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Abstract

We derive the Fermi’s golden rule in the Gaussian wave-packet formalism of quantum
field theory, proposed by Ishikawa, Shimomura, and Tobita, for the particle decay within
a finite time interval. We present a systematic procedure to separate the bulk contribution
from those of time boundaries, while manifestly maintaining the unitarity of the S-matrix
unlike the proposal by Stueckelberg in 1951. We also revisit the suggested deviation from
the golden rule and clarify that it indeed corresponds to the boundary contributions,
though their physical significance is yet to be confirmed.
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1 Introduction

Strictly speaking, the S-matrix in quantum field theory is defined only by using wave packets;
see any textbook, e.g., Ref. [I, 2]. The derivation of a physical quantity, such as a decay rate,
in terms of plane waves is “actually more a mnemonic than a derivation” [2].

Ishikawa and Shimomura have proposed a formulation of a free Gaussian wave packet
in relativistic quantum field theory [3]; see also Refs. [4, 5] 6] [7] for earlier related works.
Ishikawa and Tobita have developed a systematic method to approximate the S-matrix in
various limits in the Gaussian wave-packet formalism [8] 9, [10]; further development has been
made by themselves and Tajima to include the photon state [I1]. The authors have claimed
that there can be a deviation from the Fermi’s golden rule if we consider an S-matrix with
finite time interval [8) [, [T}, 10].

Stueckelberg correctly pointed out in 1951 that the plane-wave S-matrix with finite time
interval exhibits an extra ultraviolet (UV) divergence coming from the interaction point at
the boundary in time [12]: In order to remove it within the plane-wave formalism, a phe-
nomenological factor has been introduced so that the uncertainty of the initial and final times
of the process can be taken into account. This has lead to the violation of unitarity, and the
necessary modification of the S-matrix to cure the pathology has become complicated and
rather intractable.

In this paper, we revisit the Gaussian wave-packet formalism to derive the Fermi’s golden
rule. We separate the bulk effect from the boundary ones, while manifestly maintaining the
unitarity. We further show that the might-be deviation from the Fermi’s golden rule, claimed
in Refs. [8, @, [IT), 10], indeed corresponds to the decay at the boundary in time.

For clarity, in Secs. we will first spell out our results using an example of the tree-level
decay process of a heavy scalar ® into a pair of light scalars ¢¢ due to the super-renormalizable
interaction ®¢¢. In order to show how to generalize our results to include the momentum-
dependent factors in the interaction and in the wave functions, in Sec. 5], we will then turn
to the tree-level decay process of a pseudo-scalar ¢ into a pair of photons due to the non-
renormalizable interaction goFWF“” . More generalization will be presented in Appendix

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec.[2] we review the Gaussian wave-packet formalism
for the scalar field. In Sec. 3] we reformulate the Gaussian S-matrix and present a systematic
procedure to separate the bulk contribution from the boundary ones. In Sec.[d] we obtain the
decay probability and derive the Fermi’s golden rule. We briefly discuss the boundary effect
too. In Sec. 5] we generalize our result to the decay into the diphoton final state. In Sec. [6]
we summarize our results. In Appendix [A] we review the Gaussian wave-packet formalism
for the scalar, spinor, and vector. In Appendix [B], we show the saddle-point approximation
of the Gaussian wave packet in the large-width (plane-wave) expansion. In Appendix , we
show the expressions for the plane-wave and particle limits of the decaying particle and for
the decay at rest. In Appendix D] we present possible expressions for the boundary limit.

2 Gaussian formalism

We review the Gaussian formalism. As said above, we consider the decay of a heavy real
scalar ® into a pair of light real scalars ¢¢ by the following interaction:

Lin = —5 267, 1)



where k is a coupling constant of mass dimension unity. The interaction Hamiltonian density
is Hint = —Lins. We write the initial and final momenta p, and p;, p,, respectively. In this
section, we will let ¥ stand for either ® or ¢. We write their masses mg and mg and consider
the case me > 2my.

2.1 Plane-wave S-matrix

First we briefly review the plane-wave computation of the S-matrix. We can expand the

free field operator \i/(l)(sc) at © = (:1;0, :c) = (t,«) in the interaction picture in terms of the

annihilation and creation operators of planes waves:

d3p , .
_ R A P ipx | At —ip-x
/ 2p0 (27T)3/2 [a‘l’ (p) ’ a\IJ (p) ’ ]

where we work in the (—, +, 4, +) metric convention and write the kinetic energy

: (2)

pO=Eqy(p)

Ey(p) == \/my + p?. (3)

Throughout this paper, we use both x° and ¢ interchangeably (as well as X° and T that
appear below).
We define the following free one- and two-particle statesﬂ

Po)y ) =l (po) 0),
p)S" = al(p)0),
P10 = jﬁaym l(p2) [0). (4)

where (SB) refers to the time-independent basis state in the Schrodinger picture (see Ap-
pendix |A.1]), which are the eigenstates of the free Hamiotonian:

S SB SB
Hivee Ip0)S" = Ealpo) Ipo)s"
Hfree ‘p>éSB - ( ) ’p> SB) )
~ SB
Hiee 191,22) S = (Eo(p1) + Eo(p2)) [P, p2) P (5)

In terms of these states, the free field operator can also be written as

/W ) (Welps” ) +ab@) (Ve pE?) ] ©

!The two-particle state is normalized to

1
<P1:p2 ‘p37P4>(SB) =3 [53(171 - Ps3) 53(1’2 —Ppy)+ 53(1’1 —Pa) 53(1’2 —p3)} )

such that
/d3p1 /d3p2 Py, P2) (P, Pa| = i,

where 1 is the identity operator in the two-particle subspace.



where |x>$B) = eHirect ]w)$ B) is the position basis state in the interaction picture; see Ap-
pendix

Usually, the time-independent in and out states in the Heisenberg picture are defined as
the eigenstates of the total Hamiltonian that become close to the free states at sufficiently
remote past and future in the following senseﬂ

et |in; po) ) — e Hlneet ) (5) for t = Tin (= —00), (7
—_iH H —iH SB
e MM Jouti py. py)gy — e Mt pypy) for t = Toue (= 00),  (8)

where H = ﬁfree + ﬁim is the total Hamiltonian. To be more precise, Eqs. and are
meaningless in themselves and should rather be understood as follows (see any textbook, e.g.,
Refs. [1, 2]): The in and out states are really defined by wave packets such that, for arbitrary
smooth and sufficiently fast-decaying functions gin(pg) and gout(P1, P2), they satisfy

it s H —if) SB
/d3pogin(po) e M fin; py)" ~ /d?’pogm(po) e et Ipg)g )
T H —iH SB
/d3P1 d*Py gout (p1, p2) €=M |out;p1,p2>é¢) ~ /d3p1 d°Py Gout(p1, o) € et |p1,p2>((b¢ )a
(10)

ast — Ty (— —o0) and t — Toy (— 00), respectivelyﬁ
The S-matrix is defined by

S = §lout; py, py [in; po)y (11)

For T;, and Tyt sufficiently remote past and future, respectively, one obtains
SB ~ SB
S (¢>¢) <p1,p2| U(ToutaTin) |p0>((1, ) s (12)

where

U(Touta 1—‘11’1) = eiﬁfreeTout e_iﬁ(Tout _Tin) e_iﬁfreeTin

Tout N
:Texp<—i / dtHﬁQ(t)), (13)

T

in which T denotes the time-ordering and Ai(jz (t) = emfreetf:linte_mfreet is the interaction
Hamiltonian in the interaction picture.

2This can be formally rewritten as the interaction-picture state becoming close to the time-independent
Schrodinger basis state as

|in; po,t>g) — |pO>EI,SB) , for t = Tin (— —0),
S
lout; By, Po; )y — [P1P2)Gy s for t = Tour (— 00).

3Strictly speaking, this cannot apply for a decay process: No matter how remote past we move on to,
t = Tin (— —o00), we might still find a wave-packet configuration of the final-state particles in which we
cannot neglect the interaction at the initial time. To handle this issue, one needs to treat the production
process of the parent particle using wave packets too. This will be presented in a separate publication.



As is well known, the expression is badly divergent when squared, being proportional
to the momentum-space delta function §4(0). Also, one needs to insert an infinitesimal imag-
inary part for the interaction Hamiltonian by hand in order to make the perturbation
convergent. This is because the overlap between plane waves can never be suppressed no
matter how remote past and future one moves on, which is the reason why one needs wave
packets @D and for complete treatment of the S-matrix. The cluster decomposition never
occurs for the infinitely spread plane waves, while it does for properly defined wave packets.

2.2 Gaussian basis

Now we switch from the plane-wave basis to the Gaussian basis. Detailed notations for this
subsection can be found in Appendix [A]

Instead of the plane-wave expansion , one may also expand the free field in terms of
the annihilation and creation operators of the free Gaussian wave:

-0 *X d°P ; ) o
v (z) = W [f\If,a;X,P(x) A\lf,a(X> P) + f\p,a;X,P(ﬂﬁ) Aq;J(Xa P, (14)
where /o is the width of the wave packet; X is the location of center at time T' (and we write
collectively X = (X 0.X ) = (T, X) as said above); and P is its central momentum. We also
use the shorthand notation

3y 13
II:=(X,P), I1:=(X,P), d°1I .= %, (15)
(2m)
so that
U0 (a) = [ T fogin(e) v (1) + Fi () Al , ()] (16)
The explicit form of the coefficient function fy o1 (= fv,e.x,p) is obtained asﬁ
B &Ip s (SB) (SB) (1B)
foon(z) = | ———— \1/<$ |P>\11 \1/<p|H>\1/
V2Ey(p)
U>3/4 / d3p ip'(IfX)fg(pf‘P)z
= (f S S, 5 (17)
/92,0 3/2
m 2p° (27) pP=Ey(p)

Throughout the main text, we abbreviate e.g. |o;II) to |II), in which it is understood that o
can be different from each other among the in- and out-state particles.
In the large-o expansion, the leading saddle point approximation gives

oN3/4 (2132 1 P (z—=(1))?
z 24 = P X))
foom(z) = (7r> ( o ) \/ﬁ(zﬂ)m@ ’

4Note that the two “interaction basis” states are the ones at different times:

: (18)
PO=Eqy(P)

)™ = et ) G My = el ) g,

where t = 2% and T = X° in II = (X, P) as always.



where

BEt)=X+Vg(P)(t-T) (19)
is the location of the center of the wave packet at time ¢, in which V¢ (P) := P/Eg(P); see
Appendix Within this leading order approximation, the width of the wave pack remains
constant in time.
2.3 Free Gaussian wave-packet states
Now we can explicitly prepare the free wave-packet states, employed in the right-hand sides
of Egs. @ and ,

SB : SB
/ d*py gin(p0) [P0)s / d’py / A*py gout (1, 22) P1.22) 5 (20)

respectively, as followsﬁ

m§™ = A m|o), 1, 1) 5 = 7Aji,( DALy, 1)

As said above, |01, 111; 09, I12) is abbreviated to |II1,II2) throughout the main text.

2.4 Gaussian S-matrix

Suppose that the interaction is negligible at some initial and final times Tji, and Tyyt.
Then we may define the corresponding in and out states, following Egs. @ and , byﬂ

e*th |1]:17 HO>EI>H) ~e 7iI:Ifreet |H >(SB) (t — {Z—}n),
e—iﬁt out; Iy, H2>((;;) ~ e—szree |TI,, 11 >(SB) (t — Tout)- (22)

Now the Gaussian S-matrix is the inner product between these physical states:

S = ((M))(out 114,11, |1n H0>( ) (23)

5E(t) has implicit dependence on my, P, and X (= (T, X)).
SExplicitly, gin (gous) is a (multiple of independent) free Gaussian wave function(s):

SB B o\3/4 i x — 2 (p-P)?
gin(p) = ( %p|H>SI) ) — (;> e X3 (P—P) ,
p°=Ea(p)
SB B 0a 3% ipaXe —Z8(p —X,)2
gout(p17p2) = H ( <;<pa |Ha><<¢. ) = H (7) e P € 2 (Pa ) ’
a=1,2 a=1,2 pQ=Ey(p,)
where each “interaction basis” state is the one at different time: |HA>$B) = eifleeTa |HA)SI,SB) . Note also

that we have written the states in Eq. as the time-independent Schrodinger basis states, rather than the
interaction basis ones, in the sense that they are independent of the time coordinate ¢ that will appear later in
HD (t), the interaction Hamiltonian in the interaction picture. (Otherwise the two-particle state would have
two reference times 71 and T> meaninglessly.)

“If we may take Ty = Tin and T1 = T2 = Tout, we would obtain

it lin; o) ~ [TTo) &™) (¢ = Tin),

(
o
e M Jout; Iy, 1) ) ~ Ty, T1o) 3P (t = Tout),

respectively.



Note that these in and out states become close, in the sense of Eq. . to the free states ,
which are square integrable and of finite normﬁ This is in contrast to the plane-wave S—
matrix , which is the inner product between the states that become close to the plane
waves , which are not square-integrable, not elements of the Hilbert space, and hence not
the physical states]’| Due to this finiteness of the Gaussian S-matrix, the probability for the
transition |in; H0>SI)H — |out; Iy, Hg)((;;) is simply its square: ]S|2H There is no need of the
hand-waving argument of the momentum delta function 64(0) becoming spacetime volume
etc.

Using Eq. , we get
S~ SO, | U (Toue, Tha) M) (24)

At the first order in the Dyson series ,

Tout
U(Tout, Tin) = 1 —z/ dt/d?’w%mt( YA, (25)

the S-matrix becomes

Tout
/ dt/d3 (SB H17H2|£1nt( ) M) $ ™
Tout (1 = (1 (SB)
/ at [ @z S I 60(@) 90(2) [0) (0] 6(o) M)

Tout
\f dt/dgxf¢>01 H1( )f¢02,H2( )f‘Pao,Ho( ) (26)

3 Gaussian S-matrix: separation of bulk and boundary effects

Now we compute the Gaussian S-matrix. In Sec. [3.I] we obtain the S-matrix in the leading
saddle-point approximation for the large widths expansion. In Sec. we exactly
integrate over the spacetime position = of the interaction point. In Sec. we separate the
bulk and boundary effects. In Sec.[3.4] a limit of large argument is taken to get some physical
insight. A schematic figure for this section is presented in Fig.

8Note however the issue in footnote

?One can extend the notion of Hilbert space to include distributions (such as the Dirac delta “function”)
by using the rigged Hilbert space, namely the Gelfand triple. In the end, from a given plane-wave S-matrix,
one can obtain a physically measurable probability only by convoluting it with wave packets.

1086 far, we have not considered any boundary effect as we assume here that the interactions are negligible
at Tin and Tout; see also footnote



Figure 1: Schematic figure for a configuration with fixed II4 = (P4, X4) with A = 0,1, 2.
(04 are kept fixed throughout this paper.) Each wave packet is defined at time T4 as a free
Gaussian wave packet centered at X 4. Within our leading saddle-point approximation, the
widths of the wave packets do not change in time, see Eq. , and therefore it does not
really matter at which time each wave packet is set to be the free Gaussian wave packet. The
wave packets intersect at the time ¥, around which the interactions occur most. X4 is the
location of the center of each wave packet at the (arbitrarily chosen) reference time t = 0. At
time ¢, the location of the center moves to E4(t) = X4 + V at.

3.1 Saddle-point approximation in plane-wave limit

With the leading saddle-point approximation in the large width expansion for all the in
and out wave packets, we obtain the S-matrix for a given configuration (Ily, IIy, HQ):[E

. 2
5% (H (ro) ™ —— ) o~ (67~ (PP T til-]
A

UL z
Tou . —_— — .

X/ tdteyit[t(IJ”U“S‘”)]Q/d?’we_z}rs[m_<x+Vt_ws5P>]27 (27)
T;

where the symbols indicate the following:

e F 4 are the on-shell energies:

Ey = /m?% + P} (A=0,1,2), (28)
with mg := mg and m, := my (a = 1,2) being their masses. (This is mere a rephrasing
of Eq. (3).)

e V 4 are the corresponding group velocities:
=5,

HRecall that we abbreviate (0o, o; o1, II1; 02, II2) to (I, I, ITa).

Va:




We may freely choose either variable P 4 or V' 4, which are in one-to-one correspondence.

\/Ts is the spatial size of the interaction region:
2 71
1
<20>. (30)

Hereafter, we abbreviate e.g. S22 %o to >_ 4. (We also let the lower-case letters a,b, ...
run for the final states 1 and 2 such that ) : =32 etc)

a=1>

The overline denotes the following weighted sum (and not the complex conjugate): For
arbitrary scalar and three-vector quantities C'4 and Q 4, respectively, we define

C = oy % Q::USZ?AA' (31)

A GA
We further define, for any Q 4,

AQ*=Q -Q, (32)

where @ = 05).4 %%‘ and @2 =Q -Q =025 %i'(;QBB, which follow from the
definition (31]).

/ot is the time-like size of the interaction region:

Os

= . 33
7T AV? (33)
T is what we call the intersection time, around which the interaction occurs:
V.X-V.X V.X-V.X
T =0y * x_ x f, (34)

where X4 = ZE4(0) is the location of the center of each wave packet at our reference
time ¢ = O:

X4:=XA—V ATy, (35)
R is what we will call the overlap exponent that gives the suppression factor accounting
for the non-overlap of the wave packets at the intersection point:

Ax? ¥

Os Ot .

R =

(36)

We define the mometum and energy shifts, etc:

0P := P, + Py, — Py, OF := E1 + Ey — Ey, dw:=0FE -V .-4P. (37)

“p[---]” denotes the irrelevant pure imaginary terms that are independent of z. We will
neglect them hereafter as they disappear when we take the absolute square of S.

10



Note that each quantity defined in the above list is a fixed real number for a given configuration
of the wave packets (Ilp, IT;, II5). Later we will treat X, (a = 1,2) as variables of six degrees
of freedom; others T, X,, and R are dependent ones. (If we vary the final state momenta,
then P, (a = 1,2) also become variables; others V,, o, 6 P, JE, and éw become dependent
ones accordingly.)

For any pair of three-vectors Q4 and Q'y (A =0,1,2), we get

0Q,-9Q1 | 6Qy-0Q) | (0@, ~ Q) - (3Q) — 0Q)

0001 0002 0102

Qeq-qq-2| B
where we define, for any Q AF_ZI

Q, =Q, — Q. (39)
Note that we always have dQ; — 0Q, = Q; — Q5. Especially,

AQ? = o2 [(6@02 L 09y (59, - 5Q2)2]
0001 gpo2 01092
_ 2 [(Q1 ~Q)° | (@:-Q)°  (Qi- Q2)2] | (40)
0001 0002 0102
or more concretely,
2 2 2
AX? = o2 [(m) L (0%)" (0%~ 0%y) ] | )
0001 0002 0102
2 2 2
AVE Z o2 [(m) L (6Va)® | OV = V) ] | @)
0001 apo2 0102
Then we get
1 [V)? (5Ve)?  (5Vi—oVa)?]
Ot = — [ + + ] , (43)
Os 0001 0002 0109
T oo {5351 6V 6%y 0V | (61— 0%y) - (V1 — 51@)} | )
0001 0002 0102

0001 0002 0102

R o {(63€1>2 L (0%’ (6% - 6%)°

§X1-0V] 0% -6V 6X1 — 0%9) - (V1 —6V9)]?
1 1+ 2 2+( 1 2) - (6V1 2)] } (45)

— 050t |:
gp01 0002 0102

Note that for a parent particle at rest, Py = 0, we may simply replace 6V, — V. Expressions
in various limits are shown in Appendix [C]

Let us prove the non-negativity of R. In general, the weighted average for any real
vector @Q satisfies

AR =Q-Q=(Q-Q)’ >0 (46)

2The abuse of notation for § in Eq. should be understood.

11



From this, one can deduce the non-negativity of R as follows: At time ¢, the center of each
wave packet is located at

Zg:=3Xa4+V at. (47)

The square completion of AZ? = 7?7 with respect to t shows that AZ? takes its minimum
value o, R at t = %

AZ? = AV?(t— %)% + o R. (48)

As AZ? > 0 for any ¢, we obtain o,R > 0, hence the non-negativity of R.

In particular, if the center of all the three wave packets coincide at Z 4 = x at some time ¢,
then Z = ¢ and AZ? = 0. Eq. shows that this can be the case when and only when
t =% (for AV? > 0) and that we get no suppression in such a case, R = 0.

Let us see the physical meaning of T. Suppose that we recklessly take the particle limit
ot,0s — 0 in the second line in Eq. even though the expression itself is obtained in the
contrary plane-wave expansion. Then we see that the interaction indeed occurs around the
spacetime point

r=(t,x)~ (T, X+VI), (49)

which we call the intersection point.
One can show (without taking the particle limit) that the intersection point is trans-
formed properly by the spacetime translation: By a constant spacetime translation

X4—>Xa+d,

Ty — Ta+d°, (50)

the center of each wave packet (at t = 0) and its average transform as
Xa—Xa+d-Vud, (51)
X->X+d-Vd, (52)

and hence

T T +d, (53)
(X4+VT) > (X+VTI) +d. (54)

One can also check that the overlap exponent R is translationally invariant (as it should
physically be):

R —R. (55)
In particular, we may choose
d=Vyd, (56)

such that the center of the initial wave packet at ¢t = 0, Xo = X — V1o, is kept invariant.
Then the center of each final-state wave packet, X, is shifted aﬁ

X, — Xy — 0V, d, 6%, = 0X, — 6V .. (57)
Later, this translation will correspond to the zero mode .

'*The average over the initial and final states is shifted as X — X — (V — V) d°.

12



3.2 Spacetime integral over position of interaction point

One can exactly perform the Gaussian integrals over the interaction point x = (¢,x) in

Eq. to get

S=7 (H (roa)™/* 21E> e FON=FOPIF (270, V2ro G(T),  (58)
A A

where we have defined the window function:
Tout dt 1 008 2
G(T) = e*ﬁ(t*rf*wt w)
( ) /Tl V2ot

_ 1 orf ‘I*T‘in‘F’LUtéw —orf E*Tout+7/0't($w 7 (59)
2 2Ut 20’,5

in which
£(2) 2 / ! (60)
eri(z) i= —— & xXr
VT Jo

is the Gauss error function. In the small and large |z| limits, its (asymptotic) expansion reads,
respectively,

erf(z) = \2/; +0(2%), (61)
1

erf(z) = sgn(z) + e (— =+ 0(2—3)> , (62)

where we have defined a sign function for a complex variable:

1 for Rz >0or (Rz =0 and 3z > 0),
sgn(z) == ¢ —1 for Rz < 0 or (Rz =0 and 3z < 0), (63)
0 for z = 0.

From Eq. , we see that the S-matrix is exponentially suppressed unless the momentum
is nearly conserved, § P ~ (. This is also the case for the energy conservation dw ~ 0 except in
the boundary regions, at which the translational invariance is explicitly broken; see Sec.
below. As said above, the overlap exponent R gives another suppression when the wave
packets do not overlap.

3.3 Separation of bulk and boundary effects

It is convenient to separate the window function (59) into the bulk part and the in- and
out-boundary ones:

G(z) = Gbulk(‘z) + G(in—bdry (T) + Gout—bdry(s) ) (64)

13



where

17 T —Tin + iopdw T — Tout + iotdw
Ghuk(%) = = , 65
bu(%) 2 _sgn< 20y ) V20¢ )] (©)

170 T — T + todw T — T + todw
Gin—bdl‘y(g) = 5 _erf( 2Ut > sgn \/7 >:| )

170 T — Tou + 100w T — Tout + 1040w
G out-bdr = = f . 66
t-bd y(T) 2 _Sgn( \/T ) er < \/Tt >:| ( )

One can rewrite the boundary parts:

1 T — Ty + iopdw
G(in— r T)=-G r ; 67
bd y( ) 2 bd y( 20 > ( )
1 T — Tout + 0w
Gout-bdry (F) = —5Ghar ) 68
s (5) = = Gy T T I0) (63)
where
Ghary(2) = erf(z) —sgn(z). (69)
More explicitly, the bulk part reads
1 (Tm <T< Tout)
0 T<TiporToy <%
Ghu(F) = ( <) (70)
0(dw) (T ="Tn),
0(—ow) (¥ =Tou),
where
1 (z>0),
1+sgn
)= THBD _ 1 =), ™)
0 (x<0),

is the step function|]
2
We note that Ghary(2) is discontinuous at $z = 0 but the combination ‘ez2dery(z)‘ is

continuous and finite everywhere on the complex z plane (except at the origin z = 0); see
Fig. 2| Especially in the limit || — oo, we obtain”]

I

m|z]

‘ezQdery(Z) 5 - (72)

1 As we see in Eq. (70]), this step function appears only at ¥ = T}, /ou¢ and hence does not contribute when
summed with Grary and integrated over T. That is, it appears only at Rz = 0 and does not contribute when
integrated over Rz in Fig. [2l This might be non-vanishing for a more realistic non-Gaussian wave packet.

5 In terms of the relevant combination, we get
—2(Rz)?

—2(S2)? €
e 2O |Grary (2)F —

|2l
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2
Figure 2: Normalized boundary function ‘eZQdery(z)| (left) and the combination that ap-

2
pears in physical setup ’e_(%Z)Qdery(z)‘ (right).

The explicit formula in the boundary limit "Z —Tn /Out| < opdw is

Ghodry (T e i0t5w) S+ (\/ ﬁ&u) e? (W) 1 sgn(0w) for % = Tio/out:
204 ﬁ 2 Sgn(z - Tin/out) for T # Tin/outv
(73)
that is[T]
: 2
e—at(éw)2 dery T - Tin/out + 1040w - éFZ ﬁ(sw + e—at(éw)2’ (74)
20 s \/ 2
where
F(z):= e_”2/ e dz = —z'ge_gc2 erf(ix) (75)
0
is the Dawson function, whose (asymptotic) expansions read
Fx)=z+ O(a:3) , (76)
_ ﬁ 2 . 1 1
F(x)=—i 5 ¢ sgn(ix) + 7 +0 ) (77)

More explicitly, the large /00w expansion gives

éFQ(\/ ﬁ6“) penr 22 Lol (78)
T 2 T oy (dw) o7 (dw)

In Fig. [} we plot Gpary right at either boundary T = Tip ous-

3.4 Limit of large argument
In the limit

T — Tin + iodw| |T — Tout + 1046
| + ioy w|7| ¢ + lopow| 1, (79)
Vot Vot

6We have assumed T — Tinjout + 106w # 0 in writing sgn? = 1.
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€72V |Goany (iy) |2
42
LE2(y)

e 2y

Figure 3: We plot e~2v” \dery(iy)|2 (solid), 2F?(y) (dashed), and e=2v" (dot-dashed) as
a function of y = /% 0w, which corresponds to right on either boundary T = Ti, /o, The
solid line is the sum of the dashed and dot-dashed lines and corresponds to the ridge line at

Rz =0 in Fig. 2

the possible leading contributions are

f—j—‘jn—i-iO't(Sw _ son T—Tout—i-iatéw
vV 20’t & vV 2Ut

Y s isueny 20 1
T T — Tin + iat&,u

—E=Tou)® | 9t (50)2 i 6w(T—Towe) | 20¢ 1
20 T2 ou) J22E : 80
te ' ™ T —Tou + iat&y] (80)

We see that the range of ¥ in this limit can be separated into the following regions:

G(T) - ;[sgn(

o In the bulk region
‘T_Tin‘v‘i_Tout’ >>Ut5w7 (81)

where the intersection time ¥ is well separated from both the boundary times Ti, and
Tout, we obtain

1 (T < T < Tow),

: (82)
0 (otherwise),

G(T) = W(T) = {

4

hence the name “window function.”

e In the in and out boundary regions ¥ ~ Ti, and Ty (namely |¥ — Tiy| < opdw and
|T — Tout| S opdw), the contribution from the second and third lines, respectively, in
Eq. becomes sizable:

(3'-7Tin/out)2
) |G e 2 !

; (‘I_Tin/out)

ot : + ot (5“‘})2 (83)

We see that the exponential suppression e=0t(09)” for ot ((5w)2 > 1 becomes absent in
the boundary region.
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In Refs. [8 O] 1], 10], the authors have claimed that contributions from the boundary region
can become non-negligible and that there can be physical consequencesm In this paper, we
leave this issue open and proceed by taking into account only the bulk region contribution ;
we will briefly comment on the boundary effects in Sec.

Eq. appears singular in the simultaneous limit “Z— Tin/out‘ — 0 and o6w — 0.
This apparent singularity is an artifact of first taking the limit (80]): If we take the limit
“I — Tinjout + iatdw’ < /0y in the original expression (59)), we obtain

T - T'in/out)Q + (Utaw)2

2moy

efot(éw)Q ]G(Z)|2 N (

(84)

It is manifest that we have no singularity.

4 Decay probability: derivation of Fermi’s golden rule

Recalling the (over-)completeness of the Gaussian basis (143|), we see that the decay proba-
bility into an infinitesimal phase-space range [X,, X, +dX,] and [P,, P, + dP,] (a =1,2)
is

X PP P X, dP Py P2
(2n)° (2n)?

3 3
_ iZ 1 d P1 d P2 (27[_)4 (\/?te—gt(5w)2> (((73)3/2 e_gs(éP)2>
2 2By (27) 2B, (27)° 2By w m

3
x \/‘” ( s ) BXB3Xse R |GT)P. (85)

w5 \ ogo109

dpP

We note that this expression is exact up to the leading saddle point approximation .

In Sec. we show how to diagonalize the overlap exponent R. In Sec. we focus
on the bulk contribution Gpu and derive the Fermi’s golden rule. In Sec. we briefly
comment on the boundary contribution Gyqry.

4.1 Diagonalization of overlap exponent

Now we want to perform the Gaussian integral over the central positions of the wave pack-
ets X,. We may rewrite R, in the matrix notation, as follows:

60X
R =[x} x4 M [HJ , (86)
where the superscript “t” denotes the transposition; as defined in Eq. ,
6%, =X — X0 6Va:=V,—Vy, (87)

7 One might need a justification of placing the interaction around T}, Jout that are defined to be the times at
which the very interactions are negligible; see Eq. (22)). Note that this contradiction in identifying the in-state
with the free state at the remote past, as in Eq. 1ready exists in the ordinary plane-wave computation of
the decay rate because the interaction for the decay never becomes negligible even in the infinite past limit,
and one needs to dump the interaction by hand by introducing the +ie term. Better treatment would be to
take into account the production process of the parent particle, namely, to compute the ¢¢ — ¢¢ scattering
and the one-loop correction to it in the wave-packet formalism, which will be presented elsewhere.
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for a = 1,2; and M is the following real symmetric 6 x 6 matrix:

s - S L 0 V10V, 0V,6Vs
M: o |:1 1:| 1 |:01 1:| +O'§O't (S/Y/l(i‘\//lt (S/Y/l%t 5 (88)
oo |-1 1 oo L0 55 V48V, 6V50Vs
in which
— ov oV1—-06V 1 1 1 oV
T L RN E A ] )
0001 0102 o1 ol 09 09
— % V-6V 1 1 1 oV
Vo VWi WVa (L L), oV )
0002 0109 092 00 o1 o1

Hereafter, we employ the shifted 6%, = X, — (V1o + X0 — V1p) as six integration vari-
ables.
One can check that M has a zero eigenvector:

MX, =0, X, = L [g“ﬂ , (91)
VOV 4 (5vy)? V2

where we have normalized )?0) as 279 /'?0> = 1. This is a direct consequence of the translational
invariance under Eq. . This zero-mode will eventually give the factor Tout — Tin, which is
the characteristic of the Fermi’s golden rule.

Writing other five normalized eigenvectors /'?1) (I=1,...,5), we ge

5
——
O'MO = diag (0, Ay, ..., As), M= "N (92)
I=1
where O := [?0 /’?1) e /’?51 Explicit forms of the other five eigenvalues Ay, ..., \5 are

() (e () oo o

200 \ o1 09 0109 200 000102

where we have assumed AV? > 0 in deriving the former, which is two-fold degenerate per

.}
18 Recall that the zero eigenvector Xy drops out of the spectral representation:

0 ?E? 0 Et
A1 Xt A1 At
- = = - = —
M:[Xo X - )(5] :[0 X1 - Xs] ]
As ‘?;t A5 ?St
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each &+ sign, providing four of the ﬁveH After some computation, we obtain

ﬁ A1 = oy < s >3 ((5V1)2 + (6V2)2) . (94)
I=1

000102

We define new integration variables (yo, y1,-..,Yy5) by

Yo
0x 0x
R 1 1 _ :
_orfiE] i) o1, -
Ys Y5
In particular, we get
o0Vy-4d 0Vay-d
Yo = Vi-0X1+0Voy %2‘ (96)

VOV)? 4 (5V2)?

As said above, the integral over yg does not have a Gaussian suppression and will yield the
factor o< (Tyut — Tin). Note that

X d3X, = dS (97)

as O is a special orthogonal matrix.

4.2 Bulk contribution: derivation of Fermi’s golden rule

Now we concentrate on the bulk contribution . Physically, this takes into account the
bulk region , in which the window function takes the particularly simple form , by
which the spatial d% integral is confined within the range that satisfies

Ty < T < Touta (98)

where the explicit form of ¥ is given in Eq. . We note that ¥ is linear in §X,, and hence
in yr.

In a typical non-singular configuration of (P71, P3) with AV? > 0, the integral over all
the other five variables y1, ..., ys are confined by the Gaussian factor within the range of the
order of /o4 see Eq. . By definition, the interaction point of the bulk region is well
separated from the boundaries, and hence the window function can be regarded as unity for
the integral over yq,... ,y5m That is, we may safely perform each integral over these five

9The eigenvector for the latter is proportional to

)

[WW(;VQ _ E((gvl SVy) — T2 (5V2)23 5V,

200
wigvl — ((6V1-6Va) + D=2 (§V1)?) 6V,

200

6V
i

20 Though we have taken the leading saddle-point approximation in the large o4 expansion in obtaining
Eq. , we still consider that the wave packets are well localized compared to the whole spacetime volume in
which the decay occurs, say, |T — Tin/out} > ,/0s. This is consistent with the treatment of the current work
restricted within the bulk region.

which can be explicitly checked to be orthogonal to the zero-eigenvector {
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variables as simply Gaussian:

3
d5 e \/ 000102 ! ) (99)
’ \/ HI L AT \/(5V1)2 +(6Vy)®

in which we used the product of eigenvalues given in Eq. @
_>
Rewriting X, in Eq. by Yo, . . ., ys using the latter of Eq. (95]), [6:{1] =30 o Xy,

we can read off the coefficient of yy in ¥. After some computation, we obtain

T _ Yo T (100)
VOV + 6V
where the dots denote the terms linear in 1, ..., y5, which are fixed to be of the order of /o

by the above Gaussian integrals and are neglected hereafter. Now the region of the window
function Ti, < € < Tyyt corresponds to

—\/ 5V1 (5V2) out < Yo < — \/ 5V1 ((5V2) in, (101)
and the yg integral yields

/dyoW(T) = \/(5‘/1) (5V2) ( out — Tln) : (102)

To summarize, the integral over (X, X o) results inE|

2 3 3 3/2
dP = E ! d 51 d 3132 (271')4 <1 /O-tegt(‘;w)Q) ((Js> / 603(51’)2) (Tout - Tm)
2 2Ey (271') 2F, (271') 2F m ™
(103)

In the wave limit oy, 0y — 0o, we obtain
P _ k2 1 ( &Py > ( s ) 4
Towt — T 2 2m) 6 (PL+ Py — Py). 104
Tow —Tin 2 2By <<27r>32E1 arpam,) BT ) (104)

This is nothing but the Fermi’s golden rule: the decay probability per time-interval To — Tip.
The resultant total decay rate read@

2
P /QQ 4m
= 1- —2. (105)
Tout - Tin 327TE‘0 mg
2'When the expression for the probability (103)) grows to of order unity as one increases Touy — Tin, One
should e.g. include the phenomenological factor introduced by Weisskopf and Wigner [13] [14].
221et us review the textbook computation: One can use < 5“ = d'P.§((P. W)+ m3) 0(PY) and integrate
over d*P, to get
P g [d'P
Tout - 7_'in N 4E0

(271-)3 (27;-)35((P0_P1) —|—m¢) e(Eo—El) (271')

KQ o° dpl 4
=—2 — d 06(2E0FE, — 2 0 — 0(Ey — FE
1E, ﬂ/o @ ) 2F, [ cos ( o E1 DoP1 COS mq,) (Eo 1) (27)
K / pidp: 1 4
= on _picp 0(Eo — E1) (27)*
4B, " | _2rorimd | (21)5 2, 2pop: (Bo = Ev) (2m)

= 2poP1

where p1 = |P1|, E1 = /p? + mi and po = |Po| = \/m. One may perform the integral in the last line
by pidp1 = F1dE;: to obtain Eq. (105)).
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4.3 Comments on boundary contribution

We examine the contributions , which come from either in or out boundary region
‘T - T /Out‘ < opdw (tentatively closing our eyes on the point discussed in footnote . For-
mulae for the boundary contributions in the boundary limit are summarized in Appendix @

2
Let us estimate the effect of the d%y integral over the Gaussian peak e~ (5= Tou) /ot iy

2
Eq (83)), which results from the limit (S_T'+t/°“t) + oy (dw)? > 1

2 3 3 3/2
ar - = I d 3Pl d 52 (27T)4 (\/Ot> <<US> / 6_03(513)2)
2 2By (2m)° 2E; (27)° 2E, m g

¢ o 3 _({I_Tin/cout)2 2 1
X < > d%ye e 7t — . (106)

= R
ﬂ— 000102 L (T m/out) 4 oy <5CL))2

Ot

As discussed in the paragraph containing Eq. , this expression is valid only when o} (5w)2 >
1 at T = T, jout; see Appendix |E| for possible generalization.

Naively, the integral over the above-mentioned Gaussian peak would be estimated by
taking the formal limit o; — 0]

(TﬁTin/out)2

e = /a0 (T — Thyjou) (107)

and by regarding the integral d°y e~ ® as Gaussian ; the remaining yq integral would again
give the factor \/(5V1)2 + (6V )2

dP ~

™ (dw)*

2 3 3 3/2

K
2 2By (27)° 2E; (27)° 2B ks

We may further take the plane-wave limit o0, — 0o, which renders the factor in the square
brackets into the delta function 63(6 P):

21 AP 1 oyt 2 1
K- il 7
2 2Ey (2n)* 2, (27)° 2 T (§E)?

dP = (109)

where we have also replaced dw by dF; see Eq. . We see that the ultraviolet behavior of
the momentum integral is

d|P]

dP 5
[P

(110)

which is convergent. This convergence itself is independent of the limits that we have taken.

There is no ultraviolet divergence from the boundary regions if the decay is due to the su-
perrenormalizable interaction . In contrast, if the decay of scalar were due to a marginal op-
erator of dimension four, we would have got a linearly divergent integral instead of Eq @

231t should be understood that the limit o, — 0 is taken with fixed \/7¢dw.

Z4Naively, the dimensional analysis tells that the tree-level two-body decay of a scalar due to a dimension-d
operator would result in the ultraviolet divergence of the order of 2d — 7. This is the case for the non-
renormalizable interaction (111)) too.
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We comment on the possible ultraviolet divergence at the boundary. First, one might
want to take into account the “uncertainty” of Tj, /o, that is defined in our treatment to be
the time (at which the interacting state can well be identified to the free state), by “diffusing
the boundary” a la Stueckelberg [12]. This would provide an additional UV suppression factor
on the momentum integral, but the necessary unitarity violation requires the change of very
definition of the S-matrix. Second, as said in footnote[17} the identification of the interacting
state with the free state at Tj, /o ¢ cannot be justified for the boundary contribution. Third,
in realistic (particle physics) situation, there is no ideally-sharp time boundary but some
production and detection mechanisms that are extended in spacetime. The phenomenology
on the boundary region could strongly depend on the microscopic physics of the boundary.
Thus, the boundary contribution depends on the situation or might not be valid when it is
ultraviolet divergent. Further discussion and implication will be presented elsewhere.

5 Diphoton decay

In order to exhibit how to generalize the simplest scalar decay by the interaction to more
realistic cases, we consider the decay of a pseudoscalar into a diphoton pair:

Ling = —%%eWpFWFW’ = i, (111)

where e P is the totally anti-symmetric tensor and gg is a coupling constant of mass dimen-
sion —1. For the pion decay, we set gp = ‘7{;&, where o ~ 1/137 and f; ~ 130 MeV are the
fine-structure and pion decay constants, respectively.

It is actually straightforward to generalize the previous analysis to the diphoton decay.
The photon field operator can be expanded in terms of the creation/annihilation operators

of the plane and Gaussian waves as

d3p . .
_ ~ ip-x ~ —ip-x
0= [ —2p0 P [a6sp)uls.p) 77+ s.p) i) 7] (112)
s O=|p|
d3Xd3 . .
=3 / E,(s.0:X. P) A(s,0: X, P) + Ey(s,0: X, P) Al(s,0: X. P)|
(113)
respectively, where
&’p b (2= X)~ (p—P)*
E,(s,0;X,P) = | ——=¢,(s,p)e?” 2\P (114)
V2 =1l

see Appendix The saddle-point approximation in the large-width expansion giveﬁ

4/3 3/2 1/2 4 4 a2
E,(s,0;X,P) ~ ( > / - B eu(s, P) 671|P|(t7T)+zP-(a:fX)f%;
™ (2m)°2|P|

(115)

250ne can explicitly check that the next-leading order terms in the expansion (73] cancel out in the final
expression of the probability dP. For example, the saddle-point momentum remains massless at the next-

leading order: (P + Z%Em)z =P’ +0(%).
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see Appendix [B]
In obtaining the S-matrix, all we have to do is to replace s by

/i»—>gq>€)\w,pP1)‘6”*(31,Pl)PQVEP*(SQ,PQ) (116)
in Eq. . The spin-summed decay probability is then, from Eq. ,

dP o 29% (P]_ . P2)2 1 d3P1 d3P2 9 4 J¢ —O't(dw)z Og 3/2 —0'3(5P)2
= 5 5E 3 3 (2m) —e (—) e
0 (2m)° 2E (27)° 2E, ™ s

3
x \/(’;< s ) BX, BXye R |GT). (117)
T \ 000102
where we have used
2
3 ‘EAW,pr‘G”(Sl, P1) PYeP(sy, Pg)‘ —2(P,- R)?. (118)
51,52

After taking the plane-wave limit, the final expression for the Fermi’s golden rule (104))

becomes
dpP ggméb< d* P, )( d® Py ) 4
= om)t 64 (P + Py — Py), 119

Tou — T 8Eo \(2n)°2E,/) \ (2n)° 2, @m) (Pt P = Fo) (119)

where we used, under the momentum delta function and the on-shell condition,

2 2 2

(P +P)° _P§_ mg

PPy = (120)

The total decay rate is

P ggmg
Touw — T3 B 647TE0'

(121)

That is, the replacement in the final expression reads k2 g%m%> /2 (and of course mg — 0).

6 Summary

We have reformulated the Gaussian S-matrix within a finite time interval in the Gaussian
wave-packet formalism. The normalizable Gaussian basis allows the computation of the decay
probability without the momentum-space §4(0) singularity that necessarily appears in the one
involving the plane-wave basis. We have performed the exact four dimensional integration
over the interaction point = for the decay probability. The unitarity is manifestly maintained
throughout the whole computation.

We have proposed a separation of the obtained result into the bulk and boundary parts.
This separation corresponds to whether the interaction point is near the time boundary or
not and hence is rather intuitive and easy to envisage. The Fermi’s golden rule is derived from
the bulk contribution. As a byproduct, we have also shown that the ultraviolet divergence in
the boundary contribution is absent for the decay of a scalar into a pair of light scalars by
the superrenormalizable interaction, though its physical significance is yet to be confirmed.
We have generalized our results to the case of diphoton decay and to more general initial and
final state particles.
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Appendix

A Gaussian wave packet formalism

We review and spell out our notation for the Gaussian wave-packet basis [3}, 8, [I1].

A.1 Heisenberg, Schrodinger, and interaction pictures

We may always separate the total Lagrangian density £ into the free part Lgee that contains
quadratic terms in fields and the interaction one L, that is the rest:

L = Liree + Lint. (122)

Correspondingly, we may separate the Hamiltonian (density) H (#) into the free and inter-
action parts Heee (Hfree) and Hing (Hint), respectively:

H = Hiree + Hinta H = Hiree + Hint- (123)

We list the time dependence of the physical state, operator, and eigenbasis in the Heisenberg,
Schrédinger, and interaction pictures in the following tableE]

Picture State Operator Basis
Heisenberg @) (H) OW) ()= HtO(S) g—iHt @, ) (HB) — ¢t | @) (SB)
Schrodinger || |@,t)(S) = e~iflt |p)H) 0® |®)(SB)
Interaction | |®@,t)1) = eifliecte=ift |§)H) QW) ()= eilliect OS)g=illtcet  |P, ¢)(IB) = eillnect |P)(SB)

Throughout this paper, H (ﬁfree) denotes the time-independent total (free) Hamiltonian in
the Schrodinger or Heisenberg (interaction) picture. Any Schrédinger eigenbasis |®>(SB) can
be regarded as a Heisenberg state:

[2)E5) = |9)t. (124)

A.2 Plane-wave expansion

Let us spell out the ordinary plane-wave basis as a preparation for the Gaussian basis.
A free field operator W) (z) at z = (J:O,w) = (t,«) in the interaction picture can be

expanded in terms of the plane waves e="?%:

p’=FEuy(p)
(125)

3
v (@) = Z/\/ﬁd(;)g/g [%(57?) U(s,p) e +a% (s,p) V (s, p) e*ip-:v]

26We choose our reference time to identify these three pictures to be t = 0 throughout this paper.
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where Ey(p) is given in Eq. (3)); s is the helicity or the spin (of the little group); and the
coefficient functions U and V are given, e.g., for a scalar (s = 0), a Dirac spinor (s = +1/2),
and a massless vector (s = £1) a@

1, 1, ) g%(x) (scalar),
U(s,p) =< u(s,p), V(s,p) =< v(s,p), for VAL (x) = TZi(l') (spinor),
eu(s,p), e:;(s,p) , Au(x) (vector).

(126)

Here and hereafter, the annihilation operators & and a° are always given in the Schrodinger
picture (i.e. time-independently) as usual. The creation and annihilation operators obey

(2,3l (48], = bowdort (0 7).
[&fp(s,p) ,dflj, (s’,p’)] L= S qr0ssr0° (p — p’) ,
others = 0. (127)

where plus and minus signs correspond to the anticommutator and commutator when both
U and U’ are fermions (s = +1/2) and when otherwise, respectively. A real (Majorana) field
corresponds to a(s,p) = a(s,p).

A free massless (massive) one-particle state with a definite helicity (spin) s and a momen-
tum p is given by

15, p) 0™ = al,(s,p) [0, (128)

where we have normalized such that
SB SB SB) (SB 2
( \11)<57p } S,’p/>5p/ ) = 63 (p - p/) 588/6\I/‘1//7 /d?)p ‘S’p>EII ) \II)<S7p| =1, (129)

where 1 is the identity operator in the one-particle subspace with a definite s. One obtains
the free Hamiltonian

f{free = Z Z/dSPE‘IJ(p) d]\LI/(Sap) &‘P(Sap) (130)
' S

up to a constant term, and the state (128]) becomes the eigenbasis for it:

2 SB SB
Hiee|5,0)5” = Bu(p)|5,p)5" - (131)
As in the ordinary quantum mechanics, the one-particle position eigenbasis (SB\;,)<S, x| is
defined to yield the plane-wave function when multiplied on |s, p}fl,s B,
(SB) sB) _ €PT
\I/<37x ‘ 3/7p>\p/ = W(sss’élll\l”a (132)

2"The dependence of u and v on the mass my is made implicit.
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where its normalization is chosen such that

(S]?I,)<s,a: ES :B'>EI,S,B) =0*(x — ') 550w u, /d3ac s, :B>$I,SB) (Sli,)(s,w] =1. (133)

We may call the position eigenbasis in the interaction picture at time ¢ “the time-translated
position eigenbasis at x = (:1;0, a:) = (t,x)”:

UB) (s, ) := %5, | = Himeel, (134)
Concretely, we get
B SB e
Wil oY = s (135)
(7)™ | o Ba(p)
The completeness still holds,
/d3:c ]3,x>$B) m?(s,x\ =1, (136)
whereas the orthogonality holds only at the equal time:
(H?I,)<s, T ’ s, x’>$}3) ’ =46 (az — a:’) Oss/ Oy’ (137)
=t/

Now we may rewrite

¥ (a 1UG.p) (Wsalspi™ ) +alep Visp) (e lspy® )]

(138)

d? .
=X g e

A.3 Gaussian wave packets

We define a free Gaussian wave-packet state |s,o; X, P>$§ B) that is localized at X with the

width /o and with the central momentum P by the standard Gaussian wave function of x:

W (s.e| s, 0 X, P)g" = ( 1)3/4eip'<mx>ezb<mx>25ss/, (139)
e

where we have normalized such that

2
/d%) BB (s a]s,0, X, P)SD ‘ —1. (140)

Analogously to the plane-wave basis in Eq. (134), we may define the Gaussian basis that is
centered at X = (X, X) = (T, X) by

(IB\B<S,O';X,P| = (S}?I,)<S,J;X,P\ ¢ iHmeeT (141)
Concretely, we obtain
(s, X, P, p) = (2)" e Xem s (142)
P\ Uy Ay » P - T PO=Ey(p) 3
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where we have used Eqs. (135 and 1' Note that the completeness relation now be-
comes®|

BXBP B) (IB R
/(27T)3|570';X,P>51/ )(\1/)<570;X,P|:1 (143)

and that the Gaussian basis states are not orthogonal to each other even if T = T":

(IB) X Pls. o X" P (IB)‘
\I/<8707 ) ‘3707 ) vz T

OA

3/4 ’ o i 1 p! /
(O’I) (XX o (pp? st (eP o P XX s (144)

o+o’
2

-1
—1, /-1 /
where op 1= g do ) = 290

and oy := < 5 = o7 are the average and the inverse of inverse

average, respectively. Namely, the Gaussian basis is overcomplete.
Now we define the creation operator of the free wave packet AJ{I,(S, o;X,P)Db

Aly(s,0:X, P)[0) = |s,03 X, P)” (145)
which leads tdP]]
Ao X, P) = [ @ (Ws.0i X, PLsp)S™ ) au(sp). (146)
EXdPPP A
du(s,p) = / S (SVs.p 5,05 X, PGP ) Ag(s,05 X, P). (147)
(27)
Note that
Ay(s,0: X, P) ,AII,,(SI, o X', P,)Lc = (H?I,)<5’, o X, P ‘ s, 0 X', P'>$}3) ,
others = 0. (148)

28Though not quite useful, we may also write down the time-shifted Gaussian wave function in an integral
form:

3/4 3 ) .
B (s z]s, 0 X, P)P = (g) / (2d)13j/2 (P (@=X)=5(p—P)*
™ ™

pO=Ey(p)

20One can explicitly show that

d*X d*P
(pl (/ — 3 | X, P) <U;X7P|) p') =8 (p-p),
(2m)

where we have tentatively omitted ¥, s, etc.

30We note that, in the Gaussian formulation, the postulation (c) in Ref. [I5] does not hold, nor its conclusion
of no-go, because the Gaussian basis states are not orthogonal to each other even when their location X and
X' are different, as can be seen in Eq. (144). We thank Akio Hosoya and Izumi Ojima for pointing out this
issue.

31'When we expand A by a as A(a; X, P) = [ d®p/ fpr(0; X, P) a(p') (we have omitted ¥, s, etc.), we get

Mﬂm&ﬂ@:M/fﬂM@XPM@Nm=thP%

which is equated to Eq. (142)) to yield Eq. (146]).
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To obtain the explicit form of the expansion in terms of the Gaussian basis, one may put

Eq. (147) into Eq. (138):
d3Xd3 . e
Z/ [Usirxp (@) Au(s,0: X, P) + Ve pix p(2) A5 (5,0: X, P)], (149)
where

(" sls,p)” ) UGsp) (S spls,0: X, PP ), (150)

Us. o
soX.P(T /W

43
Vs.ox,P(T 2Ep ((IB)(S,U; X, P| s,p>$B)) V(s,p) ( (S]?I,)(s,pls,@gB)) . (151)
v(p

Using Eqgs. (135) and (142), one may write down the integral form more explicitly:

; (152)

3/4 )
UsaXP( / 3/2U(8 p) ip- (:L”*X)fg(pfp)2
2p 27T p°=FEu(p)

3/4

Vsoix,pP(T /\/— EE V(s,p)e

Note that 7' (= X°) and o can be chosen arbitrarily for the expansion (T49)). The coefficient
functions & and V are nothing but the external line factor in the computation of S-matrix:

—ip(z=X)=§(p—P)° (153)

pO=Ey(p)

O8O () |s, 03 X, P)GY =3 / dSTI Uy () (0] Ay (s;IT') Al (s:11) |0)

:zs:/dﬁn’ (/J%@IMU@)(MH» (I | I)

U(p) (p|1I)

_ dp
—Z/ ars @17
p—y (154)

and so on, where we have omitted ¥, o, and s in the intermediate steps and have used the

abbreviation .

B Saddle-point approximation

Let us obtain the approximate formulae for the functions (152)) and (153) using the saddle-
point method for the large width expansion. When evaluating the momentum integration,
we encounter the exponent of the formlﬂ

Fi(p) = FiB(p) (t— 1) £ ip- (@ — X) - 2 (p— P)", (155)

32In taking the large o expansion, we have to be careful about the region of large | — X | and/or large
|t — T|. Here we assume that we are in a generic non-singular point in the parameter space in which the
contribution from such an interaction point z is suppressed and that the large o expansion works.
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where E(p) := \/p? + m?2. First,

F
OF:(p) 5;@ = Fivi(p) (t —T) +i(z — X), — o (p— P),, (156)
9?F+(p) t-T
———— =Fi—— [6;; — vi(p) v; — 00;4, 157
Op:0p; E(p) (04 (p) v;(p)] J (157)
where
p
v(p) = —— 158
®)= 5 (158)
and we have used
9E(p) ovi(p) _ 0ij — vi(p) vi(p)
=v;(p), = . 159
Opj j(p) Opj E(p) (159)
Let P, be the solution to the saddle point condition:
OFy(Py)
- 1
ap: 0, (160)

where for arbitrary P and function f(p), we write

Opi Opi p=P
The zeroth and second derivatives read
Fo(Py) = FE(P) (t = T) £iP, - (@ - X) - 2 (P~ P)", (162)
O?Fy(Py) t=T t—=T
— Y = — +ti———0 ziizps 'PS ZMz 1
AP (i ) 0 (P (P = My (16

The complex symmetric matrix M;; = ad;; + bvjv; can be diagonalized by a complex special
orthogonal matrix U that obeys U'U = 1 and det U = 1]

a 0 0
U'MU = |0 a 0 . (164)
0 0 a4+ bv?

The complex Gaussian integral reads

2F(Ps)

/d3p 6Fi(P)Q(p) ~ eF(PS)Q(PS) /d3pe%(pps)i aapiapj (p—Ps),

_ (" PGP
_<0> (1:|:z )\/1j:z S (- 2Py 1o

33Explicitly, one may e.g. take

Vv1v3

<
=

Vvitv3ve? \/"1 vz Vo?
VU3 v2
U = \/'u%+'u§\/’v2 \/Ul+u2 Vo2 .
_ /i3 0 v3
Vo2 Vo2
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for any polynomial Q(p). Note that the Gaussian integral can be performed when

W t=T _ t-T SEP,)
L2 EPy) T BP (B (166)
= L(t=T)(1—v*(Py)) _ t—T (1—Rv?*(Ps))SE(P,) — RE(P;) Sv*(Py)
oE(Ps) o|E(Ps)| |E(Ps)| ‘

To summarize, the saddle-point method yields

u (2) (‘7>3/4< 1 )1/ 2 U (s, Py) e PP (=T)+iPs (= X)~§ (Ps—P)*
s,0:X,P\T) = | — 3 T — ’
T NPT (L i ) V1 e (L w2 (PY)

Vsoux.p(@) (0)3/ ! ( ! )1/2 V(s, Py) e’ Ps><t*T>*iPs-<H>f%<PrP>2
s,0;X,P = \=
T 2E\1}(P8) g ( Eé ) \/1 4+ Z

When necessary we may expand them using
—1/4 3
(B(P + AP))" /2 = (m2 +(P+ AP)Q) — (m?+P?42P APtV

= (E(P))fl/Z (1 _ ,U(;DE)(]:)A)I) +. ) , (170)

etc., and the leading order result for the large o limit if>’]

o\3/4 (2 %2 1 1/2 B » (z—=(t))>
_(Z —1 \p(P)(t—T)+zP-(:n—X)—7J
Us,o:x.p(2) ( ) () <<2 ) (P)> U(s,P)e 2w,

m o )3 2Ey
(171)
Vsox,p(z) = <g>3/4 (27T)3/2 ( 1 >1/2 V(s, P) i Eu(P)(1-T)~iP (- X)~ =20
S ™ o (27)3 2By (P) ’
(172)

This is used in Egs. and (115)).
In the large o limit, we may iteratively solve the saddle point condition (160) by P, =
P+ AP+ AyP + -+ with A,P = O(c™"). The result is

PszPiim_E()+O<1) (173)

o 02

where E(t) := X + V (¢t — T) with V := v(P), corresponding to Eq. (19). The zeroth and

34We have taken up to the o~! order in the exponent since the terms of order ¢° are pure imaginary and
just give a phase factor.
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second derivatives read>]

=) 2
Fi(P) = FE(P)(t - T) £iP - (z — X) - £ = S0 +@(012> 7
82Fﬁ:(PS)_ RN 1
Tantn = o iy (0~ +0( ).
where we used
E(P,) = B(P) +iY (mg_ =) | o 012> :
L Z—Bl)-V[V-(z-E1) 1
v(Ps) =V £i E(P) +0 <02>

Especially, the necessary conditions (166) and (167) read, at the leading order,
t—TV . (x—E(t
§ (x ~=(1)

1
o2 P2+m2?2 7
t—TV . (x—ZE()) 9
1>-— 1-V~*).
> o2 P2+ m? ( )

C Wave and particle limits for decaying particle

C.1 Wave limit

In the wave limit of the initial state, og > o, we get

0102
Os =: Oout,
o1+ 02
and then Egs. — reduce to
AV? o Ty y,)?
01+ 09
o1+ o2
o= 5,
(Vi—-V2)
Vi—Vy)- —
e, V1-Vy) (3312 x2)
(Vi-Vy)
Vi Vo) (X1 — X))
R (361—362)2—[( 1— Vo) ( L 2)] 7
o1+ 02 (V1 — VQ)

where we used, for arbitrary Q4 and Q'4,

QQ-QQ - (Q-Q) (Q-Q).

o1+ 02

35We may also rewrite

2

Fe(Pa) = Figps (L= T) £iP - (@~ 2(1)) - @ + O(é)
- ﬂET(nP) (t—T) - 2P° - e- E(Qf oP) 4 O(%) ,
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(175)

(176)

(177)

(178)

(179)

(180)

(181)

(182)

(183)

(184)

(185)



(Recall that X1 — X9 = X1 — X9 — V1T1 + VT5.) Note that the Vj dependence drops out
in the wave limit 9]
In the limit, the eigenvalues become

2 s 1 (Vi=V)’+(Va—Vy)° (186)
o1+ 09’ 200’ o) (V1—V2)2 ’
where the first two are two-fold degenerate per each.
C.2 Particle limit
In the particle limit of the initial state oy < 0,, we obtain
Os — 00, (187)
SV1)? (V)
AV2—>00<( DACLE) ) (188)
g1 g2
-1
SV1)?  (6Vy)?
at—><( ) 2>> : (189)
01 (o]
0X1:0V + 0X2:0V o
B o1 o9
T — GViE Ve (190)
o1 o9
2
0%,V 0X2-0V
o o9 6Vy)? | Va)®
o1 o9
where we used, for arbitrary @ 4 and Q'4,
— = Q- -6Q) Q. -6Q~
1 2

(Recall that 0V, = V,—V and that 60X, = X, —X0—T1,V4+ToVo.) The eigenvalues (93))
become

o1’ oy’ o109 (6V1)? I (6V)? 7
o1 o9
where the first two are two-fold degenerate per each.
More concretely,

(X1—-X0-V1T1+VT1y)(V1i—Vy) + (X2—X0—V2Tr+VTy)(Va—Vy)

T=— 91 72 (194)
(V1—V0)2 + (VQ—V())2 ’
o1 g2
R — (Xl —Xo—Vi11 + V0T0)2 n (X2 —Xo—Volp + V0T0)2
o1 02
((X1—Xo—V1T1+V0T0)'(V1—V0) n (Xz—XO—V2T2+V0T0)-(V2—V0))2
o1 g2
_ VivaP " ViV ) (195)
o1 o2

36Note however that the V¢ dependence in the zero eigenvector still remains; see footnote
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Without loss of generality, we may set Xo = (Tp, Xo) = 0, and then we obtain
(X1-V1T1)-(V1i—Vy) + (X2-V2T»)-(V2—Vo)

— _ o1 o2 1
* (V1-Vo)* + (Va—Vo)? ’ (196)
o1 )
2
R - (Xl B V1T1)2 . (X2 B V2T2)2 B ((X17V1T;3-(V17V0) + (XQ*VQT;Z'(VQ*VO))
a o1 09 (V1i-Vo)? + (Va—Vy)?
o1 o9

(197)

C.3 Decay at rest

Finally, we list the corresponding expression to Eqs. f for the decay at rest Vo = 0
(and hence Py = 0 and Ey = myg), without taking any limit:

Vi Vi (V- Vy)?

AV2:o§[ L, Ve (hioVy) (198)
0001 0002 0102
-1

1| V2 Vi (Vi-Vy)?

we 2 e )
Os | 0001 0002 0102
(X1=Xo-—V1iT1)' V1 | (X2—Xo-V2T2)-Va

o1 + a2

T=-— Vi v , (200)
o1 oy
R (X1 - Xo—ViT1)?  (Xo—Xo— Vo)’
= +
o1 02
<(X1—X0—V1T1)~V1 n ()(2—)(0—V2T2).V2)2
- z z 201)
Vi Vi | (
o1 o9
An experimentalist-friendly parametrization for the decay at rest might be
(6P)* = p} + 2p1p2 cos 0 + p3, (202)
ow=FE] + Ey —mgy — % (p1 + p2cosf) — 0_22,2 (p2 + p1cosB), (203)
1
oy = 200172 T (204)
Os (ao+01) — 2005 p1p2 cos @ + (O'()—FUQ)%
1
PP .

where pa = |P | for a = 1,2; the angle is defined by cos 8 := ; and E, and o, are given
in Egs. and ., respectlvely. One may further take the above plane-wave or particle
limit to simplify the expression if one wishes.
Without loss of generality, we may set Xo = (Tp, Xo) = 0, and then Egs. and -
further simplify to
(X1-V1iT1)-V, + (X2=VTh)- Vo
T=— 7 22 ) (205)

Vi v

<(X1—V1T1)-V1 + (X2—V2o13)- Vs ) 2

o1 02

(X1 -ViT)?  (Xg— VoDh)?
- + - = v . (206)

X
I
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To cultivate intuition, we present the results for a simple configuration oo = o1, Vg =0,
Vo==-Vq,and 11 =15 =: Tous:

X1 —-Xo V4
T ="Tout — . , 207
T Y (207)

D Boundary contributions in boundary limit

Here we present the boundary contributions in boundary limit ’5 - T /Out| < 4/o¢, which

might be applicable for oy (dw)? < 1 too.

As discussed in the paragraph containing Eq. , the expression is valid only when
oy (5w)2 > 1 at T = Tj, /ou;- It might be convenient if we have an expression in the boundary
limit ‘T —Tiy /Out‘ < /oy, valid for small éw too. For that purpose, we expand the rational
function in Eq. around T — T, /oy = 0 and naively replace, by using Eq. , as

E%H 2p2( (%5 4 emor? | (209)
T oy (0w) us 2

70'75(6&))2 2 7(3:77—3117/0‘”‘)2 4 2 Ut —o (50.))2
e IG(R)|" ~e 7t %F 55@) +e . (210)

The first and second terms in the square brackets are exactly the dashed and dot-dashed lines,
respectively, in Fig. [3[ (and their sum is the solid line). For reference, we show the boundary
contribution with this naive replacement:

2 3 3 3/2
ap L AP APy, (‘ /(’t> ((‘7) eoswP)Z‘)
2 2B, (2n) 2B, (27)° 25 )\

oy O 3 3 3 = ,w 4 o oy o (501
X 4| — d°X1d°Xse e ot —-F Low ) +eot0w) |
w5 \ ogo109 T 2

(211)

to obtain

The formal limit (107) of this expression reads

2 3 3 3/2
ap T L AP APy, (,/‘”) ((U) 6_05(513)2)
2 2Ep (2m)° 2E; (27)° 2B, ™ d

3
Ot Os 6, —R 4 ot os(5)?
P - T -F ot : _
X \/71-5 <0.00_10_2) d ye \/ﬁé(z m/out) |:7T <\/;5w> + e :|

(212)

Naively, integration over d°y e~™ would again give Eq. , and then the yq integral over the

delta function gives the extra factor \/(6V1)2 + (0V9)*:

2 3 3
dP = ~ 1 d’Py d°Py (27‘(‘)4 (%>3/2 e—as(tSP)2 oy éF2 ﬁ(;w + 6—Ut(6w)2 .
2 2Ey (2n)* 2B, (27)° 2 T = \V2

(213)
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Recall that 0P, dw, and o, simplify to Eqgs. (202)—(204) for the case of the decay at rest.
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