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Abstract

We address the problem of computing the overall normalization constant of path
integrals using zeta-function regularization techniques. In particular, we study a phe-
nomenon we called “self-normalization,” in which the ambiguity of the integral mea-
sure, which would typically need to be renormalized, resolves itself. Hawking had
already detected this phenomenon in the context of Gaussian integrals. However, our
approach extends Hawking’s work for the cases in which the space of fields is not a
vector space but instead has another structure which we call a “linear foliation.” After
describing the general framework, we work out examples in one (the transition ampli-
tudes and partition functions for the harmonic oscillator and the particle on a circle
in the presence of a magnetic field) and two (the partition functions for the massive
and compact bosons on the torus and the cylinder) spacetime dimensions in a detailed
fashion. One of the applications of our results, explicitly shown in the examples, is the
computation of the overall normalization of path integrals that do not self-normalize.
That is usually done in the literature using different comparison methods involving
additional assumptions on the nature of this constant. Our method recovers the nor-
malization without the need for those extra assumptions.
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1 Introduction

The path integral is by now a ubiquitous tool in both physics and mathematics. At a
superficial level, it is simple to give an intuitive account of their meaning. Consider some
N -dimensional manifold E equipped with a volume form called the integral measure. In a
coordinate system φ, said form can be written as dNφ e−

1

~
S(φ) for some function S on E called

the action. Then, we know how to make sense of integrals of the form

∫

E
dNφ e−

1

~
S(φ)O(φ), (1)

for functions O on E known as insertions. These, in a certain sense, sum up the values of O
along E by weighing them against the volume form. Of course, the precise meaning of the
integral depends on what said form is. For example, if the form describes the infinitesimal
size around a point of E , then the integral corresponds to the volume enclosed by the graph
of O. On the other hand, if the form corresponds to some probability measure along E , then
the integral yields the expectation value of O.

Path integrals attempt to generalize these to the situation where E is a space of fields
on some manifold M . These are usually taken to be sections of some fiber bundle on M . In
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particular, in path integrals E is infinite-dimensional, and the standard theory of Lebesgue
integration on finite-dimensional manifolds breaks down.

Before we delve into the difficulties behind defining such integrals, let us briefly mention
some of their applications for the reader that may be just starting to get acquainted with
them. The most obvious is in statistical field theory, where physical systems consist of
fields on a spatial manifold. In this case, the path integral measure describes the ensemble’s
probability measure, and the path integral yields expectation values of the observables of
the theory.

As discovered by Feynman [1], path integrals also play an important role in quantum me-
chanics. In this case, the quantum evolution of a system of fields is obtained by considering
all the possible trajectories it could traverse. Each such trajectory contributes an infinites-
imal amplitude, which has to be summed up to obtain the full amplitude of the quantum
process. In this case, M corresponds to the Lorentzian spacetime manifold of the theory,
and the path integral measure describes the infinitesimal contributions of each trajectory.

In quantum mechanics, there is an intimate relationship between the evolution of a sys-
tem and its thermal properties, as formalized, for example, by Tomita-Takesaki theory and
its relation to KMS states [2]. In some spacetimes, this relation allows one to compute
the thermal properties of a quantum system by performing path integrals using Euclidean
versions of the spacetime manifold [3]. These integrals are often of the same form as those
encountered in systems of statistical field theory. This relationship has led to an important
array of maps relating the thermal properties of quantum theories in d−1 spatial dimensions
to the thermal properties of classical theories in d spatial dimensions [4]. Analogous modifi-
cations of the spacetime manifold have provided expressions for other important properties
of a quantum system, such as out-of-time-order correlators and out-of-equilibrium quantities
within the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism [5].

Path integrals have also played an important role in pure mathematics. For example,
they have found applications in geometry because the path integral contains information of
the manifold M and the structure on M required to define the path integral measure. One
of the earliest uses of this idea was developed by Witten [6], who realized that if one uses
an integration measure that only depends on the topology of M , the integral should yield
topological invariants. This method has been used, for example, to compute knot invariants.
It is also a key part of the applications of string theory to mathematics [7].

We hope that the reader is now convinced that path integrals are an important and
versatile tool in physics and mathematics. However, their applications are likely to extend
far beyond these fields. For example, path integrals have already become an important tool
in economics [8]. Still, to this day, no one understands how to give a precise definition of
a path integral in full generality. The standard measure-theoretic tools have only found
limited success in this task [9]. In fact, it is believed that a satisfactory definition of a
path integral will require truly novel mathematics that go beyond the current techniques of
measure theory.

One of the additional inputs required to define the path integral is the idea of renormaliza-
tion. In the currently available methods, if one attempts to compute the path integral using
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some measure coming from a classical theory, one often runs into undesired infinities. These
must be resolved by choosing additional quantum corrections to the path integral method,
thus appealing to renormalization techniques. From the quantum point of view, this is ex-
pected, for it is clear that no quantization map assigns unequivocally to each classical theory
some preferred quantum theory that underlies it [10]. These corrections to the measure are
usually expressed as ~-dependent corrections to the action and Dφ, the infinite-dimensional
analog of dNφ.

Several steps have been taken towards giving a mathematically complete theory of path
integrals that incorporate this phenomenon. For example, the work of Costello and collabora-
tors [11, 12, 13] has given a mathematical framework for the computation of the perturbative
aspects of these integrals, using Feynman diagrammatics. In this framework, a theory is de-
fined by a collection of effective actions that can describe physics up to a particular scale.
The renormalization group equation then relates physics at different scales. The absence
of anomalies in the quantum path integral measure obtained through these actions is then
expressed using the Batalin-Vilkovisky master equation.

In this paper, we will, however, take other complementary and somewhat orthogonal
steps towards the definition of a path integral measure. We will consider path integrals
corresponding only to free field theories. The simplicity of these theories places them among
the few where we can currently make non-perturbative calculations, making them a perfect
case study for computing the overall normalization of their path integrals. This issue is
commonly disregarded in the literature, given that some of the initial applications of the path
integral formalism, particularly in particle physics in conjunction with the LSZ formalism,
were independent of this normalization [14]. This has led, at times, to the incorrect belief
that the path integral formulation is not powerful enough to compute said normalizations.
This is, however, not true. As discussed by Hawking [15], within the path integral formalism,
this overall normalization constitutes one of the corrections required in order to achieve a
consistent quantization. Accordingly, like the rest of the renormalization program, fixing
these requires the introduction of renormalization conditions. Moreover, generic calculations
in quantum mechanical systems do require knowledge of these normalizations, as exhibited,
for example, by the Schwinger-Keldysh formalism.

This paper came about from the study of the book Mirror Symmetry [16]. Several
elementary applications of the path integral formalism are exhibited in it, many of which
will be revisited in sections 4 and 5. They do not mention the renormalization conditions
required for the overall normalization of the integrals. However, their final results somehow
end up with the correct normalizations. We will call this phenomenon “self-normalization.”
In comparison, the application of the same techniques for other examples does not yield the
correct overall normalization [17]. We then embarked on the task of characterizing in which
examples the phenomenon of self-normalization is found.

As we later found out, Hawking had already given a framework to understand this phe-
nomenon by carefully tracking the renormalization constants involved. He gave a generic
condition that explained when a path integral self-normalizes which works for free theories
based on a space of fields equipped with a vector structure. In this work, we generalize said
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framework to more general spaces of fields. Namely, we relax the linear structure from that
of a vector space to what we call a “linear foliation.” Heuristically, spaces E that admit
such a linear foliation can be split into leafs that are affine. Accordingly, the path integrals
over each leaf can be computed using the standard methods. Moreover, we require that
the leafs are bundled together by a finite-dimensional manifold, called the “stem.” The key
realization then is that the integral over the stem is also affected by quantum corrections.
This procedure provides a new self-normalization method where neither the integrals over
the leafs nor the integral over the stem self-normalize, but the overall integral does.

In section 2, we give a self-contained review on the computation of free path integrals
whose spaces of fields have a vector space structure. We introduce zeta-function regular-
ization there, which will play a major role throughout this paper. We follow Hawking’s
heuristic treatment and review his self-normalization method. In section 3, we extend this
framework to field spaces that admit a linear foliation. We continue using heuristic argu-
ments in order to motivate the precise definition of a linear foliation. We then explain how
zeta-function regularization can also be used to define a path integral measure on these fo-
liations. Carefully tracking the associated renormalization constants allows us to generalize
Hawking’s self-normalization method to these cases. Section 4 then gives concrete examples
of these ideas in the case of one-dimensional field theories. The examples treated are the
computation of the partition functions and transition amplitudes of the harmonic oscillator
and the particle on a circle in the presence of a magnetic field. Section 5 then treats the
analogs of these examples in the two-dimensional case. We explore massive and compact
bosons on the torus and the cylinder.

For our treatment of the zeta-function regularization techniques necessary to regularize
the path integrals studied in this paper, we follow Elizalde; notably, [18]. This work allowed
us to do the calculations more rigorously than what can be commonly found in the literature,
which sometimes contains erroneous formulas. Among these are

∏

k λkµk =
∏

k λk
∏

k µk,
which obviates the possibility of a multiplicative anomaly. Another one is

∏

k∈Z µ = 1, which
is not only not true, even within the realm of zeta-function regularization, but would also
trivialize this whole paper.

We want to finish this introduction by noting that we have tried to keep the prerequisites
at a minimum and the exposition self-contained. In particular, although we use the language
of quantum mechanics throughout to give some physical intuition, very few prerequisites in
quantum or statistical physics are required. We do expect the reader to be comfortable with
certain notions in linear algebra and differential geometry. However, we have tried our best
to stir away from considerations of an analytic nature, making the paper fully algebraic in
essence. Therefore, we hope this work will gently introduce an important part of the path
integral toolbox to the more mathematically inclined reader.

2 Gaussian Path Integrals

We will now give a self-contained review of the main computation scheme as described in
[15]. Let E be a vector space of fields on a spacetime M denoted by φ. We will equip E
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with a bilinear form 〈·, ·〉 and a differential operator Q which is self-adjoint with respect to
the bilinear form. We will first consider path integrals of the Gaussian form

∫

E
Dφ e− 1

~
S(φ), (2)

for actions S(φ) which, although classically of the form 1
2
〈φ,Qφ〉, may require further quan-

tum corrections. This basic structure appears for example in the theory of free Euclidean
fields [see e. g. 11, Definition 7.0.1]. The scheme depends crucially on the assumption that
Q admits a countable enumeration of a complete set of eigenfields { φn ∈ E | n ∈ I } which
are orthogonal with respect to the bilinear form. We will denote the eigenvalues by λn

Qφn = λnφn. (3)

Notice that, generically, this will not be a Hamel basis for E . In fact, since we will not need
to equip E with a topology, we will not ponder on whether it is a Schauder basis or not.
Completeness in this setting means that this set contains a basis for every eigenspace of Q.

With this set-up, we can now imagine how the computation would be performed if the
set of eigenfields happened to behave as a Schauder basis, i. e., if we were able to express
every φ ∈ E as a linear combination of the list above

φ =
∑

n∈I
cnφn. (4)

We will not worry whether the expression above is well-defined since we only need it to
motivate the computation scheme. Then the quadratic form in the integrand would take the
form

〈φ,Qφ〉 =
∑

n∈I
λnc

2
n. (5)

We are then compelled to try to make sense of the integration measure as a measure induced
by the bilinear form

Dφ =
∏

n∈I
dcn . (6)

As far as the quantum corrections to the classical action, the quadratic nature of our
ansatz guarantees that no complicated divergences are arising from Feynman diagrams. Ac-
cordingly, the quantum corrections appear as constant (or vacuum [14]) counterterms to the
action [19]

S(φ) =
1

2
〈φ,Qφ〉+ ~V. (7)

Equivalently, we can incorporate said counterterm as a correction to the measure by redefin-
ing

Dφ =

(

∏

n∈I
dcn

)

e−V . (8)

6



We can then attempt to make sense of this measure by distributing this extra exponential
as a rescaling of the factors. For this we introduce a renormalization constant µn for each
mode1

Dφ =
∏

n∈I

dcn√
2π~µn

. (9)

These renormalization constants are then related to V by

V =
1

2

∑

n∈I
ln(2π~µn) (10)

In particular, the simplest choice is to distribute the correction to the measure uniformly
so that there is a single renormalization constant µn = µ. We will prefer this latter point
of view in which we think of the required renormalization procedure as a correction to the
measure instead of a correction to the action.

The choice of setting all µn = µ makes (10) has a natural interpretation from the point
of view of Gaussian integration. Indeed, comparison with the finite-dimensional Gaussian
integral

∫

dD

(

x√
2π~µ

)

e−
1

2~
x·Qx = det(µQ)−1/2, (11)

suggests we set

∫

E
Dφ e− 1

2~
〈φ,Qφ〉 =

∫

∏

n∈I
d

(

cn√
2π~µ

)

e−
1

2~

∑

n∈I λnc2n = det(µQ)−1/2. (12)

We have now motivated the reduction of the computation of path integrals of the form
(2) to that of defining the determinant of µQ. Here is where zeta-function regularization
comes in. We first try to make sense of the determinant as an infinite product

det(µQ) =
∏

n∈I
µλn. (13)

In order to define the latter, we will consider the zeta function associated to Q

ζQ(s) :=
∑

n∈I
λ−s
n . (14)

Under certain conditions [20], this is well defined for Re s big enough and can be analytically
extended to a meromophic function on the whole complex plane C. In particular, the formal
computation

ζ ′Q(s) = −
∑

n∈I
λ−s
n lnλn, (15)

1In [15] Hawking uses a different normalization for the regularization constants. We prefer this one since
it simplifies the formulas below.
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suggests we define
det(Q) := e−ζ′

Q
(0). (16)

Given that ζµQ(s) = µ−sζQ(s), the same logic yields

det(µQ) = e−ζ′
µQ

(0) = µζQ(0)e−ζ′
Q
(0) = µζQ(0) det(Q). (17)

Along with (12), this gives a definition for our initial path integral (2).
In general, the result of the path integral using the scheme above depends on µ. One

must then device external consistency conditions, known as renormalization conditions, to
fix the value of µ. A way of doing this would be to compare the result with that obtained
from operator methods. However, the path integral method truly shines when a computation
through operator methods is not feasible.

Another way of doing this would be to find a limit of the parameters in which the path in-
tegral is already known. Then, assuming µ is independent of the parameters used to achieve
this limit, one can use the known result to fix its value. We will call this the comparison

method. Since the µ-dependent part of (17) is always an overall normalization, this renor-
malization condition is usually interpreted via the claim that zeta-function regularization
only computes the quotient between the determinant one is interested in and the one that
is known. A useful set of limits are those in which the path integral corresponds to a theory
with a simple operator formulation that can be used to fix µ [21]. Another particularly useful
limit is to consider the integral in an infinitesimal interval of time. For example, when the
path integral corresponds to a transition amplitude, one expects that it will reduce to a delta
function in this limit [19]. In particular, this limit does not require knowing the operator
formulation of a related theory.

Another method that does not require operator methods is to demand that these path
integrals compose correctly. Here one compares the path integral on a spacetime to the path
integrals obtained by cutting said spacetime. We will call these cut-paste conditions.
This procedure is useful, for example, when the original path integral and their cut versions
are of the same type. One can then invoke consistency to fix the value of µ [21]. This
method is particularly powerful because it does not require any underlying assumptions on
the behavior of µ in a particular limit of the theory.

We have yet to consider the possibility that the path integral is independent of µ. In
this case, one does not need a renormalization condition. From (17) one sees that, for the
path integrals we have considered so far, this happens precisely when ζQ(0) = 0. Only after
checking this are we allowed to set µ = 1 consistently throughout the computation. We say
that these path integrals self-normalize since no renormalization condition is required. A
particularly useful consequence of such integrals is that one can then cut them and use the
cut-paste renormalization condition discussed above to renormalize other path integrals.

3 Linear Foliations

In applications to physics, one often finds that the path integrals do not appear in the
Gaussian form (2). For example, they may have additional insertions required to compute
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correlation functions or interactions appearing as non-quadratic terms in the action. There
is a well-developed theory designed to handle these cases in perturbation theory, often using
Feynman diagrams. Some modern mathematical accounts of these methods can be found
in [11, 12, 13, 22]. Although there are still several unanswered questions regarding these
deformations of the Gaussian path integral, particularly regarding their non-perturbative
aspects, we will not focus on them in this paper. Instead, we will look at path integrals of
the form

∫

E
Dφ e− 1

~
S(φ), (18)

where the action S is still quadratic in the fields, but E is no longer a vector space.
There are many reasons why these path integrals arise in physics. In our examples, there

will be two main ones. On the one hand, the path integrals may be defined on spacetimes
with boundaries. In these, we need to prescribe boundary conditions, most of which spoil the
linearity of the fields. On the other, the fields themselves may take values on topologically
non-trivial spaces. Then the non-linearity of these target spaces induces non-linearity in the
field content of the integral.

In order to deal with these integrals, we will restrict to spaces E that can be written as

E ∼= J × F , (19)

where J is a finite-dimensional manifold and F is a vector space of quantum fluctuations.
We will call this decomposition a linear foliation of E . We will call J the stem of the
foliation. Since F is a vector space, the stem can be identified as a submanifold of E via
J ∼= J ×{0}. Sets of the form {p}×F will be called leafs and will be assumed to be affine
spaces modelled on F .

We would then like to use this decomposition to induce a measure on E
∫

E
Dφ e− 1

~
S(φ) =

∫

J
ds

∫

{s}×F
Dφ e− 1

~
S(φ). (20)

In order to understand this, we will begin by studying the behavior of the action on each
leaf. Here is where the affine structure comes in. Let us fix s ∈ J and a field φs ∈ {s} × F .
We can then write every φ ∈ {s} × F in the form φ = φs + φ̃ for some unique fluctuation
φ̃ ∈ F around φs. Using this decomposition we can expand in a Taylor series

S(φ) = S(φ0) +

∫

dx
δS

δφ(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

φs

φ̃(x) +

∫

dx dy φ̃(x)
δ2S

δφ(x)δφ(y)

∣

∣

∣

∣

φs

φ̃(y), (21)

called the semi-classical expansion, which in this case terminates at the quadratic term
given that the action S was quadratic to begin with. We will then attempt to choose φs such
that the linear term vanishes. For variations vanishing on the boundaries of the spacetime
M , this means we need to choose a φs that satisfies the equations of motion. This will be
called an instanton of the leaf. In fact, in practice, we will usually begin by choosing a
set of instantons φs ∈ E for the theory. The space J will then be chosen as the space of
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such instantons. We then choose a vector space of fluctuations F such that the affine spaces
φs + F yield the leafs for an admissible foliation (19). The vanishing of the linear part of
the action also imposes non-trivial conditions on the boundary behaviour of the fields on F .

Having eliminated the linear part, we equip F with a differential operatorQ and a bilinear
form 〈·, ·〉, so that

S(φ) = Ss +
1

2

〈

φ̃, Qφ̃
〉

, (22)

where Ss := S(φs) is the action of the instanton. The measure is then completely fixed
by choosing some vector space V which extends F , the bilinear form, and the differential
operator. This space has to be small enough so that the condition on the self-adjointness
and the spectrum of Q are satisfied on V. However, it has to be big enough so that the
connected components of the foliation, which are completely determined by the connected
components of the stem, are subsets of affine subspaces modeled after V. Then, the measure
(6) on V induces a measure on the foliation E . The net result of these choices is that we can
write

∫

E
Dφ e− 1

~
S(φ) =

∫

J
ds e−

1

~
Ss

∫

F
Dφ̃ e− 1

2~
〈φ̃,Qφ̃〉 =

∫

J
ds e−

1

~
Ss det(µQ)−1/2. (23)

Here, we assume that the integration measure in field space is translation invariant Dφ = Dφ̃.
These path integrals admit a new self-normalization method. Namely, since the measure

on V depends on µ, and this is used to induce a measure on the whole foliation J × F ,
both contributions to (23) depend on µ. Then, even if the Gaussian integral does not self-
normalize by itself, it can be compensated by the stem integral. This happens precisely when
the µ-dependence of the stem integral is

∫

J
ds e−

1

~
Ss ∝ µ

1

2
ζQ(0). (24)

4 Examples in 1D

We will now exhibit the formalism above by considering examples in one and two dimensions.
We will begin with the one-dimensional case since it already exhibits the key points of the
formalism, and the computations are much simpler. Quantum field theory in 1D is also
known as quantum mechanics. In it, the fields are simply the dynamical variables that are
a function of time. In particular, the role of spacetime is played solely by time.

4.1 Harmonic Oscillator

We begin with the important example of the quantum harmonic oscillator. To follow the
conventions above, we will stick to the study of the quantum statistics of this system. There-
fore, fields are defined over one-dimensional Euclidean time M . They are given by maps
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x ∈ C∞(M), which assign to every τ ∈ M the position of the oscillator x(τ). The space of
all such fields forms a vector space with bilinear form

〈x, y〉 =
∫

dτ xy, (25)

and a differential operator

Q = − d2

dτ 2
+ ω2 (26)

The action in this case takes the form

S(x) =

∫

M

dτ

(

1

2
ẋ2 +

1

2
ω2x2

)

, (27)

with ω the angular frequency of the oscillator. Since the mass term would mutiply the whole
action, we will absorb it into ~ for simplicity.

4.1.1 Partition Function

Let us begin by exploring the partition function of this system. This will be an example of
a path integral that self-normalizes using the Hawking mechanism in which ζQ(0) = 0. This
example should be compared with the calculation in [16], in which they assume from the
beginning that µ can be set to 1.

The partition function of the quantum harmonic oscillator at inverse temperature β is
given by the path integral (18) with M = S1

~β, the circle of circumference ~β, and E =
C∞(M). We will denote this by

=

∫

E
Dx e− 1

~
S(x). (28)

E is already a vector space and we can immediately integrate by parts the action (27) to
obtain S(x) = 1

2
〈x,Qx〉. Since M has no boundary, there are no boundary terms to worry

about. Accordingly, this is a Gaussian integral.
The solutions to the eigenvalue problem

(

− d2

dτ 2
+ ω2

)

x = λx (29)

are generated by the orthonormal set

xn(τ) =
1√
~β
e

2πin
~β

τ , n ∈ Z, (30)

with eigenvalues

λn =
4π2n2

~2β2
+ ω2. (31)
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Then, for each2 n ∈ N, the eigenvalue λn has multiplicity 2 while λ0 has multiplicity 1.
We can now compute the zeta function associated to Q. For this we will need the Epstein-

Hurwitz zeta function and its limits described in the appendix A. By splitting the integers
into positive, negative (which contribute the same as the positive) and 0, we obtain

ζQ(s) = ω−2s + 2

∞
∑

n=1

(

4π2n2

~2β2
+ ω2

)−s

= ω−2s + 2

(

4π2

~2β2

)−s

ζEH

(

s;
~2β2ω2

4π2

)

.

(32)

Using the result (135), we have ζQ(0) = 1+2(−1/2) = 0 and the path integral self-normalizes
via the method of section 2. We can further compute using (135) and (140)

ζ ′Q(0) = −2 ln(ω)− 2 ln

(

4π2

~2β2

)

ζEH

(

0;
~2β2ω2

4π2

)

+ 2
d

ds
ζEH

(

s;
~2β2ω2

4π2

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

s=0

= ln

(

4π2

~2β2ω2

)

− 2 ln

(

4π

~βω
sinh(~βω/2)

)

= − ln
(

(2 sinh(~βω/2))2
)

.

(33)

We then conclude
det(µQ) = det(Q) = (2 sinh(~βω/2))2, (34)

and

=

∫

E
Dφ e− 1

~
S(φ) = det(µQ)−1/2 =

1

2 sinh(~βω/2)
. (35)

4.1.2 Transition Amplitudes

We will now examine the transition amplitudes of this system. More precisely, since we are
working in the Euclidean formalism, these truly correspond to the matrix elements of the
Gibbs state at inverse temperature β. They are, however, related to transition amplitudes via
Wick rotation. This will be an example of an integral that does not self-normalize. However,
by using the partition function, which did self-normalize, and cut-paste renormalization
conditions, we will be able to fix the value of µ.

In this example we want to compute (18) forM = [τi, τf ], an interval of size τf −τi = ~β,
and

E = { x ∈ C∞(M) | x(τi) = xi and x(τf ) = xf } , (36)

for some fixed boundary conditions xi, xf ∈ R. We will denote this path integral by

xi

xf

≡
∫

E
Dx e− 1

~
S(x) (37)

2In this paper, the convention is that N does not contain zero.
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In particular, unless xi = xf = 0, E is not a vector space. It is however an affine subspace of
C∞(M) modelled after the space of fluctuations

F = { x ∈ C∞(M) | x(τi) = x(τf ) = 0 } . (38)

For any x0 ∈ E we obtain a foliation with a trivial stem

{x0} × F → E = x0 + F . (39)

Of course, we will choose x0 to be the unique instanton determined by the boundary condi-
tions and the equations of motion ẍ = ω2x. It is given by

x0 =
sinh(ω(τ − τi))

sinh(ω(τf − τi))
xf +

sinh(ω(τf − τ))

sinh(ω(τf − τi))
xi, (40)

and has an action which can be easily computed using integration by parts and the equations
of motion

S0 =

[

1

2
xẋ

]τf

τi

=
ω

2

((

x2f + x2i
)

coth(~ωβ)− 2xfxi csch(~ωβ)
)

. (41)

The boundary conditions on F guarantee that the action separates into the form (22)

S(x0 + x̃) = S0 +
1

2
〈x̃, Qx̃〉 , (42)

where the operator Q is still given by (26) but must now be considered as an operator on
F ⊆ C∞([τi, τf ]) as opposed to an operator on C∞(S1

~β). Accordingly, the eigenvalues of the
operator are different. They are now given by the sines with periods divisible by 2~β

λn =
π2n2

~2β2
+ ω2,

1√
~β

sin

(

πn

~β
(τ − τi)

)

, n ∈ N. (43)

F also inherits the bilinear product from C∞([τi, τf ]) and Q happens to be self-adjoint on
F . In view of the trivial stem, we can just take V = F .

In order to compute the determinant, we consider the zeta function

ζQ(s) =

(

π2

~2β2

)−s

ζEH

(

s;
~2β2ω2

π2

)

. (44)

We then have using (135) that ζQ(0) = −1/2 6= 0, and the path integral does not self-
normalize. Further, we have using (140)

ζ ′Q(0) = − ln

(

π2

~2β2

)

ζEH

(

0;
~2β2ω2

π2

)

+
d

ds
ζEH

(

s;
~2β2ω2

π2

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

s=0

= ln

(

π

~β

)

− ln

(

π

~βω
2 sinh(~βω)

)

= − ln

(

1

ω
2 sinh(~βω)

)

.

(45)
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The determinant is then

det(µQ) = µ− 1

2

2 sinh(~βω)

ω
. (46)

We then conclude that the path integral is

xi

xf

= µ1/4

√

ω

2 sinh(~βω)
e−

ω
2~
((x2

f
+x2

i ) coth(~ωβ)−2xfxi csch(~ωβ)) (47)

In order to finish this computation, we need to employ a renormalization condition that
will allow us to determine µ. We will use the cut-paste condition that joining the two ends
of a line should yield the circle

1

2 sinh(~βω/2)
= =

∫

dx

x

x

= µ1/4

√

ω

2 sinh(~βω)

∫

dx e−
ω
~
(coth(~ωβ)−csch(~ωβ))x2

= µ1/4

√

~π

4

1

sinh(~βω/2)
.

(48)

This fixes

µ =
1

π2~2
. (49)

This is of course, not the only cut-paste procedure one could perform. For example, one
could realize the circle as the union of two lines of half the length

1

2 sinh(~βω/2)
= =

∫

dxf dxi

xi

xf

~β/2

xf

xi

~β/2

=
√
µ

ω

2 sinh(~βω/2)

∫

dxf dxi e
− 2

~
S0 .

(50)

This method has the advantage that the prefactors of 2 sinh(~βω/2) now cancel exactly. The
remaining part of the equation constitutes an expression for the renormalization constant in
terms of a finite-dimensional integral concerning the instanton action

1

ω
√
µ
=

∫

dxf dxi e
−mω

~
((x2

f
+x2

i ) coth(~ωβ/2)−2xfxi csch(~ωβ/2))

=
π~

ω
det

(

coth(~ωβ/2) − csch(~ωβ/2)
− csch(~ωβ/2) coth(~ωβ/2)

)−1/2

=
π~

ω
.

(51)

4.2 Particle on the Circle

It is interesting to consider the free limit ω → 0 of the quantum harmonic oscillator. While
the transition amplitude (47) is well defined in this limit, the partition function (35) diverges.
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This is not an artifact of the path integral formalism: since the orbits of the free particle are
not compact, this result is expected. Another interesting way of seeing this phenomenon is
by considering a free particle on a compact space, such as a circle S1

2πR of radius R. The free
particle should then be recovered in the limit R → ∞. Moreover, since both theories share
a common limit, the comparison method suggests that the renormalization constant will be
the same.

For the particle on the circle, our space of fields is made out of maps C∞(M,S1
2πR)

assigning to every Euclidean time τ ∈ M a position for the particle x(τ) on the circle.
Unlike the harmonic oscillator, this space does not carry a vector space structure since S1

2πR

is not a vector space. The action is given by

S(x) =

∫

M

dτ

(

1

2
ẋ2 + i

B
2R

ẋ

)

. (52)

where B is a magnetic parameter of the system.3 Note that the electromagnetic term has a
factor of i since it stays invariant under Wick rotation.

4.2.1 Partition Function

Following the harmonic oscillator example, we will begin by studying the partition function
of our theory. For this we need to compute (18)

≡
∫

E
Dx e− 1

~
S(x). (53)

for M = S1
~β and E = C∞(M,S1

2πR). In particular, E is no longer a vector space. This will
be our first example in which a non-trivial foliation appears. Moreover, the path integral
will self-normalize through the mechanism explained in section 3. Another treatment of this
computation can be found in [16] (with the assumption again that µ can be set to 1 from
the start).

In order to find the leaf structure of the theory, we will replace C∞(M,S1
~β) by a vector

space W at the cost of introducing a discrete gauge symmetry. This will be a space of fields
defined on the spacetime M̃ := [0, ~β]. We define W to be the set of fields x ∈ C∞(M̃) such
that x(~β) = x(0) + 2πRn, for some n ∈ Z, and x(k)(0) = x(k)(~β) for all derivatives k ∈ N.
The first condition guarantees that the fields are periodic when viewed as taking values in

S1
2πR

∼= R�2πRZ. Therefore, all such fields descend to functions S1
~β → S1

2πR. The n in
this condition is called the winding number of x. The second condition on the derivatives
ensures that the induced functions on the circle are smooth. However, W is not equivalent

to E . Instead, using the identification S1
2πR

∼= R�2πRZ, we obtain a surjective map W → E .
There is now an ambiguity because for every field x ∈ W, both x and x + 2πR correspond
to the same physical field in E . Accordingly, we now have a discrete gauge group 2πRZ and
the identification

E ∼= W�2πRZ. (54)

3For a solenoid of radius r and magnetic field B, piercing transversely the circle in which the particle of
charge e and mass m moves, we have B = eBr2/m.
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The action of the theory lifts to W. In [23] it is suggested that we can use the method
of Faddeev-Popov to fix the gauge symmetry and express our path integral as an integral
over W. However, this path integral is simple enough that we will be able to fix the gauge
using more direct methods. The procedure will be first to foliate W using a stem that is
transverse to the gauge orbits and then gauge-fix the foliation by restricting the stem.

In order to do this, we will guide ourselves by studying the instantons of the action (52)
on W. The magnetic term is topological and therefore does not contribute to the equations
of motion ẍ = 0. Accordingly, all instantons are of the form

xn,xi
=

2πRn

~β
τ + xi. (55)

They are classified by their winding number n and their initial position xi. We would then
like to choose a vector space of fluctuations F ⊆ W such that we obtain a foliation

Z× R×F 7→ W
(n, xi, x̃) 7→ xn,xi

+ x̃.
(56)

The power of these types of foliations lies in the fact that they can easily be gauge-fixed to a
foliation of E . Indeed, we can eliminate the 2πRZ ambiguity by restricting the set of allowed
xi’s to an interval I ⊆ R of width 2πR

Z× I × F → E . (57)

In particular, if we can find an appropriate space of fluctuations, the stem is J := Z× I.
One possible choice for F is to take the space of fields x ∈ W of winding number 0 with

initial position 0. This would yield a foliation whose leafs have fields with the associated
instanton’s winding number and initial position. However, this foliation is unnatural from
the point of view of our initial space of fields since it heavily depends on two marked points
that we decided to call 0. This will become clear in the fact that the path integral obtained
via this scheme will not self-normalize. A more sensible and geometrically-motivated choice
is obtained by setting F to be the set of all x ∈ W with winding number 0 and average 0.
To see that this gives an appropriate foliation, we need to note that every x ∈ W can be
uniquely written as x = xn,xi

+ x̃ with n the winding number of x,

xi :=
1

~β

∫ ~β

0

dτ

(

x− 2πRn

~β
τ

)

, (58)

and x̃ := x− xn,xi
, which happens to lie in F .

While the magnetic term did not contribute to the equations of motion, it does contribute
to the action of the instantons

S(xn,xi
) =

2π2R2n2

~β
+ iπBn =: Sn. (59)

Then the action becomes

S(xn,xi
+ x̃) = Sn +

1

2
〈x̃, Qx̃〉 . (60)
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The bilinear form and differential operator on F are inherited from (25) and the ω → 0 limit
of (26) on V := C∞(S1

~β). Indeed, F can be identified as the subspace of fields in V with
0 average. This also explains why we have no boundary terms since S1

~β has no boundary.
Moreover, the connected components of the foliation are

{n} × I × F ⊆ xn,0 + V. (61)

The ω → 0 limit of the treatment of Q in section 4.1.1 yields the measure on V. This,
in turn, induces a measure on F . To be explicit, on {n} × I × F we have coordinates ak
defined by

x =
2πRn

~β
τ +

∑

k∈Z

ak√
~β
e

2πik
~β

τ , (62)

and the measure by

Dx = d

(

a0√
2π~µ

)

∏

k∈Z
d

(

ak√
2π~µ

)

. (63)

We are now ready to compute the path integrals. Over fluctuations, the integral is the
same as (34) although we have to omit the zero mode a0. Although we could repeat the
computation directly, it is easier to just take advantage of our previous result.

det(µQ) = lim
ω→0

(2 sinh(~βω/2))2

µω2
=

~2β2

µ
, (64)

which depends on µ. We are left with computing the integral over the stem. In terms of xi
the integral measure is

d

(

a0√
2π~µ

)

=

√

β

2πµ
dxi (65)

We then have

∫

J
ds e−

1

~
Ss =

∑

n∈Z
e−

1

~
Sn

√

β

2πµ

∫

I

dxi = µ−1/2
√

2πβR2
∑

n∈Z
e−

1

~
Sn. (66)

We conclude that

=

√

2πR2

~2β

∑

n∈Z
exp

(

−2π2R2n2

~2β
− iπBn

~

)

. (67)

In particular, the new contribution from the zero mode coming from the integral over J
cancels the µ-dependence of the integral over fluctuations. This thus constitutes an example
of the self-normalization method introduced in section 3.
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4.2.2 Transition Amplitudes

We will now study the transition amplitudes of this theory. They are given by (18)

xi

xf

≡
∫

E
Dx e− 1

~
S(x), (68)

with M = [τi, τf ], an interval of Euclidean time with length ~β, and

E =
{

x ∈ C∞(M,S1
2πR)

∣

∣ x(τi) = xi and x(τf ) = xf
}

(69)

Again, this is not a vector space for very similar reasons as in the partition function compu-
tation. Accordingly, we will use the same technique to find an appropriate linear foliation.
On the one hand, the leaf structure of the theory will turn out to be simpler. On the other,
this path integral will not self-normalize. This will be another instance of how the cut-paste
method can be used to renormalize a path integral. Another account of this computation can
be found in [17] (where the overall normalization is fixed by using the comparison method).

Let us define W to be the set of fields x ∈ C∞(M) such that x(τi) = xi + 2πRm and
x(τf ) = xf + 2πRn for some m,n ∈ Z. This is not a vector space but it is affine inside of

C∞(M). In here we have chosen some representatives xi, xf ∈ S1
2πR = R�2πRZ in R. This

has the same discrete gauge symmetry

E ∼= W�2πRZ. (70)

The instantons of (52) are of the form

xm,n =
xf − xi + 2πR(n−m)

~β
(τ − τi) + xi + 2πRm, (71)

and we will choose the space of fluctuations to be the same as in section 4.1.2

F := { x ∈ C∞(M) | x(τi) = x(τf ) = 0 } . (72)

This leaves us with leafs

xm,n + F =

{ x ∈ C∞(M) | x(τi) = xi + 2πRm and x(τf ) = xf + 2πRn } (73)

that induce the foliation
Z× Z×F → W
(m,n, x̃) 7→ xm,n + x̃.

(74)

This foliation can be gauge-fixed to yield a foliation of the space of physical fields {m}×Z×
F → E . In particular, J = Z and the connected components {m} × {n} × F are trivially
affine spaces modelled after V := F .
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We are now ready to compute the path integral. The integral over fluctuations is given
by a determinant that is simply the ω → 0 limit of (46)

det(µQ) =
2~β√
µ
. (75)

The instantons, on the other hand, have an action

Sn := S(x0,n) =
(xf − xi + 2πRn)2

2~β
+ i

B(xf − xi + 2πRn)

2R
. (76)

Then the path integral is

xi

xf

= µ1/4 1√
2~β

∑

n∈Z
e−

1

~
Sn (77)

This path integral does not self-normalize. However, it can be renormalized using the
cut-paste method on the partition function (67). This is particularly simple in this case since
on xi = xf the instanton actions (76) and (59) coincide. In particular, they are independent
of the endpoints. We thus obtain that

√

2πR2

~2β

∑

n∈Z
e−

1

~
Sn = =

∫

I

dx

x

x

= µ1/4 2πR√
2~β

∑

n∈Z
e−

1

~
Sn. (78)

We conclude that µ is still given by (49), as suggested by the comparison method.

5 Examples in 2D

We will now move on to the analogs of the examples of section 4 in 2D field theory. For this
section, we prefer a field-theoretic notation. The analogy, however, is most clear when one
thinks of the examples below as part of a string theory [24]. Quite surprisingly, we will see
that all of the examples considered will self-normalize either via the method of section 2 or
section 3.

5.1 Free Boson

We will consider fields φ in the vector space C∞(M) for some 2D spacetimeM with Euclidean
metric g. The action of our theory will be that of a free scalar field of mass m

S(φ) =

∫

M

d2x
√
g

(

1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ+
1

2
m2φ2

)

. (79)

This vector space is equipped with the bilinear form

〈φ, ψ〉 =
∫

M

d2x
√
g φψ, (80)
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and the differential operator
Q = −∆+m2 (81)

for the Laplacian

∆φ =
1√
g
∂µ(

√
g∂µφ). (82)

5.1.1 On the Torus

We can generalize the discussion of section 4.1.1 using the action (79) when M is some
closed manifold (of arbitrary dimension). In this case, we are interested in computing the
path integral (18)

≡
∫

E
Dφ e− 1

~
S(φ), (83)

with E = C∞(M). This is already a vector space. The action can be put into the form
S = 1

2
〈φ,Qφ〉 via integration by parts. The boundary term vanishes given thatM is closed.4

We then conclude that the path integral is Gaussian
∫

E
Dφ e− 1

~
S(φ) = det(µQ)−1/2. (84)

In other words, the computation of these path integrals reduces to the computation of ζQ(0)
and ζ ′Q(0) up to finding a suitable renormalization condition for µ.

We will consider the case where M is given by a torus M = S1
2πr1 × S1

2πr2 built as
a quotient of the complex plane C with the standard metric g = dx ⊗ dx + dy ⊗ dy in
Cartesian coordinates z = x + iy. We will consider the horizontal translation by 2πr2 and
by a complex number of the form τ = w + i~β, with |τ | = 2πr1 and β 6= 0,

M = C�τZ× 2πr2Z
. (85)

We can introduce new coordinates σµ, defined by x + iy = z = σ1 + τ
|τ |σ

0, in which the
boundary conditions imposed by the quotient are simpler

σ0 ∼ σ0 + 2πr1, σ1 ∼ σ1 + 2πr2 (86)

In these coordinates the metric tensor is constant but not diagonal

g = gµν dσ
µ ⊗ dσν = dσ0 ⊗ dσ0 +

w

2πr1
(dσ0 ⊗ dσ1 + dσ1 ⊗ dσ0) + dσ1 ⊗ dσ1 . (87)

For example, it is simple to compute in these coordinates the area of the torus

A =

∫

d2x
√
g =

~β

2πr1

∫ 2πr1

0

dσ0

∫ 2πr2

0

dσ1 = 2πr2~β. (88)

4This is most easily seen by rewritting (79) using differential forms [see e. g. 25, Example 2.28] and the
expression for the Laplacian dnx

√
g∆ = d ⋆ d.
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The eigenvalue equation of Q is
(

−∆+m2
)

φ = λφ. (89)

The solutions of this are plane waves. In coordinates in which the metric tensor is constant,
like our standard Cartesian coordinates or the σ coordinates, they are of the form eipµx

µ

.
The momentum is quantized by the boundary conditions, as is most easily seen in the σ
coordinates

φnk = A−1/2e
i
(

n
r1

σ0+ k
r2

σ1

)

, n, k ∈ Z, (90)

with eigenvalues

λnk = gµνpµpν +m2 =
4π2r21
~2β2

(

n2

r21
+
k2

r22
− 2

w

2πr1

n

r1

k

r2

)

+m2. (91)

We can now consider the zeta function of Q. This can be expressed in terms of the
two-dimensional inhomogeneous Epstein zeta function (141)

ζQ(s) = m−2s + F

(

s;
4π2

~2β2

r21
r22
,− 4π2

~2β2

w

πr2
,
4π2

~2β2
;m2

)

. (92)

In particular, using (144) we obtain ζQ(0) = 1 − 1 = 0 and we conclude the path integral
self-normalizes via the method of section 2. The full path integral can then be computed
by taking the derivative at s = 0. Using the results obtained in [18] in the context of the
Wheeler-De Witt equation, one can give a rapidly convergent series expansion for it. Since
we have already shown the path integral self-normalizes, we will not cite the full expression
here. However, we note that the path integral will diverge to +∞ in the massless limit since
the term −2 ln(m) of the zero-mode contribution to ζ ′Q(0) does. This behavior is analogous
to that of the integral considered in section 4.1.1.

5.1.2 On the Cylinder

We now consider the theory on a cylinder M = [yi, yf ]× S1
2πr, obtained by cutting the torus

of the previous section along a circle of constant σ0. We will consider the case w = 0 so that
the standard coordinates and the σ coordinates agree. In particular, yf−yi = ~β = 2πr1 and
r = r2. This computation should be compared against that of section 4.1.2. The steps of the
computation are analogous but, unlike in the 1D case, this path integral will self-normalize
with the method of section 2. Accordingly, this will be our first path integral on a non-closed
spacetime that will self-normalize.

The boundary conditions are determined by φi, φf ∈ C∞(S1
2πr) on Σi := {yi} × S1

2πr and
Σf := {yf} × S1

2πr. We are then interested in computing the path integral (18)

φf

φi

≡
∫

E
Dφ e− 1

~
S(φ), (93)
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with
E :=

{

φ ∈ C∞(M)
∣

∣ φ|Σi
= φi and φ|Σf

= φf

}

. (94)

This is not a vector space unless φi = φf = 0. However, it is an affine subspace of C∞(M)
modelled after

F =
{

φ ∈ C∞(M)
∣

∣ φ|Σi
= φ|Σf

= 0
}

. (95)

We have a simple foliation

{φ0} × F → E = φ0 + F , (96)

for any φ0 in E . Choosing φ0 to be an instanton,5 and letting S0 be its instanton action,
the periodicity along the circle and the boundary conditions of the space of fluctuations
guarantee the action separates as in (22)

S(φ0 + φ̃) = S0 +
1

2

〈

φ̃, Qφ̃
〉

. (97)

The eigenfunctions of Q are given now by

φnk =
√
2A−1/2 sin

(

πn

~β
(y − yi)

)

ei
k
r
x, n ∈ N, k ∈ Z, (98)

corresponding to the eigenvalues

λnk =
π2n2

~2β2
+
k2

r2
+m2. (99)

The corresponding zeta function can then be expressed in terms of the Epstein-Hurwitz zeta
function (134) and the inhomogeneous Epstein zeta function (141) by using the partition

Z2 \ {(0, 0)} = (N× Z) ∪ (−N× Z) ∪ ({0} × N) ∪ ({0} × −N). (100)

The left hand side can be identified with the indices of the inhomogeneous Epstein zeta
function. The first two terms of the right hand side correspond those of our zeta function of
interest since we took w = 0. The last two terms of the right hand side correspond to the
indices of Epstein-Hurwitz zeta functions. This yields

ζQ(s) =
1

2
F

(

s;
1

r2
, 0,

π2

~2β2
;m2

)

− r2sζEH(s,m
2r2). (101)

Then (135) and (144) give us that

ζQ(0) =
1

2
(−1)−

(

−1

2

)

= 0. (102)

Accordingly, the determinant self-normalizes with the method of section 2. This implies that
the whole path integral self-normalizes since the stem integral is trivial.

5The existence of such an instanton can be easily established by expanding in a Fourier series along the
circle to reduce the equations of motion to a series of ordinary differential equations.
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5.2 Compact Boson

Now we will consider the case of a massless boson whose associated fields take values in a
compact space. This will be the 2D analog of the particle in the circle treated in section 4.2.
Here our fields will be elements of spaces of the form C∞(M,S1

~β) for some two-dimensional
spacetime M with a metric g. The action will be given by the massless version of (79)

S(φ) =

∫

M

d2x
√
g
1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ. (103)

5.2.1 On the Torus

We will mimic section 5.1.1 and take M as in (85). Refer to that section for comments
on the coordinatization and the metric structure we are interested in for the torus. The
computation that follows should be compared to the one done in section 4.2.1. Since most
of the steps are simple generalizations of the ones found there, we will not cover them in as
much detail. A standard reference for this calculation is [26], but our method clarifies some
of the steps found there.

In this section, we are interested in computing the path integral (18)

≡
∫

E
Dφ e− 1

~
S(φ), (104)

for E := C∞(M,S1
2πR). As in section 4.2.1, we will find convenient to introduce a redundant

space of fields W. This will be the space of fields φ ∈ C∞(M̃), where M̃ = [0, 2πr1] ×
[0, 2πr2], satisfying the following gluing properties. On the one hand, we need to impose a
combatibility condition between the left ΣL = [0, 2πr1]×{0} and right ΣR = [0, 2πr1]×{2πr2}
boundaries. Namely, we need to demand that φ|ΣR

= φ|ΣL
+2πRn for some n ∈ Z called the

horizontal winding number. This winding number is uniform throughout these boundaries
due to the continuity of the field. A similar condition has to be imposed on the initial Σi =
{0}× [0, 2πr2] and final boundaries Σf = {2πr1}× [0, 2πr2]. We thus have φΣf

= φΣi
+2πRk

for some k ∈ Z called the vertical winding number. The conditions so far guarantee that
the fields in W can be reinterpreted as maps M → S1

2πR. The rest of the conditions are now
simply that ∂Iφ|ΣR

= ∂Iφ|ΣL
and ∂Iφ|Σf

= ∂Iφ|Σi
, for any multiindex I 6= 0. This ensures

that the resulting maps M → S1
2πR are in fact smooth. Of course, having lifted the values

of our fields from S1
2πR to R we have incurred once again in the ambiguity that both φ and

φ+ 2πR correspond to the same field. In other words,

E ∼= W�2πRZ. (105)

We will once again find first a foliation of W which we will then gauge-fix to E . The
instantons in W are of the form

φnkϕ(σ
0, σ1) = n

R

r1
σ0 + k

R

r2
σ1 + ϕ, n, k ∈ Z, ϕ ∈ R. (106)
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We would then like to find a space of fluctuations F that yields an appropriate foliation

Z2 × R×F → W
(

n, k, ϕ, φ̃
)

7→ φnkϕ + φ̃.
(107)

As before, the advantage of these foliations is that they can immediately be gauge-fixed to
find a foliation Z2 × I × F → E by choosing an interval I of length 2πR. In other words,
the stem would be J = Z2 × I. In fact, as before, we can choose F to be the set of fields in
W with winding numbers 0 (or, equivalently, the fields in V := C∞(M)) whose average is 0.

We define

Snk := S(φnkϕ) =
1

2
AR2 4π

2r21
~2β2

(

n2

r21
+
k2

r22
− 2

w

2πr1

n

r1

k

r2

)

. (108)

Then, since the fluctuations are truly functions onM and the latter does not have a boundary,
we can integrate by parts to obtain the separation (22)

S(φnkϕ + φ̃) = Snk +
1

2

〈

φ̃, Qφ̃
〉

. (109)

We have once again borrowed the inner product and differential operator on V from (80)
and (81).

The connected components of this foliation are of the form {n} × {k} × I × F . These
are all subsets of the affine spaces φn,k,0+V modelled on V. Accordingly, the measure on V,
which happens to be the m → 0 limit of the measure on the space of fields of section 5.1.1,
induces a measure on our foliation. To be precise, on each connected component we have
coordinates apq given by

φ = φnk0 +
∑

p,q∈Z
apqφpq (110)

and the measure

Dφ = d

(

a00√
2π~µ

)

∏

p,q∈Z
d

(

apq√
2π~µ

)

. (111)

Then the measure induced on the stem is obtained by identifying

ϕ = a00φ00 = A−1/2a00, (112)

i. e.

d

(

a00√
2π~µ

)

=

√

A

2π~µ
dϕ. (113)

The measure on the leafs is obtained by omitting the zero mode a00.
The zeta function for Q is then obtained by ommiting the zero mode from the m → 0

limit of (92)

ζQ(s) = F

(

s;
4π2

~2β2

r21
r22
,− 4π2

~2β2

w

πr2
,
4π2

~2β2
; 0

)

. (114)
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Using equation (144), ζQ(0) = −1. On the other hand, the stem integral is

∫

J
ds e−

1

~
Ss =

∑

n,k∈Z
e−

1

~
Snk

√

A

2π~µ

∫

I

dϕ ∝ µ−1/2 = µ
1

2
ζQ(0). (115)

We conclude this path integral self-normalizes via the method of section 3. In fact, we can
compute the full path integral (23) using the derivative of the zeta function6 (147). The
derivative of the zeta function is

ζ ′Q(0) = −2 ln

(

~β

∣

∣

∣

∣

η

(

τ

2πr2

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)

, (116)

which yields the path integral

=
2πR

~β

√

A

2π~

∣

∣

∣

∣

η

(

τ

2πr2

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

−2
∑

n,k∈Z
e−

1

~
Snk

=
2πR√
2π~

√

2πr2
~β

∣

∣

∣

∣

η

(

τ

2πr2

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

−2
∑

n,k∈Z
e−

1

~
Snk .

(117)

5.2.2 On the Cylinder

Let us now considerM = [yi, yf ]×S1
2πr to be the cylinder explored in section 5.1.2. Boundary

conditions are determined by initial and final fields φi, φf ∈ C∞(S1
2πr, S

1
2πR). We then want

to compute the path integral (18)

φf

φi

≡
∫

E
Dφ e− 1

~
S(φ), (118)

with
E =

{

φ ∈ C∞(M,S1
2πR)

∣

∣ φ|Σi
= φi and φ|Σf

= φf

}

. (119)

This will be analogous to the computation in section 4.2.2.
There is an important subtlety appearing in this case that is new to this example. Note

that given a circle Σ = {y}×S1
2πR ⊆M and a field φ ∈ C∞(M,S1

2πr), the field φ|Σ defines an
element of C∞(S1

2πr, S
1
2πR). Accordingly, it has a winding number. The discussion in section

5.2.1 shows that smoothness demands that this winding number is independent of the circle

6In here instead of using |η(τ)| we have used
∣

∣

∣
η(τ)

∣

∣

∣
. It is clear they both coincide and taking the complex

conjugate of η amounts to changing the sign of the real part of its argument.
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Σ chosen. In that section, we called it the horizontal winding number. Therefore, E is empty
unless both φi and φf have the same winding number. Thus, in order to continue employing
our techniques, from now on, we will then assume that φi and φf have the same winding
number n ∈ Z. In particular, all fields in E have the horizontal winding number n.

Following the procedure of sections 4.2.1, 4.2.2 and 5.2.1, we want to replace this by a
redundant space of fields W on M̃ = [yi, yf ]× [0, 2πr] valued in R. This will require us to lift
the initial and final fields φi and φf to maps in C∞([0, 2πr]), and any lifts will do. We then
define W to be the set of fields φ ∈ C∞(M̃) satisfying the following boundary conditions.
On the one hand, we must have the periodicity conditions given by the horizontal winding
mode φ|ΣR

= φ|ΣL
+ 2πRn. These ensure that the fields can be reinterpreted as maps

M → S1
2πR with the correct winding number. Moreover, we demand that ∂Iφ|ΣL

= ∂Iφ|ΣR

for all multiindices I 6= 0. This ensures that that the maps are smooth. Finally, the boundary
conditions take the form φ|Σi

= φi + 2πRmi and φ|Σf
= φf + 2πRmf for some mi, mf ∈ Z.

The resulting space of fields exhibits the same ambiguity

E = W�2πRZ. (120)

In order to find the instantons we first note that all φ ∈ W can be written in the form

φ = n
R

r2
x+

1√
2πr2

∑

k∈Z
cke

i k
r2

x
, (121)

for some functions ck ∈ C∞([yi, yf ]). The instanton equation is then

0 = ∆φ =
1√
2πr2

∑

k∈Z

(

d2ck
dy2

− k2

r22
ck

)

e
i k
r2

x
. (122)

Thus, the instanton equations determine ordinary differential equations for the ck. These
equations were studied in section 4.1.2. The initial conditions for these are given by the
expansions

φi = n
R

r2
x+

1√
2πr2

∑

k∈Z
φi,ke

i k
r2

x
. (123)

The final conditions are given by the similar expansion for φf . We conclude that the instan-
tons are of the form

φmimf
= ϕi + 2πRmi + n

R

r
x+

ϕf − ϕi + 2πR(mf −mi)

~β
(y − yi)

+
∑

k∈Z\{0}

(

sinh(k(y − yi)/r)

sinh(k~β/r)
φf,k +

sinh(k(yf − y)/r)

sinh(k~β/r)
φi,k

)

ei
k
r
x,

(124)

where ϕi := φi,0/
√
2πr and ϕf := φf,0/

√
2πr. It is simple to see that the instanton action is

only a function of mf −mi

S(φmi,mf
) =: Smf−mi

. (125)
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We would now like to find a space of fluctuations F that yield a foliation

Z2 ×F → W
(mi, mf , φ̃) 7→ φ = φmimf

+ φ̃.
(126)

This kind of foliations can be gauge-fixed by fixing mi

{mi} × Z× F → E . (127)

We will choose F to be the set of fields φ̃ ∈ C∞(M̃) satisfying the following conditions. On
the one hand ∂I φ̃|ΣR

= ∂I φ̃|ΣR
for any multiindex I. In other words, they can be reinterpreted

as maps in C∞(M). We will also require that they vanish at the boundaries φ̃|Σi
= φ̃|Σf

= 0.
Since the connected components of the foliation are of the form {mi} × {mf} × F , we can
take V = F .

The fluctuations can all be written in the form

φ̃ =
∑

k∈Z
φke

i k
r
x, (128)

for some functions φk ∈ C∞([yi, yf ]) that vanish at the end points. The eigenvalue equation
−∆φ̃ = λφ̃ then takes the form

d2φk

dy2
− k2

r2
φk + λφk = 0 (129)

such that φk(τi) = φk(τf) = 0 ∀k ∈ Z \ {0}. The eigenfunctions and their eigenvalues are
then

φlk ∝ sin

(

lπ

~β

)

ei
k
r
σ, λlk =

l2π2

~2β2
+
k2

r2
, l ∈ N, k ∈ Z. (130)

Repeating the discussion leading up to (101), we conclude the zeta function of the oper-
ator is

ζQ(s) =
1

2
F

(

s;
1

r2
, 0,

π2

~2β2
; 0

)

+ r2sζ(2s) (131)

We then conclude that ζQ(0) = 0. Since the stem is trivial, this implies that the path integral
self-normalizes. We can also compute its derivative using (147)

ζ ′Q(0) = − ln

(

2~β

∣

∣

∣

∣

η

(

i
~β

πr

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)

+ 2 ln(r)ζ(0) + 2ζ ′(0) = − ln

(

2A

∣

∣

∣

∣

η

(

i
~β

πr

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2
)

(132)

This yields the result

φf

φi

= (2A)−1/2

∣

∣

∣

∣

η

(

i
~β

πr

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

−1
∑

m∈Z
e−

1

~
Sm , (133)
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6 Conclusions and Open Problems

This paper addressed the problem of computing the overall normalization constant of path
integrals using zeta-function regularization techniques. In particular, we studied the phe-
nomenon we called “self-normalization,” in which the ambiguity of the integral measure,
which would typically need to be renormalized, resolves itself. Hawking studied the con-
ditions under which this phenomenon happens using zeta-function regularization for the
well-known Gaussian integrals. However, this only works when the space of fields has a
vector space structure. We devised an extension for the cases in which we do not have a
vector space but instead another structure which we called a “linear foliation.” The core
idea behind this structure is that there is a stem encoding the information associated with
the classical equations of motion, on which leafs are attached, which harbor the description
of quantum fluctuations. They were modeled to embed these foliations into vector spaces
suitable to the more standard techniques. We considered examples in one and two spacetime
dimensions for which, even though the transition amplitudes or partition functions were not
given by Gaussian integrals, were amenable to calculations by decomposing the space of
fields into a linear foliation. Some of these cases self-normalized because the ambiguity of
the integral along the stem was compensated by the one in the leafs. Interestingly, all the
2D examples we considered (the massive and compact bosons on a cylinder and a torus)
exhibited this behavior.

One of the applications of our results is the computation of the overall normalization
of path integrals that do not self-normalize. This computation is usually done in the lit-
erature using different comparison methods, which involve additional assumptions on the
nature of this constant. However, an alternative method is to use cut-paste methods on self-
normalizing path integrals to recover the normalization of these non-self-normalizing ones.
This method avoids the need for those extra assumptions. We showed this explicitly in the
examples in which the path integrals did not self-normalize.

Multiple possible paths can stem from our paper. First, we could try to extend our
methods to other types of integrals of physical importance, like fermionic path integrals.
Another possibility would be to find physical examples in which the foliation are non-trivial
vector bundles of infinite rank over a finite-dimensional stem. Second, the fact that all of
our path integrals on circles self-normalized while those on the line did not, or that all of
our 2D examples did, hint strongly at the possibility that the self-normalization of path
integrals is hiding topological information about the spacetime manifold in which the fields
are evaluated. Clarifying this connection would be an important next step. Along with this
same idea, we surmise that these techniques might shed some light on evaluating the path
integrals of topological field theories. Third, we would like to highlight that, if supplemented
with Picard-Lefschetz techniques, our methods are likely to be equally applicable to non-
Euclidean manifolds, among which Minkowskian spacetimes would be physically relevant.
Finally, in a similar way in which the work of Sorkin, Dowker, et al. have led to recovering
Hilbert spaces from path integrals, we hypothesize that, with an appropriate interpretation of
path integrals in terms of events, one could go beyond the construction of a Hilbert space to
that of the operator C∗-algebras inspired by the use of insertions in (1). Although this paper
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merely scratches the surface of the potential applications of linear foliation decomposition in
path integrals, we think it might become an important part of the (mathematical) physicist’s
toolbox and, moreover, it lays the ground for future endeavors relevant to both physicists
and mathematicians.
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A Useful Values of Zeta Functions

In this appendix, we recall some facts on zeta functions that we will need throughout the
body of the text. If presented without a citation or a derivation, the formulas can be found
in [18].

The Epstein-Hurwitz zeta function is

ζEH(s; p) :=
∞
∑

n=1

(n2 + p)−s

= −p
−s

2
+

√
πΓ(s− 1/2)

2Γ(s)
p−s+1/2 +

2πsp−s/2+1/4

Γ(s)

∞
∑

n=1

ns−1/2Ks−1/2(2πn
√
p),

(134)

where Kν are the modified Bessel functions of the second kind. The second expression
defines its analytic continuation to the complex plane. Its limit at s = 0 is simple to take
since Γ(s) → ±∞. Therefore, only the first term contributes

ζEH(0; p) = −1/2. (135)

To compute its derivative at s = 0 we need more information on the behaviour of the Γ
function at s = 0, namely [27]

d

ds

1

Γ(s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

s=0

= 1. (136)

Therefore, as far as the last two terms are concerned, we need only consider the derivatives
that act on the Gamma function in the denominator

∂

∂s
ζEH(s; p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

s=0

=
1

2
ln p+

√
πΓ(−1/2)

2
p1/2 + 2p1/4

∞
∑

n=1

n−1/2K−1/2(2πn
√
p) (137)
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This leaves a series that can be computed using

K−1/2(z) = K1/2(z) =

√

π

2

e−z

z1/2
(138)

and the Taylor expansion of the logarithmic function at 1

2p1/4
∞
∑

n=1

n−1/2K−1/2(2πn
√
p) =

∞
∑

n=1

e−2πn
√
p

n
= − ln

(

1− e−2π
√
p
)

(139)

Using that Γ(−1/2) = −2
√
π, we obtain

∂

∂s
ζEH(s; p)

∣

∣

∣

∣

s=0

=
1

2
ln p− π

√
p− ln

(

1− e−2π
√
p
)

= − ln

(

1√
p

(

eπ
√
p − e−π

√
p
)

)

= − ln
(

p−1/22 sinh(π
√
p)
)

.

(140)

Another important zeta function we will need is the two-dimensional inhomogeneous
Epstein zeta function

F (s; a, b, c; q) =
∑

(m,n)∈Z2\{(0,0)}
(am2 + bmn + cn2 + q)−s. (141)

The omission of m = n = 0 is customary in the literature, and we will follow suit. However,
in some physical applications, we will need the m = n = 0 term, which means we will have
to incorporate a summand of q−s explicitly.

The analytic continuation of this is given in terms of the generalized Chowla-Selberg
formula

F (s; a, b, c; q) = 2ζEH(s, 4aq/∆)a−s +
22s

√
πas−1

Γ(s)∆s−1/2
Γ(s− 1/2)ζEH(s− 1/2, 4aq/∆)

+
8(2π)s

Γ(s)∆s−1/2
√
2a

∞
∑

n=0

ns−1/2 cos(nπb/a)×

∑

d|n
d1−2s

(

∆+
4aq

d2

)s/2−1/4

Ks−1/2

(

πn

a

√

∆+
4aq

d2

)

,

(142)

with
∆ = 4ac− b2. (143)

For the same reason as in the Epstein-Hurwitz zeta function, only the first term contributes
at s = 0

F (0; a, b, c; q) = 2(−1/2) = −1. (144)

There is a formula for the derivative of this zeta function which is very useful for numerical
applications due to its quick convergence. Moreover, in the case q = 0, we can give a closed
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form for it. The reason is that, in this case, we can recast the zeta function in terms of the
Eisenstein series F (s; a, b, c; 0) = (cy)−sE(z, s), where

E(z, s) :=
∑

(m,n)∈Z2\{(0,0)}

ys

|mz + n|2s and z = x+ iy =
b+ i

√
∆

2c
. (145)

The latter has a simple formula for its derivative at 0 which arises as an alternative Kronecker
limit formula [28]

∂

∂s
E(z, s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

s=0

= −2 ln(2π)− ln
(

y|η(z)|4
)

. (146)

This result and (144) in turn yield a formula for the derivative we are interested in

∂

∂s
F (s; a, b, c; 0)

∣

∣

∣

∣

s=0

= ln(cy)− 2 ln(2π)− ln
(

y|η(z)|4
)

= −2 ln

(

2π√
c
|η(z)|2

)

. (147)
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