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A bstract

Julian Schwinger’s in
uence on twentieth century science is pro-
found and pervasive. O fcourse,he ism ostfam ousforhisrenorm al-
ization theory ofquantum electrodynam ics,for which he shared the
NobelPrize with Richard Feynm an and Sin-itiro Tom onaga. Butal-
though thistrium ph wasundoubtedlyhism ostheroicwork,hislegacy
liveson chie
y through subtleand elegantwork in classicalelectrody-
nam ics,quantum variationalprinciples,proper-tim e m ethods,quan-
tum anom alies, dynam icalm ass generation, partialsym m etry, and
m ore. Starting asjusta boy,he rapidly becam e the pre-em inentnu-
clear physicist in the late 1930s,led the theoreticaldevelopm ent of
radartechnology atM IT during W orld W ar II,and then,soon after
thewar,conquered quantum electrodynam ics,and becam etheleading
quantum �eld theorist for two decades,before taking a m ore icono-
clastic route during hislastquartercentury.

K eywords: Julian Schwinger,nuclear physics,waveguides,quan-
tum electrodynam ics,renorm alization,quantum action principle,source
theory,axial-vectoranom aly

�K .A.M ilton isProfessorofPhysicsattheUniversityofO klahom a.HewasaPh.D.stu-
dentofJulian Schwingerfrom 1968{71,and hispostdocatUCLA fortherestofthe1970s.
He haswritten a scienti�c biography ofSchwinger,edited two volum esofSchwinger’sse-
lected works,and co-authored two textbooksbased on Schwinger’slectures.
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1 Introduction

Given Julian Schwinger’scom m anding staturein theoreticalphysicsforhalf
a century,it m ay seem puzzling why he is relatively unknown now to the
educated public,even to m any youngerphysicists,while Feynm an isa cult
�gure with his photograph needing no m ore introduction than Einstein’s.y

This relative obscurity is even m ore rem arkable,in view ofthe enorm ous
num berofem inentphysicists,aswellasotherleadersin scienceand industry,
who received theirPh.D.’sunderSchwinger’sdirection,whileFeynm an had
practically none.In part,theanswerliesin Schwinger’sretiring natureand
reserved dem eanor. Science, research and teaching, were his life,and he
detested the lim elight. Generally,he was not close to his students,so few
knew him well. He was a gracious host and a good conversationalist,and
had a broad knowledgeofm any subjects,buthewasneveroneto initiatea
relationship or
aunthiserudition.

Hisstyle ofdoing physics was also di�cultto penetrate. Oppenheim er
once said thatothers gave talks to show othershow to do the calculation,
while Schwinger gave talks to show that only he could do it. Although a
com m only shared view,thiswitticism isunkind and untrue.Hewas,in fact,
a superb teacher,and generations ofphysicists,students and faculty alike,
learned physics athisfeet. On the one hand he wasa form alist,inventing
form alism ssopowerfulthatthey could lead,atleastin hishands,unerringly
to the correctanswer.He did not,therefore,display theintuitive visualiza-
tions,forexam ple,thatFeynm an com m anded,which eventually took over
thepopularand scienti�c culture.

But,m ore profoundly,he wasa phenom enologist. Ironically,even som e
ofhisown studentscriticized him in hislateryearsforhisphenom enological
orientation,notrecognizing thathehad,from hisearliestexperiencesin nu-
clearphysics,insisted in groundingtheoreticalphysicsin thephenom enaand
data ofexperim ent.IsidorRabi,who discovered Schwingerand broughthim
to Colum bia University,generally had a poor opinion oftheoreticalphysi-
cists.ButRabiwasalwaysvery im pressed with Schwingerbecausein nearly
every paper,he\gotthenum bersout"tocom parewith experim ent.Even in

yAn exam pleistheseriesofpostersproducedbytheAm erican PhysicalSocietyin which
the im pression isgiven thatFeynm an wasthe chiefinnovatorin quantum electrodynam -
ics. In contradiction to this,Norm an Ram sey hasstated that\itis m y im pression that
Schwingeroverwhelm ingly deserved the greatestcreditforQ ED.Idon’tthink Feynm an
had an explanation oftheanom aloushyper�nestructurebeforethe[1948APS]m eeting."1

2



hism ostelaborate�eld-theoreticpapershewasalwaysconcerned with m ak-
ing contactwith therealworld,beitquantum electrodynam ics,orstrongly
interacting hadrons.

Although his�rst,unpublished,paper,written atthe age of16,wason
thesubjectofthethen poorly-understood quantum electrodynam ics,Julian
Schwingerwasalm ostexclusively anuclearphysicistuntilhejoined theRadi-
ationLaboratoryatM IT in1943.There,faced withcriticaldeadlinesandthe
di�culty ofcom m unicatingwith electricalengineers,heperfected variational
techniques forsolving the classicalelectrodynam ic problem sofwaveguides.
Asthe W arwound down,he started thinking aboutradiation produced by
electronsin betatronsand synchrotrons,and in so doing recognized thatthe
reactive and resistive portions ofthe electrom agnetic m ass ofthe electron
areunited in a invariantstructure.Recruited by Harvard,hestarted teach-
ing there in 1946,and at�rstcontinued research in nuclearphysics and in
classicaldi�raction.TheShelterIsland conference of1947 changed allthat.
He and W eisskopfsuggested to Bethe that electrodynam ic processes were
responsible fortheLam b shift,which had been known forsom e tim easthe
Pasternack e�ect. Im m ediately,however,Schwinger saw that the m ost di-
rectconsequence ofquantum electrodynam icslay in the hyper�ne anom aly
reported forthe �rsttim e atShelterIsland. He anticipated thatthe e�ect
was due to an induced anom alous m agnetic m om ent ofthe electron. The
actualcalculation had to wait three m onths,while Schwinger took an ex-
tended honeym oon,butby Decem ber1947 Schwingerhad hisfam ousresult
for the gyrom agnetic ratio. In the process he invented renorm alization of
m assand charge,only dim ly pre�gured by Kram ers. This�rstform ulation
ofQED was rathercrude,being noncovariant;to obtain the correct Lam b
shift,a relativistic form ulation wasrequired,which followed the nextyear.
A com edy oferrorsensued:Both Feynm an and Schwingerm adean incorrect
patch between hard and softphoton processes,and soobtained identical,but
incorrect,predictionsfortheLam b shift,and theweightoftheirreputations
delayed the publication ofthe correct,ifpedestrian,calculation by French
and W eisskopf.z By 1950 Schwinger had started histhird reform ulation of
quantum electrodynam ics,in term softhequantum action principle.Atthe
sam e tim e he wrote hisrem arkable paper,\On Gauge Invariance and Vac-
uum Polarization," form ulated in a com pletely gauge-covariantway,which

zSchwingerlaterclaim ed thathis�rstnoncovariantapproach had yielded the correct
result,exceptthathehad nottrusted it.
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anticipated m any laterdevelopm ents,including theaxialvectoranom aly.
Hisstrongphenom enologicalbenteventuallyled him awayfrom them ain-

stream ofphysics. Although he had given the basisforwhatisnow called
the Standard M odelofelem entary particlesin 1957,he nevercould accept
theexistenceofquarksbecausethey had noindependentexistenceoutsideof
hadrons.(A secondary consideration wasthatquarkswereinvented by M ur-
ray Gell-M ann,with whom a long-running feud had developed.) Hecam eto
appreciate the notion ofsupersym m etry,buthe rejected notionsof\Grand
Uni�cation"and of\Superstrings"notbecauseoftheirstructurebutbecause
hesaw them aspreposterousspeculations,based on thenotion thatnothing
new rem ainsto be found in the enorm ousenergy range from 1 TeV to 1019

GeV.Hewassurethattotallynew,unexpected phenom enawerewaitingjust
around the corner. Thisseem s a reasonable view,butitresulted in a self-
im posed isolation,in contrast,again,to Feynm an,who contributed m ightly
to thetheory ofpartonsand quantum chrom odynam icsup to theend.

A com plete biography ofJulian Schwingerwaspublished six yearsago.2

Thepresentpaperdrawsupon thatbook,aswellason laterinterviewsand
research by the author. Quotations ofSchwinger not otherwise attributed
arebased on an extended interview conducted forthatbookby m y co-author
Jagdish M ehra in 1988.

2 Early Years

Julian Schwingerwasborn in M anhattan,New York City,on February 12,
1918,to rather well-o� m iddle-class parents. His father was a well-known
designerofwom en’sclothes. He had a brotherHarold ten yearsolderthan
him self,whom Julian idolized aschild.Harold claim ed thathetaughtJulian
physics untilhe was 13. Although Julian was recognized as intelligent in
school,everyonethoughtHarold wasthebrightone.(Harold in facteventu-
ally becam earespected lawyer,and hism otheralwaysconsidered him asthe
successfulone,even afterJulian received the NobelPrize.) The Depression
costJulian’sfatherhisbusiness,buthe wassu�ciently appreciated thathe
waso�ered em ploym entby otherdesigners;so the fam ily survived,butnot
so com fortably asbefore.

TheDepression didm eanthatJulianwould havetorelyonfreeeducation,
which New York well-provided in those days: A year or two at Townsend
Harris High School,a public preparatory schoolfeeding into City College,
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where Julian m atriculated in 1933. Julian had already discovered physics,
�rstthrough Harold’sEncyclopedia Britannica athom e,and then through
therem arkableinstitution oftheNew York PublicLibrary.

Larry Cranberg wasa studentatTownsend Harrisatthe sam e tim e as
Julian Schwinger.3 They had som e classestogether,and both graduated in
January 1933,with a diplom a that stated that graduates were entitled to
autom aticentry to CCNY.Herecalled thatJulian was\very,very quiet.He
never gave recitations. He sat in the last row,unsm iling and unspeaking,
and wasa realloner.Butthescuttlebuttwasthathewasourstar.Hevery
early showed prom ise," butCranberg saw nothing overt.\Rum orswerethat
he was notvery good outside m ath and physics,and thathe was 
unking
Germ an."

Am ong the teachersatTownsend Harris,Cranberg particularly rem em -
bersAlfred Bender,x who wasapparently noton the regularfaculty. Eileen
Lebow,who recently wrotea history ofTownsend HarrisHigh School,4 does
notrecallBender’snam e.Cranbergsaid thatBender\�xed m eon thecourse
to be a physicist. He wasdiligent,passionate,and m eticulousin hisrecita-
tions.Hewasa greatguy,oneofthebestteachersatTownsend Harris." It
seem s very likely thatit was Bender to whom Schwinger referred to as an
anonym ousin
uence:

I took m y �rst physics course in High School. That instruc-
torshowed unlim ited patiencein answering m y endlessquestions
aboutatom ic physics,afterthe classperiod wasover. Although
Itry,Icannotliveup to thatlofty standard.5

AtCity College Julian wasreading and digesting thelatestpapersfrom
Europe,and starting to writepaperswith instructorswho were,atthesam e
tim e,graduatestudentsatColum bia and NYU.Joseph W einberg,who went
on to becom ea well-known relativist,washisclosestfriend atCity College.
W einberg recalled his�rstm eeting with Julian.6 Because ofhisoutstanding
laboratory reports,W einberg had been granted theprivilege ofentering the
closed library stacksatCity College.Oneday hewasseeking am athem atics
book,7 which hadbeen m entioned attheM ath Club thedaybefore,andwhile
hereached forit,anotheryoungsterwastryingtogetit.Theyhadbothheard
the talk,on functionswhich are continuousbutnowhere di�erentiable,and

xBender wasthe fatherofphysicistCarlBender. Carl’suncle Abram Baderwasthe
physicsteacherofRichard Feynm an atFarRockaway High School.
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so they shared the book between them ,balancing the heavy volum e on one
kneeeach.Theotherfellow kept�nishingthepagebeforeW einberg,whowas
a very fastreader.Ofcourse,hisim patientco-readerwasJulian Schwinger.
Both were15.W einbergm entioned thatheusually spenthistim e,notin the
m athem aticssection ofthelibrary,butin thephysicssection,which turned
outto be Julian’sbase aswell. W einberg com plained thatDirac’sbook on
quantum m echanics8 wasveryinterestingand exciting,butdi�culttofollow.
Julian concurred,and said itwasbecauseitwaspolished too highly;hesaid
thatDirac’soriginalpaperswerem uch m oreaccessible.W einberg had never
conceived ofconsulting theoriginalliterature,so thisopened adoorforhim .
Thisadviceaboutover-re�nem entSchwingerhim selfforgottofollow in later
life.

Julian no longerhad the tim e to spend in the classroom attending lec-
tures.In physicsand m athem aticshewasabletoskim thetextsandworkout
the problem s from �rst principles,frequently leaving the professors ba�ed
with hisoriginal,unorthodox solutions,butitwasnotso sim ple in history,
English,and Germ an. City College had an enorm ous num ber ofrequired
courses then in allsubjects. Hism arks were notgood,and he would have

unked outiftheCollegehad notalso had a ratherforgiving policy toward
grades.

JoeW einbergrecalled anothervivid incident.Am ongtherequired courses
weretwo yearsofgym nasium .Onehad to passexam sin hurdling,chinning,
parallelbars,and swim m ing.BecauseW einberg and Julian had nearby lock-
ers,theyoften fellintophysicsconversationshalfdressed,and failed theclass
forlack ofattendance.W einberg rem em bered seeing Julian’shurdling exam .
Julian ran up to thebar,butcam eto a standstillwhen hewassupposed to
jum p oversideways.Theinstructorreprim anded him ,atwhich pointJulian
said,sotto voce,\there’snotenough tim eto solvetheequationsofm otion."

Edward GerjuoywasanotherofJulian’sclassm atesatCity College.9 \M y
m ain claim to fam e isthatJulian and Itook the sam e course in m echanics
together,taught by a m an nam ed Shea,and Igot an A and Julian a B,"
becauseJulian did notdo thework.\Ittook abouta week beforethepeople
in the class realized we were dealing with som ebody of a di�erent order
ofm agnitude." At a tim e when knowledge ofa bit ofvector algebra was
considered com m endable,\Julian could m akeintegralsvanish| hewasvery,
very im pressive. The only person in the classroom who didn’t understand
thisaboutJulian wastheinstructorhim self." \Hewas
unking outofCity
College in everything exceptm ath and physics. He wasa phenom enon. He

6



didn’tlead the conventionallife ofa high schoolstudentbefore he cam e to
City College"| unlikeGerjuoy and Sidney Borowitzhewasnoton them ath
team in high schoolso they had notknown him earlier| \when heappeared
hewasjusta phenom enon."

M orton Ham erm esh recalled anotherdisastrouscourse.10

W e were in a class called M odern Geom etry. It was taught by
an old dodderer nam ed Fredrick B.Reynolds. He was head of
the m ath departm ent. He really knew absolutely nothing. It
was am azing. But he taught this course on M odern Geom etry.
It was a course in projective geom etry from a m iserable book
by a m an nam ed Graustein from Princeton,and Julian was in
the class, but it was very strange because he obviously never
could getto class,atleastnotvery often,and hedidn’town the
book.Thatwasclear. And every once in a while,he’d grab m e
before classand ask m e to show him m y copy ofthisbook and
he would skim through itfastand see whatwasgoing on. And
this fellow Reynolds, although he was a dodderer,was a very
m ean character.{ He used to send people up to the board to do
a problem and he wasalwayssending Julian to the board to do
problem sbecauseheknew he’d neverseen thecourseand Julian
would getup atthe board,and| ofcourse,projective geom etry
isa very strange subject. The problem sare trivialifyou think
aboutthem pictorially,butJulian neverwould do them thisway.
Hewould insiston doingthem algebraically and sohe’d getup at
theboard atthebeginningofthehourand he’d work through the
wholehourand he’d �nish thething and by thattim ethecourse
wasoverand anyway,Reynoldsdidn’tunderstand theproof,and
thatwould end itfortheday.

Sidney Borowitz,anotherclassm ateofJulian’s,recalled that\wehad the
pleasure ofseeing Julian attack a problem de novo,and thisused to drive
Reynoldscrazy."12

{In addition,he was also apparently a notorious antisem ite. He used to discourage
Jewish studentsfrom studying m athem atics,which worked to theadvantageofphysics.11
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3 Paper N um ber Zero

NotonlywasJulian already readingtheliteratureatCity College,hequickly
started to do originalresearch. Julian had studied a paper by Christian
M �ller13 in which hehad calculated thetwo-electron scattering crosssection
by using a retarded interaction potential. Ofcourse,Schwinger read allof
Dirac’spapersonquantum �eldtheory,andwasparticularlyim pressed bythe
one on \Relativistic Quantum M echanics,"14 \in which Dirac wentthrough
hisattem ptto recreate an electrodynam icsin which the particlesand light
weretreated di�erently." In a paperofDirac,Fock,and Podolsky,15

itwasrecognized thatthiswassim ply a unitary transform ation
ofthe Heisenberg-Paulitheory,16 in which the unitary transfor-
m ation was applied to the electrom agnetic �eld. And Isaid to
m yself, ‘W hy don’t we apply a sim ilar unitary transform ation
to the second-quantized electron �eld?’ Idid that and worked
outthelowestapproxim ation to thescattering am plitudesin un-
relativistic notation. Itwas a relativistic theory butitwas not
covariant. Thatwas in 1934,and Iwould use it later;[the no-
tion,called theinteraction representation,]isalwaysascribed to
Tom onaga,butIhad doneitm uch earlier.

In derivinghisresult,Schwingerhad toom itaterm which \representsthe
in�niteself-energy ofthechargesand m ustbediscarded." Thisheeventually
cam e to see asa m istake: \The lastinjunction m erely parrotsthe wisdom
ofm y elders, to be later rejected, that the theory was fatally 
awed, as
witnessed by such in�nite term s, which at best, had to be discarded, or
subtracted.Thus,the‘subtraction physics’ofthe1930s."17

Thispaperwasneversubm itted to a journal,butwasrecently published
in a selection ofSchwinger’sworks.18

4 C olum bia U niversity

ItwasLloydM otz,onetheinstructorsatCityCollege,whohadlearnedabout
Julian from Harold,and with whom Julian was writing two papers,who
introduced him to IsidorI.Rabi.Then,in a conversation between Rabiand
M otzoverthefam ousEinstein,Podolsky,and Rosen paper,19 which had just
appeared,Julian’svoiceappeared with theresolution ofa di�culty through
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the com pleteness principle,and Schwinger’s career was assured. Rabi,not
withoutsom edi�culty,had Schwingertransferred toColum bia,and by 1937
hehad 7 paperspublished,m ostly on nuclearphysics,which constituted his
Ph.D.thesis,even though hisbachelor’sdegreehad notyetbeen granted.

Schwingerstillwasderelictin attending classes,and ran into trouble in
a chem istry coursetaughtby VictorLaM er.Itwasa dullcoursewith a dull
exam . A question on the �nalexam was\Prove thatd� = d� + d�," where
noneofthevariables�,�,or� werede�ned.Rabirecalled,20

LaM er was, for a chem ist, awfully good. A great part ofhis
lifework wastesting theDebye-H�uckeltheory21 ratherbrilliantly.
Buthe wasthisrigid,reactionary type. He had thism ean way
abouthim . He said,‘You have thisSchwinger? He didn’tpass
m y �nalexam .’Isaid,‘Hedidn’t? I’lllook into it.’So Ispoketo
a num berofpeoplewho’d taken thesam ecourse.And they had
been greatly assisted in thatsubjectby Julian.So Isaid,I’ll�x
thatguy.W e’llseewhatcharacterhehas.‘Now Vicky,whatsort
ofguy are you anyway,what are yourprinciples? W hat’re you
goingtodoaboutthis?’W ell,hedid 
unk Julian,and Ithink it’s
quiteabadgeofdistinction forhim ,and Iforoneam notsorry at
thispoint,they havethisblack m ark on Julian’sratherelevated
record. But he did get PhiBeta Kappa as an undergraduate,
som ething Ineverm anaged to do.

The papers which Julian wrote at Colum bia were on both theoretical
and experim entalphysics,and Rabiprized Julian’sability to \getthenum -
bersout" to com pare with experim ent. The form alawarding ofthe Ph.D.
had to wait till1939 to satisfy a University regulation. In the m eantim e,
Schwingerwasbusy writing papers(one,forexam ple,wasfundam entalfor
the theory ofnuclearm agnetic resonance,22)and spenta som ewhatlonely,
butproductive winter(1937)in W isconsin,k where he laid the groundwork
forhis prediction that the deuteron had an electric quadrupole m om ent,23

independently established by hisexperim entalcolleaguesatColum bia ayear
later.24 W isconsin con�rm ed hispredilection forworking atnight,so asnot
to be\overwhelm ed" by hishosts,EugeneW ignerand Gregory Breit.

Rabilateram usingly sum m arized Schwinger’syearin W isconsin.20

kItwasa cold winteraswell,forhefailed to unpack thetrunk in which hism otherhad
placed a warm wintercoat.
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Ithoughtthathehad abouthad everything in Colum bia thatwe
could o�er| by we,astheoreticalphysicsisconcerned,[Im ean]
m e. So Igot him this fellowship to go to W isconsin,with the
generalidea that there were Breit and W igner and they could
carry on.Itwasa disastrousidea in onerespect,because,before
then,Julian wasa regularguy. Present in the daytim e. So I’d
ask Julian (I’d seehim from tim e to tim e)‘How areyou doing?’
‘Oh, �ne, �ne.’ ‘Getting anything out ofBreit and W igner?’
‘Oh yes, they’re very good,very good.’ I asked them . They
said,‘W eneverseehim .’And thisism y own theory| I’venever
checked itwith Julian| that| there’sonethingaboutJulian you
allknow| Ithink he’san even m orequietm an than Dirac.Heis
nota �ghterin any way. And Iim agine hisideasand W igner’s
and Breit’sortheirpersonalitiesdid notagree.Idon’tfaulthim
for this,but he’s such a gentle soul,he avoided the battle by
working atnight. He gotthisidea ofworking nights| it’spure
theory,ithasnothing to do with thetruth.

Butthetheory seem svalidated.

5 T w o Years in B erkeley

By 1939,RabifeltSchwingerhad outgrown Colum bia,so with a NRC Fel-
lowship,he wassent to J.RobertOppenheim er in Berkeley. Thisexposed
him to new �elds:quantum electrodynam ics(although aswe recall,he had
written an early,unpublished paperon thesubjectwhilejust16)and cosm ic-
ray physics,buthe m ostly continued to work on nuclearphysics. He had a
num ber ofcollaborations; the m ost rem arkable was with W illiam Rarita,
who wason sabbaticalfrom Brooklyn College;Rarita wasSchwinger’s\cal-
culating arm "�� on a seriesofpapersextending thenotion ofnucleartensor
forceswhich he had conceived in W isconsin overa yearearlier. Rarita and
Schwingeralso wrote theprescientpaperon spin-3/2 particles,25 which was
to bein
uentialdecadeslaterwith thebirth ofsupergravity.

Ed Gerjuoy,whohad been an undergraduatewith SchwingeratCity Col-
legein 1934,now wasoneofOppenheim er’sgraduatestudents.Herecalled9

��Left-leaning Joe W einberg accused Julian ofexploiting Rarita,butJulian responded
thatthesepapersestablished Rarita’sreputation.
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an am using incidentwhich happened oneday while he,Schwinger,and Op-
penheim erweretalking in Oppenheim er’so�cein LeConteHall.Two other
students,Chaim Richm an and Bernard Peters,cam ein seeking a suggestion
fora research problem from Oppenheim er. Schwingerlistened with interest
while Oppenheim er proposed calculating the cross section for the electron
disintegration ofthe deuteron. Thatm idnight,when Gerjuoy cam e to pick
up Schwingerforthelatter’sbreakfastbeforetheirall-nightwork session,he
noted thatSchwinger,whilewaiting forhim in thelobby oftheInternational
House,whereJulianwasliving,had �lled thebacksofseveraltelegram blanks
with calculationson thisproblem .Schwingerstu�ed thesheetsin hispocket
and they went to work. Six m onths later,again Gerjuoy and Schwinger
were in Oppenheim er’s o�ce when Richm an and Peters returned beam ing.
They had solved the problem ,and they covered the whole board with the
elaboratesolution.Oppenheim erlooked atit,said itlooked reasonable,and
then asked,\Julie,didn’t you tellm e you worked this cross section out?"
Schwinger pulled the yellowed,crum pled blanks from hispocket,stared at
them am om ent,and then pronounced thestudents’solution okayapartfrom
afactoroftwo.Oppenheim ertold them to�nd theirerror,and they shu�ed
out,dispirited. Indeed,Schwinger was right,they found they had m ade a
m istake,and they published the paper,26 butthey were su�ciently crushed
thatboth switched to experim entalphysics.

At the tim e, Schwinger and Gerjuoy were collaborating on a paper27

following from Schwinger’stensortheory ofnuclearforces.Thework

involved calculatingabout200fairlycom plicatedspinsum s,which
sum sJulian and Iperform ed independently and then com pared.
To have the privilege ofworking with Julian m eantIhad to ac-
com m odate m yselfto hisworking habits,asfollows. Excepton
dayswhen Julian had to com einto theuniversity during conven-
tionalhours to confer with Oppenheim er,Iwould m eet him at
11:45pm in thelobby ofhisresidence,theBerkeley International
House.Hewould then driveusto som eBerkeley all-nightbistro
where he had breakfast,afterwhich we drove to LeConte Hall,
theBerkeley physicsbuilding,whereweworked untilabout4:00
am ,Julian’slunchtim e.Afterlunch itwasback to LeConteHall
untilabout8:30am ,when Julian wasreadytothinkaboutdinner
and poorTA m e would m eetm y 9:00 am recitation class. Since
Ihad justgotten m arried,and stillwasyoung enough to badly
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need m y sleep,thesem onthsofworking with Julian weretrying,
to putitm ildly.

W hatm ade iteven m ore trying isthe factthatwhen Julian
and Icarefully worked outtogetherthe20 orso spin sum swhere
ourindependentcalculationsdisagreed,Julian proved to beright
every tim e! Iaccepted the fact that Julian was a m uch better
theorist than I,but I felt I was at least pretty good,and was
infuriated by hisapparentconstitutionalinability to m akea sin-
gleerrorin 200com plicated spin sum calculations.Thisinability
stood Schwingerwellwhen heem barked on thecalculationsthat
earned him theNobelPrize....[Al]though Julian certainly real-
ized how extraordinarily talented hewas,henevergloated about
hiserrorfreecalculationsorin any otherway putm edown.28

TheyearoftheNRC Fellowship wasfollowed byasecond yearatBerkeley
asOppenheim er’sassistant.They wrotean im portantpapertogetherwhich
would provecrucialnearlyadecadelater:Although Oppenheim erwashappy
to im agine new interactions,Schwingershowed thatan anom aly in 
uorine
decay could beexplained by theexistenceofvacuum polarization,thatis,by
thevirtualcreation ofelectron-positron pairs.29 ThisgaveSchwingera head
startoverFeynm an,who foryearssuspected thatvacuum polarization did
notexist.

6 T he W ar and the R adiation Laboratory

Aftertwo yearsatBerkeley,Oppenheim erand Rabiarranged a realjob for
Schwinger: He becam e �rst an instructor,then an Assistant Professor at
Purdue University,which had acquired a num berofbrightyoung physicists
undertheleadership ofKarlLark-Horowitz.Butthewarwasim pinging on
everyone’s lives,and Schwinger wassoon recruited into the work on radar.
The m ove to the M IT Radiation Laboratory took place in 1943. There
Schwingerrapidly becam ethetheoreticalleader,even though hewasseldom
seen,going hom e in the m orning just as others were arriving. He devel-
oped powerfulvariationalm ethodsfordealing with com plicated m icrowave
circuits,expressing resultsin term sofquantitiestheengineerscould under-
stand,such asim pedanceand adm ittance.

At �rst it seem s strange that Schwinger, by 1943 the leading nuclear
theorist,should nothavegonetoLosAlam os,wherenearly allhiscolleagues
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eventually settled fortheduration.There seem to beatleastthree reasons
why Schwingerstayed attheRadiation Laboratory throughoutthewar.

� Thereasonhem ostoftencited laterinlifewasoneofm oralrepugnance.
W hen herealized thedestructivepowerofwhatwasbeing constructed
at Los Alam os,he wanted no part ofit. In contrast,the radiation
lab wasdeveloping a prim arily defensive technology,radar,which had
already saved Britain.

� He believed that the problem s to solve at the Radiation Laboratory
werem oreinteresting.Both laboratorieswereinvolved largely in engi-
neering,yetalthough M axwell’sequationswere certainly wellknown,
the processofapplying them to waveguidesrequired the developm ent
ofspecialtechniquesthatwould prove invaluable to Schwinger’slater
career.

� Another factor probably was Schwinger’s fear ofbeing overwhelm ed.
In Cam bridgehecould livehisown life,working atnightwhen no one
wasaround thelab.Thisprivacy would havebeen m uch m oredi�cult
to m aintain in the m icroworld ofLosAlam os. Sim ilarly,the working
conditionsattheRad Lab werem uch freerthan thoseatLosAlam os.
Schwingerneverwascom fortablein ateam setting,aswitnesshislater
aversion to theatm osphereattheInstituteforAdvanced Study.

The m ethods and the discoveries he m ade at the Rad Lab concerning
the reality ofthe electrom agnetic m asswould be invaluable forhiswork on
quantum electrodynam icsa few yearslater.Asthewarwound down,physi-
cists started thinking aboutnew accelerators,since the pre-war cyclotrons
had been defeated by relativity,and Schwingerbecam e a leaderin thisde-
velopm ent:Heproposed a m icrotron,yy an acceleratorbased on acceleration
through m icrowavecavities,developed thetheory ofstability ofsynchrotron
orbits,and m ostim portantly,worked outin detailthetheory ofsynchrotron
radiation,zz ata tim ewhen m any thoughtthatsuch radiation would beneg-
ligible because ofdestructive interference. Schwinger never properly wrote
up thework heconducted in hisoneand one-halfyearsattheRad Lab,an
om ission thathasnow berecti�ed in partby publication ofa volum e based

yyThe m icrotron isusually attributed to Veksler.
zzThis was �rst circulated as a preprint in 1945. The paper30 published in 1949 was

substantially di�erent.
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on hislecturesthen and later,and includingboth published and unpublished
papers.31

Although he never really published his considerations on self-reaction,
he viewed that understanding as the m ost im portant part ofhis work on
synchrotron radiation:

Itwasa usefulthing form e forwhatwasto com e laterin elec-
trodynam ics, because the technique I used for calculating the
electron’sclassicalradiation wasoneofself-reaction,and Idid it
relativistically,and itwasa situation in which Ihad to takeseri-
ouslythepartoftheself-reaction which wasradiation,sowhynot
takeseriously thepartoftheself-reaction thatism asschange? In
otherwords,theideasofm assrenorm alization and relativistically
handling them werealready presentatthisclassicallevel.

JustaftertheTrinityatom icbom btest,Schwingertraveled toLosAlam os
to speak abouthiswork on waveguides,electrom agnetic radiation,and his
ideasaboutfutureaccelerators.Therehem etRichard Feynm an forthe�rst
tim e.Feynm an recalled thatatthetim eSchwinger33

had already a great reputation because he had done so m uch
work ...and Iwas very anxious to see whatthis m an was like.
I’d alwaysthoughthewasm uch olderthan Iwas[they were the
sam e age]because he had done so m uch m ore. At the tim e I
hadn’tdoneanything.

7 Q ED

In 1945 Harvard o�ered Schwinger an Associate Professorship,� which he
prom ptlyaccepted,partlybecauseinthem eantim ehehadm ethisfuturewife
Clarice Carrol. Countero�ers quickly appeared,from Colum bia,Berkeley,
and elsewhere,and Harvard shortly m ade Schwinger the youngestfullpro-
fessoron thefacultytothatdate.ThereSchwingerquickly established apat-
tern thatwasto persistform any years| hetaughtbrilliantcourseson clas-
sicalelectrodynam ics,nuclearphysics,and quantum m echanics,surrounded
him selfwith a devoted coterieofgraduatestudentsand post-doctoralassis-
tants,and conducted incisiveresearch thatsetthetonefortheoreticalphysics
throughouttheworld.

�He beatoutHansBetheforthe job.
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W ork on classicaldi�raction theory,begun at the Radiation Lab,con-
tinued forseveralyearslargely dueto thepresence ofHarold Levine,whom
Schwingerhad broughtalongasan assistant.Variationalm ethods,perfected
in the electrodynam ic waveguide context,were rapidly applied to problem s
in nuclearphysics. Butthese were old problem s,and itwasquantum elec-
trodynam icsthatwasto de�neSchwinger’scareer.

Butittook new experim entaldata to catalyze thisdevelopm ent. That
data waspresented atthefam ousShelterIsland m eeting held in June1947,
a week before Schwinger’swedding. There he,Feynm an,VictorW eisskopf,
Hans Bethe,and the other participants learned the details ofthe new ex-
perim entsofLam b and Retherford32 thatcon�rm ed thepre-warPasternack
e�ect,showing a splitting between the 2S1=2 and 2P1=2 states ofhydrogen,
thatshould be degenerate according to Dirac’stheory. In fact,on the way
to the conference,W eisskopfand Schwinger speculated thatquantum elec-
trodynam icscould explain thise�ect,and outlined the idea to Bethe there,
who worked outthe details,nonrelativistically,on hisfam oustrain ride to
Schenectady afterthem eeting.34

But the other experim ent announced there was unexpected: This was
theexperim entby Rabi’sgroup and others35 ofthehyper�ne anom aly that
would proveto m ark theexistenceofan anom alousm agneticm om entofthe
electron,expressingthecouplingofthespin oftheelectron toanappliedm ag-
netic�eld,deviating from thevalueagain predicted by Dirac.Schwingerim -
m ediately saw thisasthecrucialcalculation tocarry out�rst,becauseitwas
purely relativistic,and m uch cleanerto understand theoretically,notinvolv-
ingthecom plication ofbound states.However,hewasdelayed threem onths
in beginning thecalculation becauseofan extended honeym oon through the
W est.Hedid return to itin October,and by Decem ber1947had obtained a
result36 com pletely consistentwith experim ent.Healsosaw how to com pute
therelativisticLam b shift(although hedid nothavethedetailsquiteright),
and found the errorin the pre-warDanco� calculation ofthe radiative cor-
rection to electron scattering by a Coulom b �eld.37 In e�ect,he had solved
allthefundam entalproblem sthathad plagued quantum electrodynam icsin
the1930s:Thein�nitieswereentirely isolated in quantitieswhich renorm al-
ized the m assand charge ofthe electron. Furtherprogress,by him selfand
others,wasthusam atteroftechnique.Concerning Schwinger’stechniqueat
thetim e,Schweberwrites38

ThenotesofSchwinger’scalculation[oftheLam b shift]areextant
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[and]giveproofofhisawesom e com putationalpowers....These
tracesoverphoton polarizationsand integrationsoverphoton en-
ergies ...were carried out fearlessly and seem ingly e�ortlessly.
...Often,involved stepswerecarried outm entallyandtheanswer
waswritten down.And,m ostim portant,thelengthycalculations
areerrorfree!

8 C ovariant Q uantum Electrodynam ics

DuringthenexttwoyearsSchwingerdeveloped twonew approachestoquan-
tum electrodynam ics. His originalapproach, which m ade use of succes-
sive canonicaltransform ations,while su�cient for calculating the anom a-
lous m agnetic m om ent ofthe electron,was noncovariant,and as such,led
to inconsistent results. In particular,the m agnetic m om ent appeared also
aspartoftheLam b shiftcalculation,through thecoupling with theelectric
�eld im plied by relativistic covariance; but the noncovariant schem e gave
the wrong coe�cient. (Ifthe coe�cientwere m odi�ed by hand to the cor-
rectvalue,whatturned outto bethecorrectrelativisticvaluefortheLam b
shiftem erged,butwhat thatwas was unknown in January 1948,when he
announced hisresultsattheAm erican PhysicalSociety m eeting.)

Norm an Ram sey added an am using footnote to the story aboutLaM er,
thechem istwho 
unked Julian.39 In 1948 Schwingerhad to repeathisbril-
liantlectureon quantum electrodynam icsthreetim esattheAm erican Phys-
icalSociety m eeting atColum bia,in successively largerroom s.y

Itwasa superb lecture. W e were im pressed. And aswe walked
backtogether| RabiandIweresittingtogetherduringthelecture
| Rabiinvited m e to the Colum bia Faculty Club forlunch. W e
gotin theelevator[in theFaculty Club]when whoshould happen
to walk in theelevatorwith usbutLaM er.And assoon asRabi
saw that,am ischievousgleam cam einto hiseyeand hebegan by
saying thatwasthem ostsensationalthing that’severhappened
in the Am erican PhysicalSociety. The �rst tim e there’s been

yK .K .Darrow,secretaryofthePhysicalSociety,whoapparentlyhad littleappreciation
oftheory,always scheduled the theoreticalsessions in the sm allest room . Schwinger’s
second lecture was given in the largest lecture hallin Pupin Lab,and the third in the
largesttheatreon cam pus.
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thisthreerepeats| it’sam arvelousrevolution that’sbeen done|
LaM ergotm ore and m ore interested and �nally said,‘W ho did
thism arvelousthing?’ And Rabisaid,‘Oh,you know him ,you
gavehim an F,Julian Schwinger.’

So �rst at the Pocono Conference in April1948,then in the M ichigan
Sum m erSchoolthatyear,and �nally in aseriesofthreem onum entalpapers,
\Quantum Electrodynam ics I,II,and III,"40 Julian set forth his covariant
approach to QED.Ataboutthesam etim eFeynm an wasform ulating hisco-
variantpath-integralapproach;and although hispresentation atPoconowas
notwell-received,Feynm an and Schwingercom pared notesand realized that
they had clim bed thesam em ountain by di�erentroutes.Feynm an’ssystem -
aticpapers41 werepublished only afterDyson had proved theequivalenceof
Schwinger’sand Feynm an’sschem es.42

It is worth rem arking that Schwinger’s approach was conservative. He
took �eld theory atface value,and followed theconventionalpath ofPauli,
Heisenberg,and Dirac.Hisgeniuswasto recognize thatthewell-known di-
vergences ofthe theory,which had stym ied allpre-war progress,could be
consistently isolated in renorm alization ofchargeand m ass.Thisborea su-
per�cialresem blance to the ideasofKram ersadvocated asearly as1938,43

but Kram ers proceeded classically. He had insisted that �rst the classical
theory had to berendered �niteand then quantized.Thatidea wasa blind
alley.Renorm alization ofquantum �eld theory isunquestionably thediscov-
ery ofSchwinger.

Feynm an was m ore interested in �nding an alternative to �eld theory,
elim inating entirely the photon �eld in favor ofaction at a distance. He
was,by 1950,quite disappointed to realize that his approach was entirely
equivalenttotheconventionalelectrodynam ics,in which electron and photon
�eldsaretreated on thesam efooting.

As early as January 1948,when Schwinger was expounding his nonco-
variantQED to over
ow crowdsatthe Am erican PhysicalSociety m eeting
at Colum bia University,he learned from Oppenheim er ofthe existence of
the work ofTom onaga carried out in Tokyo during the terrible conditions
ofwartim e. Tom onaga had independently invented the \Interaction Rep-
resentation" which Schwingerhad used in hisunpublished 1934 paper,and
had com e up with a covariant version ofthe Schr�odinger equation as had
Schwinger,which upon itsW estern rediscovery wasdubbed the Tom onaga-
Schwinger equation.44 Both Schwinger and Tom onaga independently wrote
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the sam e equation,a generalization ofthe Schr�odingerequation to an arbi-
traryspacelikesurface,usingnearly thesam enotation.Theform alism found
by Tom onaga and hisschoolwasessentially identicalto thatdeveloped by
Schwinger�ve yearslater;yetthey atthe tim e calculated nothing,nordid
they discoverrenorm alization.Thatwascertainly nore
ection on theability
oftheJapanese;Schwingercould nothavecarried theform alism toitslogical
conclusion withouttheim petusofthepostwarexperim ents,which overcam e
prewarparalysisby showing thatthequantum corrections\wereneitherin-
�nitenorzero,but�niteand sm all,and dem anded understanding."17

However,at�rstSchwinger’scovariantcalculation oftheLam b shiftcon-
tained anothererror,thesam easFeynm an’s.45

By this tim e I had forgotten the num ber I had gotten by just
arti�ciallychangingthewrongspin-orbitcoupling.BecauseIwas
now thoroughlyinvolved with thecovariantcalculation and itwas
the covariant calculation that betrayed m e,because som ething
wentwrong thereaswell.Thatwasa hum an errorofstupidity.

French and W eisskopf46 had gotten therightanswer,

because they put in the correct value ofthe m agnetic m om ent
and used italltheway through.I,atan earlierstage,had done
that,in e�ect,and also gotthesam eanswer.

Butnow he and Feynm an \fellinto the sam e trap. W e were connecting
a relativisticcalculation ofhigh energy e�ectswith a nonrelativisticcalcula-
tion oflow energy e�ects,a la Bethe." Based on the resultSchwingerhad
presented atthe APS m eeting in January 1948,Schwingerclaim ed priority
fortheLam b shiftcalculation:

Ihad theanswerin Decem berof1947.Ifyou lookatthose[other]
papers you will�nd that on the criticalissue ofthe spin-orbit
coupling,they appealto the m agnetic m om ent. The de�ciency
in thecalculation Idid [in 1947]was[thatitwas]anon-covariant
calculation. French and W eisskopfwere certainly doing a non-
covariantcalculation. W illis Lam b47 was doing a non-covariant
calculation. They could not possibly have avoided these sam e
problem s.

The error Feynm an and Schwinger m ade had to do with the infrared
problem thatoccurred in the relativistic calculation,which washandled by
giving thephoton a �ctitiousm ass.
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Nobody thoughtthatifyou give thephoton a �nitem assitwill
also a�ectthe low energy problem .There are no longerthe two
transversedegreesoffreedom ofa m asslessphoton,there’salso a
longitudinaldegreeoffreedom .Isuddenlyrealized thisabsolutely
stupid error,thata photon of�nite m assisa spin one particle,
nota helicity oneparticle.

Feynm an was m ore forthright and apologetic in acknowledging45 his error
which substantially delayed thepublication oftheFrench and W eisskopfpa-
per.

9 Q uantum A ction Principle

Schwinger learned from his com petitors,particularly Feynm an and Dyson.
JustasFeynm an had borrowed theidea thathenceforward would go by the
nam eofFeynm an param etersfrom Schwinger,Schwingerrecognized thatthe
system atic approach ofDyson and Feynm an wassuperiorin higherorders.
So by 1949 hereplaced theTom onaga-Schwingerapproach by a m uch m ore
powerfulengine,thequantum action principle.Thiswasa logicaloutgrowth
ofthe form ulation ofDirac,48 as was Feynm an’s path integrals;the latter
was an integralapproach,Schwinger’s a di�erential. The form alsolution
ofSchwinger’sdi�erentialequationswasFeynm an’sfunctionalintegral;yet
while the latter was ill-de�ned,the form er could be given a precise m ean-
ing,and forexam ple,required theintroduction offerm ionicvariables,which
initially gaveFeynm an som edi�culty.

Itm ay befairtosay thatwhilethepath integralform ulation toquantum
�eld theory receivesallthepress,them ostpreciseexegesisof�eld theory is
provided by thefunctionaldi�erentialequationsofSchwingerresulting from
his action principle. He began in the \Theory ofQuantized Fields I"49 by
introducing a com plete setofeigenvectors \speci�ed by a spacelike surface
...and the eigenvalues ...ofa com plete set ofcom m uting operators con-
structed from �eld quantitiesattached to thatsurface." Thequestion ishow
tocom putethetransform ationfunctionfrom onespacelikesurfacetoanother.
Afterrem arkingthatthisdevelopm ent,tim e-evolution,m ustbedescribed by
a unitary transform ation,he assum ed that any in�nitesim alchange in the
transform ation function m ustbe given in term softhe in�nitesim alchange
in a quantum action operator,orofa quantum Lagrange function. Thisis
the quantum dynam icalprinciple,a generalization ofthe principle ofleast
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action,orofHam ilton’sprinciple in classicalm echanics. Ifthe param eters
ofthesystem arenotaltered,theonly changesarisefrom thoseoftheinitial
and �nalstates,from which Schwingerdeduced the Principle ofStationary
Action,from which the�eld equationsm ay bederived.A seriesofsix papers
followed with thesam etitle,and them ostim portant\Green’sFunctionsof
Quantized Fields" published in theProceedingsoftheNationalAcadem y.50

PaulM artin presented an entertaining accountoftheprehistory oftheir
work together.51

During thelate1940sand early 1950sHarvard wasthehom e
ofa schoolofphysics with a specialoutlook and a distinctive
set of rituals. Som ewhat before noon three tim es each week,
the m asterwould arrive in hisblue chariotand,in forcefuland
beautifullectures,revealprofound truths to his Cantabridgian
followers,Harvard and M .I.T.students and faculty.z Cast in a
languagem orepowerfuland generalthan any ofhislistenershad
everencountered,thesecerem onialgatheringshadsom esacri�cial
overtones| interruptionswerediscouraged and sincetheserm ons
usually lasted past the lunch hour,fasting was often required.
Followingam id-afternoon break,privateaudienceswith them as-
terwereperm itted and,in uncertain anticipation,studentswould
gatherin long linesto seek counsel.

During thisperiod the religion had itsown golden rule| the
actionprinciple| and itsown cryptictestam ent| ‘On theGreen’s
FunctionsofQuantized Fields.’50 M astery ofthispaperconferred
on followersa high prieststatus.x Thetestam entwascouched in
term sthatcould notbequestioned,in alanguagewhoseelem ents

zIn a laterrecollection,52 M artin elaborated:\Speaking eloquently,withoutnotes,and
writing with both hands,he expressed what was already known in new,uni�ed ways,
incorporating originalexam plesand resultsalm ostevery day.Interrupting the 
ow with
questionswaslike interrupting a theatricalperform ance.The lecturescontinued through
Harvard’sreading period and then theexam ination period.In onecourseweattended,he
presented thelastlecture| a novelcalculation oftheLam b Shift| during Com m encem ent
W eek.Theaudience continued com ing and he continued lecturing."

xSchwingerevidently wasawareofthem ystique.In alaterletterrecom m endingM artin
fora perm anentappointm entatHarvard hestated thatM artin was\superiorin intrinsic
ability and perform ance. Q uantum �eld theory is the new religion ofphysics,and Paul
C.M artin isoneofitshigh priests."5 However,asthelastparagraph ofthepresentessay
dem onstrates,Schwingerthroughouthislife m aintained a tension between an elitistand
a dem ocraticview ofscience.
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werethevaluesofrealphysicalobservablesand theircorrelations.
Thelanguagewasenlightening,butthelectureswereexcitingbe-
cause they were m ore than m etaphysical. Along with structural
insights,succinctand im plicitself-consistentm ethodsforgener-
ating truestatem entswererevealed.

Recently,a perceptive analysis ofSchwinger’s Green’s functions papers
hasbeen given by Schweber53.Thereheconcludesthat

Schwinger’sform ulation ofrelativistic QFTs[quantum �eld the-
ories]in term sofGreen’sfunctionswasa m ajoradvancein theo-
reticalphysics.Itwasa representation in term sofelem ents(the
Green’s functions) thatwere intim ately related to realphysical
observablesand theircorrelation.Itgavedeep structuralinsights
intoQFTs;in particular,itallowed theinvestigation ofthestruc-
tureoftheGreen’sfunctionswhen theirvariablesareanalytically
continued to com plex values,thusestablishing deep connections
to statisticalm echanics.

10 \G auge Invariance and Vacuum Polariza-

tion"

Thepaper\On GaugeInvarianceand Vacuum Polarization"54,subm itted by
Schwingerto thePhysicalReview neartheend ofDecem ber1950,isnearly
universally acclaim ed ashisgreatestpublication.Ashislectureshaveright-
fully been com pared to theworksofM ozart,so thism ightbecom pared to a
m ighty construction ofBeethoven,the 3rd Sym phony,the Eroica,perhaps.
Itism ostrem arkablebecauseitstandsin splendid isolation.Itwaswritten
over a year after the last ofhis series ofpapers on his second,covariant,
form ulation ofquantum electrodynam ics was com pleted: \Quantum Elec-
trodynam icsIII.TheElectrom agneticPropertiesoftheElectron| Radiative
Corrections to Scattering"40 was subm itted in M ay 1949. And barely two
m onths later,in M arch 1951,Schwinger would subm it the �rst ofthe se-
ries on his third reform ulation ofquantum �eld theory,that based on the
quantum action principle,nam ely,\The Theory ofQuantized Fields I."49

But \Gauge Invariance and Vacuum Polarization" stands on its own,and
hasendued the rapid changesin tastesand developm ents in quantum �eld
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theory,while the papersin the otherseriesare m ostly ofhistoricalinterest
now. AsLowellBrown55 pointed out,\Gauge Invariance and Vacuum Po-
larization" stillhasoveronehundred citationsperyear,and isfarand away
Schwinger’sm ostcited paper.{ Yeteven such am asterpiecewasnotwithout
its critics. Abraham Klein,who was �nishing his thesis atthe tim e under
Schwinger’sdirection,and would go on to be one ofSchwinger’ssecond set
of\assistants" (with Robert Karplus),as,�rst,an instructor,and then a
JuniorFellow,recalled thatSchwinger(and,independently,heand Karplus)
ran afoulofa tem porary editoratthePhysicalReview.Thateditorthought
Schwinger’s originalpaperrepeated too m any com plicated expressions and
that sym bols should be introduced to represent expressions that appeared
m ore than once. Schwinger com plied,but had his assistants do the dirty
work. Harold Levine,who was stillsharing Schwinger’s o�ce,working on
the never-to-be-com pleted waveguide book,typed the revised m anuscript,
while Klein wrotein the m any equations.Klein recalled thathetook m uch
m orecarein writing thoseequationsthan hedid in hisown papers.57

Schwingerrecalled laterthatheviewed thispaper,in part,asa reaction
to the\invariantregularization" ofPauliand Villars.58

Itwasthispaper,with itsm athem aticalm anipulation,without
physicalinsightparticularly aboutquestionssuch asphoton m ass
and so forth,which wasthedirectinspiration for‘GaugeInvari-
ance and Vacuum Polarization.’ The whole pointisthatifyou
haveapropagation function,ithasacertain singularity when the
two pointscoincide. Suppose you pretend thatthere are several
particles ofthe sam e type with di�erent m asses and with cou-
pling constants which can suddenly becom e negative instead of
positive.Then,ofcourse,you can cancelthem .It’scancellation
again,subtraction physics,donein am oresophisticated way,but
still,thingsm ustbem adeto add up to zero.W ho needsit?

In thispaper,Schwingerobtained aclosed form fortheelectron propaga-
torin an externalm agnetic�eld,by solvingproper-tim eequationsofm otion,
openinga�eld which would befashionablenearlythreedecadeslaterwith the
discovery ofpulsars;gave the de�nitive derivation ofthe Euler-Heisenberg

{In the2005 Science Citation Index,ithad 105 citations,outofa totalof458 citations
to allofSchwinger’swork.56 Thesenum bershaverem ained rem arkably constantoverthe
years.
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Lagrangian describing the scattering oflight by light,a phenom enon still
notobserved directly;and gave the precise connection between axial-vector
and pseudoscalar m eson theories,what becam e known as the axial-vector
anom aly when itwasrediscovered nearly two decades laterby Adler,Bell,
and Jackiw.59 (W ewilldiscussthistheanom aly laterin Sec.17.) Thepaper
is not only a thing ofgreat beauty,but a powerfulstorehouse ofpractical
technique forsolving gauge-theory problem sin a gauge-invariantway.

11 H arvard and Schw inger

So itwasno surprisethatin thelate1940sand early 1950sHarvard wasthe
centerofthe world,asfarastheoreticalphysics wasconcerned. Everyone,
students and professors alike,
ocked to Schwinger’s lectures. Everything
was revealed,long before publication;and notinfrequently others received
the credit because ofSchwinger’s reluctance to publish before the subject
wasripe. A case in pointisthe so-called Bethe-Salpeterequation,60 which
as Gell-M ann and Low noted,61 \�rst appeared in Schwinger’s lectures at
Harvard." At any one tim e,Schwinger had ten or twelve Ph.D.students,
who typically saw him butrarely.In part,thiswasbecausehewasavailable
to see his large 
ock but one afternoon a week, but m ost saw him only
when absolutely necessary,because they recognized that his tim e was too
valuabletobewasted on trivialm atters.A studentm ayhaveseen him onlya
handfuloftim esin hisgraduatecareer,butthatwasallthestudentrequired.
W hen adm itted to his sanctum ,students were never rushed,were listened
to with respect,treated with kindness,and given inspiration and practical
advice.Onem ustrem em berthatthestudent’sproblem sweretypically quite
unrelated to what Schwinger him selfwas working on atthe tim e;yet in a
few m om ents,he could com e up with am azing insightsthatwould keep the
studentgoingforweeks,ifnotm onths.A few studentsgottoknow Schwinger
fairly well,and wereinvited to theSchwingers’houseoccasionally;butm ost
saw Schwingerprim arily asa virtuoso in thelecturehall,and now and then
in hiso�ce.A few faculty m em berswereabitm oreintim ate,butessentially
Schwingerwasa very privateperson.
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12 C ustodian ofField T heory

Feynm an leftthe �eld ofquantum electrodynam icsin 1950,regarding itas
essentially com plete. Schwinger never did. During the next �fteen years,
he continued to explore quantum �eld theory,trying to m ake itrevealthe
secrets ofthe weak and strong interactions. And he accom plished m uch.
In studying the relativistic structure ofthe theory,he recognized that all
the physically signi�cant representations ofthe Lorentz group were those
thatcould bederived from the\attached"four-dim ensionalEuclidean group,
which isobtained by letting the tim e coordinate becom e im aginary.62 This
idea was originally ridiculed by Pauli,but it was to prove a m ost fruitful
suggestion. Related to this was the CPT theorem ,�rst given a prooffor
interacting system s by Schwinger in his \Quantized Field" papers ofthe
early 1950s,and elaborated laterin thedecade.63

By theend ofthe1950s,Schwinger,with hisform erstudentPaulM artin,
was applying �eld theory m ethods ofm any-body system s,which led to a
revolution in that �eld.64 M ethods suitable for describing system s out of
equilibrium ,usually associated with the nam e ofKeldysh,65 were obtained
som efouryearsearlierby Schwinger.66 Alongtheway,in whatheconsidered
rather m odest papers, he discovered Schwinger term s,67 anom alies in the
com m utation relationsbetween �eld operators,and the Schwingerm odel,68

stilltheonly known exam pleofdynam icalm assgeneration.Thebeginnings
ofa quantum �eld theory for non-Abelian �elds was m ade;69 the original
exam ple ofa non-Abelian �eld being thatofthe gravitational�eld,he laid
thegroundwork forlatercanonicalform ulationsofgravity.70

13 M easurem ent A lgebra

In 1950 or so,as we m entioned,Schwinger developed his action principle,
which applies to any quantum system , including nonrelativistic quantum
m echanics.Two yearslater,hereform ulated quantum kinem atics,introduc-
ingsym bolsthatabstracted theessentialelem entsofrealisticm easurem ents.
Thiswasm easurem ent algebra,which yielded conventionalDirac quantum
m echanics.Butalthough theresultwasasexpected,Schwingersaw theap-
proach asofgreatvalue pedagogically,and asproviding a interpretation of
quantum m echanicsthatwasself-consistent.Hetaughtquantum m echanics
thisway form any years,starting in 1952attheLesHouchessum m erschool;
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butonlyin1959didhestartwritingaseriesofpapersexpoundingthem ethod
to theworld.Healwaysintended to writea de�nitive textbook on thesub-
ject,butonly an incom pleteversion based on theLesHoucheslecturesever
appeared during hislifetim e.71 Englerthasnow puthislaterundergraduate
UCLA lecturestogetherin a lovely book published by Springer.72

One cannotconclude a retrospective ofSchwinger’s work withoutm en-
tioning two otherm agni�centachievem entsin the quantum m echanicaldo-
m ain. He presented a de�nitive developm ent ofangularm om entum theory
derived in term sofoscillatorvariablesin \On AngularM om entum ," which
was never properly published;73k and he developed a \tim e-cycle" m ethod
ofcalculating m atrix elem entswithouthaving to �nd allthe wavefunctions
in hisbeautiful\Brownian M otion ofa Quantum Oscillator,"66 which aswe
m entioned above anticipated the work ofKeldysh.65 W e should also m en-
tion the fam ous Lippm an-Schwinger paper,75 which is chie
y rem em bered
forwhatSchwingerconsidered a standard exposition ofquantum scattering
theory,notforthevariationalm ethodsexpounded there.

14 Electrow eak Synthesis

In spite ofhisawesom e ability to m ake form alism work forhim ,Schwinger
wasathearta phenom enologist.Hewasactivein thesearch forhighersym -
m etry;whilehecam eup with W 3,Gell-M ann found thecorrectapproxim ate
sym m etry ofhadronic states,SU(3). Schwinger’s greatest success in this
period was contained in his m asterpiece,his 1957 paper \A Theory ofthe
Fundam entalInteractions".76 Along with m any other insights,such as the
existence oftwo neutrinos and the V � A structure ofweak interactions,
Schwingerthere laid thegroundwork fortheelectroweak uni�cation.Hein-
troduced two charged interm ediatevectorbosonsaspartnersto thephoton,
which coupleto charged weak currents.

A few yearslater,hisform erstudent,Sheldon Glashow,asan outgrowth
ofhisthesis,would introduceaneutralheavyboson toclosethesystem tothe
m odern SU(2)�U(1)sym m etry group;77 Steven W einberg78 would com plete
the picture by generating the m asses forthe heavy bosonsby spontaneous
sym m etry breaking. Schwinger did not have the details right in 1957,in
particularbecauseexperim entthen seem ed to disfavortheV �A theory his

kThisand otherofSchwinger’sm ostim portantpaperswerereprinted in two selections
ofhiswork.18,74
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approach im plied,butthereisno doubtthatSchwingerm ustbecounted as
thegrandfatheroftheStandard M odelon thebasison thispaper.

15 T he N obelPrize and R eaction

Recognition ofSchwinger’s enorm ouscontributionshad com e early. He re-
ceived the CharlesL.M eyerNature ofLightAward in 1949 on the basisof
thepartlycom pleted m anuscriptsofhis\Quantum Electrodynam ics"papers.
The�rstEinstein prizewasawarded tohim ,alongwith KurtG�odel,in 1951.
The NationalM edalofScience waspresented to him by PresidentJohnson
in 1964,and,ofcourse,theNobelPrizewasreceived by him ,Tom onaga,and
Feynm an from theKing ofSweden in 1965.

Butby thatpointhisextraordinary com m and ofthem achinery ofquan-
tum �eld theory had convinced him that it was too elaborate to describe
the realworld,at least directly. In his NobelLecture,he appealed for a
phenom enological�eld theory thatwould m akeim m ediate contactwith the
particles experiencing the strong interaction. W ithin a year,he developed
such a theory,SourceTheory.

16 Source T heory and U C LA

Itsurely wasthedi�culty ofincorporating strong interactionsinto �eld the-
ory that led to \Particles and Sources," received by the PhysicalReview
barely six m onthsafterhisNobellecture,in July 1966,79 based on lectures
Schwinger gave in Tokyo thatsum m er. One m ust appreciate the m ilieu in
which Schwingerworked in 1966.Form orethan adecadeheand hisstudents
had been nearly theonly exponentsof�eld theory,asthecom m unity sought
tounderstand weakand stronginteractions,and theproliferation of\elem en-
tary particles," through dispersion relations,Regge poles,current algebra,
and the like,m ost am bitiously through the S-m atrix bootstrap hypothesis
ofGeo�rey Chew and Stanley M andelstam .80{83 W hatwork in �eld theory
did existthen waslargely axiom atic,an attem ptto turn thestructureofthe
theory into abranch ofm athem atics,starting with ArthurW ightm an,84 and
carried on by m any others,including ArthurJa�eatHarvard.85 (Thenam e
changed from axiom atic �eld theory to constructive �eld theory along the
way.) Schwinger looked on allofthis with considerable distaste;not that
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he did notappreciate m any ofthe contributionsthese techniqueso�ered in
speci�c contexts,but he could not see how they could form the basis ofa
theory.

The new source theory wassupposed to supersede �eld theory,m uch as
Schwinger’s successive covariant form ulations ofquantum electrodynam ics
had replaced his earlier schem es. In fact,the revolution was to be m ore
profound,becausetherewereno divergences,and no renorm alization.

The concept of renorm alization is sim ply foreign to this phe-
nom enologicaltheory. In source theory,we begin by hypothesis
with thedescription oftheactualparticles,whilerenorm alization
isa �eld theory conceptin which you begin with the m ore fun-
dam entaloperators,which arethen m odi�ed by dynam ics.Iem -
phasizethattherenevercanbedivergencesinaphenom enological
theory. W hatone m eansby thatisthatone isrecognizing that
allfurtherphenom ena areconsequencesofonephenom enological
constant,nam ely thebasicchargeunit,which describestheprob-
abilityofem ittingaphotonrelativetotheem ission ofan electron.
W hen onesaysthatthereareno divergencesonem eansthatitis
notnecessary to introduce any new phenom enologicalconstant.
Allfurtherprocessesascom puted in term softhisprim itiveinter-
action autom atically em erge to be �nite,and in agreem entwith
thosewhich historically had evolved m uch earlier.86

16.1 Engineering A pproach to Particle T heory

In 1969SchwingergavetheStanleyH.KlosklecturetotheNew YorkUniver-
sity SchoolofEngineeringScience.Becausethatlecturecaptureshisphiloso-
phy underpinning sourcetheory sowell,atan early stagein thedevelopm ent
ofthatapproach,Iquotethetranscription ofitin full.87

Itisa fam iliarsituation in physicsthatwhen an experim en-
taldom ain isto be codi�ed,even though a fundam entaltheory
m ay be available,rarely isitbroughtdirectly to bearupon the
experim entalm aterial. The fundam entaltheory is too com pli-
cated,generally too rem ote from the phenom ena thatyou want
to describe. Instead,there is always an interm ediate theory,a
phenom enologicaltheory,which isdesigned to dealdirectly with
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the phenom ena,and therefore m akesuse ofthe language ofob-
servation.On theotherhand,itisagenuinetheory,and em ploys
abstract concepts that can m ake contact with the fundam ental
theory.

The true role offundam entaltheory is not to confront the
raw data, but to explain the relatively few param eters ofthe
phenom enologicaltheory in term sofwhich thegreatm assofraw
data hasbeen organized.

Ilearned thislesson 25 yearsago during W orld W arII,when
Ibecam einterested in theproblem sofm icrowave system s,wave
guides in particular. Being very naive, I started out solving
M axwell’s equations. I soon learned better. M ost of the in-
form ation in M axwell’s equations is really super
uous. As far
asany particularproblem isconcerned,one isonly interested in
the propagation ofjusta few m odesofthe wave guide. A lim -
ited num berofquantitiesthatcan bem easured orcalculated tell
you how thesefew m odesbehaveand exactly whatthesystem is
doing.

You areled directly to a phenom enologicaltheory ofthekind
engineers invariably use| a picture,say,in term s ofequivalent
transm ission lines. The only role ofM axwell’s equations is to
calculatethefew param eters,thee�ectivelum ped constantsthat
characterizetheequivalentcircuits.

Theengineer’sinterm ediatephenom enologicaltheory looksin
bothdirections.Itcan beconnected tothefundam entaltheoryat
oneend,and attheotheritisapplied directlytotheexperim ental
data. This is an exam ple ofthe engineering attitude. It is a
pragm atic approach thatisdesigned speci�cally foruse. Itisa
nonspeculative procedure. Hypotheses that go beyond what is
relevantto theavailabledata areavoided.

Now,when we com e to realm ofhigh-energy physics,we are
in a new situation. W e do not know the underlying dynam ics,
the underlying fundam entaltheory. Thatraisesthe question of
�nding thebeststrategy.Thatis,whatisthem oste�ectiveway
ofconfronting thedata,oforganizing it,oflearning lessonsfrom
resultswithin a lim ited dom ain ofexperim entalm aterial?

Iwanttoarguethatweshould adoptapragm aticengineering
approach. W hat we should not do is try to begin with som e
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fundam entaltheory and calculate. As we saw,this is not the
bestthing to do even when you have a fundam entaltheory,and
ifyou don’thaveone,it’scertainly thewrong thing to do.

Historically,relativistic quantum m echanicshad proved very
successfulin explaining atom ic and nuclearphysicsuntilwe got
acceleratorssu�cientlyhighinenergytocreatethestronglyinter-
acting particles,which includeparticlesthatarehighly unstable
and decaythrough verystrongforces.Theordinarym ethodsthat
had evolved up to thispointweresim ply powerlessin thefaceof
thisnew situation.Atthehigherenergies,particlescan be| and
are| created and destroyed with high probability.

In otherwords,theim m utabilityoftheparticle| afoundation
ofordinary physics| had disappeared.

Iftheim m utableparticlehasceased toexistasthefundam en-
talconceptin term sofwhich a situation can bedescribed,what
do we replace itwith? There have been two di�erent points of
view abouthow toconstructa fundam entaltheory forthestrong
interactions.

The �rst| the point of view of conventional operator �eld
theory| proposesto replace the particle with three-dim ensional
space itself. In other words,you think ofenergy,m om entum ,
electric charge,and other properties as distributed throughout
space,and ofsm allvolum es ofthree-dim ensionalspace as the
thingsthatreplace particles. These volum es are the carriers of
energy,m om entum ,and so on.

People,including m yself,have been actively developing the
�eld ideaform anyyears.Ibelievethatthiskind oftheorym aybe
theultim ateanswer,butpleaserecognizethatitisaspeculation.
Itassum esthatoneisindeed abletodescribephysicalphenom ena
down to arbitrarily sm alldistance,and,ofcourse,thatgoesfar
beyond anything we know atthem om ent.Allwe areableto do
experim entally aswegotohigherand higherenergiesistoplum b
to sm allerand sm allerdistances,butneverto zero distance.

Thequestion is,should you,in discussingthephenom enathat
arepresently known,m akeuseofaspeculativehypothesislikeop-
erator�eld theory? Can we notdiscussparticle phenom enology
and handlethecorrelationsand organization ofdata withoutbe-
com ing involved in aspeculativetheory? In operator�eld theory
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you cannotseparateparticlephenom ena from speculationsabout
thestructureofparticles.Theoperatorsofquantum -m echanical
�eld theory conceptually m ix thesetogether.

To beableto discussanything from theoperator-�eld-theory
pointofview,you m ustacceptitsfundam entalhypothesis.You
haveto accepta speculation abouthow particlesareconstructed
before you can begin to discusshow particlesinteractwith each
other.

Historically,thishasproved to bea very di�cultprogram to
apply,and people have,ofcourse,been anxiousto dealdirectly
withtheexperim entaldata,andsotherehasbeen areaction.The
extrem ereaction to operator�eld theory isto insistthatthereis
nothingm orefundam entalthanparticlesandthat,whenyouhave
a num berofparticlescolliding with each otherand the num ber
ofparticlesceasestobeconstant,allyou can doiscorrelatewhat
com esinto a collision with whatgoesout,and cease to describe
in detailwhatishappening during thecourseofthecollision.

This point ofview is called S-m atrix theory. The quantita-
tive description isin term sofa scattering m atrix thatconnects
the outgoing state with the incom ing state. In this theory the
particlesarebasic and cannotbeanalyzed.Then,ofcourse,the
question com esup:whatdistinguishesthe particularsetofpar-
ticlesthatdo existfrom any otherconceivableset?

Theonly answerthathasbeen suggested isthattheobserved
particlesexistasa consequence ofself-consistency. Given a cer-
tain setofparticles,otherparticlescan be form ed asaggregates
orcom positesofthese.On theotherhand,ifparticlesareunan-
alyzable,then thisshould notbe a new setofparticles,butthe
very particlesthem selves.

That is the second idea, but I beg you to appreciate that
it is also a speculation. W e do not know for a fact that our
present inability to describe things in term s ofsom ething m ore
fundam entalthan particlesre
ectsan intrinsicim possibility.

So these are the two polarized extrem es in the search for a
fundam entaltheory| theoperator-�eld-theory pointofview and
the S-m atrix pointofview. Now m y reaction to allofthisisto
ask again why wem ustspeculate,sincetheprobability offalling
on therightspeculation isvery sm all.
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Can wenotseparatethetheoreticalproblem ofdescribing the
propertiesofthese particlesfrom speculationsabouttheirinner
structure? Can wenotsetasidethespeculation ofwhetherparti-
clesarem adefrom operator�eldsorarem adefrom nothing but
them selves,and �nd an interm ediatetheory,a phenom enological
theory thatdirectly confrontsthedata,butthatisstillacreative
theory?

Thistheory should besu�ciently 
exibleso thatitcan m ake
contactwith a future,m orefundam entaltheory ofthestructure
ofparticles,ifindeed any m orefundam entaltheory everappears.
Thisisthelineofreasoning thatled m eto considerthetheoret-
icalproblem for high-energy physics from an engineering point
ofview. Clearly Ihave som e ideasin m ind abouthow to carry
outsuch a program ,and Iwould like to giveyou an enorm ously
sim pli�ed accountofthem .

W e want to elim inate speculation and take a pragm atic ap-
proach. W e are notgoing to say thatparticlesare m ade outof
�elds,orthatparticlessustain each other. W e are sim ply going
to say thatparticlesarewhattheexperim entalistssay they are.
Butwewillconstructatheory and notan experim enter’sm anual
in thatwewilllook atrealisticexperim entalproceduresand pick
outtheiressence through idealizations.

Thereisonecharacteristicthatthehigh-energy particleshave
in com m on| they m ustbecreated.Through theactofcreation,
we can de�ne whatwe m ean by a particle.How,in fact,do you
create a particle? By a collision. The experim entalist arranges
fora beam ofparticlesto fallon a target.In the center-of-m ass
system ,the targetisjustanotherbeam ,so two beam sofparti-
cles are colliding. Out ofthe collision,the particle thatwe are
interested in m ay beproduced.

W e say that it is a particle rather than a random bum p on
an excitation curve because itspropertiesare reproducible. W e
stillrecognize the sam e particle eventthough we vary a num ber
ofexperim entalparam eters,such asenergy,angles,and thekind
ofreaction.Thepropertiesoftheparticlein question rem ain the
sam e| ithasthesam em ass,thesam espin,thesam echarge.

These criteria can be applied to an objectthatm ay lastfor
only10�24 sec| which decaysevenbeforeitgetsoutofthenucleus
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in which itwascreated.Nevertheless,itisstillusefulto callthis
kind ofobjecta particlebecauseitpossessesessentially allofthe
characteristicsthatweassociatewith theparticleconcept.

W hat is signi�cant is that within a som ewhat controllable
region ofspaceand tim e,thepropertiescharacteristicofthepar-
ticlehave becom etransform ed into theparticleitself.Theother
particlesin thecollision arethereonly to supply thenetbalance
ofproperties.They areidealized asthesource oftheparticle.

Thisisournew theoreticalconstruct. W e introduce a quan-
titative description ofthe particle source in term s ofa source
function,S(x),wherex refersto thespaceand tim ecoordinates.
Thisfunction indicatesthat,to som e extent,we can controlthe
region theparticlecom esfrom .

Butwedo nothaveto claim thatwecan m akethesourcear-
bitrarily sm allasin operator�eld theory.W eleavethisquestion
open,to betested by futureexperim ent.

A particular source m ay be m ore e�ective in m aking parti-
clesthatgo in one direction ratherthan another,so there m ust
be another degree ofcontrolexpressed by a source function of
m om entum ,S(p). But from quantum m echanics we know that
the dim ension ofthe system and the degree ofdirectionality are
closely related. The sm aller the system ,the less directionalit
can be.And relativisticm echanicsisincorporated from thevery
beginning in thatthe energy and the m om entum are related to
itsm assin theusualrelativisticway.

Now the experim enter’sjob only beginswith the production
ofa beam .Attheotherend,hem ustdetecttheparticles.W hat
isdetection? Unstable particleseventually decay,and the decay
processisadetection device.M oregenerally,anydetection device
can beregarded asakind ofcollision thatannihilatestheparticle
and hands its properties on in a m ore usable form . Thus the
source conceptcan again be introduced asan abstraction ofan
annihilation collision,with thesourceactingnegatively,asasink.

W e now have a com plete theoreticalpicture ofany physical
situation,in which sourcesare used to create the initialparticle
ofinterestfrom thevacuum state,and sourcesareused to detect
the�nalparticlesresulting from som einteraction,thusreturning
to thevacuum state.
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[Schwingerthen wrotedown an expression thatdescribesthe
probability am plitude thatthe vacuum state before sources act
rem ains the vacuum state aftersources act,the vacuum persis-
tenceam plitude.]Thebasicthingsthatappearin thisexpression
arethesource functionsand space-tim e functionsthatrepresent
the state into which the particle is em itted and from which it
isabsorbed,thusdescribing theinterm ediate propagation ofthe
particle.

Thissim pleexpression can begeneralized toapplytoparticles
thathave charge,spin,etc.,and to situationswhere m ore than
one particle ispresentata tim e. Interactionsbetween particles
aredescribed in term scontaining m orethan two sources.

Ourstarting pointacceptsparticlesasfundam ental| we use
sources to identify the particles and to incorporate a sim pli�ed
view ofdynam ics.From thatweevolvea m orecom pletedynam -
icaltheory in which wecom binesim plesourcearrangem entslike
building blocksto produce descriptionsofsituationsthatcan in
principlebeascom plex aswewant.

A �rsttestofthisapproach would be to see ifwe can repro-
ducetheresultsofsom ewell-established theorysuch asquantum -
electrodynam ics. W hat is the starting point in this attack on
electrodynam ics? Itisthe photon,a particle thatwe know has
certain striking propertiessuch aszero restm assand helicity 1.
So we m ust include allthese aspects ofthe photon in the pic-
ture,and describe how photons are em itted and absorbed. In
consequence,the source m ustbe a vector,and itm ustbe diver-
genceless.

Thisapproach leadsusto som ething resem bling a vectorpo-
tential,and when we ask what di�erentialequations it satis�es
we�nd they areM axwell’sequations.W estartwith theconcept
ofthe source as prim ary and are led to M axwell’s di�erential
equationsasderived concepts.

The description ofinteractions follows the tentative proce-
dures oflife in the realworld. The theory is not stated once
and forall. Itbeginswith sim ple phenom ena| forexam ple,ac-
celerated chargesradiate. Itthen extrapolatesthatinform ation
outside itsdom ain,predicts m ore com plicated phenom ena,and
awaitsthe testofexperim ent. W e do notbegin with a �nalde-
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scription of,say,electron scattering. W e extrapolate to itfrom
m oreelem entary situations,and thisisstillnotthe�naldescrip-
tion.

Asthe theory developsand becom esm ore encom passing,we
go back to re�ne the description ofthe scattering process and
obtain a m ore quantitative account ofit. This is the concept
ofan interaction skeleton. The process is there but it is not
�nally described to startwith,itsexistenceism erely recognized.
This sim pli�ed reconstruction ofelectrodynam ics is com pletely
successful.

To indicate the wide sweep ofthe new approach,Im ention
thatclassicalgravitation theory (Einstein)can be reconstructed
and sim pli�ed in a sim ilarway by beginning with the quantum
relativisticpropertiesofthebasicparticle,thegraviton,although
hereindirectevidence foritspropertiesm ustbeadduced.

Buttherealproving ground forsourcetheory com esfrom the
dom ain forwhich itwasinvented,strong interactions.Thestart-
ing pointisexperim entalinform ation atlow energies. The ten-
tative extrapolationsare toward higherenergies. The m ethod is
quiteelem entary com pared toothercurrenttechniques.Thesuc-
cessfulcorrelationsthathave been obtained em phasize thecom -
pletely phenom enologicalnatureofourpresentknowledgeabout
particles and refute attem pts to lend fundam entalcredence to
thisorthatparticlem odel.

A m orefundam entaltheory m aycom eintobeingoneday,but
itwillbetheoutcom eofcontinued experim entalprobingtohigher
energies,and willdoubtlessinvolve theoreticalconceptsthatare
now only dim ly seen.Butthatday willbegreatly speeded ifthe

ood ofexperim entalresultsisorganized and analyzed with the
aid ofa theory thatdoesnothave builtinto ita preconception
about the very question that is being attacked. This theory is
sourcetheory.

16.2 T he Im pact ofSource T heory

RobertFinkelstein haso�ered a perceptive discussion ofSchwinger’ssource
theory program :
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In com paring operator�eld theory with sourcetheory Julian re-
vealed hispoliticalorientation when he described operator�eld
theory asatrickledown theory (afterafailed econom ictheory)|
sinceitdescendsfrom im plicitassum ptionsaboutunknown phe-
nom enaatinaccessibleand veryhighenergiestom akepredictions
atlowerenergies.Source theory on the otherhand he described
asanabatic(asin Xenophon’sAnabasis)by which hem eantthat
itbegan with solid knowledgeaboutknown phenom ena atacces-
sible energiesto m ake predictionsaboutphysicalphenom ena at
higherenergies.Although sourcetheory wasnew,itdid notrep-
resenta com plete break with the pastbutratherwasa natural
evolution ofJulian’swork with operatorGreen’sfunctions. His
trilogy on sourcetheory isnotonly a stunning display ofJulian’s
powerasan analystbutitisalso totally in thespiritofthem od-
est scienti�c goals he had set in his QED work and which had
guided him earlierasa nuclearphenom enologist.88

But the new approach was not wellreceived. In partthis was because
the tim eswere changing;within a few years,’tHooft89 would establish the
renorm alizability oftheGlashow-W einberg-Salam SU(2)�U(1)electroweak
m odel,and �eld theorywasseen byalltobeviableagain.W ith thediscovery
ofasym ptoticfreedom in 1974,90 anon-Abelian gaugetheory ofstronginter-
actions,quantum chrom odynam ics,which wasproposed som ewhatearlier,91

wasprom ptly accepted by nearly everyone. An alternative to conventional
�eld theory did notseem toberequired afterall.Schwinger’sinsistenceon a
clean break with thepast,and hisrejection of\rules" asopposed tolearning
through serving asan \apprentice," did notencourageconversions.

Already before the source theory revolution, Schwinger felt a growing
senseofuneasewithhiscolleaguesatHarvard.ButthechiefreasonSchwinger
leftHarvard forUCLA washealth related.Form erlyoverweightand inactive,
hehad becom ehealth consciousupon theprem aturedeath ofW olfgangPauli
in 1958. (Ironically,both died ofpancreatic cancer.) He had been fond of
tennisfrom hisyouth,had discovered skiing in 1960,and now hisdoctorwas
recom m ending a daily swim forhishealth. So he listened favorably to the
entreatiesofDavid Saxon,hisclosestcolleagueattheRadiation Lab during
the war,who for years had been trying to induce him to com e to UCLA.
Very m uch againsthiswife’swishes,hem adethem ovein 1971.Hebrought
along his three senior students at the tim e,Lester DeRaad,Jr.,W u-yang
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Tsai,and thepresentauthor,who becam elong-term \assistants" atUCLA.
Heand Saxon expected,asin theearly daysatHarvard,thatstudentswould

ock toUCLA to work with him ;butthey did not.Schwingerwasno longer
thecenteroftheoreticalphysics.

Thisisnotto say thathislittle group atUCLA did notm ake an heroic
attem ptto establish a source-theory presence. Schwingerrem ained a gifted
innovator and an awesom e calculator. He wrote 2-1/2 volum es ofan ex-
haustive treatise on source theory,Particles,Sources,and Fields,92 devoted
prim arily to thereconstruction ofquantum electrodynam icsin thenew lan-
guage;unfortunately,he abandoned the projectwhen itcam e tim e to deal
with strong interactions,in partbecausehebecam etoo busy writing papers
on an \anti-parton" interpretation oftheresultsofdeep-inelastic scattering
experim ents.93 Hem adesom esigni�cantcontributionsto thetheory ofm ag-
netic charge; particularly noteworthy was his introduction ofdyons.94 He
reinvigorated proper-tim e m ethods ofcalculating processes in strong-�eld
electrodynam ics;95 and he m ade som e m ajorcontributionsto the theory of
theCasim ire�ect,which arestillhaving repercussions.96 Butitwasclearhe
wasreacting,notleading,aswitnessed byhisquiteprettypaperon the\M ul-
tispinorBasisofFerm i-Bose Transform ation,"97 in which he kicked him self
fornotdiscoveringsupersym m etry,followingacom m andprivateperform ance
by Stanley Deseron supergravity.

17 T heA xial-VectorA nom aly and Schw inger’s

D eparture from Particle Physics

In 1980Schwingergaveasem inaratM IT thatm arked hislastscienti�cvisit
to the East Coast,�� and caused him to abandon his attem pt to in
uence
the developm ent ofhigh-energy theory with his source theory revolution.
The talk was on a subject that he largely started in his fam ous \Gauge
Invariance and Vacuum Polarization" paper,54 the triangle or axial-vector
anom aly. In itssim plestand basic m anifestation,this\anom aly" describes
how the neutralpion decays into two photons. The pion coupling could
be regarded as occurring either through a pseudoscalar or an axialvector

��Thisdoesnotcounta talk hegaveatM IT in 1991 in honorofbirthdaysoftwo ofhis
students,where he gavea \progressreport" on hiswork on cold fusion and sonolum ines-
cence,excerptsofwhich isgiven in Ref.[2].
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coupling, which form ally appeared be equivalent, but calculations in the
1940s gave discrepant answers. Schwinger resolved this issue in 1950 by
showing thatthe two theorieswere indeed equivalentprovided thatproper
care (gauge-invariance) was used,and that the form alresult was m odi�ed
by an additionalterm . Problem solved,and it was then forgotten for the
next 18 years. In the late 1960s Adler,Bell,and Jackiw rediscovered this
solution,59 butthe language wasa bitdi�erent. The extra term Schwinger
had found was now called an anom aly,butthe form ofthe equations,and
the prediction for the decay ofthe pion,were identical. In fact,at �rst it
isapparentthatAdler,Bell,and Jackiw were unaware ofSchwinger’sm uch
earlier result,and it was the addition ofKen Johnson (one ofSchwinger’s
m any brilliantstudents)into the collaboration thatcorrected the historical
record.98

Shortly thereafter,Adlerand Bardeen proved the \nonrenorm alization"
theorem ,99 thatthe anom aly isexact,and isnotcorrected by higher-order
quantum e�ects.Thisisin contrasttom ostphysicalphenom ena,such asthe
anom alousm agneticm om entoftheelectron,which issubjectto corrections
in allorders ofperturbation theory in the strength ofthe electrom agnetic
coupling,the �ne structure constant. Thisseem ed surprising to Schwinger,
so he suggested to hispostdocsatUCLA thatthey work thisoutindepen-
dently,and they did,publishingtwopapersin 1972,100 in which they showed,
using two independentm ethods,thatthere wasindeed such a correction in
higherorder. However,Adler,who wasthe reviewerofthese papersforced
them totonedown theirconclusion,and topointoutthattheresultdepends
on thephysicalpointatwhich therenorm alization iscarried out.Nonrenor-
m alization indeed can beachieved byrenorm alization atan unphysicalpoint,
which m ay be acceptable for the use ofthe theorem in establishing renor-
m alizability ofgaugetheories,itschiefapplication,butitisneverthelesstrue
that physicalprocesses such as the originalprocess ofpion decay receives
higher-ordercorrections.

As was typical,Schwinger apparently took no notice ofthis dispute at
the tim e. Buttoward the end ofthe 1970s,while he waswriting the third
volum eofParticles,Sources,and Fields,helooked atthequestionsofradia-
tivecorrectionsto neutralpion decay and found thesam eresultasDeRaad,
M ilton,and Tsai. He wrote an explicitly confrontationalpaperon the sub-
ject,which wasthe basisforthe above-m entioned talk atM IT.The paper
wasapparently de�nitively rejected,and thetalk washarshly criticized,and
on the basis ofthese closed-m inded attacks,Schwinger left the �eld. For-
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tunately forthe record,Schwinger’spaperexistsasa chapterin the �nally
published third volum eofParticles,Sources,and Fields.

However,the controversy liveson. In 2004 Steve Adlerwrote a histori-
calperspective on hiswork on the axial-vectoranom aly.101 He devotes�ve
pagesofhisretrospectiveto attack thework ofSchwingerand hisgroup.He
even deniesthatSchwingerwasthe�rstto calculatetheanom aly,in blatant
disregard ofthehistoricalrecord.Ofcourse,physicalunderstanding had in-
creased in the nearly two decadesbetween Schwinger’s and Adler’spapers,
buttodeny thatSchwingerwasthe�rstperson too�erthebasisforthecon-
nection between the axial-vectorand pseudoscalar currents,and the origin
ofthephotonicdecay oftheneutralpion,ispreposterous.

18 T hom as-Ferm i A tom , C old Fusion, and

Sonolum inescence

W hen thelastofhisHarvard postdocsleftUCLA in 1979,and the
ap over
the axial-vectoranom aly ensued,Schwingerabandoned high-energy physics
altogether. In 1980, after teaching a quantum m echanics course (a not-
unusual sequence of events), Schwinger began a series of papers on the
Thom as-Ferm im odelofatom s.102 He soon hired Berthold-Georg Englert,
replacing M ilton asa postdoc,to help with theelaboratecalculations.This
endeavor lasted until1985. It is interesting that this work not only is re-
garded as im portant in its own right by atom ic physicists,but has led to
som e signi�cantresultsin m athem atics. A long seriesofsubstantialpapers
by C.Fe�erm an and L.Seco103 hasbeen devoted to proving hisconjecture
about the atom ic num ber dependence ofthe ground state energy oflarge
atom s. As Seth Putterm an has rem arked,it is likely that,ofallthe work
thatSchwingeraccom plished atUCLA,hiswork on thestatisticalatom will
provethem ostim portant.104

Following the Thom as-Ferm iwork,Schwinger continued to collaborate
with Englert,and with M arlan Scully,on the question ofspin coherence. If
an atom icbeam isseparated intosub-beam sbyaStern-Gerlach apparatus,is
itpossibletoreunitethebeam s? Scully had argued thatitm ightbepossible,
butJulian wasskeptical;theresultwasthreejointpapers,entitled \IsSpin
CoherenceLikeHum pty Dum pty?",which boreoutJulian’sintuition ofthe
im possibility ofbeating thee�ectsofquantum entanglem ent.105
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In M arch 1989began oneofthem ostcuriousepisodesin physicalscience
in the last century, one that initially attracted great interest am ong the
scienti�c aswellasthe lay com m unity,butwhich rapidly appeared to be a
characteristic exam ple of\pathologicalscience."yy The e�ect to which we
refer was the announcem ent by B.S.Pons and M .Fleischm ann107 ofthe
discovery ofcold fusion. Thatis,they claim ed thatnuclear energy,in the
form ofheat,wasreleased in a table-top experim ent,involving a palladium
cathodeelectrolyzing heavy water.

Soitwasashocktom ostphysicistszz when Schwingerbegan speakingand
writingaboutcold fusion,suggestingthattheexperim entsofPonsand Fleis-
chm ann were valid,and thatthe palladium lattice played a crucialrole. In
oneofhislaterlectureson thesubjectin SaltLakeCity,Schwingerrecalled,
\Apartfrom a briefperiod ofapostasy,when Iechoed theconventionalwis-
dom thatatom ic and nuclearenergy scales are m uch too disparate,Ihave
retained m y beliefin the im portance ofthe lattice."5 His �rst publication
on the subject was subm itted to PhysicalReview Letters,butwas roundly
rejected,in am annerthatSchwingerconsidered deeply insulting.In protest,
heresigned asa m em ber(hewas,ofcourse,a fellow)oftheAm erican Physi-
calSociety,ofwhich PhysicalReview Letters isthem ostprestigiousjournal.
(At�rstheintended m erely towithdraw thepaperfrom PRL,and hisfellow-
ship,butthen he feltcom pelled to respond to the referees’com m ents:One
com m entwassom ething to thee�ectthatno nuclearphysicistcould believe
such an e�ect,towhich Julian angrily retorted,\Iam anuclearphysicist!"5)
In thisletterto the editor(G.W ells)in which he withdrew the paperand
resigned from the Am erican PhysicalSociety,he also called forthe rem oval
ofthe source theory index category the APS journals used: \Incidentally,

yyThis term wascoined in 1953 by Irving Langm uir,who gave a celebrated lecture at
G eneralElectric’s K nolls Atom ic Power Laboratory (transcribed from a disc recording
by RobertHall)on the phenom enon wherein reputable scientists are led to believe that
an e�ect,just at the edge ofvisibility,is real,even though,as precision increases,the
e�ect rem ains m arginal. The scientist becom es self-deluded,going to great lengths to
convince one and allthatthe rem arkable e�ectisthere juston the m arginsofwhatcan
be m easured. G reataccuracy isclaim ed nevertheless,and fantastic,ad hoc,theoriesare
invented to explain thee�ect.Exam plesinclude N-rays,the Allison e�ect,
ying saucers,
and ESP.It was not a coincidence that Physics Today published the article, without
com m ent,in the fallof1989.106

zzHowever,a few other em inent physicists spoke favorably ofthe possibility ofcold
fusion,notably Edward Tellerand W illisLam b,who published three articlesin the Pro-
ceedingsofthe U.S.NationalAcadem y ofSciences on the subject.
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the PACS entry (1987)11.10.m n can be deleted. There willbe no further
occasion touseit.’;5,108 A ratherstrikingactofhubris:Ifhecouldn’tpublish
sourcetheory,neithercould anybody else.ButthePhysicalReview obliged.
(Unfortunately,Schwingerfailed to realize thatthePACS index system has
becom ethepredom inantsystem forphysicsjournalsworldwide,a re
ection
ofthe prem ier status ofthe APS journals. So he largely spited his own
contributions.) Notwishing to use any otherAPS venue,he turned to his
friend and colleague,Berthold Englert,who arranged that\Cold Fusion:A
Hypothesis" bepublished in theZeitschriftf�urNaturforschung,whereitap-
peared in October ofthat year.109 Schwinger then went on to write three
substantialpapers,entitled \NuclearEnergy in an Atom icLatticeI,II,III,"
to 
esh out these ideas.5,110 The �rst was published in the Zeitschriftf�ur
PhysikD,111 whereitwasaccepted in spiteofnegativereviews,5 butdirectly
preceded by an editorialnote,disclaim ing any responsibility forthe thepa-
per on the part ofthe journal. They subsequently refused to publish the
rem aining papers.

Schwinger’slastphysicsendeavorm arked a return to theCasim ire�ect,
ofwhich hehad been enam ored nearly twodecadesearlier.Itwassparked by
therem arkablediscovery ofsingle-bubblesonolum inescence,in which asm all
bubbleofairin water,driven by a strong acousticstanding wave,undergoes
a stable cycle ofcollapse and re-expansion;at m inim um radius an intense

ash oflight,consisting ofa m illion opticalphotons,isem itted. Itwasnot
coincidentalthattheleading laboratory investigating thisphenom enon was,
and is,at UCLA,led by erstwhile theorist Seth Putterm an,long a friend
and con�dant.Putterm an and Schwingershared m any interestsin com m on,
including appreciation of�ne wines,and they shared a sim ilariconoclastic
view ofthe decline ofphysics. So,ofcourse,Schwinger heard about this
rem arkablephenom enon from thehorse’sm outh,and wasgreatly intrigued.�

Schwinger im m ediately had the idea that a dynam ical version of the
Casim ire�ectm ightplayakeyrole.Hesaw parallelsbetween cold fusion and
sonolum inescence in thatboth dealwith seem ingly incom m ensurate energy
scales,and both depend signi�cantly on nonlineare�ects.Sinceby theearly
1990s,cold fusion waslargely discredited,he puthise�ortsto understand-
ing sonolum inescence,which undoubtedly doesexist.Unfortunately neither
Schwinger,noranyone subsequently,wasable to getvery farwith dynam -

�Fora review ofthephenom ena,and a detailed evaluation ofvarioustheoreticalexpla-
nations,seeRef.[112].
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icalzero-point phenom ena;he largely contented him selfwith an adiabatic
approxim ation based on staticCasim irenergies;and wasableto obtain suf-
�cientenergy only because he retained the \bulk energy," which m ostnow
believe isunobservable,being subsum ed in a renorm alization ofbulk m ate-
rialproperties.Hiswork on thesubjectappeared asa seriesofshortpapers
in thePNAS,thelastappearing113 shortly afterhisdeath in June1994.

19 C onclusion

Itisim possibletodojusticein afew wordstotheim pactofJulian Schwinger
on physical thought in the 20th Century. He revolutionized �elds from
nuclear physics to m any body theory, �rst successfully form ulated renor-
m alized quantum electrodynam ics,developed the m ostpowerfulfunctional
form ulation ofquantum �eld theory,and proposed new ways oflooking at
quantum m echanics,angularm om entum theory,and quantum 
uctuations.
Hislegacy includes\theoreticaltools" such asthe proper-tim em ethod,the
quantum action principle,and e�ective action techniques. Not only is he
responsible forform ulations bearing his nam e: the Rarita-Schwinger equa-
tion,theLippm ann-Schwingerequation,theTom onaga-Schwingerequation,
theDyson-Schwingerequation,theSchwingerm echanism ,and so forth,but
som e attributed to others,or known anonym ously: Feynm an param eters,
theBethe-Salpeterequation,coherentstates,Euclidean �eld theory;thelist
goeson and on.Hislegacy ofnearly 80Ph.D.students,including fourNobel
laureates,lives on. It is im possible to im agine what physics would be like
in the 21st century without the contributions ofJulian Schwinger,a very
privateyetwonderfulhum an being.Itism ostgratifying thata dozen years
afterhisdeath,recognition ofhism anifold in
uencesisgrowing,and research
projectsheinitiated arestillunderway.

Itis�tting to closethisretrospectivewith Schwinger’sown words,deliv-
ered som e six m onthsbefore his�nalillness,when he received an honorary
degreefrom theUniversity ofNottingham .114y

The DegreeCerem ony isa m odern version ofa m edievalrite
that seem ed to confer a kind ofpriesthood upon its recipients,
thereby excluding allothersfrom itsinnercircle. Butthatwill

yThis briefacceptance speech was followed by a brilliant lecture on the in
uence of
G eorgeG reen on Schwinger’swork.114
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not do for today. Science,with its o�shoot ofTechnology,has
an overwhelm ing im pact upon allofus. The recent events at
W im bledon invite m e to a som ewhat outrageousanalogy. Very
few ofus,indeed,are quali�ed to step onto centre court. Yet
thousandsofspectatorsgain greatpleasure from watching these
talented specialists perform . Som ething sim ilar should be,but
generally isnot,truefortherelationship between thepractition-
ersofScience and thegeneralpublic.Thisism uch m oreserious
than notknowing the di�erence between 30 alland deuce. Sci-
ence,on a big scale,isinevitably intertwined with politics.And
politicianshavelittlepracticein distinguishingbetween,saycom -
m on law and Newton’slaw.Itisa suitably educated publicthat
m ust step into the breach. This has been underlined lately by
M inisterW aldegrave’scry forsom eoneto educatehim aboutthe
properties ofthe Higgs boson,to be rewarded with a bottle of
cham pagne.Any m em beroftheeducated publiccould havetold
him thatthecited particleisan artifactofaparticulartheoretical
speculation,and the realchallenge isto enteruncharted waters
to seewhatisthere.Thefailureto do thiswillinevitably putan
end toScience.A society thatturn in on itselfhassown theseeds
ofitsown dem ise.Early in the16th century,powerfulChina had
sea-going vesselsexploring to thewest.Then a signalcam efrom
new m asterstoreturn and destroytheships.Itwasin thoseyears
thatPortuguese sailorsentered the Indian Ocean. The outcom e
was400 yearsofdom inanceoftheEastby theW est.

ThereareotherthreatstoScience.A recentbestsellerin Eng-
land,Understandingthepresent,hasthesubtitleScienceand the
soulofM odern M an.Ishallonly touch on thewriter’sviewsto-
ward quantum m echanics,surely thegreatestintellectualdiscov-
ery ofthe20th century.First,hecom plainsthatthenew physics
ofquantum m echanics tosses classicalphysics in the trash bin.
This I would dism iss as m ere technicalignorance; the m anner
in which classicaland quantum m echanicsblend into each other
haslong been established. Second,the authoris upset thatits
theories can’tbe understood by anyone notm athem atically so-
phisticated and so m ustbeaccepted by m ostpeopleon faith.He
is,in short,saying thatthereisa priesthood.AgainstthisIpose
m y own experience in presenting the basic conceptsofquantum
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m echanics to a class ofAm erican high schoolstudents. They
understood it;they loved it. And Iused no m ore than a bitof
algebra,a bitofgeom etry.So:catch them young;educate them
properly; and there are no m ysteries, no priests. It allcom es
down to a properly educated public.
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