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A bstract

W e show that the Nambu-G oldstone(NG ) boson restricted on the light—
front (LF') can only exist ifwe reqularize the theory by introducing the explicit
breaking NG boson massm . TheNG -boson zero m ode, when integrated over
the LF, m ust have a sihqularbehavior 1=m? i the symm etric lin it ofm 2 !
0. In the discretized LF quantization thispeculiarity is clari ed in term s ofthe
zero-m ode constraints In the linear model. The LF charge anniilates the
vacuum , whilke it is not conserved In the symm etric lim it In the NG phase.
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Recently there hasbeen renewed interest in the light—front (LF) quantization [I|]
as a prom ising approach to solve the nonperturbative dynam ics 2, 3]. Based on
the trivial vacuum structure, the LF quantization with a Tamm -D anco truncation
has successilly described the bound state spectra and their wave fiinctions in several

eld theoreticalm odelsin (1+ 1) din ensions, particularly w ithin the fram ew ork ofthe
discretized LF quantization O LFQ) {4, §]. However, realistic theories lke QCD in
(3+ 1) dim ensions nclude rich structures such as con nem ent, soontaneous sym m etry
breaking (SSB), etc.,, which are basically on account of the nontrivial vacuum in
the conventional equaltin e quantization. How can one reconcilke such a nontrivial
structure of the theory w ith the trivial vacuum of the LF quantization? It seem s to
be now a general consensus that the zero m ode ] plys an essential rok to realize
the spontaneous sym m etry breaking on the LF [§, i1, 3]. P roblem ofthe zerom ode in
the LF vacuum was rst addressed back in 1976 by M askawa and Yam awaki @] who
discovered, w ithin the canonical theory ofD LFQ , the second class constraint so—called
zero m ode constraint, through which the zero m ode is not an independent degree of
freedom but a com plicated operatorvalued function of all other m odes. O ne m ay
thus expect that solving the vacuum state in the ordinary equaltin e quantization is
traded for solving the operator zero m ode in the LF quantization. A ctually, ssveral
authorshave recently argued in (1+ 1) dim ensionalm odels that the zero-m ode solution
m ight induce the spontaneous breaking of discrete symm etries []]. However, the
m ost outstanding feature of the spontaneous sym m etry breaking is the existence of
the Nam bu-G oldstone NG ) boson for the continuous symm etry breaking. T hus the
real question to be addressed is whether or not the zero-m ode solution autom atically
produces the NG phase, particularly In (3+ 1) din ensions.

In this paper we shall show, in the context of D LFQ , how the NG phenom enon
is realized due to the zero m odes in (3+ 1) dim ensions whik the vacuum rem ains in
the trivial LF vacuum . W e encounter a striking feature of the zero m ode of the NG

boson: N aive use of the zero-m ode constraints does not kad to the NG phase at all



(\no—go theoram ") In contrast to the current expectation m entioned above. W ithin
the D LFQ, it is lnevitabl to introduce an nfrared regularization by explicit breaking
massoftheNG bosonm .TheNG phase can only be realized via peculiar behavior
ofthe zero m ode ofthe NG boson elds: The NG -boson zero m ode, when integrated
over the LF, must have a sihqularbehavior 1=m? in the symmetric imitm? ! 0.
Thiswe dem onstrate both In a general fram ew ork ofthe LSZ reduction form ula and in
a concrete eld theoreticalm odel, the linear m odel, within a fram ework of D LFQ .
The NG phase is In fact realized in such a way that the vacuum is trivial whik the
LF charge is not conserved in the symmetric limim? ! 0.

Letus rstprove a \no-go theorem " that the naive LF restriction ofthe NG -boson
eld leads to vanishing ofboth the NG “boson em ission vertex and the corresponding
current vertex; nam ely, the NG phase is not realized In the LF quantization.
Based on the LSZ reduction formula, the NG boson emn ission vertex A ! B +

m ay be w ritten as
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where )and j ®) =2 )= (2@, @ @?) (x) are the interpolting eld and
the source function of the NG boson, respectively, and g = p, Py are the NG-
boson fourmomenta and § (@ ;9°) B]. It is custom ary [8] to take the collinear
momentum ,g= Oand g 6 0 (ot a soft m om entum ), or the aem ission vertex of the
exactly m asskess NG boson with ¢ = 0. Here we adopt the DLFQ, x 2 [ L;L],
w ith a periodic boundary condition {l(] in the x direction and take the continuum

ImiL ! 1 intheendofthewhol caloulation @]. W ithout specifying the boundary
condition, we would not be able to form ulate consistently the LF quantization anyway
even n the continuum theory [11]. Then the NG -boson em ission vertex should vanish

on the LF due to the periodic boundary condition:
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A nother sym ptom of this dissase is the vanishing of the current vertex (@nalogue

of go In the nuclkon m atrix element). W hen the continuous symm etry is soonta-
neously broken, the NG theoram requires that the corresponding current J contains
an iterpolating ed ofthe NG boson (), thatis,J = f@ + ®,wheref is
the \decay constant" of the NG boson and F denotes the non-pole term . Then the

current conservation @ J = 0 Jeadsto
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where " Px  ling, 1 RLL dx %’ and the integral of the NG -boson sector 2
has no contrdbution on the LF because of the periodic boundary condition as we
m entioned before. Thus the current vertex B ¥ (0) A i should vanish at ¢ = 0 as
farasm? 6 m2 {21

This is actually a m anifestation of the conservation of a charge & 5 Ex F
which is constructed only from the non-polk tem . Note that @ is equivalent to the
fullLF charge Q 5 d*x J*, since the pole part always drops out of Q due to the
integration on the LF, ie.,,Q = & . Therefore the conservation of® inevitably ©llow s
from the conservation ofQ : ES’;P 1= ;P 1= 0,whih in fact In plies vanishing
current vertex m entioned above. This is In sharp contrast to the charge integrated
over usual space x = (x';x%;x%) in the equaltin e quantization: Q° = " PxI0 i
conserved while @ = * PxF is not.

Thus the NG bosons are totally decoupled, ie., the NG phase is not realized on
the LF .N ote that this is a direct consequence of the periodic boundary condition and
the rstorder form of2 = 2@, @ @?2 In @ In contrast to the second order orm In
@y In the equalttin e quantization.

Now, we propose to regularize the theory by ntroducing explicit breaking m ass
ofthe NG boson m . The essence of the NG phase with a an all explicit sym m etry



breaking can wellbe described by the old notion ofthe PCAC hypothesis: @ J (x) =
fm? &), with &) being the interpolating eld of the (pssudo-) NG boson
From the PCAC relation the current divergence of the non-polk tem F (x) reads
P x)=f 2 +m?) ®) =fj ®):Then we obtain
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w here the Integration of the pole temm 2 (x) is dropped out as before. The sscond
expression of (4) is nothing but them atrix elem ent ofthe LF integration ofthe zero
mode With P* = 0) ! iRLL dx  (x). Supposethat dx! ()=  dx @) i
reqularwhenm? ! 0. Then this Jeads to the \no-go theorem " again. Thus in order
to have the non—zero N G ‘boson em ission vertex R H S.of (4)) aswellas the non-zero
current vertex (LH S.) atf = 0,the zeromode ! (x) mustbehave as
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T his situation m ay be clardi ed when the PCAC relation isw ritten In them om en—

tum space:
m?f j ) g3 @)
o 9T g

W hat we have done when we reached the \no-go theorem " can be summ arized as
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Pllows. We rst sst LH S of (6) to zero (or equivalently, assum ed inplicitly the
regular behavior ofRd3x ! (%)) In the symm etric lim i In accord w ith the current
conservation @ J = 0. Then in the LF fomalismn with g= 0 (¢ = 0), the st
tetm (NG boson polk tem ) of R H S. was also zero due to the periodic boundary
condition or the zero-m ode constraint. Thus we arrived at @ P @@ = 0. However,
this procedure is equivalent to playing a nonsense game: Iimp 2,2, o (%) = 0 as
farasf j € 0 NG phase). Therefore the \m? = 0" theory with vanishing LH S.
is {lkde ned on the LF, nam ely, the \no-go theorem " is false. T he correct procedure

should be to take the symmetric linitm 2 ! 0 affer the LF restriction g= 0 (& = 0)



fl3], atthough @) itselfyieldsthesameresult f § = @ P , irrespectively of the order
ofthetwo lmits? ! Oandm? ! 0. Then () does Pllow. This inplies that at
quantum level the LF charge Q = ® is not conserved, or the current conservation
does not hold for a particular Fourier com ponent with q = 0 even in the symm etric
Iim it:
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Let usnow dem onstrate that () and §]) indeed take place as the solution of the

constrained zero-m odes In the NG phase ofthe O (2) Inear m odel:
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where the last tem is the explicit breaking which regularizes the NG -boson zero
m ode.
In the DLFQ we can clearly separate the zero modes wih P* = 0), o
L Lde x) (sin ilarly for 4), from other oscillatingm odes Wih P* 6 0), '
o (ein ilarly for’ ). Through the D irac quantization of the constrained system

the canonical com m utation relation for the oscillating m odes reads [4]
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where each index stands or or , and the (x) isthe sign finction. By use of(9)
we can introduce creation and annihilation operators sin ply de ned by the Fourier
expansion of ' ; with respect to x even when the Interaction is included. Thus the
physical Fock space is constructed upon the LF vacuum (\trivial vacuum ") which
is de ned to be annihilated by the annihilation operators without recourse to the
dynam ics.

On the other hand, the zero m odes are not independent degrees of freedom but
are In plicitly detem Ined by /¥ and ’ through the second class constraints so-called

zero-m ode constraints Z]:

Z h i

1
dx (? @) + (*+ ?) =0; (10)
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and sim ilarly, iRLde f[ $ 1 ag= 0. Note that through the equation
of m otion these constraints are equivalent to the characteristic of the D LFQ with
periodic boundary condition: = % RLL dx 2@, @ = 0; (sm ilarly or ) which
we have used to prove the \nogo theoram " for the case ofm? 0.

Actually, In the NG phase ( 2 < Q) the equation of motion of reads @2 +
m?) )= (°+ %+2v 9 9 ®),wih °= vandm? = 2+ ¥ =
c=v, where v h i is the classical vacuum solution detem ined by v+ v = c.

Integrating the above equation ofm otion over %, we have
z z z z

Pxi ®) m? Pxr! ®K)= Ix2 K) = &Iz = 0; 11)
where dx ! x) = S x (x). W ere it not orthe singularbehavior {) forthe zero
mode ! ,wewoul have concluded 2 )* ® (@h i ©)j i= h jR PFx  ji= 0
the symmetric Iimim? ! 0. Namely, the NG boson vertex at ¢ = 0 would have
vanished, which is exactly what we called \no-go theorem " now related to the zero-
m ode constraint . On the contrary, direct evaluation ofthem atrix element of j =

( 3+ €+ 2v 9 i the lowest order perturbation yields non—zero resul even in
the symmetric limitm? ! O:h §j ©O)ji= 2 vh ¥’ ji= 2 v6 0 (g=0);

which is in agreem ent w ith the usualequaltin e form ulation. T hus we have seen
that naive use of the zero-m ode constraints by setting m 2 0 leads to the intemal
hoonsistency In the NG phase. The \nogo theorem " is agahn false.

W enow study the solution ofthe zero-m ode constraints in the perturbation around
the classical (tree level) SSB vacuum , since we need to form ulate the NG phase on
the LF at last for the theory whose SSB is already described at the tree level in
the equalttin e quantization. It is convenient to divide the zero modes , (or o)
Into classical constant piece v (orv ) and operatorpart !  (or! ), and also do the
zero-m ode constraints. T he classical part of the zero-m ode constraints is nothing but
the condition that detem nes the m lnimum of the classical potential and we have
chosen a solution thatv = 0 and v v;ie, o="!', o= ! + v. The operator

P
zero m odes are solved perturbatively by substituting the expansion !;= "~ ,_; *! i(k)



under the W eyl ordering.
T he Jowest order solution of the zero-m ode constraints and for! takesthe
form :
Z L
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Then (§) mmediately Olows {14]:
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This isourm ain resul. This actually ensures non—zero ! vertex through (I1):
h 7 0)j i= 2 v;which agreesw ith the previous direct evaluation as i should.
Let us next discuss the LF charge operator. The O (2) current in this m odel is
gven by J = @ @ . Aswas noted In Ref.}4], the corresponding LF charge
0=0&-= Rd3x @’ @ 7 7 ) contains no zero-m odes including the pole tem
which was dropped by the integration due to the periodic boundary condition and
the @ , so that Q is welkde ned even In the NG phase and hence anniilates the

vacuum sin ply by the P* conservation:
Q Pi= 0: (14)

This is also consistent w ith explicit com putation of the commutators: hD ;7 i =

i i= 0and hD;’ Ji= & i= 0 [5], which are contrasted to those In the
usualequaltin e case where the spontaneously broken charge does not annihilate the
vacuum : hR®; 1= ih i= 0;hR®; 1li= ih i6 0.

Since the PCAC relation isnow an operator relation for the canonical eld (x)
wih f = v in thismodel, {{3) ensures ;P ]1%6 0 or a non—zero current vertex
h # jJi6 0 (¢ = 0) n the symmetric Iin . Notihg that Q = &, we conclude
that the reqularized zero-m ode constraints indeed lad to non-conservation ofthe LF
charge in the symmetric limitm? ! O:

z

R;P ]=iv lim m? d&x! 6 0: (15)

m2! 0



This can also be con m ed by direct com putation of R ;P ] through the canonical
com m utator and explicit use of the reqularized zero-m ode constraints. At rst sight
there seem s to be no distinction between the spontaneous and the explicit sym m etry
breakings on the LF . However, the singular behavior of the NG -boson zero m ode
&) or (I3) may be understood as a characterization of the spontaneous sym m etry
breaking.

Our result im plies that solving the zero-m ode constraints w ithout regularization
would not kad to the NG phase at all in contradiction to the naive expectation fi].
O ur treatm ent of the zero m odes in the canonicalD LFQ is quite di erent from that
proposed recently by W ilson et al. 3] who elin inate the zero m odes by hand in the
continuum theory Instead of solving the zero-m ode constraints. They also arrived
at the non-conservation of the LF charge without zero m ode, whik still clain Ing
the conservation of the full LF charge in contrast w ith our result. The relationship
between these two approaches are not ckar at the moment. Finally, i should be
noted that there exists another nogo theoram that fordbidsany LF eld theory (even
the free theory) satisfying the W ightm an axiom s [1§]. This nogo theorem is also
related to the zero m odes but has not yet been overcom e by the D LFQ or any other
existing approach and is beyond the scope of this paper.
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