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A bstract

W e show that the Nam bu-G oldstone(NG ) boson restricted on the light-

front(LF)can only existifweregularize thetheory by introducing theexplicit

breaking NG -boson m assm �.TheNG -boson zero m ode,when integrated over

theLF,m usthavea singularbehavior� 1=m 2
� in thesym m etriclim itofm

2
� !

0.In thediscretized LF quantization thispeculiarity isclari�ed in term softhe

zero-m ode constraints in the linear � m odel. The LF charge annihilates the

vacuum ,whileitisnotconserved in the sym m etric lim itin theNG phase.
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Recently there hasbeen renewed interestin the light-front(LF)quantization [1]

as a prom ising approach to solve the nonperturbative dynam ics [2,3]. Based on

the trivialvacuum structure,the LF quantization with a Tam m -Danco� truncation

hassuccessfully described thebound statespectra and theirwavefunctionsin several

�eld theoreticalm odelsin (1+1)dim ensions,particularlywithin thefram ework ofthe

discretized LF quantization (DLFQ)[4,5]. However,realistic theorieslike QCD in

(3+1)dim ensionsincluderich structuressuch ascon�nem ent,spontaneoussym m etry

breaking (SSB),etc., which are basically on account ofthe nontrivialvacuum in

the conventionalequal-tim e quantization. How can one reconcile such a nontrivial

structure ofthe theory with thetrivialvacuum oftheLF quantization? Itseem sto

be now a generalconsensusthatthe zero m ode [4]playsan essentialrole to realize

thespontaneoussym m etry breaking on theLF [6,7,3].Problem ofthezero m odein

theLF vacuum was�rstaddressed back in 1976 by M askawa and Yam awaki[4]who

discovered,within thecanonicaltheoryofDLFQ,thesecond classconstraintso-called

zero m ode constraint,through which thezero m odeisnotan independentdegree of

freedom but a com plicated operator-valued function ofallother m odes. One m ay

thusexpectthatsolving thevacuum statein theordinary equal-tim equantization is

traded forsolving the operatorzero m ode in the LF quantization. Actually,several

authorshaverecentlyarguedin(1+1)dim ensionalm odelsthatthezero-m odesolution

m ight induce the spontaneous breaking ofdiscrete sym m etries [7]. However, the

m ostoutstanding feature ofthe spontaneoussym m etry breaking isthe existence of

theNam bu-Goldstone(NG)boson forthecontinuoussym m etry breaking.Thusthe

realquestion to beaddressed iswhetherornotthezero-m odesolution autom atically

producestheNG phase,particularly in (3+1)dim ensions.

In thispaperwe shallshow,in the contextofDLFQ,how the NG phenom enon

isrealized due to the zero m odesin (3+1)dim ensionswhile the vacuum rem ainsin

the trivialLF vacuum .W e encountera striking feature ofthezero m ode oftheNG

boson:Naive use ofthe zero-m ode constraintsdoesnotlead to the NG phase atall
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(\no-go theorem ")in contrastto the currentexpectation m entioned above. W ithin

theDLFQ,itisinevitabletointroducean infrared regularization by explicitbreaking

m assoftheNG boson m �.TheNG phasecan only berealized via peculiarbehavior

ofthezero m odeoftheNG-boson �elds:TheNG-boson zero m ode,when integrated

overtheLF,m usthavea singularbehavior� 1=m 2
� in thesym m etric lim itm

2
� ! 0.

Thiswedem onstrateboth in ageneralfram eworkoftheLSZ reduction form ulaand in

a concrete�eld theoreticalm odel,thelinear� m odel,within a fram ework ofDLFQ.

The NG phase isin factrealized in such a way thatthe vacuum istrivialwhile the

LF chargeisnotconserved in thesym m etric lim itm 2
� ! 0.

Letus�rstprovea\no-gotheorem "thatthenaiveLF restriction oftheNG-boson

�eld leadsto vanishing ofboth theNG-boson em ission vertex and thecorresponding

currentvertex;nam ely,theNG phaseisnotrealized in theLF quantization.

Based on the LSZ reduction form ula,the NG-boson em ission vertex A ! B + �

m ay bewritten as

hB �(q)jAi= i

Z

d
4
xe

iqxhB j2�(x)jAi

= i(2�)4�(p�A � p
�
B � q

� )�(3)(~pA � ~pB � ~q)hB jj�(0)jAi; (1)

where �(x)and j�(x)= 2�(x)= (2@+ @� � @2? )�(x)are the interpolating �eld and

the source function ofthe NG boson,respectively,and q� = p
�

A � p
�

B are the NG-

boson fourm om enta and ~q � (q+ ;q? )[8]. Itiscustom ary [9]to take the collinear

m om entum ,~q= 0 and q� 6= 0 (nota softm om entum ),fortheem ission vertex ofthe

exactly m assless NG boson with q2 = 0. Here we adoptthe DLFQ,x� 2 [�L;L],

with a periodicboundary condition [10]in thex� direction and take thecontinuum

lim itL ! 1 in theend ofthewholecalculation [4].W ithoutspecifyingtheboundary

condition,wewould notbeabletoform ulateconsistently theLF quantization anyway

even in thecontinuum theory [11].Then theNG-boson em ission vertex should vanish

on theLF dueto theperiodicboundary condition:

(2�)3�(3)(~pA � ~pB )hB jj�(0)jAi
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=

Z

d
2
x
? lim
L! 1

hB j
�Z L

� L

dx
� 2@� @+ �

�

jAi= 0: (2)

Anothersym ptom ofthisdiseaseisthevanishing ofthecurrentvertex (analogue

ofgA in the nucleon m atrix elem ent). W hen the continuous sym m etry is sponta-

neously broken,theNG theorem requiresthatthecorresponding currentJ� contains

an interpolating �eld ofthe NG boson �(x),thatis,J� = �f�@�� +
bJ�,where f� is

the \decay constant" oftheNG boson and bJ� denotesthenon-poleterm .Then the

currentconservation @�J
� = 0 leadsto

0= hB j

Z

d
3
~x@�

bJ
�(x)jAix+ = 0

= �i(2�)3�(3)(~q)
m 2

A � m 2
B

2p+A
hB jbJ+ (0)jAi; (3)

where
R
d3~x � lim L! 1

RL
� L dx

� d2x? and the integralofthe NG-boson sector 2�

has no contribution on the LF because ofthe periodic boundary condition as we

m entioned before. Thusthe currentvertex hB jbJ+ (0)jAishould vanish atq2 = 0 as

farasm 2
A 6= m 2

B [12].

This is actually a m anifestation ofthe conservation ofa charge bQ �
R
d3~x bJ+

which isconstructed only from the non-poleterm . Note that bQ isequivalentto the

fullLF charge Q �
R
d3~xJ+ ,since the pole partalways dropsoutofQ due to the

integration on theLF,i.e.,Q = bQ.Thereforetheconservation of bQ inevitably follows

from the conservation ofQ: [bQ ;P � ]= [Q;P � ]= 0,which in factim pliesvanishing

currentvertex m entioned above. Thisisin sharp contrastto the charge integrated

over usualspace x = (x1;x2;x3) in the equal-tim e quantization: Q et =
R
d3xJ0 is

conserved while bQ et =
R
d3x bJ0 isnot.

Thusthe NG bosonsare totally decoupled,i.e.,the NG phase isnotrealized on

theLF.Notethatthisisadirectconsequenceoftheperiodicboundary condition and

the�rst-orderform of2 = 2@+ @� � @2? in @� in contrastto thesecond orderform in

@0 in theequal-tim equantization.

Now,we propose to regularize the theory by introducing explicit breaking m ass

ofthe NG boson m �. The essence ofthe NG phase with a sm allexplicitsym m etry
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breaking can wellbedescribed by theold notion ofthePCAC hypothesis:@�J
�(x)=

f�m
2
��(x), with �(x) being the interpolating �eld of the (pseudo-) NG boson �.

From the PCAC relation the current divergence ofthe non-pole term bJ�(x) reads

@�
bJ�(x)= f�(2 + m 2

�)�(x)= f�j�(x):Then weobtain

hB j

Z

d
3
~x@�

bJ
�(x)jAi = f�m

2

�hB j

Z

d
3
~x�(x)jAi

= hB j

Z

d
3
~xf�j�(x)jAi; (4)

where the integration ofthe pole term 2�(x)isdropped outasbefore. The second

expression of(4)isnothingbutthem atrix elem entoftheLF integration ofthe� zero

m ode(with P + = 0)!� �
1

2L

RL
� L dx

� �(x).Suppose that
R
d3~x!�(x)=

R
d3~x�(x)is

regularwhen m 2
� ! 0.Then thisleadsto the\no-go theorem " again.Thusin order

tohavethenon-zeroNG-boson em ission vertex (R.H.S.of(4))aswellasthenon-zero

currentvertex (L.H.S.)atq2 = 0,the� zero m ode!�(x)m ustbehaveas

Z

d
3
~x!� �

1

m 2
�

(m 2

� ! 0): (5)

Thissituation m ay beclari�ed when thePCAC relation iswritten in them om en-

tum space:

m 2
�f�j�(q

2)

m 2
� � q2

= @
�
J�(q)=

q2f�j�(q
2)

m 2
� � q2

+ @
� bJ�(q): (6)

W hat we have done when we reached the \no-go theorem " can be sum m arized as

follows. W e �rst set L.H.S of(6) to zero (or equivalently,assum ed im plicitly the

regular behavior of
R
d3~x!�(x)) in the sym m etric lim it in accord with the current

conservation @�J� = 0. Then in the LF form alism with ~q = 0 (q2 = 0),the �rst

term (NG-boson pole term ) ofR.H.S.was also zero due to the periodic boundary

condition orthe zero-m ode constraint. Thus we arrived at@� bJ�(q)= 0. However,

thisprocedure isequivalentto playing a nonsense gam e: lim m 2
� ;q

2! 0(
m 2

� � q
2

m 2
� � q

2)= 0 as

farasf�j� 6= 0 (NG phase). Therefore the \m 2
� = 0" theory with vanishing L.H.S.

isill-de�ned on theLF,nam ely,the\no-go theorem " isfalse.Thecorrectprocedure

should beto takethesym m etriclim itm 2
� ! 0 aftertheLF restriction ~q= 0 (q2 = 0)
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[13],although (6)itselfyieldsthesam eresultf�j� = @� bJ�,irrespectively oftheorder

ofthe two lim itsq2 ! 0 and m 2
� ! 0. Then (5)doesfollow. Thisim plies thatat

quantum levelthe LF charge Q = bQ is not conserved,orthe current conservation

doesnothold fora particularFouriercom ponentwith ~q = 0 even in the sym m etric

lim it:

1

i
[Q;P � ]= @

�
J�j~q= 0 = f� lim

m 2
� ! 0

m
2

�

Z

d
3
~x!� 6= 0: (7)

Letusnow dem onstratethat(5)and (7)indeed takeplaceasthe solution ofthe

constrained zero-m odesin theNG phaseoftheO (2)linear� m odel:

L =
1

2
(@��)

2 +
1

2
(@��)

2 �
1

2
�
2(�2 + �

2)�
�

4
(�2 + �

2)2 + c�; (8)

where the last term is the explicit breaking which regularizes the NG-boson zero

m ode.

In the DLFQ we can clearly separate the zero m odes (with P + = 0), �0 �

1

2L

RL
� L dx

� �(x)(sim ilarly for�0),from otheroscillating m odes(with P + 6= 0),’� �

� � �0 (sim ilarly for’�).Through theDiracquantization oftheconstrained system

thecanonicalcom m utation relation fortheoscillating m odesreads[4]

[’i(x);’j(y)]= �
i

4

(

�(x� � y
� )�

x� � y�

L

)

�ij�
(2)(x? � y

? ); (9)

where each index standsfor� or�,and the �(x)isthe sign function. By use of(9)

we can introduce creation and annihilation operatorssim ply de�ned by the Fourier

expansion of’i with respectto x� even when the interaction isincluded. Thusthe

physicalFock space is constructed upon the LF vacuum (\trivialvacuum ") which

is de�ned to be annihilated by the annihilation operators without recourse to the

dynam ics.

On the otherhand,the zero m odesare notindependentdegreesoffreedom but

areim plicitly determ ined by ’� and ’� through thesecond classconstraintsso-called

zero-m odeconstraints[4]:

�� �
1

2L

Z L

� L

dx
�
h

(�2 � @
2

? )� + ��(�2 + �
2)
i

= 0; (10)
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and sim ilarly,�� �
1

2L

RL
� L dx

� f[� $ �]� cg = 0. Note thatthrough the equation

ofm otion these constraints are equivalent to the characteristic ofthe DLFQ with

periodicboundary condition:�� = � 1

2L

RL
� L dx

� 2@+ @� � = 0;(sim ilarly for�)which

wehaveused to provethe\no-go theorem " forthecaseofm 2
� � 0.

Actually, in the NG phase (�2 < 0) the equation ofm otion of� reads (2 +

m 2
�)�(x)= ��(�3 + ��02 + 2v��0)� j�(x),with �0 = � � v and m 2

� = �2 + �v2 =

c=v,where v � h�i is the classicalvacuum solution determ ined by �2v + �v3 = c.

Integrating theaboveequation ofm otion over~x,wehave

Z

d
3
~xj�(x)� m

2

�

Z

d
3
~x!�(x)=

Z

d
3
~x2�(x)= �

Z

d
3
~x�� = 0; (11)

where
R
d3~x!�(x)=

R
d3~x�(x).W ereitnotforthesingularbehavior(5)forthe� zero

m ode!�,wewould haveconcluded (2�)
3�(3)(~q)h�jj�(0)j�i= �h�j

R
d3~x��j�i= 0 in

the sym m etric lim itm 2
� ! 0. Nam ely,the NG-boson vertex atq2 = 0 would have

vanished,which isexactly whatwe called \no-go theorem " now related to the zero-

m odeconstraint��.On thecontrary,directevaluation ofthem atrix elem entofj� =

��(�3+ ��02+ 2v��0)in thelowestorderperturbation yieldsnon-zero resulteven in

thesym m etric lim itm 2
� ! 0:h�jj�(0)j�i= �2�vh�j’�’�j�i= �2�v 6= 0 (~q= 0);

which isin agreem entwith theusualequal-tim eform ulation.Thuswehave seen

thatnaive use ofthe zero-m ode constraintsby setting m 2
� � 0 leadsto the internal

inconsistency in theNG phase.The\no-go theorem " isagain false.

W enow studythesolutionofthezero-m odeconstraintsintheperturbationaround

the classical(tree level) SSB vacuum ,since we need to form ulate the NG phase on

the LF at least for the theory whose SSB is already described at the tree levelin

the equal-tim e quantization. It is convenient to divide the zero m odes �0 (or �0)

into classicalconstantpiecev� (orv�)and operatorpart!� (or!�),and also do the

zero-m odeconstraints.Theclassicalpartofthezero-m odeconstraintsisnothing but

the condition that determ ines the m inim um ofthe classicalpotentialand we have

chosen a solution thatv� = 0 and v� � v;i.e.,�0 = !�,�0 = !� + v. The operator

zero m odesaresolved perturbatively by substituting theexpansion !i=
P

k= 1�
k!

(k)

i
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undertheW eylordering.

Thelowestordersolution ofthezero-m odeconstraints�� and �� for!� takesthe

form :

(�m 2

� + @
2

? )!� =
�

2L

Z L

� L

dx
� (’3� + ’�’

2

� + 2v’�’�): (12)

Then (5)im m ediately follows[14]:

lim
m 2

� ! 0

m
2

�

Z

d
3
~x!� = ��

Z

d
3
~x(’3� + ’�’

2

� + 2v’�’�)6= 0: (13)

Thisisourm ain result.Thisactually ensuresnon-zero � ! �� vertex through (11):

h�jj�(0)j�i= �2�v;which agreeswith thepreviousdirectevaluation asitshould.

Let us next discuss the LF charge operator. The O (2)current in this m odelis

given by J� = @��� � @���. Aswasnoted in Ref.[4],the corresponding LF charge

Q = bQ =
R
d3~x(@� ’�’� � @� ’�’�)containsno zero-m odesincludingthe� poleterm

which was dropped by the integration due to the periodic boundary condition and

the @� ,so that Q is well-de�ned even in the NG phase and hence annihilates the

vacuum sim ply by theP + conservation:

Qj0i= 0: (14)

This is also consistent with explicit com putation ofthe com m utators: h[Q;’�]i =

�ih’�i = 0 and h[Q;’�]i = ih’�i = 0 [15],which are contrasted to those in the

usualequal-tim ecasewherethespontaneously broken chargedoesnotannihilatethe

vacuum :h[Q et;�]i= �ih�i= 0;h[Qet;�]i= ih�i6= 0.

Since the PCAC relation isnow an operatorrelation forthe canonical�eld �(x)

with f� = v in this m odel,(13) ensures [bQ;P � ]6= 0 or a non-zero current vertex

h�jbJ+ j�i 6= 0 (q2 = 0) in the sym m etric lim it. Noting that Q = bQ,we conclude

thattheregularized zero-m odeconstraintsindeed lead to non-conservation oftheLF

chargein thesym m etric lim itm 2
� ! 0:

[Q;P � ]= iv lim
m 2

� ! 0

m
2

�

Z

d
3
~x!� 6= 0: (15)
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Thiscan also be con�rm ed by directcom putation of[Q;P � ]through the canonical

com m utatorand explicituse ofthe regularized zero-m ode constraints.At�rstsight

thereseem sto beno distinction between thespontaneousand theexplicitsym m etry

breakings on the LF.However,the singular behavior ofthe NG-boson zero m ode

(5) or (13) m ay be understood as a characterization ofthe spontaneous sym m etry

breaking.

Ourresult im plies thatsolving the zero-m ode constraints withoutregularization

would notlead to the NG phase atallin contradiction to the naive expectation [7].

Ourtreatm entofthezero m odesin thecanonicalDLFQ isquitedi�erentfrom that

proposed recently by W ilson etal.[3]who elim inate thezero m odesby hand in the

continuum theory instead ofsolving the zero-m ode constraints. They also arrived

at the non-conservation ofthe LF charge without zero m ode, while stillclaim ing

the conservation ofthe fullLF charge in contrastwith ourresult. The relationship

between these two approaches are not clear at the m om ent. Finally,it should be

noted thatthereexistsanotherno-go theorem thatforbidsany LF �eld theory (even

the free theory) satisfying the W ightm an axiom s [16]. This no-go theorem is also

related to thezero m odesbuthasnotyetbeen overcom eby theDLFQ orany other

existing approach and isbeyond thescopeofthispaper.
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