ip"*(x —x" )]{ Fop(x,p —p" )p(x")) , (6)
m
(O+pg2{$(x)) =4mg Tr [ d*p F(x,p), 7)
and another equation similar to Eq. (6) but connecting F M=m—g{(¢) . (11

to (¢F,,) where F,, is defined as F in Eq. (3) except that
the average value is not taken (note that F=(F,)).

The Hartree-Vlasov approximation is obtained by fac-
torizing (F,,¢) as '

(Fopdp) ~F(¢) ®)

as in conventional plasma physics (without such a factori-
zation we would have to solve an equation connecting
(Fopd) to (Fo,¢¢), etc;® such a hierarchy has to be
closed in some way and the Hartree-Vlasov ansatz is the
simplest one).

The above ansatz, joined to the fact that in thermal
equilibrium the system is invariant under spacetime
translations, once introduced into Egs. (6) and (7) leads to

(yp—M )Fe(p)=0,
9
F(pXyp—M)=0,

and
prm —M )=4mg?Tr [ d*p Foo(p) (10)

where M is an effective mass for the fermions:

Ede 1

Equations (9) represent the relativistic and quantum
analog of the Liouville equation for free quasifermions®
endowed with the effective mass M, while Eq. (10) is
nothing but the Klein-Gordon equation (7). The equilibri-
um Wigner function Fq(p) has the general form®

_yp+M
Feq(p)- aM f(p), (12)
where f(p) is given by’
aM 6(p°) 0
(p)= —0(—p™)
fip (2m)3 21:’ exp[ ,B(poief)]—kl P
X8(p2—M?), (13)

0 being the Heaviside step function and €, the chemical
potential of the fermions while 8= (kT )~!. Equation (13)
contains two terms, a term representing the thermal
equilibrium of matter, which vanishes in the limit 7—0
and €, —0, and a vacuum term which remains in this lim-
it [the second one on the right-hand side of Eq. (13)]. Dis-
carding provisionally this vacuum term and inserting Eq.
(13) into Eq. (12) one gets the “gap equation”

M3 )
M=m-T—
m m2 %fo

i.e., a self-consistent equation for the effective mass M. In
Eq. (14) one has set
4

'=—g
T

2
m

KR

(15)

Once M is known then the pressure and the energy den-
sity of the fermions is obtained via Eq. (5) while the same
quantities for the scalar field are given through®?

Tt = B (g yrgn
seal =g = $)g

2
__ Hr
= 2

(M —m)’g" . (16)
8wg

This is essentially a mean-field approximation and we
would like to examine the effects of quantum fluctuation
on the thermal properties of the scalar plasma. Indeed,
while in this approximation (Hartree-Vlasov—mean-field)
the scalar field appears to be classical (i.e., {(¢") ~{$)™
this means that the quantum fluctuations of the scalar
field can be neglected since they would imply considering

(1+§2)1/2 CXP{B[M(1+§2)1/2i€f]}+1 ’

(14)

'terms like (pd)#4(d){d)), yet there exist the quantum
fluctuations of the fermion field itself. They are imple-
mented in the vacuum Wigner function corresponding to
the last term of Eq. (13), i.e, in

1

Fvac =
® (27

5 (v P+ M6 —p"8(p>*—M?), (17)
which expresses the fact that the negative-energy states of
the quasifermions of effective mass M are uniformly occu-
pied.

III. REMOVAL OF THE INFINITIES

The introduction of the vacuum Wigner function (17)
into Eq. (10) or (14), besides the matter part already in-
cluded in this last equation, gives rise to a divergent in-
tegral. Furthermore, introduced in Eq. (5) for the
momentum-energy tensor of the fermions it also leads to
another infinity. Consequently, we have to remove these
infinities and we shall do it in the spirit of current renor-
malization procedures: regularization of divergent in-
tegrals and absorption of infinities in suitable counter-
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terms. Although this can be done successfully (see below)
this was not a priori obvious owing to the fact that we use
an approximation scheme quite different from perturba-
tion theory.

Adding now the counterterms .7, deriving the field
equation for the scalar field ¢, taking the average value of
this latter, and using the Hartree-Vlasov approximation,
one gets the following new equation for the effective mass
of the fermions:

(R 4862 (m —M )+ ag + L-(m —M Py 2 (m —M
2g 6g
=4mg?Tr [ d*p[Fu(p)+Fuac(p)], (18)

where F,,,(p) is nothing but the “matter part” of Egs. (12)
and (13). Next, the integral involving F,.(p), i.e.,

C D
gAp+(Bp+pg®)m —M )+2—;(m —M )+ é(m —M ) =47gTr [ d%p Fru(p)—

where Ap, Br, Cp, and Dy are arbitrary finite constants
occurring in the regularization/renormalization process
(see Appendix A) and have to be related to the experimen-
tal renormalized constants pg?, ag, and yg, and Ag (see
below). Note that A is a redundant constant which could
be absorbed into Ar, Br, Cr, and Dg; it is, however, more
convenient to keep it at this stage. Nevertheless if we
demand that our vacuum be normal, i.e., {(¢)=0, in the
absence of matter, and hence that m =M, then one must
have

2m3g

Ap=— InA . (23)
So far we have dealt with only one infinity, namely, the
one occurring in the gap equation (18). However, there

still exists another infinity that occurs in the momentum-I

T~ “i—f<¢>+—’;ﬂ<¢>2+%<¢>3

yrg
Thu+E—

w | Ap Br
=T4r+ & ——(m —M) e (m—M P
4 2g*?
4
— A;—ln {—Aexp( +) ] ]

IV. DETERMINATION OF THE ARBITRARY
CONSTANTS

We now have to determine the arbitrary constants Ap,
Bp, Cr, Dp, and A (we emphasize once more that A is
redundant and can be absorbed in Ag, Br, Cr, and Dg)
and, to this end, suppose that our scalar plasma does
represent an actual physical system. Then through vari-
ous physical experiments (diffusions, measures of binding
energies, etc.), we could, at least in principle, determine
the numerical values of the renormalized constants ap,
1r% Yr» and Ag (of which some of them could possibly
vanish).
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16T [ gt 0 pOip2—M D), (19)
(27)
is evaluated in 4 — e dimensions as!® (see Appendix A)
am? (M| M
—LgZ — ] l—eln |—A | | +0O(e), (20)
e m m
where use has been made of'°
f A’k __ _ _a.pTp—n/2) 1 @1
(K2+b%P Lp)  (p2p—2 "

In Eq. (20) A is an arbitrary constant, as usual. The pole
term of Eq. (20) can clearly be absorbed into the counter-
terms in the left-hand side of Eq. (18) so that, finally, the
gap equation (18) can be rewritten as

2m 3g2
T

r .
energy tensor of the fermions,

Tfermxons—Tr f d [Fmat p)+Fvac P)]P”'y

also due to the vacuum term F.,.(p), and it is a priori not
obvious that this new infinity can also be absorbed in the
same counterterms as above. In fact, the same kind of cal-
culation as above—dimensional regularization of the
divergent integral and absorption of the pole term into
TH!Y (the contribution of .#, to the momentum-energy
tensor)—shows immediately that the infinite part of
T fimions DOt only can actually be absorbed into T#¥ but
also, what is more important, with the same counterterms
(see Appendix B).

Finally, the renormalized momentum-energy tensor of
the system reads

(24)

“Lipyr "R 2 (25)

ln [M—Aexp —4)H

f (m—M)*

(m —M )+

4'4

(26)

3 How are they related to, say, Ar, Br, Cp, and Dg?
First, we fix A in such a way that in a normal vacuum
where (¢)=0, or m=M, TH#'=0. This is achieved by
choosing
A=exp(§) . 27)
Next, we remark that the “experimental” constants ap,
1r% ¥r, and Ag are, by definition, the coefficients of
/1), ¢%/2, ¢3/3!, and #*/4), respectively, in a renormal-
ized Lagrangian and that the coefficient of g#” [in Eq.
(25) or (26)] is nothing but an effective Lagrangian that
takes account of quantum fluctuations in the Hartree-
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Vlasov approximation (rather it is an effective potential
since there is no kinetic term in this coefficient, owing to
the spacetime translational invariance of our equilibrium

2693

where 6 is an unknown constant such that 0 <6 < 1. Iden-
tifying now the various renormalized constants with the
corresponding coefficients of (@), ..., {(¢)* one obtains

state). In this effective Lagrangian the coefficients of
(¢), (4)% (¢)°, and (¢)* are not Ap, By, Cy, and Dy ar _Ar | gm®
since the term ~M “InM also contains such terms when TR (30
expanded in a power series of (¢). The Taylor formula ) ’
up to fourth order in (¢ ) for the function _ Br _ 7g’m? o
M - 2! 44 ’
77(<¢))——~7T—2“1 (28)
_yi__gf_ 13¢°m (32)
is 31 3 6r
()= >g'" —(¢)? 2m?
25 TR TR Yo (33)
+<¢>324 ~m 3—<¢>496g2
s s Finally, the renormalized gap equation and the renormal-
3g°(¢) 1 , (29) ized momentum-energy tensor can, respectively, be written
mm[1—(g/m)6{s)] 5! as
j
3 2.2 3 2 3
_gm s 1g°m M _13¢°’m | (m—M) - 25g (m—M)
glar—"5 = [+ |HrTH 5 ](m )+ YR - 22 + 62>
3
2mg? | M M
=47gTr f d*p F,m,t(p)——?L gl RL ;e‘/“ l (34)
and
1
TH=T+g" 2 | lax— ]<¢>+ B Jgm? ]<¢>2 To _Bem |4y
Ar 25g 4 (m —g(¢))*
2 241r (¢)*— . In |1 . (35)
Note that, owing to Egs. (23) and (30), ag =0.
Finally, a further determination of Eqgs. (34) and (35) —
demands the “experimental” determination of g2 ¥z,
and Ag. However, since we want to compare these “renor-
malized” results with the semiclassical ones>® we have to
take the same finite constants in both cases, i.e., ug? given
and
YR=Ag=0. (36)
Doing so, results first obtained by Chin!"!? in an in-
teresting article are then recovered exactly. Numerical re-
sults with the values (36) are given in the next section and
compared to those obtained in Refs. 2 and 8.
Let us look at the effects of the quantum fluctuations in
the Hartree-Vlasov approximation on the state of “nu-
clear” matter, i.e., whether in a normal or abnormal’ state.
To this end we consider the energy density T of the sys-
tem, 00 > i

TR "Tmat'+‘L MR <¢>2 7/R <¢>3

AR
4 4! rai2e

3g5<¢>5
m™m[1—(g/m){$)6]5!

; 37

FIG. 1. The energy density is plotted as a function of {(¢).
The various continuous curves correspond to various Fermi en-
ergies. On the dashed line lie the minima of the continuous
lines. At T=0 K the equation providing these minima is the
gap equation: (3/9(¢))T®({$))=0. At T-£0 K we should
plot the free energy.
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where use has been made of Egs. (29)—(33) and (35). The
effect of quantum fluctuations is twofold: (i) it leads to
the observable values of the various constants ,uRZ, R>
and Ay, and (ii) it adds to the total energy density Tz a
vacuum contribution, i.e., the last term on the right-hand
side of Eq. (37). It is not difficult to realize that this con-
tribution is always positive since m —g{(¢)>0 and
0<6<l1.

First, we note that the minimum (or minima) of the en-
ergy density TS with respect to {¢), i.e.,

3
3(¢)

leads to the renormalized gap equation (34) (see Ag)pendix
C) as it should be. The qualitative features of Tk ({¢))

TX(($))=0, (38)

Twpn| (a)

0.0 [
m/g
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are shown on Fig. 1. Next let us discuss the effect of the
vacuum contribution to the energy density [see Eq. (37)].
When the various constants pg2, ¥z, and Ag are such that
matter is in a normal state (only one minimum in T'Y),
then the vacuum energy term does not change the general
shape of the energy density curve: it only displaces the po-
sition of the minimum and also the numerical value of the
corresponding energy density, which is increased since we
add a positive quantity.

The situation is, however, not so simple in the case of
abnormal matter. In such a case, depending on the values
of the constants g2, ¥ &, and Ag (a detailed discussion of
the various cases has been given by Lee and Margulies®),
there are two minima (separated by a maximum) corre-
sponding to two possibilities: either the lowest minimum

™| (b)

00 (P>
m/g

™ken| (c)

m/g

FIG. 2. The effect of quantum fluctuations on the energy density T®((¢$)) at T=0 K and for a given value of p; is represented.
The quantum term in T %((4)) has two effects: (i) it increases the energy density (the larger (¢ ) and the larger the increase) and (ii)
it shifts the minima in the direction of decreasing (¢). Various cases are shown in diagrams (a), (b), and (c). (a) Normal matter
remains normal. (b) The degenerate ground state becomes nondegenerate and the first minimum is the lowest: matter becomes nor-
mal. (c) In the semiclassical case (continuous curve) matter is in an abnormal state; the effect of quantum fluctuations may a priori
be represented by one of the dashed lines labeled (1), (2), or (3): (1) Matter remains abnormal, (2) the ground state becomes degenerate,
and (3) matter becomes normal. The existence of these various cases depend on the possible value of m /g.
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is obtained for the smallest values of (¢ ) (in such a case it
corresponds to a stable normal state while the other mini-
ma is metastable and the maximum unstable) or it is ob-
tained at a larger value (¢) [in this case, the first
minimum (see Fig. 2) is metastable while the second is
stable and represents abnormal matter]. Moreover, wheth-
er these two cases (shown on Fig. 2) exist or not does de-
pend on the possible limiting value of (¢), i.e., of m/g
(see Ref. 5). What is now the effect of quantum fluctua-
tions on this situation? In fact, it is easy to realize that
the term brought by the vacuum fluctuations is not only
positive but also monotonically increasing with (¢ ). This
means that the value of the energy density corresponding
to the first minimum to the right of {¢)=0 is less in-
creased than for the second one, corresponding to a larger
value of (¢). It follows that several cases have to be con-
sidered. For the sake of the discussion we label p; and p,
the minima corresponding to (¢ ); and (¢ ),, respectively,
and take 0<{(¢);<(¢),; let us also call ¥; and ¥V, the
corresponding vacuum contribution (p; refers to the
quasiclassical case). Therefore, we examine the following
different cases:

(i) p; < p, (metastable abnormal state: p,; stable normal
state: p;). In this case p;+V; <p,+V, and hence the
quantum fluctuations enhance the stability of the normal
state; also they can possibly suppress the second (metast-
able) minimum depending on its depth relative to the
maximum (the energy density of the maximum is less in-
creased than is the one of the metastable minimum).

(il) py=p, (and ()< {(¢)2). In this case, the quasi-
classical degenerate normal state is split into a normal
state (state 1) and possibly a metastable state 2 (or no state
2 at all).

(iii) p;>p, (normal metastable state and abnormal
stable state). This is the most complicated case since there
are several possibilities: (a) pi+Vi>p,+ V,, (b)
p1+V1=py+V,, and (c) p;+ V| <py+ V>; of course these
various cases depend on the values of the constants at
hand.

Finally, it should be mentioned that all these cases have
]

2,3
_gm®
27

13g2%m
21

7g%m?
2

prA+ (m—M)—

where the M 3InM term has been dropped and where only
terms linear in M have been kept. Similarly, the last term
of this equation should be dropped. Finally, Eq. (39)
reads

1++0
m 3 2 2
143 +Tps/2m

1++0

3

~

2m (40)

while the corresponding equation in the semiclassical case
is

2m?

prz ’

My~ (41)

(m2—2Mm)+
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to be reconsidered according to the value of m /g, since,
e.g., when (¢),>m/g there is no physical second
minimum.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

(1) In Sec. IIT we have shown that the Hartree-Vlasov
approximation could be renormalized with the same kind
of counterterms as in perturbation theory, i.e., with a po-
lynomial of fourth degree in the scalar field. This is hard-
ly a surprise since this approximation can also be obtained
by summing the so-called tadpole diagrams of the many-
body theory,!! at least formally. Nevertheless, this possi-
bility does not prove that the next approximation (i.e., the
one that retains two-body correlations and, of course,
three-, four-, etc. body correlations) can also be rendered
finite with such counterterms.

(2) In order to compare our renormalized equations to
the previous semiclassical ones,>® the various constants
ag, Yr, and A have been chosen to be zero. As was
pointed out above, they should be determined by high-
energy-physics experiments; however, since this scalar
plasma is not intended to represent a real physical situa-
tion but is only a “laboratory” useful to test techniques,
these constants can be chosen freely as far as comparisons
have to be made and also for the sake of numerical calcu-
lations.

The effects of quantum fluctuations can be inferred!3
from the renormalized gap equation (34) and from the ex-
pression of the renormalized momentum-energy tensor
(35). Apart from providing finite coupling constants
(yr»Ar) and mass pg?, the renormalization process modi-
fies these two basic equations by terms of order {¢)* and
(¢)>, respectively. It follows that, at low densities where
(¢)~0 (we consider the case where yg=Ag=0) the
modifications brought by renormalization are certainly
weak.

On the other hand, in the high-density case (where
pr>>m>M) where M tends to zero (or, equivalently,
where (¢ ) tends to m /g), the gap equation (34) can be ap-
proximated by

-
258" (13 _3m2M)
61

2’ &rtpr

Mesps—MIn +0M?), (39

[
This shows (i) that M and M, both vanish at high p,,

(i) that—still at high p,—the quantum mass M can be ob-
tained from M simply by scaling the couPling constant
I [ie, M(I')=M,(I"") with I"=T/(1++5T)], and (iii)
that the ratio M /M, tends to a definite limit at large p:

lim 4 _14ir.
Py— cl
A similar scaling can be obtained for the energy density
and for the pressure, although with a different I'’. In fact,
one has pguane OF Pgyane(T) =pg or Py(T"’) with
" __ F
T 1+IL/16
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0.00
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0.0 0.5 1.0 1.
Chemical potential

FIG. 3. Plot of the effective mass (in units of m) as a func-
tion of the chemical potential. (a) The continuous curves take
account of the effects of quantum fluctuation (I"'=35, 10, 100)
while the corresponding dashed curves represent the semiclassi-
cal case. (b) The effect of temperature is represented for I'=10
and for several temperatures (in units of m). T, is the critical
temperature beyond which there is no longer any first-order
phase transition.

Note also that, in the above remarks, the zero-temperature
case was dealt with: at 7540 K, the asymptotic regime
py>>m or kT amounts to considering T=0 K.

All these remarks are confirmed by a numerical calcula-
tion of the effective mass (see Fig. 3) performed for
several values of the constant I'; in any case only a limited
range of densities is concerned with the modification
brought by the quantum term. It appears that the effec-
tive mass is higher when quantum fluctuations are taken
into account than without. Therefore the fermion’s pres-
sure should be lower when quantum fluctuations are taken
into account, owing to the mass dependence of the free
Fermi gas pressure. However, the situation is not so sim-
ple and we must also take account of the other terms of
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1.0

Px107

0.5

0.0

-0.5 __{
-1.0 ! |
0.0 0.5 1.0 Ps 15

FIG. 4. The pressure (in units of m? is plotted versus the
Fermi momentum at T=0 K and for I'=10 and 100. Continu-
ous lines: with quantum fluctuations; dashed lines: without.

Eq. (35) besides the one for fermions in T4, [let us recall
that the pressure and the energy density are related to the
momentum-energy tensor through

ressure= — + T % energy density=T% ,
P 3 g y

while the fermion (minus antifermion) density is related to
the chemical potential as in Refs. 6 and 8]. In fact, there
is a density region where the pressure is lower with quan-
tum fluctuations than without (at smaller densities) and

0.0 ! L
00 0.5 1.0 Py 1.5

FIG. 5. The energy per particle (in units of m) is plotted
versus the Fermi momentum at T7=0 K and for I'=10 and 100.
Continuous lines: with quantum fluctuations; dashed lines:
without.
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another one (at higher densities) where it is higher. This is
shown in the various figures. The pressure versus the Fer-
mi momentum is plotted in Fig. 4 at T=0 K for two
values of the coupling constant I'=4g’m?/mug?, i.e., for
I'=100 and 10. The continuous line (quantum fluctua-
tions included) and the dashed line (semiclassical case)
cross at a given value of p, for T'=100 while this is not
apparent for I'=10. In fact, there is also such a crossing
but outside the figure. In Fig. 5 a plot of the energy per
particle versus the Fermi momentum, still at 77=0 K and
for I'=10 and 100, has been drawn: in these two cases it
is lower than 1 (in units of m) and hence this corresponds
to a collective bound state. In conclusion, there is not
much difference (other than quantitative) between the
semiclassical case and the quantum case. This is reflected
in Fig. 6 where we have drawn a phase diagram for the
case T=0 K, where the various possible regimes (depend-
ing on I" and py) have been indicated, in the semiclassical
(dashed lines) case first given by Kalman? and in the
quantum case. We refer to Refs. 2 and 8 for a more de-
tailed discussion of this diagram.

(3) A direct comparison with the interesting work by
Chin (who dealt with a similar model) cannot be made for
the following reason: besides the scalar field, Chin also
considers the effect of a massive vector field (supposed to
take account in a phenomenological way of the short-
distance repulsive forces between nucleons); technically,
the effect of this field is to shift the chemical potential €
to

€r—8,A°=€,—4mgy’n /uy?,

where A° is the zeroth component of the vector field
whose mass is w2, the coupling constant with the fer-
mions is gy, and »n is the fermionic density; it follows that

0.6

-1

FIG. 6. The phase diagram I"~!/p, of the scalar plasma with
quantum fluctuations (continuous lines) and without [dashed
lines; see Kalman’s diagram (Ref. 2)]. The “metastable regions”
correspond to the metastable states of the first-order phase tran-
sition corresponding to a given I'. In the ‘“nonphysical” zone
the Maxwell’s construction is not feasible at T=0 K (see Ref. 8).
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a direct comparison is not feasible. However, as far as the
scalar field and the fermions are concerned, our gap equa-
tion (34) is identical with Chin’s similar equation once
identical Lagrangians'? are dealt with. Thus, we think
that both approaches, which are very different (i.e.,
Wigner functions/Green’s functions), are mutually il-
luminating. :

(4) We would like to emphasize that our approach to
the relativistic quantum scalar plasma is valid as well at
T+0 K as at T=0 K. There is no particular difficulty in
dealing with the effects of temperature: it is sufficient to
replace the Fermi distribution function at T=0 K by the
corresponding expression at 740 K. For the sake of il-
lustration we have calculated the effective mass of the fer-
mions [see Fig. 3(b)] for I'=10 and for various tempera-
tures ranging from 0.01m to 0.2m, still with Ax =y =0.
The other thermodynamical quantities—all of them do de-
pend on M—can be easily obtained and, in the absence of
a particular physical problem do not present much in-
terest: they are quite similar to those obtained in the semi-
classical case.

(5) We have not considered in this paper the interesting
case of abnormal nuclear matter; this would require a par-
ticular study which is in the course of active investigation. "
Also the important question of the restoration of a broken
gauge theory through a Higgs mechanism has been left
aside and necessitates a particular consideration within the
context of the standard big-bang cosmology.

(6) Finally it is worth mentioning that our procedure for
extracting finite results from the infinite vacuum terms
cannot be considered as a full renormalization. Though it
is a renormalization of the Hartree approximation, yet it
would remain to show its consistency with a similar pro-
cedure for higher-order approximations that would take
account of N-body correlations. However, this is far from
trivial the more so since our approximations (cluster ex-
pansions) are typically nonperturbative.%’
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APPENDIX A: REGULARIZATION
OF THE GAP EQUATION

It is necessary to indicate the origin of Eq. (19): it
comes from Eq. (18) with

_Yp+M
Fvac(p)_ 4M fVac(p) ’ (Al)
where
Fonep)=——M o p0)5(p2—M2) . (A2)

(27)?

Indeed, only those primary expressions that enter into
various equations have to be written in #» dimensions rath-
er than derived quantities such as Eq. (18).

Owing to the fact that in » dimensions one has'*
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Try #y¥=g@(n)g", Trl,=¢(n), (A3)

where @(n) is an arbitrary function with a continuous
derivative, such that ¢(4)=4, F,,.(p) has to be generalized
as

Irvac(p)= - +vaac(p) ’ (Ada)
@(n
Fuacp)=—X(m) =M g(_pOs(p>—M?),  (Adb)
(2m)

where X(n) is still a continuous function with a continu-
ous derivative and such that X(4)=1. In fact, ¢(n) does
not play any role since by taking the trace of F,,.(p), it is
eliminated. Furthermore X(n) can always be taken to be

X(n)=(const)” %, (AS)

as is made clear below.
Let us now look at the integral (19) in n dimensions
which, omitting multiplicative factors, we write as

E%f dP /21

1— M2(n/2—1) ,
2 ]

(A6)

where use has been made of Eq. (21).1° With n —4= —¢,
it reads

I=+57M %exp(— 5 €lnm)exp(—eInM)T(—1+4€/2) . (A7)

Using the well-known functional relation
I'(x +1)=xT(x) for defining I'(— 1+ €/2) and expanding
the various terms of the right-hand side of Eq. (A7) in
powers of €, one gets

I—=_ M ?
- €
++7M Y(In(7M *)—In{exp[1+T"(1)]})+O(e) . (A8)
Similarly, for X(4— €)I one obtains
X(4—e)= —@j—+ ™™ ?In —%A +0(e) (A9)
with
A/m=Vr/exp[++3T"(1)—Xx"(4)] (A10)

[X being arbitrary, so is X’ and hence A is an arbitary con-
stant; moreover, since only the first derivative of X is in-
volved in this calculation, then X can always be chosen as
in Eq. (AS)].

Let us now introduce Eq. (A9) into the gap equation
with those counterterms that come from .¥,. One obtains

(,uR2+8,u,2)(¢>+a+L2 (¢)2+———2 (¢)3
M31 M3 |M
4 4 -
=4mg fdpfmat(p)—i— e a7 In|—A

(A11)
We now suppress the pole term M 3/27% in the right-
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hand side of this last equation with a redefinition of the
various constants appearing in the left-hand side. This is
of course possible since the pole term is a polynomial of
degree 3 in (¢), (M=m —g(¢)), as is the left-hand side
of Eq. (A11). Doing this, one is led to

2 6m’g?
- By, Al2
é,u e +Br ( )
ng
a= +Ap, (A13)
3
_12¢’m +Cr, (A14)
3
1288 5 (A15)
mTEe

where Ay, By, Cr, and Dy are arbitrary finite constants to
be connected with the renormalized parameters pug?, ag,
Yr>and Ag in Sec. IV. From Egs. (A11)—(A15) one easily
obtains the “renormalized gap equation” (22).

APPENDIX B: REGULARIZATION
OF THE MOMENTUM-ENERGY TENSOR

The total momentum-energy tensor of the scalar plasma
is given by

Y T'uat_i‘T{":c'i_Tscal ’ (B1)
where T4, is the finite-temperature- and density-

dependent part of the momentum-energy tensor of the fer-
mions;

T4.=Tr [ d* pPy"F e(p) (B2)

and T4Y, is the momentum-energy tensor of the spin-0
particles

F-iall 1,2 22, Y43, A4
Tscal_ 4 a¢+ 2(.uR +8/.t )¢ +3,¢ +4'¢

(B3)

which includes the various counterterms.
Only T# is infinite and owing to Lorentz invariance it
is necessarily proportional to g #%,

T .=Xgh, (B4)
so that X is given by

X~—Trfd DD VF (D), (BS)

where use has been made of!*
8" guy=n . (B6)

Finally, using Egs. (A1)—(A4) one is led to

B 4M 2
(27)%n

where I is the same integral as the one occurring in Ap-
pendix A [i.e., Egs. (A6)—(A9)], so that

IX(n), (B7)
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M2

M ?
e’ |

€

__1TM2

2
1
“+7M “In 4

X=

M\
m

(B8)

[Note that the last term in this equation stems from the
factor n ~'=(4—€)~'~+(1 + €/4) occurring in Eq. (B7).]
Since the pole term M */817¢ is a fourth-degree polynomi-
al in ¢, it can be absorbed in the counterterms, themselves
a polynomial with the same degree.

An elementary calculation leads exactly to Egs. (A12)
and (A15) once again. In the above pole term there is also
the constant m*/8m%€ which cannot be eliminated with a
corresponding counterterm. However, it can be eliminat-
ed on the ground that the energy is defined up to a con-
stant. The final form of T#¥ is thus given in Eq. (25).

_M? re 2+ 4n—rdes PR (ay2a YR (g3 M gye_ MY M
p="73 [, €+ DAt tn")de+ T ($) 45— (8Y + 5o (9) — o2 |
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APPENDIX C: THE GAP EQUATION
AS A MINIMUM CONDITION

In this appendix it is briefly shown that the gap equa-
tion expresses the fact that the free energy density is
minimum in thermal equilibrium (at 7=0 K the free en-
ergy density reduces to the energy density). We start from
the usual thermodynamical relations.

a=p—Ts , (ChH
€r=(p—Ts+P)/ng , (C2)
where a is the free energy density, s is the entropy density,

neq is the fermion density, and €f is the chemical poten-
tial. Explicitly, one has

M

_gm? gy TmgR yo Bmgd s 250 0 ©3)

87?2 1672 2472 967>

M e o i 4 —_I“R2 2 VR 3. MR e, MY M
=37 fo dee'e+1)" Y (nt+n") Py (¢) 241T<¢)-967T(¢) +81r21n -

3 2,2 3 4
gm _Im7g » 13mg 3 25g 4 (C4)
e () 1672 )+ 2477 (4 967> (),
3 =]
neq=—1:§2—- fo dee¥(nt—n"). (C5)
In Egs. (C3)—(C5) n* are the usual Fermi factors: n* = {exp[ B(E —ep)] + 1}~L. From Egs. (C1) and (C2) one gets
a=ne€er—P (C6)
and we write that, in thermal equilibrium, one has
da da
=0= — (cn
a<¢> T,neq oM T,neq
On the other hand it is not difficult to check that
oP 3w
-ﬁﬁz_”:—z [ de@+ 1) n* +n7)
M3 a€f © 2.+ _
+ 2 M fo dee’(nt—n")
__M ® deeE+1) "2 n¥ +n— d¢s
=—"5 [, de€E@+ 17 Hnt 4n ") bngg ok (c8)

which has been obtained with various integrations by parts and also using the properties of the Fermi factors n*. In Eq.
(C8) P,y is the pressure of the fermions, i.e., the first term in Eq. (C4). Finally, Eq. (C7) yields



2700 J. DIAZ ALONSO AND REMI HAKIM 29
o=Ba | _, % 0P (c9)
- aM T,neq « a<¢> a(¢)
O¢s M3 o —1/2 - O¢s
=reagigy 87 [, dee@+ 1) 2n* 40 INeagigy
I YR va, Mroys 2eM3 M gM?  gm3  Tm?%g?
R e e e e e e e T P (Y
3 3 4
__1_2'"_3(¢>2+%&_<¢)3J ,
" i (C10)

which is nothing but the renormalized gap equation.

*Send reprint requests to R. Hakim.
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