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Abstract
The relativistic correction for the Yukawa potential needs to be considered in self-interacting
dark matter, neutron star binaries and non-static quark pairs. To avoid tedious calculations in
non-relativistic effective field theory, we propose a new classicization scenario focusing on the cor-
respondence between quantum states and classical observables, which both describe the evolution
of their own systems. We classicize the Yukawa interaction through this method and expand the
potential to the next-to-leading order of the relativistic correction, which reproduces the same

results in effective Yukawa field theory.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Yukawa theory is widely used to describe the interaction between fermions through a
scalar mediator. In dark phenomenology, self-interacting dark matter (SIDM) seems to be
a better explanation for observed galactic structures than collisionless models. This is espe-
cially so for dark matter cores in low-mass galaxies, which can be understood via Yukawa
interaction between cold dark matter particles[1]. In a neutron star (NS) binary system, each
NS can create axions that act as light scalar mediators and undergo Yukawa interaction[2-4].
However, recent research shows that explaining the structures of galaxies and galaxy clusters
requires a velocity-dependent SIDM model[1, 5-10]. Theoretical explanations for GW170817
data encourage us to investigate relativistic corrections for Yukawa interaction[3]. Further-
more, if we consider charmonium moving in a quark-gluon plasma, it is also important to
include relativistic corrections for the Yukawa-like interaction term|[11]. Usually, we use ef-
fective field theory approaching non-relativistic effective field theory (NREFT) from the full
Lagrangian. Although NREFT is sometimes a little tedious, the subjects we are interested
in may be classical like neutron stars. Therefore, we seek a fully classical Yukawa interaction
that includes relativistic corrections.

There are several popular procedures for constructing a classical theory from a given
quantum field theory. Such methods can be roughly classified into two categories. One is
the h — 0 scenario proposed by Planck and Einstein separately to research the low frequency
and high temperature asymptotic behavior of blackbody radiation. In this case, the energy
spectrum converges to the classical equipartition theorem. The other is the N — oo scenario
introduced by Bohr in his correspondence principle, in which the classical theory emerges
from the quantized one when the size of the system goes to infinity. (Strictly speaking, the
N — oo limit can be mathematically viewed as a special case of the A — 0 scenario. However,
their underlying physical situations are quite different[12].) In quantum field theory, there
is another method. One can replace the field in the quantized Lagrangian with solutions
of the equation of motion[13, 14]. However, none of them can explain the classical world,
though they give some equations looking formally like classical theory.

For the h — 0 scenario, we may consider such a classicization procedure with a path
integral. For example, in a path integral, each path z(t) beginning at t; and ending at o
is associated with a weight function "2 I we take the limit i — 0, only the path
extreme action 0S(x;ty,t2) = 0 can coherently survive. According to the stationary ac-

tion principle, the remaining path is the solution of the classical equation of motion. This
means we have to write the classical theory from the quantized one[15]. Some researchers
prefer embedding A into a geometric quantization to investigate the different mathematical
structures between classical and quantum theory[16-18]. In these cases, we hope that a
quantum system described by a Hilbert space and operator algebras that act irreducibly on
the Hilbert space can return to the symplectic manifolds in classical mechanics when we
impose the limit A~ — 0. However, the A — 0 scenario does not always work well in path
integral or geometric classicization. Classical behavior in quantum field theory can only be
seen from special observables and states[12, 18]. For example, fermion dynamics classiciza-
tion via the i — 0 limit is physically unsound. The Grassmann numbers in quantum field



theory break the Poisson structure in the A — 0 limit[19, 20]. Another serious problem is
that we may not even be able to take the limit 7 — 0 in some cases. Applying such a limit
to quantum field theory may not be a good approximation because of the infinite degrees of
freedom. To illustrate the potential problem, we focus on scalar field theory for convenience
but without loss of generality. The action of a spinless field can be written as

/dt/ [ <8<bxt)) 2(8(?((92 t)) _%mzqéz(gj’t)]

This can be regularized through a lattice, and the weight function of the path integral
becomes

o <Z%) _ eXp{ h/dt; [2 <a¢gt( )) % <¢n+1(t)a— ¢n(t))2 3 %mzaﬁ(t)]}

which presents & in the denominator with numerator a. It is worth noting that the A — 0
limit does not truly take the dimensional constant h to 0. Instead, we take limiting cases
of parameters associated with A, such as taking the high temperature limit (putting hv/kT
into 0 by taking 7' — o0) to recover the classical theory of blackbody radiation. However,
in our problem, a is an infinitesimal parameter that avoids the need to take the A — 0 limit.
The h — 0 limit therefore raises ambiguities in such situations.

In this work, we propose a new classicization scenario to avoid the A — 0 limit. A
quantum system is described in terms of states in Hilbert space while classical theory is

described in terms of fields or physical observables. The differences between these two
descriptions encourage us to research the corresponding relations in both. Coherent states
in a quantum system correspond most closely to classical theory. However, coherent states
are usually presented as eigenstates of creation and annihilation operators. In other words,
coherent states are presented in Fock space, where it is hard to investigate the relations
between quantum states and classical fields or observables. To explain the structures of
coherent states precisely, we derive them in a new procedure where we treat the coherent
states in a representative space spanned by the eigenstates of quantum field operators. We
take Yukawa theory as a research model. States that look like Gaussian wave packets can
be interpreted as quantum states corresponding to classical fields. If we evaluate Gaussian
wave packet-like states in a representative space spanned by eigenstates of quantized fields,
we discover that the evolution of quantum states under a specific Hamiltonian coincides
with the Hamilton equation of motion in classical field theory. This surprising coincidence
implies that we can treat a function in the wave packet as a classical canonical variable, and
the correspondence emerges from this interpretation. Consequently, we conclude that the
classicization is finished.

Once we write down the classical and relativistically invariant Lagrangian or Hamiltonian,
which has two separate components for fermionic particles and a bosonic field, we can derive
the equation of motion from these two components. The solution for the bosonic part
describes the interaction between two fermions. To consider the relativistic correction to
arbitrary order of v/c, we just need to expand the relativistic bosonic field induced by a



moving charged particle to any order we want. The procedure is just like the relativistic
correction in electrodynamics[21]. Using this together with the fermion Lagrangian, we can
get the relativistically corrected Yukawa potential to any order. However, the solution to
an equation of motion in Yukawa interaction is much more difficult than in electrodynamics
because the retarded potential in electrodynamics only depends on one trajectory point,
while in Yukawa theory, the retarded potential depends on all trajectory points in the past
light cone because of the mass term.

This paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we first review classical and quantum
electrodynamics and propose a classicization conjecture based on these two theories. We
then use the conjecture in Yukawa theory to reproduce the Yukawa potential. Finally, we
systematically classicize Yukawa theory through correspondence between quantum states
and classical observables. In Sec. III, we solve the equation of motion for a bosonic field
and consider the relativistic corrections to the next-to-leading order. Section IV presents
discussion and conclusions.

II. CLASSICIZATION OF QUANTUM FIELD THEORY

In this section, we introduce classicization of Yukawa interaction to indicate how we
can write the classical action or Lagrangian from a given quantum field, and suggest what
happens when we revert to classical theory from quantum field theory.

We focus on quantum electrodynamics (QED) first because both quantum and classical
theory are well established. Through classicization of QED, we explain the physical and
mathematical meaning obtained from the procedure II A. Then, we investigate classical
Yukawa theory analogized to QED classicization. To confirm the validity of the analogy
or conjecture, we calculate the Lagrangians for both fermionic particles and bosonic fields
to the lowest order, which reproduces the Yukawa potential and Newton’s second law of
motion I B. Finally, we systematically demonstrate why the conjecture is true. We use the
fermionic field to describe the matter field and the bosonic field to represent the interaction
between matter fields. In classical field theory, we prefer to use the particle concept rather
than the fermionic field, which requires some procedure to reduce the quantum field theory

to the particle version. We treat this procedure systematically in the final part of the section
I1C.

A. QED classicization

QED is the most precise and best known theory for which calculation agrees with exper-
iment. For example, the theoretical prediction of an anomalous magnetic moment agrees
remarkably well with experimental data. We also have a good understanding of both the
quantized and classical theories of electromagnetism. Therefore, we can compare QED with
the classical theory to understand classicization. We write the QED Lagrangian first:

. 1 .
ﬁQED = —MM”@L@D - m¢¢ - ZF/WF;W + 6¢7”¢Au (1)



For classical electrodynamics (ignoring the magnetic moment of the particle), the action
can be written as

S&QED = —/ mds + 6/Audl'“

1 (2)

SeED = / d'z (—EF‘“’FW + j“AH)
where ds = /1 —v2dt is the Lorentz invariant spacetime interval and J* is the electric
current density. The first equation is the action for a charged particle in an electromagnetic
field while the second represents the evolution of the electromagnetic field for a given source.
It should be noted that we cannot combine S{gp, and Sy, directly into a total action such
as Sqep = Shep + Sdep in classical theory. The quantity A, is the external electromagnetic
potential in Sé)ED. If A, is the total electromagnetic potential, it will diverge at the position
of the point-like charged particle. Furthermore, the corresponding Lagrangians for S(IZ,)ED
and S3g, are separate:

(3)

1 |
LiEp = —ZFM F + 7" Ay

The equation of motion for each Lagrangian or Lagrangian density yields the Lorentz force
law and the Maxwell equations:

%M@?) _(E+vxB)

B F™ = —j"

(4)

Therefore, comparing L(lgED and EéED with Lqgp, we can draw a conjecture for writing
down the classical Lagrangian for a given quantum field and reverting to classical theory.

Conjecture: For a bosonic field, we just copy the form of a quantum field Lagrangian.
For a point particle, we have the following correspondence:

— iy O — mabp — —mV/1 — 02 (5)

B. Towards classicization of Yukawa theory

With the correspondence between quantum and classical theory, we try to classicize
Yukawa theory in this section. Using a procedure similar to that in IT A, we start with the
Yukawa interaction Lagrangian in quantum field theory and use the conjecture to write the
classical Yukawa Lagrangian. We expect the first order to reproduce Newton’s second law
of motion and the Yukawa potential. Yukawa interaction has almost the same structure as
QED interaction but a simplified Lagrangian:

_ - 1 1 -
Lkawa = —17" 1) — muyhyp — 50,00"¢ — §m§¢2 — govy (6)
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where m; and ms are the fermion and boson masses, respectively. Guided by the conjecture
in [T A, we can infer the following correspondence:

—ipy" O 1h — (m + gd)bh — —(m + gp)V1 — v? (7)

Consequently, the classical Yukawa interaction action yields
Sﬁl(ukawa == / (m + ng) ds

(8)
2 . (1 n Lo .
SYukawa = d'z §a,u¢a ¢ - §m2¢ _.](b
where j is the classical external source. It is worth noting that there is a scalar current
in both quantum and classical theory in addition to the vector current. Classical Yukawa
interaction contributes a mass correction for a particle acted on by a force, which is different
from electrodynamics. We tend to consider the equation of motion for two actions. If we
consider only a point source created by another Yukawa-type charged particle, the equation

— ¢+ Vie—mip = g\/1 = 73(t1)d(r1 — ra(th)) 9)

(m + 90) ﬁ] = —g\/1-71V10 (10)
-7

of motion yields

dt

where 74(t1) is the trajectory of the source and 7 is the position vector of the forced particle.
The equation of motion for a bosonic field is obviously a wave equation with a nonlinear
source term g/1 — 73(t1)0(r1 — 73(t1)). For such a wave equation, it is convenient to write
the solution as a Green function:

(b(’l”l,'f’g,tl) = /dtgg\/ 1-— T%(tz)G (T'l,’r'g;tl,tg) (11)

where G (71, 72;t1, 1) is the Green function

e, (r1, 795t o) + ViG (11,725 1, ta) — m3G (11, 7a; b1, t2)

= 5 (’l"l — 7"2) 5 (tl — tg) (12>

Obviously, G (rq,79;t1,t5) is the Green function of a massive scalar field, for which the
solution is just the propagator for a massive scalar field:

G( it ) _ dgp [ ip(z—y) _ —i:n(w—y)} (13)
T1,T251l1,02) =1 2p0(2ﬂ')3 e e

Because we consider the time-like region and the Green function depends only on 7y — 7y, we
can just evaluate G(0,t) to get the exact solution through a Lorentz boost. Hence, without
loss of generality, we focus on G(0,1') first:
2
2

/ m / m / /
G (O,t ) = 47Tt/J1 (mgt ) + f(s (mgt ) Yi (mgt ) (14)
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where ¢/ = Vt? —r? and r = |r; — 73| is the distance between the source and the particle
acted on by the force. The general solution of the Green function (15) is the boosted G(0,t'),

where ¢ is replaced by the spacetime interval \/(tg — 1) — (1 — ra(ty))*:

(t2))2J1 <m2\/ (ty— 11)2 — (1 — r2(t2))2>

mo

47?\/(152 — t1)2 — (ry — 1o

v %35 <m2\/(t2 1) — (r — rQ(t2))2) Yi <m2\/(t2 —t1)* = (r1 — r2<t2))2)
(15)

G (T17r2;t17t2) =

The quantities J; and Y; are Bessel functions of the first and second kind. Note that the
term proportional to Y] is canceled by the boundary term in integration by parts. Therefore,
we can focus on the first term only. Substituting the Green function (15) into the solution
for the equation of motion (11), we find that

¢ (r1,ro,t1) = [ dtagy/1 — 73(t2) 12
/ ! 47T\/(t2 — )" — (11 — 7a(t2))? (16)
s (st = 0 = (1) = )

To check the validity of the correspondence in Yukawa theory, we consider a special
case where 7y is time-dependent. If we keep the lowest order of 1/c¢ and use a variable
transformation, the solution for the equation of motion is

1 (ot = 0" = (o) = )

ma

dts
/ L= ) — (@) — o))

- § exp (—mz|Ti(t1) — T2(t
T dxfry(t) — ra(ty)] p (=malri(t1) — r2(t1)])

p(r1 — 1o, ty) =

(17)

which exactly reproduces the Yukawa potential describing interaction between nucleons[22]:
V(r) = -2 (18)

Substituting the solution for the equation of motion into (10) and considering also the
lowest order, we can go back to Newton’s second law of motion:

d .
m1a7°1 =—gVi0 (19)

Accordingly, we can conclude the conjecture is valid because it reproduces the Yukawa
potential and the equation of motion for a particle under a force in a Yukawa potential.
However, the physical insight in that conjecture is not as clear. In the next section, we
derive the classical theory more carefully and look for a systematic method that reveals the
physical meaning of the conjecture.



C. Systematic approach to classicization

In quantum field theory, particles are viewed as excitations of a field, which is a little
different from classical field theory. In the latter, we prefer to write the Lagrangian in
separate parts, one for point-like particles and the other for fields. Therefore, to analyze
classical field theory, we split the Yukawa Lagrangian into two parts:

Wy = =iy 0,0 — mahp — gounp

20
Wy = —50,00"6 — Zmidd” — g6) .
where j is interpreted as a classical external source and can be derived from quantum theory,
which will be presented later. The first Lagrangian W, describes a massive fermionic field
interacting with a bosonic field, which is like the classical Lagrangian for a particle in a
Yukawa-type field. The second part W, is nearly the Lagrangian for a free scalar field
except for a classical external source. In the next two subsections, we will systematically
prove the correspondence between classical and quantum theory.

1.  The quantum state corresponding to the classical field

In quantum field theory, we use the quantum states in Hilbert space to describe the
evolution of the system, while preferring to choose the field ¢(z,t) itself and its conjugate
momentum 7(z,t) in classical field theory. Thus, if we want to classicize a quantum field
theory and revert, we need to figure out the relation between these two different evolution
frameworks. Quantum field theory has more degrees of freedom than classical theory and
can include more complex physical phenomena. This means there are some states that
cannot be governed by classical theory, such as squeezed states, and we do not consider
such states in this paper. We focus on states that can work in both quantum and classical
theory. Therefore, if we find a quantum state |p(t)) that corresponds to the classical fields
¢(x,t) and 7(z,t), then the time evolution of these classical fields can be derived via the
time evolution of the quantum state |p(¢)). In this part, we focus on the states associated
with the classical field that will help us show that W, truly yields classical Yukawa field
theory.

Let us recall that the vacuum state |2) corresponds to the classical field consisting of
¢(z,t) = 0 and w(x,t) = 0. We can use the Gaussian ansatz to write the vacuum state wave
function[23]:

1) = Mo { -1 [ Patyea oo | @1

where |¢) is the eigenstate of the operator gzg(ac) with the eigenvalue ¢(x), and £(x,y) is the
kernel determined by the definition of the annihilation operator:

d3p ip-(x—
E(w,y):/@ﬂ)gep( y)Ep (22)

8



We focus on the vacuum state wave function that looks like a Gaussian wave packet with
the center located at ¢(z) = 0. This wave function can be generalized to a form in which
the center of the wave packet is located at ¢(x) = ¢.(x). We can write the general Gaussian
wave ansatz on the basis of this generalization:

i) = Newp {4 [ Padyie. o) - f@low) - @]} @

where A is the normalization coefficient, f(x) is an arbitrary function and f(x) is the
expected center location for a non-vacuum state wave packet. For a classical field theory to
describe quantum states, its phase space or configuration space should be a closed subspace
of the quantized theory. Therefore, if a classical field truly corresponds to a quantum
state with the wave function represented in (23), then the wave function should maintain a
Gaussian ansatz during its evolution:

lott) =N exp{ =5 [ Padyet@wlol) - fla0low - w0} @

where [p(t)) is a time-dependent state defined by the time evolution operator |p(t)) =
e "t |p) and H is the field Hamiltonian:

- 1 Loy 1, .
H= /d% {57%2 - §(V¢)2 + §m§¢2 + gqﬁj} + A (25)

where A is the vacuum energy. Note that all states or wave functions are governed by the
Schrodinger equation, which indicates that we can determine the normalization coefficient
N(t) and the center function f(x,t). Furthermore, the consistency of the Schrodinger
equation and general Gaussian wave function will prove our ansatz. The calculation is a
little tedious, so the details are presented in Appendix A. We just show the final results for
the normalization coefficient N (¢) and center function f(a,t):

N0 = Noosp {4 [ @etye@ @ nrw.n - 5o [ o [ Puitwniwn} oo

F(@,0) = fula,t) + / PyE (2. y) foly, 1 (27)

where £_1(x,y) is a newly defined kernel function presented in Appendix A. fi(x,t) and
fa(, t) are both real functions that are the solutions of the following equations:

fl(w7t> :f2(m7t)
f2(w7t> = vzfl(wvt) - mgfl(w7t> - g.j(mvt)

For the classical field, the Hamiltonian is just the quantized one with operators rather
than real functions:

(28)

1 1 1 .
Ho= [0 |52+ 3 (V60" + gmded + g0, 29
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The equations of motion can be derived from the Hamiltonian principle:

gz'Sc(ar;,t) = m.(x, 1)

ol t) = V2u(@, 1) — (@, ) — gi(a, 1 (30)

We find that f; and f; obey the same equations as ¢. and 7.. Consequently, we can treat the
two center functions fi(x,t) and fo(a,t) as the classical field function ¢.(x,t) and conjugate
momentum 7.(x,t). In other words, the evolution of the wave packet center functions is
governed by the classical Lagrangian or Hamiltonian. Replacing fi(x,t) and fo(x,t) with
¢c(x,t) and 7.(x,t), we can rewrite the time-dependent wave function as

ol =N exp{ =5 [ Padyee.y) (o) - ane 0 o(w) - 0w, 1)

X exp {z / d?’a:m(ac,t)qﬁ(a:)}

N'(t) = N(t) exp {% /d3a:d3y€_1(ac,y)ﬁc(w,t)ﬁc(y,t) — i/d3w7rc(a:,t)¢c(ac,t)} (32)

(31)

where

The time-dependent wave function is a Gaussian wave packet located around ¢.(x,t) and
¢c(y,t) with a group velocity 7.(x,t).

Because the normalization coefficient A/'(t) does not contain the variable ¢(x), the terms
containing ¢ in the probability distribution obey the relation

[ (Dl (1)) |* ~ exp {— / dad’yE(z,y) [o(x) — d(z,1)] [$(y) — del(y. t)]} (33)

To confirm that the wave packet is localized at ¢.(x,t) and ¢.(y,t), we treat the probability
distribution (33) carefully. For convenience, we define the functional F[¢] as

Flo) = / Padye (x, y) Ad() Ad(y) (34)

where A¢(x) = ¢(x) — ¢o(x,t) and Ap(y) = ¢(y) — é.(y,t). We consider the Fourier
transformation for ¢(x, t):

Bofe) = [ Eholk)™e (35)

In the Fourier space, F'[¢] can be expressed in terms of ¢(k):
Fl¢] = /d3k\/m|¢(k)|2 >0 (36)
The non-negative property of F[¢] shows that F[¢(x)] reaches its minimum when A¢(x) =
d(x) — ¢e(x,t) = 0. This means that | (¢|p(t)) |> ~ e FI¢] decreases as ¢ goes away from

¢.. Furthermore, &(x,y) oc e ™* ¥ — 0 when x —y — o0, so the entanglement between
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quantum states with a large spatial separation becomes weak. The state localizes somewhere
when viewed from a macro perspective. Therefore, we can conclude that the wave function
is a kind of wave packet centered around the classical field ¢.(x,t).

A Gaussian wave packet is usually centered at some position in real or momentum space.
However, the expression for (31) cannot tell us whether the quantum state centers around
7e(x,t). The remaining problem is whether the wave function is centered around 7.(x,t) in
the 7 representation. Thus, we need to investigate the wave function in the 7 representation.
The full calculation is shown in Appendix (B), and we show only the wave function here:

(ot ~exp { = [ eyt s(z)in) - ni@lmw) - w0l } 6D

Obviously, (m|¢(t)) is a wave packet centered around the classical field conjugate m.(x,t).
Therefore, the quantum state |p(t)) is a Gaussian wave function that truly corresponds to
the classical field consisting of ¢.(x,t) and 7.(x,t). The equation for the center function
coincides with the equation of motion for classical fields. With these two facts, we can
conclude that the evolution of the classical fields ¢(x,t) and 7w(x,t) is governed by the
second part of (20), and the Lagrangian is consistent with what we have derived from the
conjecture.

2. Wawve packet and particle

In this part, we show how to derive the classical Lagrangian for a particle in an external
field from W in (20). There are no fermionic fields in classical theory, which means reverting
to classical theory from quantum field theory requires a method to reduce the fermionic field
to the classical Lagrangian. The evolution of systems in quantum field theory is through
quantum states, which implies that a wave packet with a special shape corresponds to a
particle located somewhere. In the following, we demonstrate the relation between wave
packets and particles.

We work in the Heisenberg picture, where the time dependence of operators is determined
by the Hamiltonian including a classical external field ¢(x,t) but no other interaction term.
The equation of motion for a fermionic field in the Heisenberg picture can be derived from
the quantized Lagrangian or Hamiltonian:

m%z&(:p, t) = —ihca - Vip(x, t) + (mc? + ¢) B (x, 1) (38)

= (2%) =40

Note that variables in the equation of motion are still operators. In classical theory, all

where

physical quantities are c-numbers, not operators. In full quantum theory, the state space is
the full Hilbert space, while in classical theory there is no particle creation or annihilation,
and only one particle state evolves. We thus need to reduce the full Hilbert space to a

11



subspace consisting of only the one particle state where the operators in the equation of
motion revert to the c-number.

The wave function for one particle state ) (not necessarily the eigenstate of the field
operator) is defined as

Y(@) = (Q P(,0) [$) (40)

Then, the time-dependent wave function is

d(@, 1) = (Q(2,0) [(t) = (A ala, 0)e™ ™ [v)) = (Qf fu(, 1) [¥) (41)
In one particle state |¢)) and vacuum state |€2) on both sides of the equation of motion (38),
we get a wave function version of the Dirac equation with a classical field ¢(x, t):

ih%w(a}, t) = ca-pY(z,t) + (mc® + @)Y (z, t) (42)

For convenience, we assume the external classical field is static, ¢(x,t) = ¢(x), and denote
the energy of the state as . Then, the equation of motion yields

ca - pp(z,t) + (me® + §) By (a, t) = B(w,t) (43)

We write the four-component wave function ¢ (x,t) as

v = (%) (1)

where ¢ and y are two-component wave functions. Then the equation of motion can be
written as

co - ﬁX(wu t) = (E - mc2 - ¢)(p(w7 t)
co - pp(x,t) = (E +mc + d)x(,1)
For normal particles, £ > 0, so we can express ¢(x,t) in terms of the Pauli matrices,
momentum operator, energy and the classical field ¢:
h
Vo-p—a-(Voxp)lp(x,t)+[(mc?+¢) +cp*lp(x, t) = E*p(x,t) (46
a7 lV o (VoxBlle(e )+ (met 4o +Ble(a. 1) = Belm.1) (45)
The term V¢ - p is not Hermitian and represents the interaction with antiparticles. Thus,
this term does not have classical correspondence. The term o - (V¢ x p) is the interaction
arising from particle spin, just like the interaction between a magnetic moment and magnetic
field in electrodynamics. These two terms are both on the order of A, so we can ignore them
to first order. We also require the wave function ¢ of the one particle quantum state to be
a wave packet centered around position & and momentum p. Then, according to (46), we

(45)

can get the Hamiltonian of a classical particle in an external field:
H=E= /P +(me + o) (47)
The corresponding Lagrangian is

Lo = = [ dtlme? + VT= 02 (48)

which is the Lagrangian for a particle in a Yukawa-type external field. This has a structure
similar to that of the classical electromagnetic Lagrangian L<1;2ED in (3). This Lagrangian is
consistent with the one in (8), which is obtained through the conjecture.
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III. RELATIVISTIC CORRECTION OF THE YUKAWA POTENTIAL

In this section, we will introduce the relativistic correction for the Yukawa potential.
Starting from the general Yukawa interaction Lagrangian obtained from classicization, we
will take the velocity into consideration using essentially the same method in the relativistic
correction as for the Coulomb potential[21].

We first review the relativistic correction in QED. The classical Lagrangian for a charged
particle in an external electromagnetic field can be written as

L. = 2 'l"% e.
1 =-mc\/[1—— —ep+-11-A (49)
c c

where m is the particle mass and r; is the position vector of the charged particle. We can
extend the Lagrangian to include creation of an electromagnetic field by a moving charged
particle. We can use the Lienard-Wiechert potential to describe the potential created by a
moving charged particle:
€2
\rg — 1|+ 7o (reo—11)/C
ro
c \'rg — 1|+ 7o (re—171) /e

o=

(50)
A —

where 75 and ey are the position vector and charge of the source.

Lorentz or Galilean invariance constrains the field Lagrangian to be local, which means
that the Lagrangian can only depend on one time variable. Therefore, we need to express
the Lagrangian in terms of a time parameter of a particle under a force:

?:'2 . (T'g — T'l) r

ret: - - a o
Trer(t) =7 c +202

(72 - (rg — 7))

X
r2

’l;'g—l—'l";g'('l"g—'l“l)—f—

2] (51)

where 1. is the retarded distance between the source and particle under a force and r =
|ro — 71| is the real distance between these two particles. All the variables above only
depend on the time ¢t. Hence, the Lagrangian for a particle in an external electromagnetic
field created by another charged particle is

7“2 €162
———mlc\/l———mgcw ——2——
© (52)

€162 + (T'g — T'1 T'2 — T'l)
2¢? r 7’3

Yukawa interaction has nearly the same structure as in QED except that it is a scalar
interaction instead of a vector one. Therefore, we can write the relativistic correction for
Yukawa theory analogized to the Darwin correction for QED. We follow the same procedure
as in QED and start from the action derived from classicization of Yukawa theory:

5= [ ( 0,000 — Tm3o? —g\/l—r2<t1>6<m—r2<tl>>¢) ()
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To study the relativistic correction, we restore the speed of light ¢ absent from natural units.
Defining 7 = t, — t;, we can rewrite the solution for the equation of motion as

m dr ) Ji (m
¢ (r1,ro,t) = 4—2: /dyd—y\/l — K2P2(ty + m’)% (54)

where y = \/7'2 — (r1(ty) — 7oty + k7))* and its inverse 7 = \/y2 + (11(ty) — 7oty + K7))%,
and we have rewritten the integral variable as 7 = k7 where k = 1/c. We have dropped the
term o Y7 as we have explained in 11 B.

If we consider the relativistic correction only to O(1/c?), then T can be approximated as

1 1
T=VYP+r2+r-rk+ -——
2 /y2_|_,r.2

[1’“5 (y2 + 1“2) + Py 1) — iy (y2 + 7“2)] K2+ 0O(1/c%)
(55)

where r = 7r1(t;) — ro(t1). The Lorentz factor can be expanded in terms of x:

1= 23+ rr) =1 - %ff«g(tl)n? + 01/ (56)

Therefore, the solution for the equation of motion containing the relativistic correction to
order O(1/c?) yields

mor

. _ ‘ ) B
. . ]_ mor
& (1, ro ty) = ——Lemar I T2 TC + 29 72 7) < + 1) : (57)

4drr A4 2¢2  r de  2c2 mar r2

In the classicization procedure, we calculated the Lagrangian for a charged particle in a
Yukawa-type field created by another moving source. The Lagrangian for a Yukawa-type
field consists of two terms and is similar to that for a charged particle in electromagnetism.
One is the kinetic term for a charged particle and the other is the current-field interaction:

L=—m\/1-7{(t) — gp\/1 — 73 (1) (58)

where m; is the mass of the charged particle and ¢ is the Yukawa field created by a source,
which is actually the solution for the equation of motion calculated in (57). Therefore, the
Lagrangian for a particle in an external Yukawa field created by another charged particle is

L:—m“/l—?'“%—mgwl—f“%
. . 2.

—mar : : : 59
+g_26 ’ + {92 rioty g i+ g (1 m2) (7°2'7°)2(7°1'7°)] o mar (59)
4 r r

where we have added a derivative term that is absent in the action. We recall the definition
of a Lagrangian: L = T — V. Hence, we can read off the potential between two moving
Yukawa charged particles:

mor 2

e lf«l Py — (7] 4 75) — G +m2) GG T)] T (o)

V=—
4 7 8 T T
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The first term is the Yukawa potential describing interaction between nucleons[22]. The
other terms arise from the relativistic correction and depend on the velocity of both the
particle under the force and the source particle. The source remains stationary, so 7, = 0.
This reproduces the corrected screening Yukawa potential in [24], which is derived from
non-relativistic Yukawa potential theory up to some matching factors. We can impose
another limit, ms — 0, which reduces the Darwin correction for QED in (52) except for
a squared total momentum term. The difference between the massless limits in Yukawa
theory and QED is that the single particle Lagrangian in an external Yukawa field is not
consistent with QED. Let us recall the Lagrangian for a charged particle in an external
electromagnetic field is L = —mq/1 — 7?+ep—eA-7, while that for the Yukawa interaction
is L = —my\/1—7%(t;) — gp/1 — 73(t1). Obviously, the two Lagrangians have different

structures.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed a new method to classicize quantum field theory. This is
different from the usual A — 0 or N — oo procedure in that we do not take any limit, which
avoids the ambiguity caused by such limits. Starting from the quantized Lagrangian, we
can write down the wave packet for a quantum state in the representative space spanned by
field eigenstates, which reveals that the wave function is Gaussian. The time evolution of
a wave packet coincides with the classical Hamiltonian equation of motion. We classicized
Yukawa theory to show the physical meaning of our classicization method. Meanwhile, we
obtained classical Yukawa theory but preserved relativistic invariance. Then, we calculated
the next-to-leading order correction O(v/c), which may be used for interaction between
nucleons[11, 25] and dark matter phenomenology. Specifically, if dark matter particles move
at a velocity comparable to the speed of light, it is necessary to consider the relativistic
correction for the Yukawa potential between two particles|[1, 5-10].

It should be noted that our relativistic correction almost reproduces the results derived
from NREFT[24]. Fortunately, we do not need to calculate some coefficients that need
to be evaluated by matching the physical processes between the full theory and NREFT.
Nevertheless, there are some differences between the two relativistic corrections. First, we
ignored the terms associated with the particle spin and gradient of ¢ in (46), which contribute
to d(r) and L-S in NREFT. Second, we did not consider the radiation of bosonic fields, and
we did not have the imaginary term in our potential. These two differences can be understood
and canceled through careful calculation. There is still an additional term o (7 - 7) (79 - T)
in our result, but this is consistent with earlier works[3, 25-27]. This may be caused by the
retarding effect, but we still do not know how to explain the difference rigorously.

We should also mention that the key point of our method is the quantum states cor-
responding to the classical observables. It is not difficult to find the quantum states for
theories without complex interaction. For example, we know the quantum state for Yukawa
theory is a nearly Gaussian wave packet. However, this may not be so obvious for compli-
cated interaction. We do not yet know how to write the quantum states for QED owing to
gauge invariance. This encourages us to find a general method to calculate the quantum
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states for an arbitrary theory in future work.
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Appendix A: Calculation for N (¢t) and f(z,t)

In this section, we consider the evolution of a given quantum state in the Schrodinger
picture. A general state that can revert to classical field theory looks like a coherent state
with a Gaussian wave function(23). To continue our calculation, we first define two new
kernel functions £_;(x,y) and &z, y):

— d’p 1 ip-(z—y)
5—1(w7y) - / (27T)3 E_pe (Al)
&y, z) = /d3m5(m y)E€(z, z) :/ ’p P2 g2 (A2)
b ) ) (271_)3 p
The kernel & acts as the Hamiltonian for any arbitrary function g(x):

[ #aga(@ @) = Vo) + mgly) (A3)

The following are the relations between the three kernel functions £_;, £ and &,:
[ #at@ )@ =iy - » (A4)
/d3w82(:c,y)8_1(w, z)=E(y, z) (A5)

It is convenient to calculate the Schrodinger equation in the ¢ representation. In this
representation, the momentum operator acts as a gradient functional operator. For a general
state in this representation, we have

w* (¢lp) = E(=, ) (l) —/dgyé’(w,y)[é(y)— f(y)]/dgzé’(w,Z)[cb(Z) — f(2)](¢le)
(A6)

Considering the property (A2), we find that

/ Pei? (¢]p) = / P28 (2, x) (o) / dy / P2l6(y) — F@)][6(2) - F (2w, 2) (Bl¢)
(A7)
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Then, we let the Hamiltonian act on a given quantum state (23) and consider the property
(A3):

Al = [@af |57+ 5 (v9) +1m§é2+g<&7] +C}lole)

= {—%/dgy/d?’zf(y) z)E(y, z /d3 /dng z)&(y,z)  (A8)

1
ta [ Bzo@i@n+ 5 [ et + o] i
Recall that the time evolutions of the state |p) and wave function are separate:
lo(t)) = e |p(t = 0)) (A9)

(ol =N exp{ =5 [ Padye@ylola) - fe0low - w01} (A1)

The time-dependent normalization coefficient arises from the evolution of the wave func-
tion, which suggests that we can write the time-dependent coefficient as N (t) = Nye! ),
where F'(f,t) depends on the center position function f and time t. We can consider the
Schrodinger equation to calculate the explicit form of f and F' in the quantum state. For
the time derivative term, we have

S 01e(0) = o [eer 0 exp {5 [ @ryé e wlote) - se0otw) ~ riw.01]}]

~{ [ ¢ty i@iow - w0+ 5F00 ) @)
(A11)

Hence, with both sides of the Schrodinger equation (A8) and (A11), the full time-dependent
Schrodinger equation can be expressed as

; { [ @iyt vt nlow) - 1w+ g FG, t>} (1)

- [——/d?’ /d3zf y, ) f(z,0)E(y, 2 /d3 /d3zf Y, t)p(2)E(y,2z)  (Al2)

v [ o, +§ [ @atta.a)+a] ole)

The Schrodinger equation is valid for any arbitrary ¢, which constrains the correspondence
between both sides of (A12):

i / Pzé (@, y) f(a.t) = / P f(@, 1)z, ) + iy, 1) (A13)

i [ Pedyete ) i@ nsw - ig 0 =5 [y [ Pwofe0am.2) (1)

t
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1 3
A= _§/d x&(x,x) (A15)

For convenience, we separate f into real and imaginary parts:

f(@,0) = fula, ) +i / dPyE (. y) faly, 1 (A16)

where f; and f, are both real. Substituting (A16) into (A13), we obtain

i [ P i)~y =i [ @20 T )+ md v+ 03y,

(A17)
where we have used the relation (A3). Comparing the real and imaginary parts of both sides
in (A17), we find the relation between the real part f; and imaginary part fo:

—fa(y.t) = =V fi(y, t) + m3 fr(y, 1) + gi(y, 1)

A
fi(@,t) = fa(z,t) (A18)

We can then write the time derivative of the center position function f(a,t) in terms of the
real part fi(ax,t) and imaginary part fo(a,t):

F@.t) = folm, t) — i / Bz €@, 2) fu(2,1) + g€ (m, 2)j(2,1)] (A19)

Finally, substituting (A19) and (A16) into (Al4), we can work out the explicit form of
F(f,t) in terms of the center function f(x,t) and classical external source j(x,t):

FUR) = =1 [ ded'ye@ )@ w0 - 50 [ dr [duitnfwn) @40

where t( is an arbitrary initial time. The normalization coefficient yields

i I )
N = Nooww { - [ ety @t - g0 [ i [ Eiwniwn]
to
(A21)
Appendix B: Wave function in the 7 representation
To demonstrate whether the wave function of the quantum state is localized around
7., we can calculate the Gaussian wave function in the 7 representation. The eigenstate

and eigenvalue of the conjugate momentum operator 7(x) are |r) and m(x), which means
7(x) |7y = w(x) |7). The commutation relation of 7(x) and ¢(x) yields

im) = Coxp i [ dan(e)ota) (B1)
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Using completeness, we can write the wave function for state |p(t)) in the 7 representa-
tion:

(et = [ Do talo) (6lole)
~oce {i [ Eefnien - r@loen
« [poe{ =5 [@atve@uo@om) +i [ e - sl
(82

To finish the integral, we define an orthogonal matrix T'(x, ') to diagonalize the matrix
E(z,y):
[ Patyre.a)e@ ) Ty.y) = o - ) (83)

Considering the normalization condition (A4) for the kernel function £(x.y), we can explic-
itly write the auxiliary matrix T'(x, 2'):

dp 1

)= [ Gy NG

ip(z—y) (B4)

To finish diagonalizing with the auxiliary matrix T'(x, ), we need to change the integration
variable ¢ to ¢’ via

o) = / PeT(z, )¢ () (B5)

and change the measure of the integral to
D¢(x) = JD¢'(x') (B6)

where J = |det[T'(x, «')]| is the determinant of the auxiliary matrix. Then, the integral in
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(B2) can be finished:

Jroen{=; [ Eetys@yo@ow i [ ol - sl

=7 [Dores { -5 [ Patyey) [(EaT@e)d@) [Py Tiyy)dw)
+i [ @aln(ent) - n(@) [ EaT(@, w'>¢<w'>}

—J/D¢ exp{——/d3:c¢ +z/d3 /d3wT:c x') — 7(x )]¢(w)}

] [ po@)en{ - jaasia)o@) +ide [ datima)ls c<w,t>—w<w>]¢<w'>}

-] [ ps@ e |- s @)@ cos{ @ [ Eotie i - rao))

_ Jl;[ ( ﬁ) exp {_% / P / Pl (@, )z, {) — 7(z)] / YT (y, @) [r(y.t) - w(yn}

— JC”eXp{—%/d3a:’/d3a:T(m,m')[7rc(m,t) —w(w)]/dgyT(y,w’)[ﬂc(y,t) —W(y)]}
(B7)

where C" =[] (\/7_1'/ %d?’w’) is a constant. Furthermore, substituting (B7) into (B2), we

can work out the integral:

(m|p(t)) = JN'(t)CC" exp {z’/dga:[wc(a:, t) — w(a:)]gbc(m,t)}
X exp{ — % /d3w’/d3wT(a:, ) [me(x, t) — m(x)] /d3yT(y, ) [me(y,t) — W(y)]}
= JN"(t)C" exp { — i/dgam(ac)gbc(ac,t)}

X exp{ — % /d?’mdgy(/dgw'T(w, T (y, w')) [7e(x, t) — 7(x)][me(y, t) — W(y)]}
(B8)

where N = N'(t) exp [i [ d®xr.(z,t)¢.(x,t)] is the new normalization coefficient.
Note that the integral of the auxﬂlary matrix can be simplified further in terms of the
kernel function & (x,y):

/d3w’T(w,w’)T(y,w’) = / (;l p;sél ePEY — £ (x,y) (B9)
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Therefore, the final expression of the wave function in the 7 representation is
(mlp(t)) = JN"(t)C" exp {—z’/d%cw(w)@(w,t)}

<o { = [ aye (@) - m@ i) - mu.0)]
(B10)

Therefore, the wave function is a Gaussian wave packet with the center located around 7 (x)
and 7(y).

[1] A. Loeb and N. Weiner, Cores in dwarf galaxies from dark matter with a yukawa potential,
Physical Review Letters 106 (2011) 171302.

[2] A. Hook and J. Huang, Probing azions with neutron star inspirals and other stellar
processes, Journal of High Energy Physics 2018 (2017) 36 [1708.08464].

[3] J. Huang, M.C. Johnson, L. Sagunski, M. Sakellariadou and J. Zhang, Prospects for axion
searches with advanced ligo through binary mergers, Phys. Rev. D 99, 063013 (2019) (2018)
[1807.02133].

[4] J. Zhang, Z. Lyu, J. Huang, M.C. Johnson, L. Sagunski, M. Sakellariadou et al., First
constraints on nuclear coupling of axionlike particles from the binary neutron star
gravitational wave event gwl70817, 2105.13963.

[5] J.L. Feng, M. Kaplinghat, H. Tu and H.-B. Yu, Hidden Charged Dark Matter,

JCAP 07 (2009) 004 [0905.3039].

[6] L. Ackerman, M.R. Buckley, S.M. Carroll and M. Kamionkowski, Dark Matter and Dark
Radiation, Phys. Rev. D 79 (2009) 023519 [0810.5126].

[7] M.R. Buckley and P.J. Fox, Dark Matter Self-Interactions and Light Force Carriers,
Phys. Rev. D 81 (2010) 083522 [0911.3898].

[8] J.L. Feng, M. Kaplinghat and H.-B. Yu, Halo Shape and Relic Density Exclusions of
Sommerfeld-Enhanced Dark Matter Explanations of Cosmic Ray Excesses,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 104 (2010) 151301 [0911.0422].

[9] L.G. van den Aarssen, T. Bringmann and C. Pfrommer, Is dark matter with long-range

interactions a solution to all small-scale problems of \ Lambda CDM cosmology?,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 109 (2012) 231301 [1205.5809].

[10] M. Kaplinghat, S. Tulin and H.-B. Yu, Dark Matter Halos as Particle Colliders: Unified
Solution to Small-Scale Structure Puzzles from Dwarfs to Clusters,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016) 041302 [1508.03339).

[11] M. Mannarelli and R. Rapp, Hadronic modes and quark properties in the quark-gluon
plasma, Phys.Rev. C72 (2005) 064905 (2005) [hep-ph/0505080].

[12] N.P. Landsman, Between classical and quantum, quant-ph/0506082.

[13] D. Anselmi, Fakeons, microcausality and the classical limit of quantum gravity,
Classical and Quantum Gravity 36 (2019) 065010 [1809.05037].

21


https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevlett.106.171302
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2018)036
https://arxiv.org/abs/1708.08464
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.99.063013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.02133
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.13963
https://doi.org/10.1088/1475-7516/2009/07/004
https://arxiv.org/abs/0905.3039
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.79.023519
https://arxiv.org/abs/0810.5126
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.81.083522
https://arxiv.org/abs/0911.3898
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.104.151301
https://arxiv.org/abs/0911.0422
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.109.231301
https://arxiv.org/abs/1205.5809
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.041302
https://arxiv.org/abs/1508.03339
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.72.064905
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0505080
https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0506082
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab04c8
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.05037

[14]

D. Anselmi, Fakeons and the classicization of quantum gravity: the flrw metric,

J. High Energy Phys. 04 (2019) 61 (2019) [1901.09273].

G.C. Dente, h— 0limit of quantum electrodynamics, Physical Review D 17 (1978) 2827.
N.P. Landsman, Quantization and classicization: from jordan-lie algebras of observables to
gauge fields, Classical and Quantum Gravity 10 (1993) S101.

N.P. Landsman, Classical and quantum representation theory, hep-th/9411172.

N.P. Landsman, Classical behaviour in quantum mechanics: a transition probability
approach, International Journal of Modern Physics B 10 (1995) 1545 [quant-ph/9511001].
R. Casalbuoni, On the quantization of systems with anticommuting variables,

Il Nuovo Cimento A 33 (1976) 115.

R. Casalbuoni, The classical mechanics for bose-fermi systems,

Il Nuovo Cimento A 33 (1976) 389.

C. Darwin, The dynamical motions of charged particles,

The London, Edinburgh, and Dublin Philosophical Magazine and Journal of Science 39 (1920) 537.
H. Yukawa, On the Interaction of Elementary Particles I,

Proc. Phys. Math. Soc. Jap. 17 (1935) 48.

S. Weinberg, The quantum theory of fields, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge New
York (1995).

S. Biondini and V. Shtabovenko, Non-relativistic and potential non-relativistic effective field
theories for scalar mediators, Journal of High Energy Physics 2021 (2021) [2106.06472].
G.E. Brown, C.-H. Lee, M. Rho and E. Shuryak, The qq bound states and instanton molecule
at t > to, Nucl.Phys. A740 (2004) 171-194 (2003) [hep-ph/0312178).

G. Brown, A. Jackson and T. Kuo, Nucleon-nucleon potential and minimal relativity,
Nuclear Physics A 133 (1969) 481.

E.V. Shuryak and 1. Zahed, Towards a theory of binary bound states in the quark-gluon
plasma, Phys.Rev. D70 (2004) 054507 (2004) [hep-ph/0403127].

22


https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2019)061
https://arxiv.org/abs/1901.09273
https://doi.org/10.1103/physrevd.17.2827
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/10/s/010
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9411172
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217979296000647
https://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/9511001
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02748689
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02729860
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786440508636066
https://doi.org/10.1143/PTPS.1.1
https://doi.org/10.1007/jhep08(2021)114
https://arxiv.org/abs/2106.06472
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2004.04.116
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0312175
https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9474(69)90549-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.70.054507
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/0403127

	I Introduction
	II Classicization of quantum field theory
	A  QED classicization
	B Towards classicization of Yukawa theory
	C Systematic approach to classicization
	1 The quantum state corresponding to the classical field
	2 Wave packet and particle


	III Relativistic correction of the Yukawa potential
	IV discussion and conclusion
	 Acknowledgments
	A Calculation for N(t) and f(x,t)
	B Wave function in the  representation
	 References

