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This is the first in a series of papers dealing with four-dimensional quantum electrodynamics
on a finite-element lattice. We begin by studying the canonical structure of the theory without
interactions. This tells us how to construct momentum expansions for the field operators. Next
we examine the interaction term in the Dirac equation. We construct the transfer matrix explicitly
in the temporal gauge, and show that it is unitary. Therefore, fermion canonical anticommutation
relations hold at each lattice site. Finally, we expand the interaction term to second order in the
temporal-lattice spacing and deduce the magnetic moment of the electron in a background field,

consistent with the continuum value of g = 2.

PACS number(s): 11.15.Ha, 11.15.Tk, 12.20.Ds, 13.40.Fn

I. INTRODUCTION

The finite-element lattice approach to quantum field
theory has been under development for several years now
(1-9]. Its principal advantage is that, of all possible
discretizations of the operator equations of motion, the
finite-element prescription alone is unitary, in the sense
that if the canonical commutation relations hold at some
initial time, they continue to hold exactly at each later
time on the lattice. This is in addition to its numeri-
cal advantage, well known in classical contexts [10], of
providing the most accurate approximation. Linear fi-
nite elements have a relative error, after N time steps, of
N~2, rather than of N—! for an arbitrary finite-difference
scheme. A third remarkable feature was observed early
on: the species-doubling problem for fermions does not
occur [4].

By the finite-element approach we mean a formulation
based on a representation of the field equations as op-
erator difference equations on a Minkowski space-time
lattice. In addition to being unitary, this formulation is
causal, in the sense that fields at a given time are deter-
mined in terms of fields at earlier times only. In principle,
then, the difference equations may be solved for fields at
an arbitrary time in terms of fields at some initial time,
i.e., in terms of appropriate boundary conditions consis-
tent. with the canonical commutation relations. Physical
quantities are then extracted from relations between ma-
trix elements of suitable operators. Evidently, this gen-
eral approach is quite different from the line of attack of
conventional lattice gauge theory, where Euclidean func-
tional integrals are approximately evaluated by Monte
Carlo simulation, a procedure subject to statistical fluc-
tuations.

More than six years ago we showed how to implement
Abelian gauge invariance on a finite-element lattice [6].
This led to an interaction term in the lattice Dirac equa-
tion which explicitly exhibited the point-splitting im-
plicit in the continuum formulation. We solved the equa-
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tions for two-dimensional massless electrodynamics (the
Schwinger model) and obtained an excellent approxima-
tion for the axial-vector anomaly:

143 U\ 62

( #.75 ) - Msin('lr/M)E’ (1'1)
where j£ is the axial-vector current, e is the charge of
the electron, F is the electric field, and M is the num-
ber of spatial-lattice sites. The quotation marks are a
reminder that the derivative is taken according to the
finite-element prescription: a forward difference in the
direction of the derivative, an average over adjacent lat-
tice sites in the other directions. As expected, the rel-
ative error is of order M~2. This same result was later
found by using a method [2, 5] in which one expands
in the temporal-lattice spacing, h, and computes matrix
elements by a variational technique, thereby deriving a
dispersion relation [7]. This method will be followed in
this paper.

More recently, we showed how to extend the gauge-
invariant equations of motion to the non-Abelian regime
[8]. Now there are nonlocal interaction terms in Yang-
Mills equations as well as in the Dirac equation. The field
strength is expressed locally in terms of the potential, in
terms of nested commutators. The transformations of
the gauge potentials are similarly determined to be given
by a series of nested commutators.

These formulations, for simplicity, were stated in 141
dimensions. The generalization to four dimensions is
trivial for the Abelian case. (There are nontrivial as-
pects of this generalization for the non-Abelian case,
but the generalization is straightforward [11].) It is the
purpose of this paper to begin the study of the finite-
element formulation of gauge theories in four dimensions.
Here we discuss the basic framework in terms of finite-
element electrodynamics. Further investigations, specif-
ically involving nonperturbative evaluations of form fac-
tors (which should reveal something of their analytic
dependence on the fine-structure constant) will provide
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both a familiar context in which to study technical is-
sues, and a confirmation of the validity of the method.
In the future, the finite-element technique will be applied
to non-Abelian theories such as QCD, Chern-Simons the-
ories, and models of symmetry breaking.

The plan of this paper is as follows. In Sec. II we study
the noninteracting equations of motion and examine the
canonical structure in the radiation gauge. We will see
that appropriate canonical variables are the fields aver-
aged over adjacent spatial-lattice sites. We derive the
momentum expansions for these field operators. In par-
ticular we find the lattice form of the electron spinors.
In Sec. III we rewrite the interaction term in the Dirac
equation as a transfer matrix, which expresses ¥, 1 in
terms of 1,,, where n is the lattice time. We prove that
the transfer matrix is unitary, and therefore that the
Dirac fields are canonical at each lattice time. Finally,
in Sec. IV we expand the transfer matrix in terms of a
complete set of Dirac matrices, and derive a simple set
of equations for these expansion coefficients. By expand-
ing in powers of h, the temporal-lattice unit, we are able
to derive the lattice analogue to the continuum of the
dispersion relation

W=p? 4+ 0% —eo-H, (1.2)

and thereby derive the g = 2 value for the electron. Ra-
diative corrections to the magnetic moment will be given
in the second paper in this series.

II. CANONICAL FORMULATION
IN THE RADIATION GAUGE

We begin by recalling the canonical formulation of con-
tinuum electrodynamics in the radiation gauge. Without
interactions, we take the potentials to satisfy

A°=0, V- -A=0. (2.1)

‘We regard the spatial components of the potentials to be
the canonical coordinates, and the canonial momenta to
be given in terms of the electric field

T = Ek. (2.2)

Thus, the canonical equal-time commutation relations
are

[Ai(x’ t)’Aj(Y?t)] =0, [E‘i(x’ t)vEJ'(y’ t)] =0, (2'33)
and
~[Bi(x,t), A;(y,t)] = i65(x — y), (2.3b)
where
3 . e
(53;(}( — y) = (%T%C_S_ezk-(x—y) (6ij - %) . (230)

It is easy to show that these equations are consistent with
the equations of motion:

g=94

5 B=VxA,

(2.4a)

%%—}-VxB:O.

Similarly, in the fermionic sector, we have canonical
equal-time anticommutation relations:

{$(x,1),9(y, 1)} =0, {¥(x,),%!(y,t)} = 16(x - y),
(2.5)

V.-E=0, (2.4b)

which are consistent with the free Dirac equation

iV* 0,0 + i = 0. (2.6)

A. The photon sector

Let us now write down the finite-element equations of
motion in the absence of interactions in a gauge where
A% = 0. We use the notation that m = (m;,mg, ms)
denotes the spatial-lattice coordinate, n denotes the
temporal-lattice coordinate, A is the lattice unit in a
space direction, and h is the lattice spacing in the time
direction. Then the electric field E is constructed from
the vector potential A according to

1
Eﬁﬁf = E(Aﬁ,n+1 - Aﬁ,n s (27)

while the magnetic field B is given by

1
(Bi)mn = xeikl(Ae)m;+1m,m = (Ak)m;monl (28)

Here an overbar represents a forward average over that
coordinate:
1
T = §($m+1 + Tm). (2.9)
In (2.8) the notation T, means that all spatial coordi-
nates but m; are averaged. Summation is to be under-
stood over repeated indices. The field equations corre-
sponding to (2.4b) are

1
~ (B mi+1,my n — (Bi)mim,om] =0 (2.10)
A

and

%[(Ei)r_n,rwl — (Ei)m,n]

1
+Z5ijk[(Bk)mj+1,ﬁJ_,’h' — (Bk)m;m.m =0.

(2.11)

Our goal in this section is to examine the canonical
structure of the lattice theory and establish that the spa-
tially averaged fields satisfy canonical commutation rela-
tions. To do this, it seems simplest to expand in the time
lattice unit h. We do not, however, expand in powers of
A. That is, we relate variables at time n + 1 to those at
n by expanding in a Taylor series in h:

Am,n+1 = Am,n + hArn,n + h2Bm,n +---,
Em,n+1 = Em,n + hcm,n + thm,n +--

(2.12a)
(2.12b)
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Bm,’n+1 = Bm,n + hfm,n + hzgm,n + - (212(:)

The operators A, B, C, D, F, and G are to be deter-
mined by the equations of motion (2.7), (2.8), (2.10), and
(2.11). Thus, substituting (2.12a) and (2.12b) into (2.7),
and equating powers of h, we find

Amn =Emn, (2.13a)
By = %cﬁm, (2.13b)

Similarly, (2.12a) and (2.12c) when substituted into (2.8)
give

1
(Bi)ﬁi,n = Zfijk[(Ak)mj+l,mJ_,n - (Alc)mj,ﬁh_,n]»

(2.14a)
1
(}-‘i)ﬁ,n = _A_e‘ijk[(Ak)mj-Q-l,ﬁ_L,n - (Ak)mj,ﬁJ_,n]»
(2.14b)

1
(gi)ﬁ,n = —A—Eijk[(Bk)m,H,ﬁJ_,n - (Bk)mj,ﬁJ_,n]-

(2.14c)
When (2.12b) is substituted into (2.10) we find
1
Z[(Ei)m;-f—l,ﬁJ_,n - (E‘i)mi,ﬁh,n] =0, (2-153')
1
FCmerrmyn = (Ci)me 0] =0, (2.15b)
1
K[(Di)m.‘+1,ﬁ¢ n— (Di)mim.,n]=0. (2.15¢)
Finally, from (2.11) we find
1
(Ci)'m,n = _—A'Eijk[(Bk)m,-+1,ﬁu,n - (Bk)mj,ﬁi_;_,n]!
(2.16a)

1
(Dz‘)ﬁ,n = _ﬁfijk[(fk)mj+1,ﬁ1‘4_,n - (fk)mj,ﬁJ_,n]-
(2.16b)

Evidently, given the canonical variables at the initial
time, Em . and Am n, we can find the other quantities
in (2.12) as follows: (2.13a) gives A, (2.14a) gives B,
(2.16a) gives C, (2.13b) gives B, (2.14b) gives F, (2.16b)
gives D, and (2.14c) gives G. The remaining equations
(2.15) are constraints.

We solve these equations by adopting a Fourier de-
composition for the fields. We take, as the canonical

variables,
M .
Aﬁ,n — Z i (akezk-m27r/M + az‘(e—zk~m21r/M) ,
ki=1
(2.17a)
M .
Emn = Z 27:113 (_akeik-m21r/M +aLe—ik~m21r/M> ’
ki=1

(2.17b)

where we have introduced a variational parameter ~yy.
Here L = MA is the length of the (cubic) spatial lattice.
We must now impose the radiation-gauge condition, the
lattice analogue of (2.1). We solve for the unaveraged
fields using the identity

M+m-—1

Tm= Y (-1, (2.18)
l=m

valid for periodic fields, Ty = Tm, with M odd, a
condition that we will henceforward assume. Thus the
condition

(Ai)mi+1,ﬁJ.,n - (Ai)mnﬁJ.,ﬂ =0 (2.19)
implies the constraint
akg -ty =0, (2.20)

where (tx); = tank;w/M. The commutation relations

then satisfied by the creation and annihilation operators

aL and ay are

[afma{(’] =0, [a’i? afj] = 6k,k’fij(k)» (2'21)
where
£(1) = b, - Lds, (2.22)

Then it follows that the canonical commutation relation
between A and E is

~ (B A ] = —A-gaﬁ’fm,, (2.23)
where
Tii 1 ik (m—m .
S’ = 773 D el (mmm2n/M i (), (2.24)
k

The potentials, at equal times, commute with each other,

(A n Ay ] =0, (2.25)
provided that
Y =T™M-k; M= (M,M,M). (2.26)

Note that the constraint (2.20) follows also from
(2.15a). This is a small consistency check.

Now from (2.14a) we find that the magnetic field has
the form

21 A
Bm, = N Z’Yk( ay X tye'km2m/M
k

—a] x tyeikm2n/M) (2.27)
From (2.16a) we find
4 ‘
cﬁ,n = _E Z ’Yk( aktﬁezk-mmr/M
k
+aftie~thkemn/M)  (2.28)
Our first test of unitarity is satisfied, in that
[k n, CLo ] =0, (2.29)
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this being the entire O(h) contribution to
[A% 1) Bl 41 because A is identical to E.
Similarly, from (2.14b) we find

1 1 e
Fmn = AL3 Z x( ay X tyetkm2r/M
k

+af x tye km2n/M) (9 30)
Equation (2.14c) gives
G _é}_z x t t2 ik-m27 /M
mn = TR Yi(ax X tx tice
—a) x tytge~Hmm/M)  (331)
while (2.16b) gives
i 1 2 _ik-m2r/M
Dmin = m;ﬁ_k—(aktkez m2n/
—a] tfe~tkm2n/M)  (9.32)

Note that constraints (2.15b) and (2.15c) are satisfied by
C and D given in (2.28) and (2.32), by virtue of (2.20).

Before we check all the commutators to O(h?), we de-
termine the variational parameter yx. We consider a ma-
trix element between the vacuum and a one photon state
of momentum I. Because such a state is an energy eigen-
state, we have, approximately, on the one hand

J

[Am n+1! n+l] = [Am n’

(l|Erm,n+1(0) = exp(iwih) (1| Ern,n|0)

212
wih
z(l-l—iw;h— i

) (UEmal0).  (233)

On the other hand, we have, from (2.12b),
(U|Em,n+1(0) = (l|Em,n|0) + h(l|Cam,n|0)
+R* (| Dmyn|0) + - - -

By comparing (2.17b) and (2.28) we have the relation
coming from the O(h) term

(2.34)

Wk 4 2
—— = . 2.35
Using (2.32) we deduce, from the order h? terms,
wi = A2 =% Zt ( ) (2.36)

which is the familiar massless finite-element dispersion
relation. [We see that this has the correct continuum
limit because the lattice momentum is (px); = 2mk;/L.]
Combining (2.36) and (2.35) we find

2 _ 1
M = 2L3wk’

which is the obvious four-dimensional generalization of
the two-dimensional result given in Ref. [5].

Now it is easy to check that the canonical commutation
relations hold at time n + 1. We first examine

(2.37)

Lol (Al Ay )+ (Al Al L))
+h? ([A;ﬁ,n,sgﬁ,,n1 + (Bl s A ] + [l s A ) +

(2.38)

The order h terms vanish because the two (nonzero) commutators cancel due to the symmetry of 67 in its indices.
The order h? terms vanish individually because each commutator is zero in view of (2.26). In just the same way the

(Bign+1r E,J;ﬂ,’n +1) commutator can be shown to be zero. We have already seen in (2.29) that the order h term in

[Aiﬁ,n+1$Erjﬁ’,n+1] = [A;ﬂn’ Ei'?ﬂ’ n] + h ([A;E'na ﬁ',n] + [A;ﬁ ny% ])

m’,

+h‘2 ([Alﬁinv m/, ]+[an7E—

o) + i, Clr ) + -

(2.39)

vanishes. And it is easy to see, from (2.13a), (2.13b), (2.28), and (2.32), that the three nonzero commutators in the
order h? term combine to give zero. We expect that this proof of unitarity of the lattice Maxwell equations can be

carried through to all orders in h.

Of course, this consistency can be verified without using the momentum expansion (2.17a), (2.17b), but the demon-

stration is somewhat more elaborate.

B. The electron sector

The finite-element lattice Dirac equation is

0
"'h_('lpﬁ,n+1 V) + (¢m1+1 L,

— Ym;m. 7)) + pbma = 0.

(2.40)

Let us begin by finding the momentum-space spinors, the eigenvectors of the transfer matrix. That is, write, for a

plane wave at time n,
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brmin = upe~Pm2T/M

and, at time n + 1,
Vel = Ungie P2R/M

The transfer matrix is defined by

Unt1 = TUn.

By substituting (2.41a) and (2.41b) into the Dirac equation (2.40) we easily find that

ro (0t T (vt
“\h A T2 A2

2p2 2 -1 2p2 2
ueh h* uwh h 2h
(-l- + t) (1 1 A2t+A

where

t=tp, (tp); =tanp;w/M.

Let us adopt a representation of the Dirac matrices in which

o (10 o0 o _.{0d
Y "‘(O__l)? 7’77]—0]_1(01'0 .

Then the eigenvalues of T' are easily found:

212 2 -1 212 2
_ weh h* o ueh h* , .

It is easily checked that A has modulus unity, so it can be
written in the form A = exp(—iwh), where w is, of course,
a function of h. The corresponding eigenvectors may also
be found straightforwardly. They are to be normalized
according to

ul yPuy = +1. (2.47)
They are
_ [ £l@ £ p)/2m 0 - 1/t
e ( (@ w)/2*? ) X (249

where x is a two-component, rest-frame spinor, normal-
ized by x'x = 1. Here @ is an abbreviation for

- a2
CEVAE T

which is the massive analogue of the dispersion relation
(2.36). Thus, with

(2.49)

. 01
Y5 = (1 0> 3 (250)
we have
- 1/2 ~ 1/2
. w4+ p ot [w—p (0)
ui_[( 2u> AU <2u> ]u*’
(2.51)

(2.41a)
(2.41b)
(2.42)
0 .0
1Yy -t + phiy ) , (2.43)
(2.44)
(2.45)
12 K2
—+ Ft2> (2.46)
I
where u(io ) is a four-component rest-frame spinor with

~0 eigenvalue of +1. Therefore, in terms of the spinors
i+ (p) = ut+(p), 4—(p) = u—(—p), we have the complete-
ness relations

_ 1 . 2v-t
Z AR :tz—p- (,u ++% F %——) . (2.52)

spins

which in the continuum limit reduces to +(u Fv-p)/2u.
‘We have the same result on the lattice, provided we define

2t
P =0, p==7. 2.53
=6, p=% (2.53)
All of this tells us that the momentum expansion of

the Dirac field has the form

Yrmn = Z \ %( bp,sup,s€® ™I/ M
s,p

—ip-m27r/M)’ (2.54)

+dL, sUp,s€
where we now use the standard notation v = iyst_, v =
ivsili4, with the usual interpretation that d! creates a
positive-energy positron, while b annihilates a positive-
energy electron. The canonical lattice anticommutation
relations

1

{¥mn, 1/’%«,”} = 'A—;;ém,m’ (2.55)

will now be satisfied if
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1

{bp,sva’,s’} = ﬁ‘sp,p"ss,sﬂ
1 N

{dp,s’d;,s'} = ﬁép,p'6s,s”

(2.56)

and all other anticommutors of these operators vanish.
The unitarity of T is sufficient to establish the unitarity
of the fermion sector in the noninteracting theory. We

now turn to the effect of interactions, at least with a
background field.

0

2407

'::("/)ﬁ,n-i-l — Pmn) —

py°

2

III. UNITARITY OF THE DIRAC EQUATION
IN THE TEMPORAL GAUGE

The incorporation of interactions into Abelian elec-
trodynamics in such a way as to preserve lattice gauge
invariance was carried out in Ref. [6]. We will merely
quote the lattice Dirac equation with interactions here,
expressed in terms of the spatially averaged electron field:

'mj~1

M
A Z (=1)™H s o, o — Z (=1)™+ ™ s o, 1

-
mj;=1

0.3 .
+= (Wmnt1 + Ymn) + 2% >l myYmym m =0, (3.1)
m/;

J

where a sum over the repeated index j is understood. (We recall [6] that with M odd, ¢ is periodic on the spatial
lattice.) Here, we have adopted a temporal gauge, A? = 0, and expressed the interaction in terms of (only the jth
index is explicit and the spatial coordinates refer to the jth direction)

) M
af,{?m, = %(—l)m*‘m, sec( Z sgn(m” —m)sgn(m” — m') (e*%m" — 1)
m’’=1

M

x exp |i Z sgn(m’”" — m)sgn(m”’" — m")sgn(m” — m){m (3.2)
m! =1
We have used the abbreviations
M
eA
Cmy = AL, (=D lmy (3:3)
m_.,~=1
and
_J+1,z>0,
sgn(a:) - {___1’ T S 0. (34)
We can now carry out the sum over m' in (3.2):
. ’ M
a,(,i?m, = i€m ,m(—1)""™ [~1 + cos ( Z sgn(m” — m)sgn(m” — m’)g‘m,,) sec }
mr=1
) M
—(=1)™*™ sin ( Z sgn(m” — m)sgn(m” — m’)(mu) sec(, (3.5)
m'’ =1
-
where The condition that T is unitary translates into the fol-
1. m'>m lowing condition on U:
€m/,m = 0’ m’ =m, (36) t_
—1,m' < m. U+U'"=2. (3.9)

It is obvious that o) is Hermitian.
Let us write the Dirac equation (3.1) in the form

Utppy1 = Viby.
It is apparent that V' = 2 — U, so the transfer matrix is

T=2U0""-1. (3.8)

(3.7)

From (3.1) the matrix U is explicitly

h ; et
Umm' = 6mm’ + Z,),0,),J (—=1)™ +m; €m;,m 5m¢,m1
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Therefore, the umtanty condition (3.9) is equivalent to
the condition that o) be Hermitian:

ot = a(j), (3.11)
which is satisfied as noted above.
IV. EXTRACTION OF THE MAGNETIC
MOMENT OF THE ELECTRON

We now want to write the transfer matrix (3.8) in
terms of the complete set of gamma matrices:

T=2U0""1~1=a""+B.,7°* + 67"
+euy sy + 3ot (41)

Let us write (3.10) in matrix form as

and

The remaining parameters are given in terms of these by

a= -17%,%72—/—‘1 [ 2hAD ,3+ ’D p] (4.6a)
ﬁ°:1+h12”2/4[ _h24u2—%p'ﬁ }2L2A D p]

(4.6b)

- %% [Dw%p.r], (4.6¢)

e(,:—rhlzﬂm% [D-e—%"v-r}. (4.6d)

It is particularly easy to solve these equations if we
regard h as small. To order h? we have

p=-2p, (4.72)

h 2
€=2 (Z) D x D, (4.7b)

ihuy° h -0
2 taY

where D = £ + in is given by

U=1- — ~ - D, (4.2)

6;,,,,/ - ( 1)m,+m1 6m ,m’ 6mJ_,mJ_7 (4.33.)
nm,m’ = g.l,m,,m/ 6mJ_,mJ_ (43b)

We note that 2D/A is the lattice version of the covari-
ant derivative. It is then straightforward to work out
equations satisfied by the parameters in (4.1). We define

pi = poi, and T, = 2€;kPjk. (4.4)

In dyadic form, 8, p, €, and T satisfy a remarkable series

VN
—
+

N
=
N
N———
|
9
(V)
|
=

VN

[y}
|
ID-'
T
\‘

N——

1
| >

of equations:

B2 R2u2\ ! hy h h h2u2
- 1 DD - . - = — _ -~

(4.5a)
(4.5b)
h R2u? -1
DxT-— -A—hp. <1 + 1 ) D, (4.5¢)
(4.5d)
—
p = 0, (47C)
T = 0, (4.7d)
and
=ihpu, (4.8a)
h2u? h\? 2
=1— — 4.8b
fo=1- "L r2 () 22 (4.8b)
6=0, (4.8¢c)
€p = 0. (48(1)

This leads to a very simple form for the transfer matrix

(4.1):

. 0_20
T=1+h[z,u'y —Z77~’D]
22

+h? [—“— + FDZ

Here we have used the identity

7 v = iv’o.

o- (D x ’D)] +O(h?).

(4.9)

(4.10)
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We compare (4.9) with the leading terms in the expansion
of exp(—iwh). Equating powers of h, we have

—w=9"(p—~ 1), (4.11)

and
w? = p? 4+ 112 +io - (TI x II). (4.12)

Here we have written the lattice covariant momentum
2i

If we identify, for a classical background field,
II x I = ieH (4.14)

as the effective lattice magnetic field strength, we see that
we recover the form of the continuum dispersion relation,

(4.15)

which tells us that the g factor of the electron is 2. The
formalism developed in this section, particularly the re-
sult (4.9), will provide the starting point for the calcula-
tion of the radiative corrections to the magnetic moment
of the electron.
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