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A bstract

W ediscussthede�nition ofcondensateswithin light-cone quantum �eld theory.

As the vacuum state in this form ulation is trivial,we suggest to abstract vacuum

properties from the particle spectrum . The latter can in principle be calculated

by solving the eigenvalue problem of the light-cone Ham iltonian. W e focus on

ferm ionic condensates which are order param eters of chiral sym m etry breaking.

As a paradigm identity we use the G ell-M ann-O akes-Renner relation between the

quark condensateand theobservable pion m ass.W e exam ine theanaloguesofthis

relation in the‘tHooftand Schwingerm odel,respectively.A briefdiscussion ofthe

Nam bu-Jona-Lasinio m odelisadded.
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1. In two recent publications [1,2]the vacuum structure ofthe ‘t Hooft m odel[3],

QCD in 1+1 dim ensions in the lim it oflarge N C ,was analysed in term s oflight-cone

(LC)wave functions.These had already been obtained in ‘tHooft’soriginalwork [3]by

solving the associated Bethe-Salpeter equation which is equivalent to diagonalising the

LC Ham iltonian. A rem arkable result of[1,2]is the fact that the quark condensate,

a quantity indicating a non-trivialvacuum structure,can e�ciently be calculated in the

fram eworkofLC quantum �eld theorywhich isgenerallybelieved tohaveatrivialvacuum

[4,5].

The purpose ofthisnote isto furtherclarify thisapparentcontradiction and putthe

de�nition ofcondensateswithin LC �eld theory in a broaderperspective.

2. Assum e thatwe have a sym m etry which is explicitly broken so thatthe associated

currentisnotconserved,

@�j
�(x)= A(x): (1)

W ith thehelp ofthecorrespondingW ard identity [6]onecan derivethefollowingform ula

foran arbitrary operatorB ,

h0j�B =��j0i= �i

Z

d
4
xh0jTA(x)B (0)j0i= �

X

n

h0jA(0)jnihnjB (0)j0i

m 2

n

: (2)

Here,�B =�� denotes the change ofB under the sym m etry transform ation,and in the

laststep a com pletesetofstatesjni,each ofm assm n,hasbeen inserted.Forthecaseof

chiralsym m etry,choosing

A = B = 2m � i5 ; (3)

one�ndsfora singlequark avourofm assm

h0j�  j0i= �m
X

n

jh0j� i5 jnij
2

m 2

n

: (4)

In Ref.s[1,2],thisexpression was used asa de�nition forthe quark condensate in the

‘t Hooft m odel. From the above derivation,however, it is clear that (4) holds quite

generally.Using thePCAC relation fortheaxialvectorcurrent,j
�

5
,

@�j
�

5
(x)= f�m

2

�
�(x); (5)

where�(x)isan interpolating pion �eld and f� thepion decay constant,(2)involvesthe

pion two-pointfunction and iseasily evaluated with theresult

f
2

�
m

2

�
= �4m h0j�  j0i: (6)
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Thisisthe fam ousGell-M ann-Oakes-Renner(GOR)relation [7](to lowest orderin the

quark m assm [8]),which relatesthe QCD param eters,m ,the currentquark m ass,and

the ferm ion condensate to the observables f� and m �. W e have written everything in

term sofbarequantitiessincetheright-hand sidedoesnotchangeunderrenorm alisation

[9].Thus,m � in (6)isthephysicalpion m ass.

TheGOR relation can ofcoursealso bederived from (4)ifonereplaces

� (x)i5 (x)=
1

2m
f�m

2

�
�(x); (7)

and assum esthat,forsm allm �,thesum issaturated by thepion.

In any case,we wantto stressthe factthatin (4)and (6)above a vacuum quantity,

the condensate,is expressed in term s ofthe particle spectrum . So,once the spectrum

is known,after,say,diagonalising the LC Ham iltonian by one ofthe various m ethods

on the m arket[10],we can translate back propertiesofthe spectrum into propertiesof

the vacuum . In view ofthat,we suggestto deem phasize the role ofthe vacuum ,which

isnaturalto the extent thatm ostofitsproperties are notdirectly observable. This is

particularly true within the LC fram ework,where the vacuum state seem s to decouple

com pletely from theparticlestates.Sim ilarideashavebeen putforward long ago,in the

context ofchiralsym m etry in the (LC) parton m odel,by Susskind etal.[11]: \In this

fram ework thespontaneoussym m etry breakdown m ustbeattributed to thepropertiesof

thehadron’swavefunction and notto thevacuum " [12].A related pointofview hasalso

been taken m orerecently in [13].

3.Beforewepursuetheprogram justoutlined wewould liketo rem ark thatthe‘m aster

equation’(2) cannot be derived by strictly sticking to the LC fram ework. To this end

notethatthe�rstterm in (2)can bewritten with thehelp ofthecharge

Q(x0)=

Z

d
3
xj

0(x0;x); (8)

thegeneratorofthesym m etry,as

h0j�B =��j0i= �ih0j
h

B ;Q
i

j0i; (9)

where the com m utator is evaluated at equaltim e x0 = 0. This expression cannot be

directly translated into the LC language by replacing the ordinary charge Q(x0)by the

LC or\light-like" charge,

Q(x+ )=

Z

dx
�
d
2
x? j

+ (x+

;x
�
;x? ); (10)
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and evaluating the com m utator at equallight-cone tim e1,x+ . The reason for this is a

peculiar property ofLC charges: they annihilate the vacuum ,irrespective ofwhether

they generatea sym m etry ornot[4,14],which isin accordancewith thetriviality ofthe

LC vacuum . Thus,the right-hand side of(9),evaluated on a null-plane,isalwayszero.

Hence,thatpartoftheoperator�B =�� havinganon-vanishingvacuum expectation value

(VEV)cannotbeobtained by an in�nitesim altransform ation generated by thelight-like

chargeQ.Forexam ple,in theLC sigm a m odel,therelation

h

�;Q 5

i

= �i� (11)

doesonly hold forthosem odesofthe�eld operators,� and �,having non-vanishing LC

three-m om enta,(p+ ;p
?
)6= 0 [15].These non-zero m odesdo nothave a VEV.Thus,the

VEV of(11)vanisheson both sides,asitshould.

The m oralisthatwe have to assum e the validity ofthe identity (2)forany possible

choice ofquantisation hypersurface,in particular forone tangentto the LC,i.e.a null

plane. This m eans in particular,that we can use a com plete set ofeigenstates ofthe

light-coneHam iltonian in thelastterm of(2),aswasdonein [1,2].

4.The‘tHooftm odelisthesim plesttheorywhereusecan bem adeofLC wavefunctions.

Thisisdue to the factthat,in the lim itoflarge N C ,the coupling to higherFock states

issuppressed by negative powersofN C .Therefore,the LC eigenvalue problem closesin

thequark-anti-quark sectorand thesum in (4)issaturated by one-m eson states.Forthe

m atrix elem entsin (4)one�nds[1,2,16,17]

Fn � h0j� i5 jni=

s

N C

�

m

2

Z
1

0

dx
�n(x)

x(1� x)
: (12)

The �n(x)are the LC wave functions ofthe m esonic bound states and are obtained as

solutionsof‘tHooft’sequation,

m
2

n
�n(x)=

m 2

x(1� x)
�n(x)+ �

2

0

Z

�dy
�n(x)� �n(y)

(x � y)2
: (13)

Thevariablesx;yrepresenttheLC m om entum fraction carried byoneofthequarksin the

m eson,theintegralon theright-hand sideisperform ed with aprincipalvalueprescription,

and �2
0
= g2N C =2� isthebasicm assscaleofthetheory.Integrating (13)overx one�nds

theim portantrelation [16]

m
2

n

Z
1

0

dx�n(x)= m
2

Z
1

0

dx
�n(x)

x(1� x)
: (14)

1ourLC conventions(with a an arbitrary four-vector)are:a� = (a0 � a
3)=

p
2,(a1;a2)= a? .
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Theleft-hand sideisbasically thewavefunction attheorigin (x� = 0),which isexpressed

in term sofan integraldom inated by theinfrared tails,x ! 0 or1.

In the chirallim it,m ! 0,the sum in (4)issaturated by the m eson oflowestm ass,

which wewillcallthe‘pion’.Thecondensateisthusgiven by

h0j�  j0i= �
m F 2

�

m 2

�

; (15)

and onehastocalculateF� from (12)and m �.Thishasbeen donein [17]using ‘tHooft’s

ansatzforthewave function,

��(x)’ x
�(1� x)� ; (16)

where� isdeterm ined from ‘tHooft’sequation (13),yielding

�
�
p
3
=

m

�0
: (17)

W e have explicitly displayed the factor�=
p
3,which willplay a peculiarrole later. In-

serting (16)into (14),oneobtainsforthe‘pion’m ass

m
2

�
=
2m 2

�
= 2

�
p
3
m �0 ; (18)

and forF�,

F� =
q

N C =�
�
p
3
�0 : (19)

Inserting (18)and (19)into (15),oneeasily �ndsthecondensate[1,2,13,17]

h0j�  j0i= �
N C
p
12

�0 = �
N C

2�

�
p
3
�0 : (20)

Aswas to be expected,allthree dim ensionfulquantities,m �,F� and h0j�  j0i,are ex-

pressed in term softhe basic scale �0. Itis,however,interesting to write these in term s

oftheparam eter� characterising theLC wave functions.Oneobtains

m
2

�
= 2m

m

�
; (21)

F� =
q

N C =�
m

�
; (22)

h0j�  j0i = �
N C

2�

m

�
: (23)

Thus,all‘low energy param eters’are expressible in term s of� and the quark m ass m

which areequivalentto �0,asisevidentfrom (17).
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One last way ofexpressing the low energy param eters is in term s ofdim ensionless

fractions,i.e.by m easuring allm assesin unitsofthescale�0,

m 2

�

�2
0

= 2
m

�0

�
p
3
; (24)

F�

�0
=

q

N C =�
�
p
3
; (25)

h0j�  j0i

�0
= �

N C

2�

�
p
3
: (26)

Theaboveway ofwriting everything oncem oreexhibitsthem ysteriousfactor�=
p
3.W e

willcom eback to thisissuelater.

Finally,to m ake contact with the GOR relation (6),we insert (23) into (21) which

yieldstheGOR relation in the‘tHooftm odel,

N C

�
m

2

�
= �4m h0j�  j0i: (27)

Thisleadstoyetanotherde�nition ofthecondensate,nam ely in term softhe‘pion’m ass,

h0j�  j0i= �
N C

4�

@

@m
m

2

�
(m )

�
�
�
�
�
m = 0

: (28)

In contrastto theGOR relation (27)which holdsto �rstorderin thequark m assm ,(28)

isan exactstatem ent.

5. The m assive Schwinger m odel(QED in 1+1 dim ensions [18,19,20])has �rst been

analysed along the lines of‘t Hooft by Bergkno� [21],who calculated the bound state

spectrum using LC m ethods. These resultshave been re�ned and extended recently by

severalauthors[22,23]2. In the m assive Schwingerm odel,one cannotstraightforwardly

m akeuseoftherelations(2)and (4)in orderto de�nethecondensate.Thisisdueto the

factthattheaxialcurrentisanom alous[25,26],

@�j
�

5
= �

e

2�
���F

�� + 2m � i5 ; (29)

so thatitisnotconserved in the chirallim itm ! 0. The condensate can,however,be

obtained exactly by bosonisation ofthem asslessSchwingerm odel[27,28],

h0j�  j0i= �
1

2�
e

�0 ; (30)

2There have also been m any attem pts to obtain the exact (operator) solution for the m assless

Schwingerm odelwithin LC quantisation.Duetothesingularnatureofm assless�eldsin 1+ 1dim ensions,

in particularon the LC,the necessary e�ortsare considerably largerthan within ordinary quantisation

on x0 = 0 [24].
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where  = 0.577... denotes Euler’s constant. On the other hand,the ‘pion’m ass has

recently been calculated up to second orderin the ferm ion m assm [29],from which one

can derive an expression for the condensate analogous to (28). W e only need the �rst

orderresult[27],

m
2

�
(m ) = �

2

0
� 4�m h0j�  j0i+ O (m 2)

= �
2

0
+ 2em �0 + O (m 2); (31)

where�0 = e=
p
� isthebasicm assscaleoftheSchwingerm odel3.From (31)itisevident

thattheSchwingerm odelanalogueof(28)holds,nam ely

h0j�  j0i= �
1

4�

@

@m
m

2

�
(m )

�
�
�
�
�
m = 0

: (32)

Allone hasto do to obtain (32)from (28),isto replace N C by one. Thissuggeststhat

expression (31) for the ‘pion’m ass squared can be derived in the sam e way as for the

‘tHooftm odel.In som esense thisisnottoo surprising,sincethebound stateequations

ofboth the‘tHooftand theSchwingerm odel(in thetwo-particleorvalencesector)can

bewritten in a uni�ed way [31],

m
2

n
�n(x)=

m 2

x(1� x)
�n(x)+ ��

2

0

Z
1

0

dx�n(x)+ �
2

0

Z

�dy
�n(x)� �n(y)

(x� y)2
: (33)

In the ‘tHooftm odel,� = 0,and in the Schwingerm odel� = 1.The scale param eters

�0 are given by �2
0
= g2N C =2� and �2

0
= e2=�,respectively. By perform ing exactly the

sam estepsasforthe‘tHooftm odelone�ndsthe‘pion’m asssquared [21]

m
2

�
= ��

2

0
+ 2

�
p
3
m �0 : (34)

In this expression, the �rst term on the right-hand side is due to the anom aly. The

param eter� thus‘m easures’thestrength oftheanom aly,which in the‘tHooftm odelis

absent(� = 0).Com paring (31)and (34)onenotes,however,a di�erence:in thesecond

expression,thefactore isreplaced by theubiquitous�=
p
3.Num erically,onehas

�=
p
3= 1:814; e

 = 1:781; (35)

sothatthedi�erenceisabout2% [21].Therearetwopossiblesourcesforthisdiscrepancy.

First,there m ightbe contributionsfrom higherFock sectors. These,however,vanish in

the large-N c lim it(‘tHooftm odel)aswellasin the chirallim it(Schwinger m odel). In

3In (31)and thefollowing wesetthe�-angle[19,20]equalto zero.Including a non-vanishing vacuum

angleturnsoutto be a rathernon-trivialtask.A �rstattem pthasappeared recently [30].
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both theselim its,theassociated ‘pion’isexactly two-particle.Thesecond approxim ation

istheuseof‘tHooft’sansatz(16)forthewavefunctionswhich yieldsa good description

for the endpoint behaviour,x ! 0 or 1,but not for interm ediate values ofx. W hile

theerrorshould besm allasthecondensate isdom inated by theendpointbehaviour,we

nonethelessbelievethatneglecting thenon-asym ptoticregionsin x isthem ain reason for

the 2% discrepancy. In principle,this can be checked by using num ericalm ethods like

thoseofHarada etal.[23].Theseauthorswentm uch beyond ‘tHooft’sansatz(using an

elaboratewavefunction basis)and included up tosix-particlestates.In practice,however,

itturnsoutto beratherdi�cultto precisely determ ine thesm all-m behaviourofm 2

�
as

thenum ericaldata do notconverge very wellin thisregion [32].

Using (32)to obtain thecondensatefrom (34),one�nds

h0j�  j0i= �
1

2�

�
p
3
�0 ; (36)

which isequivalentto (20)aftertheappropriatereplacem ents.Interestingly,theconden-

sate iscom pletely independent ofthe anom aly. Switching o� the latterby (arti�cially)

putting � equalto zero also for the Schwinger m odel,would not change the value of

h0j�  j0i.

Finally,we would like to rem ark,that,ifthe solution ofthe Schwingerm odelbound

state equation yieldsa condensate which iso� by 2% ,there isno reason to believe that

exactly the sam e procedure yields a correct value for the condensate in the ‘t Hooft

m odel. Thuswe conjecture,thatthe factor�=
p
3 should be replaced by e everywhere.

In particular,the‘tHooftm odelcondensate(20)would then becom e

h0j�  j0i= �
N C

2�
e

�0 : (37)

6.Onerem ainingquestion iswhethertheabovediscrepancy can beregarded asphysical.

To answerthiswe concentrate on the Schwingerm odel(�=1)in whatfollowsand write

forthecondensate(36)m oregenerally

h0j�  j0i= �c�0 ; (38)

and forthe‘pion’m ass(34)in unitsof�0,

m �

�0
= 1+ 2�c

m

�0
+ O (m =�0)

2
: (39)

Thequestion then can bereform ulated:isthereaunique,physicalvalueforc? In arecent

publication [33],forexam ple,the authorsclaim thatthe constantcisdependenton the

renorm alization schem e used.They do not,however,givethisdependence explicitly.
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A convenient way to analyse thisissue isthe following. W e use the bosonised (sine-

Gordon)Ham iltonian (density)[34]

H (m ;�0) = N �0

2

4
1

2

 
@�

@t

!
2

+
1

2

 
@�

@x

!
2

+
1

2
�
2

0
�
2
� cm �0cos(

p
4��)

3

5

� N �0

�

H 0 +
1

2
�
2

0
�
2
� cm �0cos(

p
4��)

�

; (40)

where N �0
denotesnorm al-ordering with respectto the scale �0. The energy density in

thevacuum ofm ass�0 isthen

E(m ;�0)= h0;�0jH (m ;�0)j0;�0i= �cm �0 : (41)

Thisexpression can beused togiveyetanotherde�nition ofthecondensate[35].Regard-

ing theferm ion m assm asa param eter,theFeynm an-Hellm ann theorem leadsto

h0j�  j0i�0 =
@

@m
E(m ;�0)= �c�0 ; (42)

which is the sam e as (38). W hathappens when the the scale is changed,say,from �0

to �? Theanswercan beobtained from Colem an’swork on thesine-Gordon m odel[34],

whereone�nds

H (m ;�0) = N �

�

H 0 +
1

2
�
2

0
�
2
� cm �cos(

p
4��)

�

�
1

8�

 

�
2

0
+ �

2

0
ln
�2

�2
0

� �
2

!

: (43)

Thevacuum energy density becom es

E(m ;�)= h0;�jH (m ;�0)j0;�i= �
1

8�

 

�
2

0
+ �

2

0
ln
�2

�2
0

� �
2

!

� cm � : (44)

yielding thecondensateatscale�,

h0j�  j0i� =
@

@m
E(m ;�)= �c� : (45)

Thescaledependenceofthecondensateisthusvery sim pleand can beexpressed in term s

oftherenorm alisation group (RG)equation,

@

@�
h0j�  j0i� = �c: (46)

The RG invariantquantity,which doesnotgetrenorm alised,thusbeing theanalogueof

m h0j�  j0iin (6),istherefore

9



h0j�  j0i�

�
= �c: (47)

Theconclusion isthattheconstantcde�nesthephysical,RG invariantvalueofthecon-

densateand by itselfdoesnotdepend on therenorm alisation scale�.Asthecondensates

(30)and (36)areevaluated atthesam escale�0,weregard thediscrepancy (35)asbeing

relevantand calling foran explanation.

7. Itisobvious thatin higherdim ensions the renorm alisation program becom es m uch

m oreinvolved,in particularforthebound stateequationsyielding theLC wavefunctions

[36].An exception from thisrulem ightbee�ectivetheorieswhich need notberenorm alis-

ableand arethusm eaningfulonly below som ephysicalcuto� �.A prom inentexam pleis

theNam bu-Jona-Lasinio (NJL)m odel[37]describing thedynam icalbreakdown ofchiral

sym m etry. It has a chirally sym m etric four-ferm ion interaction,but (beyond a critical

coupling,g > gc,)thevacuum breakschiralsym m etryresultinginanon-vanishingferm ion

condensate.In m ean-�eld approxim ation thiscondensatedeterm inesthem assgap

m � m 0 = �2gh0j�  j0im ; (48)

between thecurrentquarkswith m assm 0 and the constituentquarkswith m assm (dy-

nam icalm ass generation). The constituent m ass is obtained self-consistently from the

gap equation (48),and this is how allthe non-perturbative physics enters. The con-

densate itselfis calculated perturbatively, i.e.in a Dirac vacuum for free ferm ions of

m assm .Again,theFeynm an-Hellm ann theorem isvery helpful.Integrating overallthe

one-particleenergiesoftheDiracsea,one�nds

h0j�  j0im =
@

@m
E(m )=

@

@m

0Z

� 1

dk+

2�

Z
d2k?

(2�)2
m 2 + k2

?

2k+

= �
m

8�3

1Z

0

dk+

k+

Z

d
2
k? ; (49)

Asitstands,the integralisofcourse divergentand requiresregularisation. In the m ost

straightforward m anneronechoosesm 2=�� k + � �and jk ? j� �,sothatthecondensate

becom es

h0j�  j0im = �
m

8�2

�Z

m 2=�

dk+

k+

�
2

Z

0

d(k2
?
)= �

m

8�2
�2ln

�2

m 2
: (50)

Plugging this result into the gap equation (48) (setting for sim plicity m 0 = 0 in what

follows)one�ndsforthedynam icalm asssquared,
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m
2(g)= �2exp

 

�
4�2

g�2

!

: (51)

The criticalcoupling isdeterm ined by the vanishing ofthism ass,m (gc)= 0,and from

(51)we�nd thesurprising result

gc = 0: (52)

This result,however,is wrong since one knows from the conventionaltreatm ent ofthe

m odelthatthecriticalcoupling is�nite ofthe order�2=�2,both forcovariantand non-

covariantcuto� [37].In addition,itisquitegenerally clearthatin thefreetheory (g = 0)

chiralsym m etry is notbroken (form 0 = 0)and,therefore,this should nothappen for

arbitrarilysm allcoupling,either.Therem edyisoncem oretousean inform ation from the

ordinary calculation ofthe condensate.W e translate the non-covariant,butrotationally

invariant,three-vectorcuto�,jkj� �,into LC coordinates[38],which leadsto

0� k
2

?
� 2�k +

� m
2
� (k+ )2 ;

m 2

2�
� k

+

� 2�: (53)

Notethatthetransversecuto� becom esa polynom ialin k+ .Thek? -integration thushas

to beperform ed �rst.Forthecondensatethisyieldsan analyticstructuredi�erentfrom

(50),

h0j�  j0im = �
m

8�2

 

2�2
� m

2ln
�2

m 2

!

; (54)

where we have neglected subleading term s in the cuto� �. From (54),one infers the

correctcuto� dependence ofthecriticalcoupling,

gc =
2�2

�2
: (55)

The m oralofthis calculation is that even in a non-renorm alisable theory like the NJL

m odel,theLC regularisation prescription isasubtleissue.In ordertogetaphysically sen-

sibleresultthetransversecuto� hastobek+ -dependent.Clearly,thisdependencecannot

be arbitrary butshould be constrained from dim ensionaland sym m etry considerations.

Forrenorm alisable theories,such argum entshave been given by Perry and W ilson [36].

In theexam pleabove,itwas(ordinary)rotationalinvariancethatsolved theproblem .

The condensate (54) was already obtained in [38],where,however,a slightly m ore

com plicated cut-o� was used. In that work,the condensate was de�ned covariantly in

term softheferm ion propagatorattheorigin,SF (x = 0),

h0j�  j0im = �itrSF (0)= �i
m

4�4

Z
d4k

k2 � m 2 + i�
: (56)
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Perform ing theintegration overk� with theappropriatecuto� leadsto (54).

W ithin the NJL m odel,an illustrating analogy to m agnetic system s can be m ade.

Chiralsym m etry correspondsto rotationalsym m etry,the vacuum energy density to the

Gibbsfree energy,and the m assm to an externalm agnetic �eld. The orderparam eter

m easuring the rotationalsym m etry breaking is the m agnetisation. It is obtained by

di�erentiating the free energy with respectto the external�eld. Thisisthe analogue of

expression (49)asderived from theFeynm an-Hellm ann theorem .

Itwould bevery interesting to relatetheNJL condensateto LC wavefunctionsin the

sam e spiritas forthe two dim ensionalm odels above. To this end one hasto solve the

(pseudoscalar)bound state equation notonly forthe pion m ass(aswasdone in [38]in

thechirallim it)butalso fortheassociated eigenfunctionsoftheLC Ham iltonian.W ork

in thisdirection isunderway.

Theauthorisindebted to E.W ernerforcontinuousinterestand support.Healso thanks

K.Harada,N.Kaiser,A.Kalloniatisand B.van de Sande forenlightening discussions.

Specialthanks go to C.Stern forreading the m anuscript,aswellasto K.Harada and

T.Sugihara forproviding and explaining unpublished num ericalresults.
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