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Effective light-front quantization of scalar field theories
and two-dimensional electrodynamics
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We introduce a new method to include condensates in the light-cone Hamiltonian. By using
a Gaussian approximation to the ordinary vacuum in a theory close to the light front, we derive
an effective Hamiltonian on the light cone, which has new terms reflecting the nontriviality of the
vacuum. We demonstrate our method for scalar ¢* theory and the massive Schwinger model.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The idea of quantizing field theories on the light front
(i-e., on the hyperplane tangent to the light cone) was
put forward by Dirac [1]. He pointed out that in such a
formulation, the part of the Lorentz symmetry described
kinematically is maximal. In other words, the number of
generators of the Poincaré group, which depends on the
dynamics, is minimal. Instead of Lorentz coordinates
z* (= 0,1,2,3) Dirac used the lightlike coordinates

zt = L (z° + z3)
\/5 )

zt = g2, (1)

The coordinate =1 plays the role of time. The subgroup
of the Poincaré group consisting of the generators M;,,
M,_, M_,, and P*, P, is dynamically independent.
This maximal amount of kinematical symmetry is re-
lated to the trivial structure of the vacuum in this for-
mulation [2]. Indeed the vacuum is identified with the
lowest eigenstate of the momentum P+ > 0. The Fock
space constructed over this vacuum [2] can be used to
solve the eigenvalue problem for the mass (squared) op-
erator: m? = 2P+*P~ — P2, For states with fixed P+
and P, = 0, one has to solve the Schrédinger equation

m2

— 2 -+ — —
P7|m? P*, P, = 0) = 00

|m?, PT, P, =0). (2)
This approach appears promising in nonperturbative
studies of gauge theories, in particular QCD [3-6].

The quantization surface z+ = 0, however, is a char-
acteristic surface of the field equations. This peculiarity
is reflected in infrared singularities, P* — 0, in such
formulations. Consequently, one is forced to use some
regularization. Usually the most simple regularization is
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chosen: P* > ¢ > 0, where ¢ is a cutoff parameter. The
simplicity of the vacuum and of the physical Fock space
is related to this choice of regularization.

The question about the equivalence of such a light-
front formulation to the usual one arises. To answer
this question, results for various two-dimensional models
have been considered: sine-Gordon [7,8], ¢* model [9,10],
QED [11,12], QCD [13], etc. The results for the mass
spectra agree rather well with the results of the usual
approaches, except for some “vacuum effects.” These
are usually connected with condensates which are zero
in the naive light-front formalism. In four-dimensional
space-time the spectrum of positronium in QED was con-
sidered with similar results [14].

To gain understanding about the equivalence of light-
front formulation of the ordinary one, it is useful to con-
sider the theory again on a spacelike plane, close to the
light front [15,16], and investigate the limiting transition
to the latter. This can be done by introducing the coor-
dinates [15]

1
¥ =zt + o0z,
2
y¥==z,
y_L = mLa (3)

with the metric g,. (1) (gor = 0, gos = g30 = 1, g3z =
—n?). The quantization plane is defined by y° = 0. The
parameter 7 is small and in the limit » — 0 the exact
light front is approached.

In the studies [15,16] of two-dimensional gauge theories
formulated on a finite y® interval with periodic bound-
ary conditions, it was explicitly shown that one obtains
equivalent results only, when the continuum limit L — oo
is made first and then followed by the transition to the
exact light cone n = 0 (or Ly — oo, n — 0). Taking the
limit n — 0 at fixed L (Ln — 0) yields the usual light-
front formulation (with |z~ | < L) with zero condensates.

Attempts have been made to take into account vacuum
effects by considering zero (P* = 0) Fourier modes of
the fields [9,10,15,17]. However, in the light-front formu-
lation these zero modes have peculiar dynamics [4,10,17].
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For example, they depend on nonzero modes through
some specific canonical constraints related to the choice
of the boundary conditions for |z~| = L [4,10]. This
means that the physics at low momenta (zero modes)
can depend on high-momentum modes in a complicated
fashion.

In this paper another, more efficient, approach to light-
front quantization is proposed. It is based on approxima-
tions for the vacuum in the ordinary formulation [18] and
on the appropriate choice of canonical variables reflecting
the nontriviality of the vacuum in the given approxima-
tion. In terms of these new variables we then take the
naive light-front limit (n — 0 at fixed €); the result-
ing theory will include information on the approximate,
nontrivial, vacuum. This approach is demonstrated by
two simple examples: scalar field theory in two dimen-
sions (next section) and the massive Schwinger model
(Sec. III).

II. SCALAR FIELD THEORY
IN 1+1 DIMENSIONS

For scalar field theory, we define the Lagrangian den-
sity as

L(p) = 1g“"c’“),u<p(y)c'“)u<p(y) = 1mﬁwz(y) —AU(p), (4)

2 2
where U(y) is an interaction term. The theory is for-
mulated using the y* coordinates, Eq. (3); here, in the

two-dimensional case, the space coordinate is denoted by
y!. Consequently, we can write

= dop(y)d1p(y) + %nz[aow(y)lz

= AU(p)- (5)

L(p)
—-zl-mﬁsoz(y)

After introducing the canonical variable II(y), the conju-
gate momentum of p(y),

oL

_am = nzé?o(p(y) + Blgo(y),

O(y) =

the Hamiltonian reads
1
H= /d { (Ir— 31‘P) + Emg(pz ¥ /\U((p)}
=:Hy+ \U. (6)

The usual (equal ¥°) commutation relations are imposed:

[p(yh), I(y*)] = i6(y* —y*).

We make a Fourier decomposition of the canonical
fields ¢ and II in terms of the “bare” operators b and
bt (b]0p) = 0, with |0,) as the free-field vacuum):
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1 oo dky
Var J- m
—q +o0 o
(y) = ﬁ /_w dk1+/Eo(k1)[b(k1) — b (—ky1)]e ¥,
(7)

where Eo(k1) = \/k% + n?m2. For the operators b and bf
we have standard commutation relations

[b(k1) + bt (—ky)]e~ ¥’

e(y) =

[b(k1), bT(k )] =6d(k1 — K} 1)

[b(k1),b(k1)] = 0 = [b k1), b (k1)]-

In terms of b and bf, Hy is diagonal by construction:

+o0
Ho = / dkl_(kL
n?

— 00

b (k1)b(ky). (8)

Since 7 appears also in the energy FEy, only terms in Hy
with k; < 0 are singular in the limit 7 — 0. In order
to make the energy finite in this limit we consider the
restricted Fock space F(.):

Fe) = {Hb*(k |0g), ki >e>0}

where ¢ is the cutoff parameter. If we now take n — 0
at fixed € > 0, we obtain a finite result for the energy,
because [Eo(k1) — k1]/n® — mj3/2ky, for ky > e > 0
and 7 — 0. The limiting form of the Hamiltonian on
the subspace F(.) reproduces the light-cone Hamiltonian
P,

P = %1_1}1}) H, (acting on F.))

+oo 1
= / d$—{§mg(ﬂ§($) + AU'(‘;Oe)}’ (9)

—00

where @ (z) is the parametrization of the field in light-
front coordinates:

dp p+)e—ip+a:7

pe(a,z

T Var /
+b*(p+)eip*m‘1. (10)

Note that we would get the same result in the theory for-
mulated on a finite interval, —L < y' < L, with periodic
boundary conditions in y!. In this case the role of the
cutoff parameter € would be taken over by the parame-
ter /L. Furthermore, the result (9) can be obtained via
time-independent perturbation theory in 5 [15,16].

At this point we want to introduce a better way to
formulate the light-cone limit n — 0. Before the limit-
ing transition, i.e., still for finite 7, we approximate the
vacuum by a Gaussian trial state [18,19] using the limit
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€ — 0. This trial state is parametrized by a Bogoliubow-
type transformation:

00) = exp[— > /dkf( [ (k)b (—k) — b(k)b(—k)]

+fo(b'(0) - b(O))] |05), (11)

where f(k) and fo are real, and f(k) = f(—k). The trial
vacuum can be easily defined with new operators a(k;),
af (k1) such that a(k;)|0,) = 0. As follows from Eq. (11),
these new operators a(k;) and af(k,) are linear combi-
nations of the old operators bT(kl) and b(ky). Therefore
one can rewrite the Fourier decompositions of ¢ and II
in terms of a, af:

‘p(y) = o+ \/—i—ﬂ_' \/dk;kl[a k1 +a ( kl)]e_ikxyl,
H(y) = \/_% /dk1\/E(k1)[a(k1) _ Gf(—kl)]e_iklyl.

(12)

Identifying these expressions with the corresponding ones
in terms of the b and bt operators [Eq. (7)] yields the
linear transformations between the sets (a,a') and (b, b)
in terms of E(k1), Eo(k1), and @o. Then the condition
a(k1)|0,) = 0 determines the relation between [E(k1), @o]
and [f(k1), fo] to be

J

<0al’H|0a) =
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E(ky) = Eo(k1)exp[2f(k1)],
_ ho 1-expl—f(0)
o= Jmmme  f0)

In the following we will consider E (k1) and ¢o as param-
eters of the transformation (or, equivalently, of the trial
state).

From now on we specify the interaction as U(p) =
¢*. We proceed by rewriting the Hamiltonian H in the
normal ordered form with respect to the a, at operators;
:: denotes this normal ordering. The result is

(13)

1 (H - 8190)2 1 5 2 4
=: = 4= 12X A
H /dy [ P + 2(m0+ P ) + Ap

+L II11

1 1
— B1pBrp +=mE pp +3A 2| .,
o2 o 019 Lp +5m0 PP ()

(14)

dk1 dkl
i = | —r—, I := [ —E(k1),
&%, / wER) 22 / 2 Zk1)

[ dky(ky)?
Sipdie: = / mE(ky)

where

These integrals are understood to be regularized by a cut-
off parameter A, |k;| < A. In order to fix the parameters
E (k1) and po we minimize the expectation value of the
Hamiltonian density # in the trial vacuum |0g). This
expectation value is given by

1 1 1
gy I+ 910010 + 5 (M3 +12008) o +3A(90)* + 5mip] + Ao

2
1 k2 4+ n?md + 1202 \pd dky 1
= dk L 0 0 A
87n? / ! (E(kl) + E(ky) +3A / By ) T 37695 + Ao

At the extremum, 6(0,|#|0,)/6E (k1) = 0,
5{(04|#|0,)/6po = 0, we obtain E?(k;) in terms of the
new mass m:

3
E*(k) = ki +7° [m(z) + 12203 + = dfhE_l(lh)]

D= ki +n'm?, (15)

lg1|<A

and
@o(m? — 8Xp3) = 0. (16)

Using the equality (15) we get for a large cutoff A:

4A2
dg,E~1 ~ Iln——
/mllslx BB D) (5o Y nEm?
4A2 A 4A2
h’l—A +1 i ln—z—/\—
Since in this limit
3\, 4A?
m? ~ m + 12)p §+ —In l:/\

[
we can renormalize the theory by choosing

mi 3 17)\

2 ortaae T &

with a parameter £, —0o < £ < oo. Then we can convert
Eq. (15) into a nonlinear equation for m:

3
Y+ “lny = £ +12¢5,
with
y=m?/A. (17)

This equation should be solved together with Eq. (16),
which obviously has the solutions

(1) Yo = 0,
1

(2) 9} =m?/8X= . (18)

Therefore, there are two different cases:

(1) y+ -f;lny =¢
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Vacuum solutions yl, y2
10 — : r : . .
9 F
8 - -
7} _
6 | J
> 5+ _
4 - -
3 - -
2 - -
1f 1
o .
-6 -4 14
FIG. 1. Solutions y1(£) and y2(¢) of Eq. (19).
and
1 3
2) — = —lny=¢. 19
(2) —gy+ _ly=¢ (19)

The solutions y;(€) (solid curve), y2(§) (dashed curve)
are shown in Fig. 1. Of course, one needs to choose the
solution which corresponds to a minimum of the (trial)
vacuum energy. The difference of this energy in cases (1)
and (2) can be calculated straightforwardly; the result is

A A 1,
(00.'7{'00.)(1)—’<Oa|%|0a>(2) - g(yl_y2)+ﬁ (y1+2y2>

At the critical point £, = —0.503..., the sign of the en-
ergy difference changes and, consequently, the favored so-
lution switches from y; to y; (for increasing £). In other
words, we obtain the well-known phase transition in this
approximation [18,19]. Moreover, the exact location of
the phase transition, i.e., the critical point, agrees with
earlier results [18].

For the minimal energy solution of Egs. (17) and (18)
we introduce the notation

(%), >
F(§) = -
(£), e<e

where (m?/)),F denotes the upper branch of the curve
(m?/X)2. Now we are in the position to present a renor-
malized Hamiltonian, which is obtained by subtracting
the trial-vacuum energy:

ren = /d [ H 61(‘0)2 (5) 5
+AV2F(6)0(E. — €)% + Ag* (20)

with @ := ¢ — 0.
We can use Hie, as the starting Hamiltonian for the
limiting transition to the light cone. Repeating the
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steps following Eq. (8), we obtain the effective light-front
Hamiltonian

= [ [;F

+,\¢‘;($)} ;. (21)

52(x) + AV/2F(£)0(& — €)@ ()

This expression differs from the usual one by the pres-
ence of the function F' describing vacuum effects. In the
quadratic term, we see that the effective theory has a
renormalized mass term. The cubic term was even com-
pletely absent in the usual approach. For £ > &, i.e.,
in the phase without zero mode (¢o = 0), the cubic
term vanishes identically and the mass renormalization
is all that remains. For £ < &, the reflection symme-
try ¢ — —¢ is spontaneously broken and a zero mode
wo # 0 is present. This zero mode produces in the ef-
fective light-cone Hamiltonian an additional interaction
term, which explicitly breaks the reflection symmetry.
In other words, this formulation converts a spontaneous
symmetry breaking into an explicit symmetry breaking in
the effective light-cone Hamiltonian. In this way, a rather
long-standing defect of light-cone quantization, namely
the triviality of the vacuum, can be handled in an ap-
proximative way. We emphasize that the proposed ap-
proach is very reasonable. The zero modes carry infinite
light-cone energy. The strategy to remove high-energy
degrees of freedom by effective interactions is the usual
strategy of renormalization in equal time field theory.

The effective light-cone Hamiltonian, Eq. (21), can be
used for explicit calculation using standard light-cone
techniques. We note that this approach can easily be
generalized to other scalar field theories in two or more
dimensions.

III. MASSIVE SCHWINGER MODEL

The massive Schwinger has also been formulated in the
y* coordinates, i.e., for n # 0 [15,16]. The Lagrangian
density reads

1 v
——Zg’”’g AF}“’ (¥)For(y)

+9(2(y)) [ (0y )7“DA —M] P(=(y)),

ozH

‘C(Auv"/}) =

(22)
where the covariant derivative,
u =0 —ieAu(y),

and the field strength tensor, F,, = 8,4, —0, A,, are ex-
pressed in terms of the vector potential A4,. The fermion
field contains two spinor components,

=)

and M is the fermion mass. With definition (3) of the
coordinates and the y matrices,
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0o _ 0 —: 1 _ 0 2
7_<i 0)’7_(1'0)’
we obtain, for the Lagrangian density,
1 . 1 .
L(y) = EF()zl(y) + 1\/§¢1D0¢+ + Eﬁznzdﬁ_Doz/:_
+iv2y! Dy —iM(yplyy — gl ). (23)

Note that only the mass term couples the two fermion
components 1_ and v¥,. Let us consider the theory on
a finite y! interval: —L < y! < L and impose periodic
boundary conditions on the fields A, and ¢. We fix the
gauge by imposing
014; =0, (24)

i.e., the “Coulomb gauge.”

It has been shown earlier [15,16] that the zero mode of
A, cannot be gauged away. In the Coulomb gauge the
only constraint is Gauss’s law

1
01Fo1 + e\/§¢1¢+ + 5\/561721#11/;_ =0.

It can be solved with respect to the nonzero modes of
Foll

(Fo1) = =07 (eV2¢l 9y + 1v2en?plyp_),  (25)

where the angular brackets () define the nonzero modes
1 1t 1y 4.1
(h=16" -5z [0

and 0 ! is the periodic Green’s function of the differential
operator 9; (see, e.g., [20]):

orl(z) = Z 2ijmexp (2i7rn%) . (26)

n#0

Substituting Eq. (25) into the Lagrangian and performing
the Legendre transformation yields the Hamiltonian in
terms of the canonical variables x4+ = 7'/%p,, x_ =

nVigy_, I, = ffL dy'Fo1(y'), and A:
L 2
m 1
_ 1 1 2rag—1/_1 T 2
H= /_Ldy {—8L2 +3e7[61 O+ + x2x-)]
. M
—2i/n*x! Dix_ + z;(x*_x+ = xix—)}- (27)

Moreover, integration of Gauss’s law gives a residual con-
straint, which is to be imposed on the physical states:

L
/ 5 dy* (x!x+ + xLx—)|phys) = 0. (28)

Notice that our canonical variables satisfy the commuta-
tion relations

{xl ¥h), Xi(yl')}

[41(3°), 1 (3°)] = <. (29)

, =8y —y"),

y°=y°
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The regularized charge densities of the right and left
movers are obtained via point splitting the two densities
and connecting the two centers with a string:

1y 15 t 1 E 1 E
Ii(y)—gl_rg[xi<y F 2))&(1/ + 2)

1
xexp(teed;) — ome E}
T

— lim (Ii(yl,a) - L) . (30)

e—0 27e

These chiral charge densities have Fourier expansions
(r==, p, =7n/L):

L) = 5 | @+ 3 Vil 00)exp(—ipuy?)

n#0
(31)

The zero-mode part of the Fourier expansion is defined
by the total chiral charges

+L
r = I, ! d 1)
e.- [ | Ly (32)

which can be calculated via the € prescription by in-
serting the e-regularized charge density I.(y!,e) into
Eq. (32):

Q- = lim[Q,(¢) — L/me]. (33)

The coefficients I, , obey commutation relations, which
are a consequence of the commutation relations of the
Fourier coefficients x, , of the fermion fields and of the
regularization, Eq. (30):

x-(y') = \/% D Xnr@)exp(—ipay'),  (34)
{xn(¥0), X\ (¥0)} = bpnr (35)

In,"'IJ:’r’] = Tl
[ =
As usual [21,22], we define subspaces |l) of the total
Hilbert space which correspond to sectors [| = (I4,1_)]
with given edges of occupied energy levels for the right
and left movers as follows:

Xn,»|l) = 0(rl, — rn)|l),

67‘1"671,11’3 n 76 0. (36)

with

>0,

1<0. (37)

o(l) = { (1]:

Consequently, the operators In,+,Il,_, n > 0, annihilate
the states |I):
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L+l = I} _|ly = 0. (38)
The charge eigenvalues in sectors |l) depend on the zero-
mode gauge field [21,22]

Q) = (rl + LA

riel

+ 1/2) 0, [Qn L] =

(39)
|
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We introduce [22] the variables w, canonically conjugated
to the @, such that

[w,, Q,.l] = i&r,: . (40)

Then we can represent the fermion fields with the help
of the bosonic operators I, w,, Ay [22-24]:

1 . i rimy’ reLA; 1
xr(y') = ECXP(—WJGXP [T(QJ" +Q-—1)— 17 (Qr - - 5)]

xexp( — Z \/r_LII‘Tei"p“yl) exp( + Z \/ﬁIn,re_i”’"y1> . (41)
n>0

These operators satisfy the commutation relations,
Eq. (29), and reproduce the regularized charge densities,
Eq. (30). The necessary explanations can be found in
the Appendix. The operators I, link the fermionic to the
bosonic description: In the Hamiltonian of Eq. (27) we
recognize four terms. The first three terms can be rewrit-
ten as a free-boson Hamiltonian in terms of bosonic vari-
ables (¢,11,) constructed from the charge densities I,:

H¢ = \/7_I'(I+ - I—)a
= ——(% —o7e <I++I_)]>,
m? = e?/m. (42)

With the help of the commutation relations (36) one can
verify that I, and ¢ are canonically conjugate variables.
The mass term of the bosonic Hamiltonian is easily cal-
culable using the fact that the zero mode is subtracted
in (e(I+ + I_)):

+L 1 2
e 1 2
+S 0 I+ P, (43)

The momentum term can be expressed with the help of
Eq. (41) in terms of the chiral charges. The space integral
of the square of the zero-mode free chiral charge density
(I.)? is related to the fermionic momentum

+L +L
w [ ayn):=r /_ AW D)%) (44)

This relation is derived in the Appendix. On the physical
subspace defined by

Qlphys) =0, Q@ =Q++Q-, (45)

we obtain, with Egs. (42) and (44),

/+Ld 1(H¢_81¢)

—L

_ _/ dy*x! (y')(—iD1)x—(v1). (46)

n>0

[
The mass term remains as a last term in the fermionic
Hamiltonian of Eq. (27). It is given by direct insertion
of the boson representation of the fermion fields Eq. (41)
into Eq. (27). After simplifying this expression with the
help of normal ordering with respect to I} , and I, (cf.
the Appendix), we obtain

r

+L
%M—/_L dy*Ixt (v x+ (1) — X () x— (¥Y)]

= ——% ssin(wy —w_ + \/‘G<¢>) HIN (47)

In a similar way to the treatment of the scalar field
theory in 141 dimensions we approximate the vacuum
by a trial state |0,) which is defined as

a,]0,) =0, (48)

where a,, and a}, are the normal modes of the boson vari-
ables ¢(y'), Iy (y?):

oo

1
2 5 gl e

zf

n=-—oo

d(y') =

ﬁ\

. 1

My(y') = —= al e ¥ (49)
\/‘

The weights E,, are variational parameters, which then

also enter the Fourier coefficients of the chiral charges [cf.

Eq. (42)]:

== [(Ent7pa)

In,‘r
VA4Eq,|pa|

an — (B, — rpn)af_n].
(50)

Inserting these expressions into Eq. (47) and normal or-
dering with respect to the trial vacuum Eq. (48) we ob-
tain on the physical subspace, Eq. (45), the effective
Hamiltonian

— 019 M
o= / [ 21) +2m2¢2—n_1:

xexp{%g (Pin - E,l—;) } : cos(w + Van(¢)) :

(51)
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with w = wi —w_ — /2. Note that the normal ordering
symbol :: means here to order the operators a,, a;fl.
In order to fix the variational parameters we look for
a minimum of the vacuum energy density using the trial
vacuum state |0,). The calculation proceeds in an analo-
gous way to the calculation of the * scalar theory. Note
that the minimum corresponds to w = 0. Using condition
(49) we obtain the following expression for the vacuum
energy density of the Hamiltonian, Eq. (52), at w = 0:

2 2 2
pn+nm
o5 I (B BT

n>0

M T 1 1
~ L P [Z Z (;; - E)] (52)

n>0

(0a|#(y)|0a) =

At the minimum of this expression we have (n > 0)

ol 15 (5 5

= p2 + n’u?, (53)

AT M s 1 1
exp{ — — - .

From this equation u is to be determined. In order to
do that we rewrite the infinite sum in the exponent [25]
as

LE (———> ——221(0 27rak)+'y+1n a.+2

k=1

E}=p}

with

where we introduced a = Lnu/m; Ko is the modified
Bessel function and v = 0.5772... (Euler’s constant). In
the limit nmL > 1, a > 1, the sum gives v + ln%a and
one readily obtains

4 M

p=m? 4 T (Jae") = m? £ 26 My, (54)

which gives

p=e"(M+/ M?+ e27m?2)

2
= (M,,+VM3+%), M, =e"M. (55)

This value of u corresponds to the effective boson mass
parameter in the Hamiltonian (52). Some remarks are in
order. Taking L — oo corresponds toe — 0, (|k1| > €) in
the scalar field theory [Egs. (15) and (16)]. For obtaining
the effects of the nontrivial vacuum one needs to take
these limits in the relevant equations [cf. Egs. (15)—(17)].
Indeed, immediately approaching the light front, n — 0
at finite L would not reproduce the boson mass, Eq. (55).
This can easily be seen from Eq. (54) in combination with
the small-a limit of the infinite sum:

> ( - ) = %a%(:’») +0(a%),
n>0
where ¢ is  the
= 1.201056903....
verges as 1/.,/7.
The next step is to take this Hamiltonian, Eq. (52) with
E, and p fixed by Eqgs. (54) and (55), as the starting one
for the transition to the light-cone formulation. Repeat-
ing this procedure as outlined in Sec. II for the scalar
field theory, we obtain the following effective light-cone
Hamiltonian for the massive Schwinger model:

L 2 M.

- -) & 2 ¥
=: —— — (M.
P /_Ldm {27r<pL+2ﬂ_( :

+4/ M2 +e2/m)[1 - cosx/Ech]} : (56)

where ¢ (z) is the analogue of light-cone field, defined
by the Fourier decomposition

Riemann function; £(3)
Actually, in this limiting case u di-

ane_ip""f + a:rleip"m_). (57)

pr(z) = nz>0 \/[T-
Note that the operators a,, al,, n > 0 define the light-
cone Fock basis. The field ¢r(z) can be expressed in
terms of light-front fermionic variables:

—/mo=!

This means that expression (56) can be written on the
light cone also in the fermionic basis.

It should be emphasized that the result, Eq. (56), in-
deed yields a correction to the naive light-cone approach
[26]. In the future we hope to address the interesting
question how this affects the mass spectrum, in particu-
lar for small fermion mass.

or(z) = (x4

IV. DISCUSSION

The most outstanding advantage of light-cone quan-
tization is the simplicity of the vacuum. However, this
advantage also poses problems since nontrivial vacuum
effects ought to be present. In this work this question
is addressed by approximating the theory close to the
light cone and, subsequently, deriving an effective light-
cone Hamiltonian. As a result, the canonical light-cone
Hamiltonian is seen to be modified.

Much research has been done in the last years in order
to account for condensates and spontaneous symmetry
breaking on the light cone and similar results as ours
have been obtained before. One can distinguish differ-
ent ways of dealing with this problem. The constrained
zero-mode approach [10] explicitly considers zero modes
of field operators. They are not dynamical degrees of free-
dom but appear in constraint equations which are derived
in the Dirac-Bergman formalism (or via the equations of
motion). This way one gets a nontrivial dependence on
the nonzero-mode degrees of freedom, which indeed can
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yield a nontrivial vacuum structure. For scalar field the-
ories spontaneous symmetry breaking was demonstrated.
Moreover, the phase transition was shown to be of second
order.

Alternatively, it has been argued in [8] that the zero-
mode problem can be avoided by a modification of the
canonical light-cone quantization. In this diagrammatic
approach generalized tadpole diagrams are taken into ac-
count which are usually set to zero. Also in this case the
usual light-cone Hamiltonian is changed.

Our work is based on another approach where one
quantizes on a spacelike plane close to the light cone. The
transition to the exact light cone is governed by a param-
eter. This procedure has been studied in great detail by
several groups [15,16]. Its advantages are the following
ones. Infrared singularities are controlled; especially in a
combination with a finite volume approach. Massless left
moving particles are still present. Constraints are often
avoided. Finally, it has been shown that the nontrivial
vacuum effects can persist in approaching the light cone.

In our paper, these formal advantages are combined
with the simplicity of the canonical light-cone approach.
As a first step we make a Gaussian approximation to the
vacuum in the frame close to the light cone. Indeed con-
densates and spontaneous symmetry breaking show up.
(Because of the Gaussian approximation the phase tran-
sition, however, is of first order.) Second, we make the
light-cone transition in order to exploit the usual light-
cone advantages and techniques. As a remnant of the
nontrivial vacuum new terms in the effective Hamilto-
nian show up. Scalar field theory in (1+1) dimensions
and the massive Schwinger model have been successfully
worked out this way.

The generalization of this approach to gauge theories
in higher dimensions may be attempted with the help
of Hamiltonians where the dependent degrees of freedom
have been eliminated after gauge fixing [20,27].
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APPENDIX

In this appendix we give clarifications of Egs. (41),
(44), and (47), based on the more general considera-
tions of [22,23]. Let us demonstrate that the expres-
sion in Eq. (41) satisfies canonical anticommutation rela-
tions. First of all, notice that the representation (41)
acts in the Hilbert space spanned by vectors of the
form [T, {1}, . HIn;,-}I), ni > 0, n; > 0, where the
I,,,+,I,‘:,_ and Ii,+’ I, _ act like annihilation and cre-
ation operators with respect to “vacuum” states |l) ac-
cording to Eqgs. (37), (38) at n > 0. Using for these
operators the normal ordering symbol :: we can rewrite
Eq. (41) in more compact form:

X (y1) = \/%_Lexp(—iw,.)exp {ri7r (%Q_,)}
x : exp{—r2mid (I, (¥*))} :,
where we denote by Q, and Q the integer valued parts
of the charges Q. and Q (@, = Q, —reLA; /7 — %)
Let us consider the products x,(yl)xl, (yll) and
xi,(yll)xr(yl) as a function of z = exp(riny'L™1), 2/ =

exp(r'imy! L~1), taking the operator products in normal
ordered form. We get

(A1)

X (XL (") = o (2, z')exp{ig(’” - T')}

x (ZI)Q,1+1(Z)—-Q,—6,.,;
1{2\"
xexp{&r,: z ~ (;) }, (A2)
n>0
and
X3 (@ )xr () = Fopr (2,2') () @7 0010 (2) 9

xexp{&,,.: Z %(;) }, (A3)

1 S ;™ ’ )
ﬁe—z(w,—wr:)ezi (r—r")Q

x : exp{2mi[r' 87 ' (I, (y"))
— O (L (y')]} - -

Notice that F,..(z,z) = 1/2L.

We see that for r # 7' expressions (A2) and (A3) differ
only by a sign (due to exp[i(7/2)(r —r')] = —1). Hence,
{x-(¥'),x",.(¥*')} = 0. For r = ', we use the analytical
regularization of the type used in [22]. This yields

with the

Fop(z,2') =

NV 1 dz" 2 " M Q-1
xr (9" )Xz (y )=§1_I,Ig,%j]{z“|=1_s o Xn: prl B e

-1
n

X (1 - z—) F,..(z,2"),
z

(Ad)
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and
n Q-
, 1 dzl/ ZH Z”
tro1 1y — i z Z
W) = B 2 B Z“ (Z') <z>
-1
ol "
><<1— E) F,.(z,2"). (A5)

Adding (A4) and (A5), we get

’ 1 dZ”
1 T(.,1 lim % —
bo @)W £50 27mi < |2 |=1+€ jlz”l=1—f) 2" -z

\ @r
- F,.,.(Z,Z”)

Tyt~ yl')) =6(y' —y"). (A6)

2 (5) (

1 T
— _S_ exp
2L — (

Analogously, one obtains {x, (yl),xrl(yll)} =0.

To explain Eq. (44) let us consider the e-regularized charge densities Eq. (30), using Eq. (A3) with the substitutions:
y! — y! +rie/2, y!' — y! — rie/2, and expanding in € up to O(e2). We get

TiE rie
L(y'e) = xi (y‘ = 7);@ (y‘ + 7)exp(reeAl)

1

= — + Ir(yl) + ﬂ-e[Ir(yl)]z

27e

e

- W + 0(52), (A7)

in agreement with Eq. (30). Differentiating Eq. (A7) with respect to &, we obtain

L . .
/ dy*x} (y’ - %)iDin (yl + 1;) = —7‘(
L

L T

Te2 12

L
L, _) + m/_L dy (1, ()] + O(e), (A8)

that coincides with Eq. (44) after subtracting the constant and taking the limit € — 0.
Equation (47) is a direct consequence of Eq. (A3) and Eq. (41) if it is considered on the physical subspace (Q = 0).

Indeed, from Eq. (A3) we get

’LM 'I’M (wy —w -ﬂ-yl i8]t
—*;’*(XLX~—XT_X+)= ——(-1)? [6( + "eXP(ZTQ)eZ (6" (e +1-)]

2Ln

1

which indeed coincides with Eq. (47) at Q = 0.
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