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A bstract

The form alisn based on the equaltine W igner function of the
two-point correlation function for a quantized K ken{Gordon eld is
presented. The notion of the gauge-nvariant W igner transform is
Introduced and equations for the corresponding phase-space calculus
are form ulated. T he equations of m otion goveming the W igner func-
tion ofthe K lein{Gordon eld are derived. It is shown that they lead
to a relativistic trangport equation w ith electric and m agnetic forces
and quantum corrections. T he goveming equations are m uch sin pler
than in the ferm lonic case which has been treated earlier. In addition
the new Iy developed form alism is applied tow ards the description of
spontaneous sym m etry breakdown.
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1 Introduction

W e consider the tin e evolution of quantum elds Interacting w ith a classical
(extermal) eld. A useful exam plk of such a system is the particke creation
by strong but slow Iy varying electrom agnetic elds. In this case the particle

elds require fullquantum treatm ent whilk the electrom agnetic eld m ay be
considered classically. It is som etin es necessary to treat these classical elds
as fully dynam ical ob pcts rather than asa xed badkground. The study of
the back reaction problem is such a case. Q uite recently this type ofdynam —
ical description has been successfiilly applied {I] towards the description of
the electron {positron vacuum in QED . Eventually som e of these approachs
m ay serve as crudem odels for the form ation stage ofthe quark-gluon plasm a.

To achieve their goals the authors of ] had to sin plify the notion ofthe
vacuum by truncating the In nie hierarchy of correlation functions. W hile
the full description of a vacuum state at a given Instant of time is pro—
vided by the set of all possbl n-point equaktin e correlation functions of
the quantum eld, two-point finctions are su cient to construct the electric
current and therefore to describe the in uence of the electron {positron vac-
uum on a classical electrom agnetic eld. T he authors of {li] m ake use of the
Fourertransform ed twopoint equalktin e correlation function (@n analog of
the W igner function) for fem ionic elds. The resulting equations describe
the evolution of the vacuum from a phasse-space point of view . Our goal
here is to extend the basic resuls presented In the cited work to the case of
scalar electrodynam ics. T he relative sim plicity of the scalar resul helps in
the Interpretation of the physical features of the Interacting system .

The use oftheW igner finctions to the description ofthe QFT vacuum is
not new (3,4, 3]. Neither is the use of the tw o-point correlation function to
describe the interaction w ith a classical but dynam ical electrom agnetic eld
[6,11,'8]. Them ain di erence is that we use equalktin e correlation functions
and do not perform the Fourer transform w ith respect to the tin e variable.
(T he equaktin e approach is also used in Ref. [§].) The equation ofm otion
is therefore a true evolution equation that can be num erically solved as an
nitialvalie problem .

In section 2 we introduce the gauge-nvariant W igner transform and show
how the noncom m utative operator algebra of quantum m echanics is In ple-
mented in the space of phase—space transform s. The W igner transform of
the equaltin e twopoint correlation function of the K len{G ordon eld in



Feshbach-V illars representation is de ned and discussed in section 8, which
w ill, Incidentally, illustrate the power of the m ethods developed in section
2. Fially, in section 4 we apply this form alism to spontaneous symm etry
breakdown.

2 W igner function calculus

The W igner transform associates a quasiprobability distribution in classical
phase space to every quantum -m echanical density m atrix In such a way that
quantum -m echanical averages can be com puted lke classical statistical av—
erages. The equation ofm otion of the quasiprobability distribution derives
from the quantum -m echanical H am iltonian and corresponds to the classical
Liouville equation wih quantum corrections which can be given as an ex—
pansion In h. Since the Liouville equations is easier to solve than the full
quantum treatm ent, the W igner fiinction provides a toolto sim plify calcula—
tions when sem iclassical approxin ations are valid.

Sin ilarly, the two-point function ofa quantum eld theory can be inter-
preted as them atrix elem ent of a density m atrix. T he resulting phase—space
quasiprobability distributions re ect the m any-particle content of the quan—
tum eld theory. Their equation of m otion follow s analogously from the
operator equation ofm otion, ie., the wave equation, and the corresoonding
Ham ittonian.

M athem atically, the W igner transform provides a realization of the ab-
stract H eisenberg operator algebra of quantum m echanics on the space of
functions over phase space, thus translhating every operator equatjon| like
the Heisenberg equation of m otion | Into a di erentialequation on phase
spaoe| like the Liouville equation. E specially, it induces a noncom m utative
m ultiplication on this function space that is characteristic of the quantum —
m echanical content of the theory. O nce the representation of the basic op—
erators and thism ultiplication is known, every operator equation can easily
and w ithout explicit calculation be translated into a phase-space equation.

In the ollow Ing, we discuss this calculus ora W igner function exhibiting
localU (1)-gauge invariance. T he notational conventions are from the review
article f1(], where the gauge issue was not considered. W e sest c= 1 but keep
h In this section since expansions around the classical lim it are frequent.



2.1 De nition and elem entary properties

Let us consider a D -din ensional con guration space of vectors g2 R P and
the corresponding H ibert space H , spanned by basis vectors hgj. Suppose
that the operator X transfom s covariantly under a localU (1)-gauge trans—
form ation ()

haf it e @ Ol Hfi @)
T he corresponding transform ation of the vector potentialA (@) 2 R is
@
A@'! A@t+t —@: @)
Gq

E very operatorpf m ay be associated w ith a function in phase-space ;p) 2
RP? RP
|
g D 1 e 1= i iez T+ y=2 '
Pr@p)= dyha SyRH+tsyiexp —p y+— A (x) dx:
h h q y=2
3)

This is an obvious generalization of the wellkknown W igner transform ation,
and we w ill use this nam e here. Indeed, P~ (@;p) (” belng a density m atrix)
isthe usualW igner phase-space distrbution. The lne integralin Eq. @) is
taken over a straight line, ie.,

z

Z 41=2
A (x) dx= dy A@Qt vy @)

q y=2 1=2

gt y=2

where the dot indicates the scalar product ln D dim ensions. This factor
m akes the resulting function P, (Q;p) a gauge-invariant realization of the
abstract operatorAA In phase space. Every operator equation can thus be
translated nto a phase-space equation. In the follow Ing we discuss the re—
quired fom alismn and apply it to the H eisenberg equation of m otion for a
density m atrix.
T he nverse of the transformm ation (_3) is
z D) i . 7
P (@ik) exp 2Ek Yy — AKx) dx:

©)
T hem atrix representation and the phase-space representation ofthe operator
X are therefore equivalent.

hg yR@J+ yi= 2 np



TheW Ignertransform 3) conserves the linear structure of the underlying
operator algebra

Pyorg @P) = Py (@p)+ Py @p); P x= Pg: 6)

If the operators carry Intemal degrees of freedom , the W igner function w ill
acquire a m atrix structure, and the second equation in @) holds for con—
stant m atrices . Because of noncom m utativity, m ultiplication of operators
translates Into a m ore com plex phase-space operation considered below .
The W igner transfomm s of the position operator ¢ and the m om entum
operator P can be determ ined directly from theirm atrix elem ents,

@
hoefi= @ 9 hgpEi= idh d Ve o TS (7)

For the position cperator, nsertion into @) yields

P4 @ip) = q: @)

This relation m ay be generalized to analytic functions W (@): Py @ (@p) =
W (@ by a Taylbr expansion. In the case of the m om entum operator, the
derivative in {]) gives an additionaltemm from its action on the line integral,
which yields

Pp@ip) = pt A (@: ©)
T herefore, the kineticmomentum ~ =Y €A (&) hastheW igner transform

P~ (@p) = p: (10)

This allow s us to Interpret the coordinate p as a true (ie., kinetic) m om en—
tum .

2.2 Noncomm utative m ultiplication in phase space

T he nonocom m utative m ultiplication ofthe operator algebra transhtes into a

honcom m utative m ultiplication’ oftheir W igner transfom s. C onsider
z

Peg @p) = dyhg LyEEB g+ ivi
|
i jEZ at y=2 ’
exp —p y+— A x) dx: (11)
h h q y=2



Inserting a com plete set of nterm ediate states and using ) gives us| after
som e shifts of integration vam'ab]es| them ultiplication form ula In its integral

form :
Z

Py @+ yip+ kKOPg @+ y%p+ k)

( ! )
e 2 O Zgryy® 2 gryry

exp — + + A (%) dx : (12)
h gty y?° at y+y° qyt+y?

W ith A (x) put to zero one gets the m ultiplication form ula given by Q1.

Let us now consider the usuialcase D = 3 with A X) belhg a three-
dim ensional vector potential. The closed-line integral In ({2 )is related to
the surface integral over the m agnetic eld B ():

Z Z
, R dx= d’xn BE); B = curlA @; (13)

where representsthe integration region (here a trianglk) and @ itsborder,
n is the nom alto the trianglk plane, dx the line elem ent of the border, and
d?x the area elem ent of the triangle. W e param etrize the surface of the
trianglk according to

x=q+ 1y+ 2y 1 172 ;1 + 2 O (14)
T he surface integral In question m ay be rew ritten:
z Z Z
&Fxn curdA ®= d,; doly ¥) B@+ iyt ¥9): (@15)

1 1
Inserting the above formulae into @2) we get
Z
Pes @p)= (h)° Pydy’d’k kP, @+ yip+ k%
21 0 ie 0 : 0
ep vk yk)+ -~ y)  dadoB@t iyt o)
|

@ c
O —+k —
exp y e e
Py @p) ; o)
= gp=p



where we m ade use of the translhation’ formula

Q
Pe @+ yip+ k9= ep v° —+k o P2 @P) : A7)

= qP=P

Now the Integration over k can be perfomm ed, yvielding a (fom al) dela
function !
h @
vyt oo ¢ (18)
2i@p
Subsequent integration over dy resuls in the expression:

7 !

h @
P £ (q, ) = 3 d.3yod.3koPAA q 2—@ pt ko
1)
N OZ 4 g B h @ .

exp ljkz ps 1' )2 q l21@p 2Y
2i h @

exp —y' k¥ —— Psgp) : 19)
h 2ilq &= ap=p

W e can now get rid of the y° in the rst exponentialby substituting it by

h @
0 ——; 20
Y 2i@KO €0

w here the derivative acts on the last exponential. T his leads to the expression
|
7 !

h @
Pes @p)= dkPp g Z@;p-l' k°
( 1)
e e e’ he he
=P 7 ap, @K 1925 9 15tee 221eK0
.
° —— Py @p : @1)
2l@q F=gp=p

A fter partial integration, this operator acts on P, and can be replaced by

@ =Qp, where the arrow indicates that the m om entum derivative acts on
the function to its keft yielding the nalexpression

h @ h @
PA’\(qlp) q ——iPt ==

2iep’"  2iQg



8 19

| |
e @@t o h€  he,-
P W Yepep, o0 0P Y '2iep . “2iep
Py @P) e gpp ° 22)

In thisway the left m ultiplication with an operator A was translated into a
phase—space operation. For the right m ultiplication we get

N . h @
B4 q’p8 £ 97 %iep’t  2ieq . L
| |
<eh @ @ %1 * h @ he =
— d d ,B, @ — —_A
eXp: 43 jk@pi@pj L 1 2bx ~ 9 12 ep 22i@p ;
Py @P) I gpp * @3)

2.3 K inetic energy and the ow temm

In the follow Ing we w ill derive equations ofm otion for the W igner transfom
of the density m atrix . The tim e evolution of the latter is govemed by the
H eisenberg equation ofm otion

@ A

Lot A
e & H;"]: @4)
Therefore we have to nd the phase-space analog of [HA ;7 ]. We do not as—
sum e any goecial properties of ©, and the follow ing would apply to a general
H eisenberg operator that has no explicit tin e dependence. @A llow Ing for an
explict tin e dependence does not pose any problm .)

W ebegin w ith thekineticmomentum ~ = P €A (@) . ksW ignertransformm
isP~ (@p) = p. In thiscaseonly rst-orderderivatives @ =Qp in €2) and €3)
lead to a nonzero resul. Therefore only the rst two temm s n the Taylr
expansion of the exponential are to be kft

8 | 7 7 0 | 19
“eh @ @ "1 3 1 4B Casr B @ he,~
P4 Tepepy 100 L0 YT oiep 2iep
! 2, 1z, 0 1
eh @ @ h @
Polt — ko ——— d d 2By lag+ 2 @5)
41 7 @pi@p; 1 ! 2ilp



are to be kft. Em ploying thiswe nd

. 7 7 :
h @ den?t1 1 L@ @
P~ (@; = + - — d d ,B —_ -
@p) PP %eq 4 %% [ “% 9 % e
P~ @p); . (26)
. 7 7 :
h@ deh?t1 . h,e @
P (D) = 220 Ty d ,B 2 =
@p) P %ieq 4 %+, 9% % i ep
P.(p): 27)

From this one easily obtains the ollow iIng form ulae for the com m utator and
anticom m utator of * and ":

( 7 ! )
@ deh”1 h @ Q@
Ppy@p) = ih— — dB g —— — PA(@ip)i28)
' Qg 2 1 21|@p )@p
b wo) = 20 g p g BE &L e
£7;%g ;e 1S 2 1 gq 21 @p @p 7Pl

Tt is convenient to de ne two phase-space operators D and P :
( ! )

. ? @
D = —+e dB g+ih — —
Qg 1=2 Qp Qp
@ @
—+eB @ —; 30)
?q @p \ )
. 2 12 e e
P = p ieh d B g+ ih — — s (31)
1=2 @p @p

where the expansion to lowest order In h is given. These operators act on
theW ignertransform s in a nonlcalm anner. They are generalizations ofthe
gderivative and the p-m ultiplication in phasse-goace and their use sin pli es
our notation:

P @p) = ihD Pa(@p);  Preyg (@P) = 2B P~ (@p): (32)

W e illustrate his technique using a sin plk exam pl. Let us consider the
Ham iltonian of a nonrelativistic particle coupled to an extemal electrom ag—
netic eld

g = Hn+ea®@; 33)
~ © e @) P’
Hy = ————=—1 P, )= —; 34
K i, @p) 34)



where A ° (q) is the tin e-like part of the electrom agnetic fourpotential.

To study the tin e evolution of the W igner function P+ (g;p), we must
evaluate the com m utator and, In the case of a m ore com plex Ham iltonian
w ith m atrix structure, the anticom m utator. U sing the relations found above
this is straightforward. W e rew rite both as

7] = £ 0% (35)
£2%0g = 2f ;£ gg+sl il I (36)

The double (anti)com m utators corresoond to a repeated application of the
operators @0) and @1):

N N

-
P n2opm ;4 (@P) = JhTPWq;p); 37)
|

B? P.(@p): (38)

02 B
PfA2=2m;Ag(q;p) = 2 p? Z

In the expression forthe com m utatorwe note the classicalLiouville ow tem
w ith the m inin al coupling to a m agnetic ed,

E D P @ @
— —+teB @@ — i 39)
m m Qg @p
where only the lowest order tetrm 1n h was left.

The com m utator nvolving a scalar potential U (g) can also be rew ritten
as a di erential operator In phase space
|

2122 QU e QU ,

Py~ @p) =1 — g+ i — P-@p) h_—P~@p)+0 07): 40)

i 1= (g @p @q

T he correspondig expression for the antiocom m utator is

P @Gp) = U h@P(')+U +h@P(')
5 ;79 ;e q 2i@p ~ ;P g9 2i@p ~ P
U @P-(@p)+ O B7): @1)

The tin e evolution of a W igner function is not only detem ined by the
change of the underlying operator, which is usually given by the H eisenberg

10



equation of m otion, but also by the change In the line Integral due to a
tin e-dependent vector potential. The additionaltem can be rew ritten In a
m anner sim ilar to that used above: \

@ %1 e @
—P.(@p) = Pe~t e @A + jh — — P 42)
Qt SR e 1o t g @p @p
Inserting the H eisenberg equation ofm otion @4) w ith the H am ilton operator
ofEqg. (33), we obtain

N AN

D
D~ @p) = P~ (@p) 43)
w ith the generalized tin e derivative
|
% 1= e @ @ @
Dy= —+ e gt+ih — — —+ ek — + 44
TR oo e et =@ o @)

T he derivatives of A resulting from (@0) and ¥2) were combined to yield an
electric eld

A  @A°
et  @q
To lowest order In h this is the nonrelatiristic Liouville equation ofa charged
particle In an extemal electrom agnetic eld.

E@ = 45)

24 Calculation of observables

The W igner function is nom alized to give
z D z
D d p D AL A
d q 2 np Pe@ip)= d phgfpi TrA: (46)
In the case of a density m atrix it is just one. O bservables are com puted by
taking the trace over the product of density m atrix and observable cperator:
U sing the multiplication ormula (12) one can prove that
zZ D
A, N A D d p
w here Tr is the trace over the m atrix structure ofP (g;p) (ifnecessary). This
formula allow s us to com pute any cbservable from the phase-space repre-
sentation of the density m atrix; it further suggests the identi cation of the
phase-space function of an observable operator and the classical cbservable
function.

11



3 The W igner function of the K lein {G ordon
eld

W e willnow treat the equaktine W igner function ofa K in{Gordon eld
In an extemal electrom agnetic eld. Instead of the m atrix elem ents of a
density m atrix, the ob fct to consider w ill be the symm etrized two-point
correlation function. ks properties are very sin ilar to a quantum -statistical
density m atrix in that it describes a m any-particle system . A 1l single-particle
observables can be com puted from the two-point function, and thus from its
W igner transfom .

The tim e evolution of the two-point function is derived from the K lein {
G ordon equation for the H eisenberg eld operators. Sin ilarly to the nonrel-
ativistic problem treated above the K lein-G ordon equation can be translated
iInto a di erential equation in phase-space w ith its leading contribution being
Just the classical relativistic ow equation. Two com plications arise: The
K kin{G ordon equation contains a sscond-order derivative in tin e. Its trans-
lation into phase—space would also contain a second-order derivative w hich
does not lad to a sensbl evolution equation. The reason for this is that
the K in{G ordon eld has an intermal charge degree of freedom which can
be m ade explicit In the two-com ponent fom alisn of Feshbach and V illars
l[1]. In this representation, the tin e evolution is rst-order in tin e and gov—
emed by a nonhem iian Ham ilton operatorwih a 2 2-m atrix structure.
A s a seoond com plication in a fully interacting case (scalar electrodynam ics)
the equation ofm otion of the two-point function involres higher correlation
functions. Here we consider the sim pler problam of the interaction with a
classical abeit dynam icalelectrom agnetic eld in which case the equation of
m otion for the correlation fiinction is closed and the electrom agnetic eld is
govemed by the M axw ell equations.

3.1 De nition

The K en{Gordon eld which obeys the wave equation h = c= 1)

@ A )@ dA )+ m? &)= 0; 48)

12



can be expressed by a two-com ponent wave fiinction

= 49)
transform ing reqularly under U (1)-gauge transform ations where
! !
1 ie e’ 1 ie e’
= — + - — = — —_+ — (50)
2 m @t m 2 m @t m
T he equation ofm otion for the two-com ponent eld operator is:
2 ', ! ! 3
@ 1 @ 1 1 1 0
i— =4— i~ eA +m + en %15
Qt 2m Qg 1 1 0o 1
©G1)

T he advantage of this equation over {48) is that the tin e derivative appears
In the rstorder giving rise to a Schrodinger type evolution equation. The
right-hand side can then be interpreted as a Ham iltonian operator acting
on and the fom alisn of the previous section can be utilized to derive a
phase—space equation. The fact that the resulting Ham iltonian operator is
not hem itian does not cause any severe problam s, since the nonhem iticity
is con ned to them atrix structure.

In the ollow ing, we consider the tin e evolution of the sym m etrized cor-
relation finction

C" g =h¥f @b; " @&vgii (52)

which isa2 2 matrix. Them atrix elam ent is taken in the H ibert space of
quantum eld theory with respect to som e state . Later on this state will
be identi ed with the vacuum . W em ay consider C * (q;) to be the m atrix
elem ent of som e density m atrix © In the abstract H ibert space spanned by
position eigenvectors haj

hgyrifi= ¢’ @d): (53)
By Eqg. {51), the density m atrix " evolves under the H eisenbery equation of
m otion

,@A A Ay

i—=H" “H (54)
@t
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w ith the two-com ponent nonhem iian Ham iltonian

A~ B e 1 1 1 0 0
= — + + .
H = 1 1 m 0 1 eA " 1; (55)

where P denotes m om entum operator i@=Qq.

T he energy, m om entum , charge, and current of the K lein{G ordon eld
are bilinear form s in the eld operators that can be com puted from the two-
point correlation function or from the W igner function. For exam pl, the
energy and m om entum of free particles are given by the elem ents of the
energy-m om entum tensor,

1 @ @
= = — 4+ +m? 56
| et '@t (r )(r' )#m (56)
o111 # . 10
= 11 = + 0 1 m ; 57)
01 - r +r € (58)
@t" @t ! #
. 1 1 )
= m 11 P (59)

The sum of these quantities and the corresponding quantities of the electro—
m agnetic eld are conserved. Charge and current density operators read

o " L4
ie @ e A 1 0
e = T — - = T e 7 (60)
2m @Rt @t m . 0 l'#
e = 11
] 2mi( r r ) o mp 11 (61)

T he expressions In brackets constitute the cbservabl operators in the sense
of Eq. @1).

32 TheW igner function and its tin e evolution

The W igner transform associates a m atrix-valied phase-space finction
P (g;p) w ith the density m atrix ~. ksevolution isgovemed by Eq. (54) where

14



the nonhem iticity ofthe Ham iltonian (55) hasbeen taken into account. T his
m ay be translated into a phase-space evolution equation. D e ning
|

! !
1 1 1 O
1 1 7 b= 3= (62)

a= (3+1i,)= 0 1

and usihg {42) one obtains:

Pyoaags @p) = 4mi a Beq@p)+ P @p) &
v+ 1 oa Rez ;g (@P)  Prozng (@iP) &
4m itg N7 p°itg
+m b P (@p) P @p) "b: (63)

Follow Ing the general procedure outlined In the previous section we get the
phase-space equation ofm otion:

. B L
DP @p) = - D a P(@@p+P @p ‘a
1 N2 1 N2 . . +
+ — P -D a P (qlp) P (qlp) a
m 4
+m b P@@p) P @p b: (64)

Tt is convenient to expand P (g;p) (which isa 2 2 matrix) over the
Pauli m atrices ; and the uni m atrix, assambling the coe cients Into a
our-com ponent ob ct £,

X3
P @p) = f3 (@p) 1+ f3; @pit) i: (65)
=1
T he equations of m otion take the formm
N P D
Dy = — (£ + £3);
m
thl = —D —P (f2+ f3)+ 2mf2,'
dm m
. 1., B2 _ PO
D tf2 = —_— — fl + fo 2m f]_,'
dm m
|
D.f; = —D — £ fo: (66)
dm m m



The com ponents of £ m ay be Interpreted as the phase-space densities of
sin ple observables:

charge: efy; 67)
p2
energy: — (£, + f3) + m £5; (68)
2m
current: Ee(fz + f3); (69)
m
m om entum : pE £f1): (70)

Tt m ay be Interesting to note the conservation law that follow s from the

preservation of the nom

@ % Pgdp

—  ————(f] £} f5+ fl)=0: 71
et 2 h)? (£ 1 2 3) (/1)
TheFeshbach-V illarsH am iltonian (5) doesnot give rise to unitary evolution
butto -unitary evolution 2] so that two fscom e in w ith the opposite sign.
The oconservation laws for energy-m om entum and currents may be easily
derived and we do not state them here.

T he free vacuum solution can be derived from the explicit expression for
the correlation function C ™ :

™

m p
4+ f5= —; f5 f£,=—: (72)
Ep m
Tt is the stationary solution of (66). T he vacuum has a constant energy den-
sity (Wwhich must be subtracted when com puting observables) but no charge.

3.3 D iagonalization of local oscillations

For a further discussion of these equations we consider the case of a electric

eld slowly varying In space. This will allow us to drop the higherorder
corrections .n B and D . N everthekss, the equation ofm otion (66) contains
selfcouplings of the com ponents that m ake its solutions nonstationary even
In the absence of a gradient. The resulting oscillations are related to the
Intemal charge degree of freedom . T he eigen frequencies of these oscillations

16



are (in the absence of an electrom agnetic eld) just 2E ,, show ing clearly
that they are rlated to relativistic e ects and therefore to the existence of
antiparticles. Let us expand the W igner function P (g;p) Into eigenm odes P
of these oscillations:

x4
P @p = fiFy (73)
=1
w ith
!
_— 1 m=E,+Ey=m m=E, Ep=m
' 4 m=E, E,=m m=E +Eg,2=m '’
!
1 10
P, = = ;
2 2 0 1 I
!
1 =E E =E,+ E 1=2
Poy = 5 o e e MRl R (74)
4 m=E, E,=m 1=2 m=E, Ep=m

The st two m atrices are connected w ith the elgenfrequency zero while the
last two correspond to  2E,. Each of these m atrices can be constructed
from plnewave solutions of the K len{G ordon equation. Note that the
basis m atrices P; depend on the energy E, and are therefore di erent In
di erent parts of the phase space. A particke whose Inner degree of freedom
is oscillating In an eigenm ode of these equations w illbe out ofphase when it
gains or loses m om entum .
W ith the approxin ation

p’+m’+ 16 P+ m?; (75)
4 @2q ’
which is justi ed in the sam iclassical case, the equations of m otion take on
the fom

Q@ Q p @ E@ p

—fteEQ@ — = — —f+ £+ £); 76
et @ @p' B, @q2 ES (3 1) (76)
Q Q- p @

—ft+eEl@ — = — — B+ H+f ; 77
@t2 @ @p' B, @q 1 3 4 (77)
@ ' l1p @

it eREQ@ — = 2= —

e’ T EQ@ o 2E, @q°



E@ &1

+ e————— + 2iE . f3; 78
= Eg 2 p—3 ( )
!
@ @ 1 @
—fiteEQ — = -2 —g
Qt @p 2Ep @q
E
ML < NI T (79)
EZ 2

Here f7, £5 and the lnear combination £33+ £f; are real, whik £f5 £} ispurcly
In agihary.
T hese varables have the m eaning of the follow Ing phase-space densities:

charge: efy; (80)
energy: E fj (81)
current: ;E (f1+ 5+ £3); 82)

p
m om entum : pH + (£ £1): 83)

The W igner transform of a positive- or negative-energy plane-w ave solution
w ith the m om entum py of the K lein {G ordon equation is

fi=1 e p) 2= 1 © R f5=1£=0: ©4)

W igner transform s with nonzero f3 and f; nnvolve Interferences between
positive- and negative-energy m odes (\Zitterbewegung"). The correlation
function of a firee vacuum may be expressed as the superposition of all
positive- and negative-energy contributions W ith the sam e sign, as opposed
to the Feynm an propagator) . The firee vacuum solution is therefore

fi=1 £ =15HK=1£f=0: (85)

In Eq. (76){ {9), the classical 1im it is exhibited in a m ore elegant way.
T he tem s on the right-hand sides ofEgs. (7§) and (/9) are com parabl only
if the variation of f, is on a scale of E, ie. the Com pton wavelength. In
a classical lin i, where this is not the case, the last two equations decouple
since f3 and £} willvary so fast that their contribution to £ is averaged out.
By introducinhg two new quantities

£
f

3 E+ £); fi=f+f;
SE £); ;=16 f; (86)
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which obey

£f+ = ﬁ Eer ; 87)
@t E;, Qg
@t E, Qg

one obtains two decoupled V Jasov equations ofm otion. A s can be seen from
®0), £, and £ carry di erent charges and thus describe the phase-space
densities of positive and negative particles. In this case we have a collisionless
relativistic gas consisting of positively and negatively charged particlkes.

G oing back to the equations (74){ (/9) we can give som e m eaning to the
Individual term s. A s we have seen f; and f, are the particlke and charge
num ber density and therefore represent the substantial’ part ofthe W igner
function. Quantities f; and f; arise from interferences between these two
parts. O n the right-hand side, the local derivatives nvolving £; and £, cor-
respond to ow while those nvolring £3 and £; im plem ent local interference
(together w ith the neglected second derivative). M ost In portant, the temm s
proportional to

e%p 89)
P

stem sokly from them om entum dependence ofthebasis (74). T hey give rise
to pair creation [L3]. Thiswillbe discussed in detail in a future publication
41.

4 Symm etry breaking

A sm entioned in section 1, the phase-space description m ay be usefilto study
the badk reaction problem s. W e would lke to ilustrate thispoint w ith a =k
atively sim ple exam ple. Nam ely, we now show that the form alian developed
above provides a usefiil tool for the dynam ical description of spontaneous
symm etry breaking. The K lein {G ordon equation coupled to a scalar poten—
tial reads |

@ )

Ge.)* = i +m? +U @Y : (90)
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T his Jeads to the Interaction Ham iltonian (in Feshbach-V illars form )

!
N U Ot
y @t 11 :
2m 11

int = (91)
Using @0) and {41) and expanding as n (63), we get
@ p @ 1
—f, = — — (£, + £f5)+ —TU 5 + £3); 92
e o @q(z 3') om @ (&2 3) (92)
Q@ 1 @ p*
—f = —— I e+ f)+omf
et dm @F m = 2) 2
1
om ('CI) (£2 3) (93)
1 2 2"
Ez = _@_ 1 fl+£ Efo om £,
Qt 4m Q¥ m m Qg
1
pey (C'I)fo"' U, @£1); (94)
1 2 2"
Ef3 = _@_ 58 f; P E 5
@t dm Q¥ m m Qg
1
+ — fo+ U, £1); 95
om U @f @*f1) (95)
w ith the potentialsU, and U given by
! !
U, @t) = U +i@'t+U i@'t
+ qr q 2@pl q 2@pr
2U @+ 0 &) | » (96)
U @b i U +i@ t' U 1e t' 0+ O (h): 97)
o= i - —— :
= E 2@p d 2@p

W e shall consider the case when the potential U is generated by the
scalar eld itself. To illustrate this point let us consider the charged eld
described by the K ki {G ordon equation (9Q) w ith

U= M?*+ j% (98)

where the positive constant  de nes the strength of j § selfcoupling.
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It isquite easy to nd alltine (@nd ocoordinate) ndependent cnum ber
solutions to this equation. ForM 2 < m ? the only possbility is

= 0; 99)

whilk ©rM ? > m? there is an additional set of solutions

q__
jij= ™M? m?)=: (100)

The solutions (00) are known as the sym m etry-breaking solutions.

Tt is Interesting to calculate the W igner function corresoonding to these
classical solutions. The case = 0 lads to the nullW igner function and is
of no special interest. On the other hand the symm etry breaking solution
gives rise to

2 ;2 ,

£ @p) + f3@@p) = ©); (101)

while all other com ponents of the W igner function are equalto zero. It is
easy to show that the above W igner function satis es our basic equations
©2){ 98) w ith the scalar potential given by
Z
2 &p

U = M + W (f2+ f3): (102)

which ©llows from Eq. (98) and the de nitions of £, and f5. N ote that this
form ofpotential ntroduces s=elfcoupling of a m ean— eld type.

T he appearance of the D irac delta function re ects the In niterange cor-
relation of the classical solution (00). The in nitevange correlation (of
quantum elds) indicates sym m etry breaking.

T he classical considerations presented above do not allow for the dynam —
ical description of a sym m etry-breaking phase transition. Let us consider a
sinple| abeit rather abstract| situation in which one is allowed to switch
onthe M? i ©F) atagiven tinet= t. W e willassume that it was
sw itched on instantly but other possibilities are not excluded.) Initially the
quantum eld is In its symm etric vacuum state wih mass equalto m .
A fter the extemnal potential M 2 is switched on this will no longer be a
stable state (for su uciently largeM . C Jassically one has to provide a an all
and quite arbitrary deviation from = 0 to initialize the 21l towards the
\true" vacuum . There is also no way to damp the resulting oscillations.
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T herefore it isnot possible to predict the average tin e necessary to com plete
the phase transition from purely classical considerations. O n the other hand
quantum theory provides the uctuations necessary to drive the transition.
Indeed, equations (02){ ©0F) contain the necessary quantum uctuations and
it is possible to study the dynam ics of sym m etry breaking using them .

For sin plicity we concentrate on the spatially uniform and isotropic soli-
tions. In that case functions £ depends only on P73 they do depend neither
on gnoron the direction ofthem om entum p. The potentialU isalso unifom
and our evolution equations (92){ {95) reduce to:

@
—f = 0; 103
ar 0 (103)
Q 1 U (t)
Qt m m

2 U
Efz = p—fl 2m fl Jf]_; (105)
Qt m m
Q 1 U (t)
—f; = =—f+ fi: 106
e 1 1 (106)

N ote that f; decouples com pltely from the rest of the system and does not
undergo any evolution.

T he tin e dependent scalar potential is chosen to be:
Z d3p

ey

U= M? € )+ (£, + f5)+ C: 107)

The 1rst temm is som e extemal potential that is switched on (rmpidly) at
t= ty. IfM 2 > m? it willchange the sign ofa \m ass squared tem " inducing
the transition towards new equilbbrium . The second term describes a m ean
eld selfcoupling of j “jtype. It iswellknown that ©r > 0 this type of
Interaction w ill tend to stabilise the system . In addition we have a constant
C; tsvalie willbe speci ed In a m om ent.
A san Iniial condition we assum e the free vacuum state w ith distridbution
finctions given by Eq. (72) ie.,

£ 1 =0; £ =0;

m E
f;:1+f§=1=E—; £ 5 = =5 (108)
m
I
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were superscript t = 1 tells us that we assum ed this form of W igner
finction in a distant past. N ote that due to the selfcoupling term this state
is no longer stabl (in general) and will undergo som e evolution even for
t < t, ie. In absence of the extemalpotential M ? (t f). Thismeans
that the self-interaction tries to rearrange the free vacuum which was in posed
as an Iniial state. Ik is possible to prevent this rearrangem ent if we choose
constant C to be:
&Fp m
C = —_— (109)
@ PE;
This constant cancels exactly the selfinteraction temm and the initial free
Iong ast< ty. Note that C is de ned by the initial vacuum and stays xed
even when we switch on an extemal potential.

The only problm is that the Integrals de ning C and self-nteraction
diverge and one has to ntroduce a nite cuto to m ake the subtraction
meanigfiil. W e work wih an isotropic system so the angular integration is
not a problm :

z Z z
dFp! 4 O dpjp® ! 4 O dpip’: 110)

T he last substitution is jast the desired reqularization. T he presence of di-
vergences is not a strange here. In fact the constant C m ay be traced back
to the \m ass renom alization" counterterm in the Lagrangian. (There may
be som e confusion related to the fact that \m ass" appears not only In U
but also in other parts of our expressions. This is due to Feshbach-V illars
transform ation. The m ass term plays an in portant rok in this transform a—
tion but we are free to use only a part of it { the rest m ay be attached to
a scalar potential. N ote, however, that our wave functions and subsequently
the W igner finction are nom alized w ith respect to them assm ie., the one
that participates in the Feshbach-V illars transfom ation. T his m ust be kept
In m Ind when interpreting the resuts.)

W e solved evolution equations (L04) { L0§) num erically fora nite volum e
of phase space 0 Pj< . This autom atically introduces the cuto . W e
have chosen it to be rather large so that we did not observe its e ects.

The non-trivial evolution starts at t = t, when we switch on the M 2
term . Tt was chosen large enough to override the iitial positive m 2 and
the system rolls down towards the new ground state. The results are shown
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n Fig. 4. The maxinum at low momenta indicates the developm ent of
long-range correlation as shown by Eq. 101). (&t is not exactly a dela
function because we are dealing wih nite tines.) A m ore detailed analysis
show s that the Ytlassical com ponent’ of the eld reaches the value given by
@00) for large tin es when the oscillations around the new m ininum die
out. Both the initial decay and dam ping of oscillations are purely quantum
processes (the latter results from particle creation by a tin edependent scalar
potential) . W e should stress that this num erical analysis was Intended only
as an illustration and there are still som e questions left. One of them is
the stability of the procedure described here although we ocbserve the good
num erical stability of our resuls.

T he m ethods developed here allow for the study of farm ore com plicated
transitions In presence of abelian gauge elds, spatial inhom ogeneities etc.

O ur fom alism doesnot Include the tem perature e ectswhich are ofgreat
In portance for the phase transitions (€g., In cosn ology) . T his is an obvious
shortcom ing. W e think that themm ale ects can be incorporated at m oderate

expense.

5 Summ ary

Starting from the de nition of the W igner transform as a realization of the
Heisenberg algebra In phase space, we have developed a calculus to trans-
late operator equations Into phase-space equations that have an expansion
In powers ofh and clearly exhibit the classical lim it. A pplying this form al-
ism to the symm etrized correlation function of the K len{Gordon eld, we
have derived the equation ofm otion for the equaltin e W igner transform of
the K en{Gordon eld and given a m eaning to is com ponents. T he resul-
Ing set of equations has been shown to possess an Interpretation in tem s
of a relativistic gas of negatively and positively charged particles. Interfer-
ence tem s gave rise to quantum corrections and, especially, Schw inger pair
creation. This form ulation of the K lein{G ordon eld is especially suied to
sam iclassical nonperturoative calculations as is dem onstrated in the case of
goontaneous sym m etry breaking.
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Figure 1: The decay ofthe false vacuum . Initialmassm = 1, = 1:0. The
sign of the m ass squared tem is reversed at t = ty = 0 by swiching on
M?=2. Unitsde nedbyc= h= 1))
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