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Schwinger effect with backreaction in 1+1D massive QED with a strong external field
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In the presence of a strong electric field, the vacuum is unstable to the production of pairs of
charged particles—the Schwinger effect. The created pairs extract energy from the electric field,
resulting in nontrivial backreaction. In this paper, we study 141D massive QED subject to strong
external electric fields in a self-consistent and fully quantum manner. We use the bosonized ver-
sion of the theory, which attains a cosine interaction term in the presence of nonzero fermion mass
m. However, the assumption of strong electric field justifies a perturbative treatment of the cosine
interaction, i.e., an expansion in m. We calculate the vacuum expectation value of the electric
field to first order in m and show that—surprisingly—it satisfies a classical nonlinear partial dif-
ferential equation (related to the sine-Gordon equation). We show that the electric field exhibits
dissipation-free oscillations (analogous to ordinary plasma oscillations) and calculate the plasma fre-
quency analytically. We also compare to the semiclassical approximation commonly used to study
backreaction, showing that it fails to capture the O(m) shift in the plasma frequency.

I. INTRODUCTION

The mere existence of sufficiently strong electric fields
leads to the production of electron-positron pairs due to
the Schwinger effect [1, 2]. The critical field strength for
pair production is given in terms of the electron mass m
and elementary charge e > 0 by

m2e3

E.= ~ 10"V /m, (1)
below which the effect is exponentially suppressed. Par-
ticle creation leads to a natural question concerning the
energetics of the mechanism: Where does the energy of
those particles come from? Clearly, the electric field it-
self is the source; thus, the created particles must extract
energy from the field and reduce its strength. In addi-
tion, the newly born charged particles will both feel and
modify the electric field. Understanding these complex
dynamics is the problem of Schwinger effect backreac-
tion. Backreaction to particle creation is also important
in gravitational problems, such as particle production by
the expanding universe [3] and Hawking radiation (e.g.,
4, 5)).

One may study the backreaction to the Schwinger ef-
fect using the “semiclassical” approximation, in which
the electric field is treated as a classical field rather than
as an operator. Then, the classical field is demanded to
be sourced by the expectation value of the current [6-11].
The semiclassical approximation is formally justified in
a large- N expansion, but may still provide insight in the
context of a single matter field.

Ultimately, the time evolution needs to be derived from
full QED. While the general case remains intractable,
Chu and Vachaspati [12] showed that backreaction can
be treated exactly for a massless fermion in 141D (the
“Schwinger model” [13]) using the method of bosoniza-
tion [14, 15]. They used the fact that 1+1D massless
QED is “dual” to a free scalar (boson) theory of mass
M = q/+/7 (q is the elementary charge in 1+1D) [16-
18], and showed that, by virtue of the linearity of the

field equation, a fully quantum description of the screen-
ing process can be obtained by simply solving a classical
Klein-Gordon equation.

In the massive Schwinger model (1+1 QED with
fermions of mass m), the bosonized theory is no longer
free. The interacting theory requires an explicit regula-
tor to define, and the associated scale A actually appears
in the boson field equations. If we include an external
classical field E¢, then the field equations are

(82 9y f) ¢+ Amsin (\/Ea;) = L. (2
t xT T ﬁ (OF)

with the precise meaning of sin(v/47¢) depending on how
the theory is regulated. The value of A should not affect
observable predictions, but any attempt to treat (2) clas-
sically must somehow pick a value for A. Prior work has
fixed A in a derivative expansion [19, 20], at large occu-
pation number [21], or in a WKB approximation [22], or
simply left it as a free parameter [23, 24].

In this paper we will study the massive theory as a per-
turbation of the massless theory and show that a version
of (2) indeed arises to first order in m. Our field oper-
ators are defined in the Schrodinger picture, and regu-
larization is done with normal ordering [14]. We assume
that at early times the quantum state is the vacuum and
the external classical electric field is zero. Then, the ex-
ternal field turns on at some time t = to after which it
varies arbitrarily. Under these assumptions, we find that,
to first order in m, the field expectation value (¢) satisfies
the following equation:

(af — 02+ §> () + ”;”q sin (Va7 (9)) = —%EC,
3)

where v = 0.57721 - - - is the Euler-Mascheroni constant.
This is the sine-Gordon equation (2) with the particular
choice A = e7¢q/m, and ¢ is now understood as describing
the expectation value of the field. We find it highly non-
trivial that this classical-looking result arises from a fully
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quantum treatment. We emphasize in particular that no
classical i — 0 limit has been taken. Instead, Eq. (3)
describes a truly quantum phenomenon.

The boson expectation value (¢) is related to the elec-
tric field expectation value by by

@»=E0+§%w» (4)

Thus we see that the expectation value of the electric field
obeys a simple partial differential equation (3). Notice
that no “particles” or “pair creation” are explicitly vis-
ible in Eq. (3), and these concepts likewise do not arise
in its derivation. We find this advantageous since the
fundamental objects in QFT are the fields rather than
particles. Eq. (3) simply shows the response of local ob-
servables (expectation value of E) to the external field.
Its solutions can be used to validate the heuristic idea of
created particles screening electric fields.

Indeed, this process was beautifully illustrated in the
massless case by Chu and Vachaspati [12] in the setting of
capacitor breakdown. We revisit this problem in the (per-
turbatively) massive case and consider a slightly modified
setup. We ensure local charge conservation for the exter-
nal source by “assembling” the capacitor: its plates begin
at the same location and then move to their final separa-
tion. For the boundary condition of the field, we consider
the two cases: (i) the field may freely pass through the
plates, and (ii) the field outside the capacitor is strictly
zero (as if the plates are mirrors). For the first case, we
found agreement with Refs. [12, 21, 22] that the electric
field is screened inside the capacitor. However, for the
second case where the dynamical part of the field can-
not spread out to infinity, the field never reaches a static
state, but rather continues to oscillate indefinitely.

The frequency of these oscillations is the effective
plasma frequency for the QED plasma created by the
strong external field. We may define a precise plasma
frequency by considering spatially homogeneous external
fields. By solving (3) perturbatively, we find that the
QED plasma frequency is given to O(m) by

w= * mEo

() ()

We also study the problem semiclassically in order
to test the validity of the semiclassical approximation.
Semiclassical results are available for spatially homoge-
neous electric fields (at any value of m) [25] and can be
compared to our small-m results in full QED. We find
that the semiclassical approximation is exact at m = 0,
but fails at O(m), predicting that there is no correction at
this order, in disagreement with our full-QED result. We
may say that the semiclassical approximation is qualita-
tively correct but quantitatively incorrect, in particular
failing to capture the O(m) shift in the plasma frequency
(5).

As explained in Sec. III, our perturbative treatment
of the fermion mass is justified at strong electric field

q mqe”

(Ec > m) and/or strong fermion coupling (¢ > m).
However, versions of Eq. (2) with the same value A =
€7q/m also arise in other physical regimes [20-22], sug-
gesting a more fundamental significance within the mas-
sive Schwinger model. Further research is required to
clarify the scope of the quasi-classical description in mas-
sive 1+1D QED.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we
review the bosonization of the massive Schwinger model
and derive the QED Hamiltonian in terms of the bo-
son field. In Section III, we calculate QAS to first order in
the fermion mass and show that it satisfies Eq. (3). In
Section IV, we revisit the capacitor breakdown problem
and demonstrate that the screening effect is captured by
solving Eq. (3). In Section V, we consider a spatially ho-
mogeneous background field and derive the plasma fre-
quency (5). In Section VI, consider the same problem
in the semiclassical approximation and compare the re-
sults. We conclude in Section VII with a brief discussion
of interesting future directions.

In this paper, we take ¢ = A = 1, and the signature of
the metric is (—, +).

II. BOSONIZATION OF 1+1D QED

In this section, we derive the QED Hamiltonian in
terms of the boson field, closely following Coleman
[26].#! The Lagrangian of 1+1D QED in the presence
of an external classical source J¢ satisfying the conser-
vation law 9, J5 = 0 is given by

L:/Mﬁ%ﬁ@w—mme&ﬂW¢
_iFHVFMU +AHJlC{| . (6)

The spatial integral is taken from —oo to oo, and ~*

are the gamma matrices, for which we take the following
representation:

v=(1) = (%) (7

In 141D, the electromagnetic field behaves quite differ-
ently compared to the 3+1D case. First of all, there is
no magnetic field, and there is only one component of
the electric field. Furthermore, there are no electromag-
netic waves since there are no transverse fields. This can
be understood in a physical sense by considering a uni-
formly charged plate in 3+1D. The electric field created
by the plate is uniform everywhere, and it never decays,
no matter how far one goes away from the plate. In addi-
tion, the motion of the plate does not affect the electric

#1 In [26], the signature of the metric is opposite to that in our
paper.



field at all, i.e., no waves are generated. In the quan-
tum theory, this indicates the non-existence of photons.
This feature of the electromagnetic field in 141D can
be most simply captured by taking the Coulomb gauge
Ar(t,z) = (A(t,x),0). Under this choice of the gauge,
the electric field E is given by

E(t,z) = —8,A(t, ). (8)

Then, the Lagrangian (6) no longer depends on the time
derivative of A(t,z). Variation of Eq. (6) with respect to
A(t, z) results in Gauss’ law:

07 A(t,x) = —(qv'y + JE). 9)

We express the general solution as

Altia) = =2 [ 12 = sl! y)ult,w)dy + Ao, o)
(10)
where A is a potential for the classical source, i.e.,
Jo(t,x) = 0. Ec(t,x) = =02 Ac(t,z). (11)

Eq. (10) shows that A(¢,z) at time ¢ is determined only
by the fermion field and the classical source at time ¢
without solving the evolution equation, showing the non-
dynamical nature of the gauge field.

The Hamiltonian is obtained by Legendre transforming
Eq. (6). Eliminating A(t,z) using Eq. (10) and discard-
ing the surface integral terms as well as a non-dynamical
term proportional to Acd?Ac, one finds

H(t) = / de [~ 0 + mB + qAcyi]  (12)

-7 // dadyle — ylT (¢, )i (8, 2061 (1, 9o (1, y).

At this point, everything is classical. The quantum
theory in the Schrodinger picture is obtained by promot-
ing the fermion field ¥(to, ) at some time ¢¢ to a time-
independent operator 12(:10) that satisfies the canonical
anticommutation relation,

{Ba@), Ph(y) } = bapd@ —y).

We choose the time ¢y at which the Schrodinger picture
operator is defined to be equal to the time at which the
external classical electric field is turned on. To avoid the
infinite zero-point energy we normal-order the Hamilto-
nian as follows,

(13)

ﬁ(t) = /d:z: : [—i%%ﬂ%r maﬂ;‘i‘ qAC“ZW; :
(14)
——//d:z:dy @) P(@): |z -yl 0 () (y): -

This particular normal-ordering makes the Hamiltonian
(14) differ from the bare Hamiltonian (Eq. (12) with

¥(to, ) — () by

ﬁ = ﬁbare + Cl + @627 (15)

where C; and Cs are infinite c-numbers and @ is the
charge operator,

0= / P @)d(): da

Thus the Hamiltonians describe the same physics pro-
vided that we restrict to states of zero charge. This as-
sumption is consistent with time evolution since ) com-
mutes with the Hamiltonian. We will assume zero total
charge for the remainder of the paper.

Keep in mind that we are in the Schrodinger picture
even though the Hamiltonian H depends on time. This
is simply due to the fact that the external classical field
is time-dependent, and the energy of the system is not
generally conserved.

Now, we are ready to bosonize this Hamil‘\conian. The
boson field ¢ and its canonical momentum II satisfy the
canonical communtation relations,

(16)

[$(@).Ti(y)| = i6(z — ). (17)
[4(@).5)] =0, (18)
(@), 0| =o. (19)

and the bosonization identities are”? (e.g. [26, 34, 35])

=iy 0,0 «— N, {%ﬁ + %(a@“‘} . (20)
9y \/_ 020, (21)
YD -~ (22)
DD s —e;—:zv# {cos \/RE}. (23)

The symbol N, denotes normal ordering with respect to
an arbitrary mass scale p. This procedure is defined by

mode expanding ¢(x) and II(z) as

(ak,ue“m il ), (21)

~ o dk
(@) = / 21/ 2wy,

~ OO dk
fie) = S (et o)
(25)
where
Wi = V k2 + p2. (26)

#2 The correspondence between the fermi and boson theories has
been extensively studied, and an overwhelming amount of evi-
dence suggests that the two theories are equivalent when these
substitutions are made in the Hamiltonian (e.g. [14, 15, 27-33]).



Then, N, {--

by placing all @y, to the right of all @ ak

The choice of p is fully arbitrary. A change in pu shifts
the kinetic terms (20) by an infinite c-number and leaves
the cosine term (23) invariant [26], so that the dynamics
are unmodified. At the level of the substitution rules,
there is no natural choice of u. However, the original
theory has mass scales of m and ¢. Furthermore, the last
term in (14) bosonizes to [ %q2$2 (dropping boundary
terms) indicating the presence of a mass

- } means to rearrange the order of operators

=7 (27)

Nz

Since we will be treating the theory perturbatively in
the fermion mass m, this “meson mass” M is the most
natural scale for normal ordering. Adopting this choice,
the bosonized Hamilton becomes

+ 5 (2:0)) 4 5200

e"mM ~
5 €O \/E¢(x)} .
(28)

H(t) = /deM {%ﬁ(:p)?

+%Ec<t, 2)o(x) —

Notice that at m = 0, M has a clear physical meaning
as the mass of (E(:z:) particle. This mass is also present
in the cosine self-interaction term. On the other hand,
the coefficient ¢/+/7 in front of E¢ (¢, z) functions as an
electric coupling, so we do not express it in terms of M,
even though it has the same numerical value.

It is worth emphasizing that the choice 4 = M of nor-
mal ordering mass is purely for convenience. This choice
allows us to separate the Hamiltonian (28) into a free
part, which evolves as a free field of mass M, and an
interaction part that only contains the cosine term. If
we had chosen a different value for p, we would need
to evolve the free part with mass p, and the interaction
Hamiltonian would include terms quadratic in a, unnec-
essarily complicating the calculations. ~

The Schrédinger-picture field operator A(t,z) is ob-
tained by replacing (¢, x) with 12)\(3:) in Eq. (10). The
electric field operator E (t,z) is then given by

—0) + Eo(te).  (29)
Although the operators A and E are defined in
the Schrodinger picture, they inherit explicit time-
dependence from the classical field. Eq. (29) gives a nice
physical meaning to the boson field gg(x) it is the quan-
tum part of the electric field.

E(t,z) = —0,A(t,z) =

III. VACUUM EXPECTATION VALUE

We consider the case where the electric field is zero
at an early time and turned on at ¢ = ty. Before the

external field is turned on, we assume that the state is
in the vacuum state |§2) defined to be the lowest energy
eigenvector of the Hamiltonian (28) at ¢ < tg. Since the
bosonized Hamiltonian (28) is considered to be equivalent
to the original fermion Hamiltonian (14), the vacuum
state |2) defined on the boson side should also be the
vacuum state on the fermion side. After turning on the
field (¢t > to), |2) evolves to a state |t; Q) according to
the Schrédinger equation:

d .
o [ = H(t) [t Q) (30)

Since the ¢(x) is the scaled electric field due to Eq. (29),
the expectation value of (E(x) evaluated on |t; Q) can cap-
ture the time evolution of the vacuum as a response to
the external field; thus, our goal is to compute

() (t,x) = (10 d(w) [1;2) . (31)

A. Interaction picture

We now split the Hamiltonian (28) into a free part
(which includes the classical source) and an interaction
part (the cosine term). To explicitly write down the vac-
uum |Q2), we introduce an adiabatic switching function
that turns off the interaction at early times.

We define the total Hamiltonian Hyp (t) by

where

Ho(t) = Hg + Hg(t) (33)

and each piece is given by
~ 1= 5 1
Hg = [ dxNyy 51’[(9&) + =

~

He(t) = T E(t,2)p(x), (35)

d:zrﬁ
Hip (1) = /d:vNM [—e méf() cos Varg(z )} . (36)

ﬁﬁ- represents the “free-free” part of the Hamiltonian in
the sense that this Hamiltonian describes a free massive
particle with mass M with no interaction or electric field.
The function f(t) in Hin(t) is chosen to vanish at an
early time and to reach f = 1 before ¢ = ty (the time
at which the external classical field is turned on). In
addition, we demand that the transition of f(¢) from 0
to 1 is infinitesimally slow. This procedure allows us to
write down the expression of |2) in terms of operators
and states defined in the interaction picture as explained
below.



A Interaction picture

In the infinite past, there is no external electric field
and the interaction term is turned off due to the f(¢);
thus, the total Hamiltonian is given by

The free-free Hamiltonian ﬁff defines a vacuum state
|0, M) in the usual way, i.e. by

ay,m [0, M) =0 (38)

for all k with @y, s defined in (24) and (25). This pro-
vides the initial value fo the true vacuum state according
o (37). Since f(t) turns on very slowly, we may evolve
the vacuum using the adiabatic approximation. In par-
ticular, the true vacuum |{2) can be approximated by
evolving |0, M) from the infinite past to time ¢, using
the Hamiltonian (28),

|Q) ~ Ur(ty, —00) |0, M) . (39)
Here, ~ means that two expressions differ only by a
phase, and UT(t t') is the evolution operator for Hr,
defined by Eq. (A1).

The interaction picture is obtained by evolving the op-
crators with the free time-evolution operator Uy (t, ') and
evolving the state with the interaction evolution operator
Uint (t,t'). Since our Hamiltonian depends on time, the
theory is slightly modified from the most familiar form,
and for the reader’s convenience, we review the relevant
equations in Appendix A. R

The interaction picture operators ¢! (¢, ) and 117 (¢, z)
are defined by (see Eq. (A4)),

¢I (t,z) = Ug (t, to)(b(.%‘)Uo (t,to), (40)
J

- [

2 2wk M
t x) —z/

where wy, as is defined by Eq.(26). The classical part
¢l (t, z) satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation

(097 = 92+ M) ga(t,2) =~ Ee(t), G

with the condition
(bcl(t; I) =0= 8t¢c1(t7 .I)

This condition is a consequence of the fact that (EI (t,x)
and II7 (¢, z) need to satisfy the conditions (42) and (43)
as well as the fact that Ec(t, x) vanishes at ¢ < ty5. Equiv-
alently, ¢ is the retarded solution to Eq. (51).

for ¢ < to. (52)

(Gk Me zwk ]\/j(t t0)+lk$+

wkM —iw t—to)+ikx ~F
o7\ akMe k. (t=to) — Qg0

5
7 (t, ) = UJ (t, to)T(z) U (t, o). (41)
The above definition ensures the following conditions
¢! (to, ) = o), (42)
I (to, ) = TI(x) (43)

Using Egs. (17)—(19), one can show that these operators
satisfy the equal-time commutation relation

8" (), T (t,y)] = id(x — ), (44)
o' (t,2),6" (ty)] =0, (5)
[0 (), T (1] = 0 (16)

Then, from Eq. (A5) and using Eqgs. (44)-(46), we have
the following operator equations for (;51 (t,z) and i (t,z):

S8 () =~ [0 ), B W] =Tl 0), (4D

CH (4, 2) = —i [ﬁf(t, z), Al (t)} (48)

The explicit solutions to these equations are given by

ezwk,M(t_tU)_ikw) + ¢cl (tu ,T), (49)

eiwk,M(t*tU)fikz) + Otdal(t, x), (50)

The free evolution operator before the electric field
turns on only changes |0, M) by a phase, i.e.,

Uy (to, —00) [0, M) ~ [0, M) . (53)

The expression of the state |¢; Q) is then

;) = Ur(t, to) Q)

~ Up(t, to)Uns(t, —00) |0, M) . (54)

using (39) and (A7).
(t; Q| d(2) |t; Q) can be written in the interaction picture

Then, the expression of (¢) =



B Calculation of {¢)
by

() = (0, M| Uf (t, —00)¢" (t, @) Uini (¢, —00) |0, M) .

(55)

with U (t,t') given by Eq. (57).

To proceed further, an important observation is that
the normal ordering Nas {---} and the operation to ob-
tain the interaction picture operators commute, i.e., for
a function F'(¢) of polynomials of ¢ (not necessarily eval-
uated at the same spatial points), we have

0§t to)Nar { F() } Dot t0) = Nag {F(§)} . (56)
This allows us to write Usn (¢, ') fully in terms of (EI(t, x)
while keeping the structure of normal ordering intact. In

particular, from (A9) and (36) the Dyson series solution
is

Uini (£, 1) =

T exp (z/tt ds /deM{evm%\;[f(s) cos Var! (s, :v)})
(57)

where T' denotes time ordering. Note that Eq. (57) is
a shorthand notation for a Taylor series in m and will
provide an asymptotic approximation as m — 0 as long
as each term gives a finite expression. We carry out the
expansion to the first order in m and find a finite result

for (o).

B. Calculation of (¢)

It is helpful to review a few facts before computing
the field expectation value. First, we have the normal-
ordering identity

[eg,ﬁ] = [/Al, E} eg, (58)
J

(@) = (0, M| &' (t,z) [0, M) +/t dt’/ (z

et | o (75
o [ fu 22

The first line follows from (55) and (57), while the second
and third lines use (59) and (61), respectively. In the
third line we are able to set f(t') = 1 since ¢q(t,z) =0
at t < tg. Eq. (64) is the causal perturbative solution to

eYmM f(t')
e \/—

which holds for any operators A and B whose commuta-
tor is a c-number. This in particular implies that

[NM {COS Viar! (1, yl)} ¢! (2, 172)} (59)
=—vi4 [ (t1, 1), & (t27y2):| Num {Sin\/477<51(t17y1)}-
Another useful fact is that for any composite operators

F(¢! (t,2),11! (¢, 2)) formed from polynomials of ¢ (¢, z)
and I/ (¢, z), we have

(0, M| N {F (q?f(t, ), 0 (t, :c))} 10, M)
=F ((bcl(tv ‘T)v at¢c1(t7 CL‘)) : (60)

To check, notice that the states on both sides annihilate
all the operator parts of ¢(t,z) and II(¢,z), leaving
only the classical parts.

Finally, we note that the retarded Green function for

Klein-Gordon equation may be expressed in terms of the
interaction-picture fields as (e.g. [36])

Greo(At, Az) = i0(At) [af(t, ), L (t, y)} . (61)

where At =t — ¢ and Az = x — y and 6(¢) is the step
function. The retarded green function satisfies

(07 — 02+ M?) Gret(t, ) = 5(1)5(). (62)

and is explicitly expressed as (e.g. [37, 38])

Gret (AL, Az) = o(41) / dk sin (wy,ar At)eFAT
™

— 0 27ka,M

= Loaneac - as?) 5 (M A2 — Aa:2) . (63)

With the ingredients assembled, the calculation of (¢)
is straightforward,

) (0, M [Nag {cos VArg" (¢9) } 8" (¢, )] 10, M)
), (t,2)] (0, M Nay {sin V33! (') b o, b1)

[F balt, y} Greslt — 1,2 — ). (64)

Eq. (3), justifying the claim that (¢) obeys this equation
to O(m).



D Conservation of energy
C. Validity of the m expansion

The perturbative expression (64) for (¢) is likely to
provide a good approximation as long as the perturba-
tion is numerically small compared to the background
term ¢¢. At the level of the differential equation (3), we
require that the sine term of Eq. (3) is much smaller than
at least one other term. There are two cases where this
assumption is justified.

The first case is the strong field limit. If the field has
typical strength Ec ~ &, then the condition & > m
guarantees that the sine term in (3) is small compared to
the electric field. However, since E¢ is “turned on” from
zero starting at time t = ¢y, there may be times when it
is not small compared to the sine term. We expect that if
the transition is sufficiently rapid then the approximation
will remain valid, and we may see this in the equations
as follows. If 7 denotes the timescale for Ec to reach
&, then we expect T to set the timescale of variation for
(¢) during this period. Using 0?7 (¢) ~ {(¢) /T2, we find
the condition e¥mgq > 77?2 for the sine term to be small
compared to 97 (¢). Thus a regime of validity for our
approximations is

E>m, T < /mg. (65)

The second case where small m treatment is justified is
fermion strong coupling limit. We see directly in Eq. (3)
that the sine term is small compared to the mass term
q? (@) /m provided

q>m. (66)

This regime brings out the strong-weak nature of the
duality; the strong coupling ¢ > m on the fermion side
translates to weak coupling on the boson side, enabling
perturbative calculations like ours.

D. Conservation of energy

Before proceeding, we note that Eq. (3) admits a
conserved energy when the external field E¢ is time-
independent. We express this quantity as

&= gparticle + gﬁelda (67)
where
1 5 1 2
gparticle = 5 (615 <¢>) + 5 (aI <¢>)
vy
¢ ;”M cos VT <¢>} dw,  (68)
™
and

noting Eq. (4). Notice that Egeq is just the “classical”
field energy associated with the expected value (E) of
the electric field; likewise, we may think of Eparticle as a
fictitious classical matter field energy. The conservation
of £ represents an exchange between field and particle
degrees of freedom.

In appendix B we show that the total energy £ is equal
to the expectation value of the Hamiltonian (28) to order
m after adding back in the non-dynamical term %E%
Thus £ is truly the energy of the system. However, this
simplicity does not extend to the division into particle
and field: the “energies” Eparticle and Egeld are not equal
to the expectation values of their quantum counterparts.

IV. CAPACITOR BREAKDOWN REVISITED

As shown in [12, 21, 22], bosonized 1+1D QED can be
used to study the breakdown of a capacitor when its elec-
tric field is strong. For the massless case, Ref. [12] con-
sidered this problem by placing two oppositely charged
plates at a separate distance and letting the field evolve
according to Eq. (3) with zero fermion mass. The mas-
sive case was considered in Ref. [21] by solving Eq. (3)
assuming a large boson occupation to justify the clas-
sical treatment. Ref. [22] developed a method to accu-
rately track the long-term evolution of the field for both
massless and massive cases.

Our fully quantum calculation requires the external
electric field to vanish in the asymptotic past. In order
to “turn on” the electric field in a manner compatible
with local conservation of charge, we take our capacitor
plates to begin at the same spatial location and then
separate. In particular, the plates start at x = 0 and and
move in opposite direction with velocity v < 1 until they
reach a final separation of 2L. This can be modeled by
setting the background field to be

0, t<0,

Eof(vt — z)0(vt + ), 0<t<L/v  (70)
Eod(L+2)0(L —x) t>L/v,

Ec =

(We set the time that the electric field turns on to be
to = 0.) The charge density associated with this electric
field is

pc = 0z Ec
0, t<o0,
= —Epd(vt —x) + Egd(vt+z), 0<t<L/v
—Ey(L —xz)+ Egd(L+2x) t> L/v.
(71)

Thus, the background profile (70) corresponds to a pos-
itively charged plate moving to the left until it reaches
xr = —L, together with a negatively charged plate moving
to the right until it reaches © = +L.

The previous work [12, 21, 22] did not impose any
boundary conditions at the capacitor plates. The field



can then become non-zero outside, which may be inter-
preted as allowing the created particles passing through
the plates. Another option we consider is to impose
(@) = 0 at the plates, which can be thought of as caus-
ing fields and particles to reflect off the plates, as if they
are impenetrable mirrors. In each case we solved Eq. (3)
numerically with ¢ = 1,m = 0.1, By = 1,v = 0.8, L = 20.
We use a standard forth-order Runge-Kutta method to
solve the PDE (3).

Fig. 1 shows the case of the penetrable plates. In this
case, the time dependence eventually ceases as the dy-
namical part of the field spreads out to infinity. The final
static state of the electric field can be found by solving
Eq. (3) assuming no time dependence, taking the exter-
nal electric field to be in its final state, with the capacitor
fully assembled. By expanding (¢) perturbatively in m
as

(¢) ~ o + ¢1, (72)
and plugging this to Eq. (3), we find
% (em™Fcosh (Mz) —1), |z <L,
ool = 4 M (73)
_MO sinh (M L)e~ Mol |z| > L .
and
o o0
(@) =—5o= [ e M VsinVaATgoly)dy . (74)

N .

The black line in Fig. 1 shows this analytic solution. For
the final static state, we can see from Eq. (73) that the
field decays exponentially away from the plates with a
characteristic length scale of 1/M. One may say that a
“cloud of particles” surrounds each plate, screening its
electric field. This reproduces the results of [12] and de-
rives the first correction in fermion mass.

Fig. 2 shows the alternative case of the impenetrable
plates, where particles “bounce off”. In this case, the
field keeps oscillating and never settles down to a static
state. This may be attributed to conservation of energy-
like quantity (67). As one can see Fig. 2, the field is
dynamical even after the plates reach the final separa-
tion. This is the same behavior as a classical plasma
confined to a box with no dissipation, and the oscilla-
tions are known as plasma oscillations.

V. PLASMA FREQUENCY FOR QED

A classical plasma consists of point charges of both
signs of charge interacting with the self-consistent elec-
tromagnetic field. In this context, local separation be-
tween oppositely charged particles results in an electro-
static restoring force that produces oscillations. The elec-
tric field reacts to the motion and also oscillates at the
same frequency. The QED plasma produced by capac-
itor breakdown also displays these electric field oscilla-
tions, although the underlying mechanism may be quite
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FIG. 1. The expectation value of the electric field (E) =

Ec + q(¢) //7. Two charged plates start at x = 0 and move
in opposite directions with velocity v = 0.8. The plates are
stopped when they reach x = +20. The electric field eventu-
ally reaches a static state as all the dynamical part spreads
out to infinity. The static solution (black line) shows expo-
nential screening of the plates from the both sides. We set
q=1.0,m=0.1, Ep = 1.0.
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FIG. 2. Same as Fig. 1, except for impenetrable places

((¢) is forced to vanish outside the plates). In this case, the
electric field inside the capacitor never reaches a static state;
the dynamical part of the field bounces back and forth inside
the capacitor.

different. In this section we derive the frequency of the
oscillations and also exhibit an effective potential formu-
lation.

For this purpose we consider a spatially homogeneous
external electric field that turns on at ¢ = tg to the con-
stant value F¢o:

Ec(t) = Ecl(t). (75)

We also assume that (¢) is spatially homogeneous, so
that Eq. (3) becomes an ordinary differential equation,

d? e’'mq |, q
o3 () + M2 (9) = == sm(M<¢>>)—ﬁE(c7.6)



holding for ¢ > 0. Since there is no external field for
t <0, weset (p) =0 =0 (¢) for t <O0.

At zeroth order in m, Eq. (76) is a simple harmonic
oscillator. The constant external field E¢ just shifts the
equilibrium position, and the plasma frequency is just
w = M. To find the first correction, we use a standard
perturbative approach to a nonlinear ODE known as the
Lindstedt—Poincaré method (see [39, 40] for details). We
expand the frequency as

wr M+ w, (77)

where w1 is order m. We introduce a new time parameter
7 = wt and expand (¢) as

(¢) (t) = do(T) + ¢1(7), (78

)
where ¢ (7) is the order m term. Note that 7 in Eq. (78)
is not expanded in m. By changing the variable from ¢
to 7, Eq. (76) becomes

_e”:mq sin (\/E <¢>) - Lg.,

w? (§)" + M? (¢) = 7
(79)

where ’ denotes the 7 derivative. Plugging Eqs. (77) and
(78) into Eq. (79) and extracting the zeroth order terms
in m, we find
E
M26" + M2bn — _4Ltc 30
0 + ¢0 ﬁ ( )
The solution to this equation satisfying ¢o(0) = 0 =
Or0(0) is given by

bo =

B
vrEe (cosT—1). (81)
q
The first order equation from Eq. (79) is
v 2
T+ ¢ = —% sin (\/ 47T¢0) - \/—wl 0. (82)

Using Eq. (81) and Jacobi-Anger expansion

+2Z Jzk

cos (z cos ) ) cos (2k0) (83)

o0

sin (zcosf) = 22

where Ji(x) is the kth Bessel function of the 1st kind,
Eq. (82) becomes

VE Jors1(2) cos (2k + 1)), (84)

T4+ d1 =

2eTm 2nEc 2n ko 2nw Eo
— cos J1 + 5
q q q q
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FIG. 3. The potential V(¢) given in Eq. (88) in the case

of constant Ec. The massless and massive cases are shown
by the red and black lines. Under this potential, ¢ oscillates
back and forth around its minimum. For the massless case,
the frequency is given by w = M. For the massive case, the
potential is modified due to the third term in Eq. (88), and the
frequency is corrected to be Eq. (5). We set m = 0.5,q = 1,
and F¢c =1 for this plot.

N e'm (Jo (27TEC>
q q

(oo}

+3 (=1D)F Ty (%) cos [2k7]> . (85)

k=1

In order for ¢ (7) to remain periodic instead of growing
indefinitely, the first term of the RHS of Eq. (85) needs
to vanish. This condition leads to the determination of
the correction to the frequency as

08 <27TEC)J1 <2”EC) . (86)
q q
Combining Eq. (86) with Eq. (77), we obtain Eq. (5).
The leading-order plasma frequency w = M = ¢q//7
depends only on the coupling g. The first-correction (86)
displays dependence on the strength of the electric field,
both through the small parameter m/FE¢ and via the
finite ratio F¢/q. Notice that there are special values
of Ec/q where the correction wy vanishes entirely. It is
notable that w; is purely real: there is no dissipation and
this order. This fact can be attributed to the conserved
quantity discussed in Sec. III D and was already observed
in our numerical study of capacitor breakdown in Sec. I'V.
The effect of a nonzero mass m can be nicely visualized
by considering a potential V' (¢). First, let us write (¢) —
¢ to simplify the notation. Then, the equation (76) can
be put in the following form

maqe”

w1 =
wEo

oV (9)
99

where the potential V(¢) is given by

9 Bog— MM s Varg.  (88)

1
M2 + L
#+

V() =5




Fig. 3 shows the potential V(¢) for both massless and
massive cases. The overall parabolic shape of the poten-
tial comes from the first term of Eq. (88) and the shift
of the minimum of V(¢) is due to the electric field Ec.
The main difference between the massless and massive is
the cosine term in Eq. (88), which can be seen as adding
a slight wiggle to the parabolic line in Fig. 3. The os-
cillating behavior of ¢ is analogous to the 1-dimensional
mechanics problem. From this perspective, Eq. (87) ef-
fectively describes a particle trapped in a potential (88).
Since any bounded motion in 1D is periodic [41], ¢ oscil-
lates back and forth in this potential and the dynamics
of (¢) are perfectly periodic.

VI. SEMICLASSICAL APPROXIMATION

In this section, we discuss the validity of the semiclas-
sical approximation (e.g. [8, 9, 42, 43]). We first derive
the prediction of the semiclassical approximation for the
problem under consideration and then compare to the
full QED result.

In the semiclassical approximation, the electric field
is no longer treated as an operator but just a classi-
cal field. This classical field creates a non-zero current
(J) on, through the Schwinger mechanism. If the current
can be expressed as a functional of the classical field, i.e.
(J) e [E]; then the natural Maxwell equation is

—OE = (J).. [E] + Jext, (89)

ren

where Joxt is the current associated with any external
electric field —0;Foxt = Joxt.”> Eq. (89) is the semi-
classical approximation. Since the renormalized current
in general depends on the whole past history of E, the
semi-classical equation is an integro-differential equation
(or worse).

We can obtain a definite equation in the case of spa-
tially homogeneous electric fields, where the current ex-
pectation value may be derived from the adiabatic regu-
larization method (e.g. [25, 44-46]). Following [25], the
renormalized current density is given by

2 0o
q q k
Uheon == a0+ 5 [~ aw [ - i + 2]
™ T J_ o w
(90)

where hi(t) and hi!(t) are mode functions satisfying the
following ODE:

G ) =i (Fe ) ()
o)

#3 Previously in the paper, the external field current was denoted
Ec for “classical”; here we use the label “ext” since all electric
fields are classical in the semiclassical approximation.
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Here, the gauge is taken to be A*(t) = (0, A(t)). Eq. (91)
ensures that the following normalization condition is con-
stant in time,

|hif* + R P = 1. (92)

To compare the with our QED result at linear order in
m, we need the expression of the current Eq. (90) to this
order. We consider an identical setup to our full QED
calculation, where the electric field is turned on at t = ¢.
Prior to t = tg, the mode functions are those of the free
theory,

wkﬁm — k

hi(t < to) = e~ Whm (t=to) (93)

kaﬂn

wth
B (E < o) = — | [SRm T St ttto) (o)
k,m

where wy, ,,, is given by Eq. (26). Expanding in m gives

Bt < to) ~ B(=k)e™10) 4 g(k) T M) (95

WLt < to) ~ O(k)e~R(E—t0) 9(—1@)%61’““40), (96)

where (k) is a step function. We expand hf(t) and hi!(t)
in m as
hi(t) =20 (t) + 2 (t) + -, (97)
! (1) =y O ) +y V(@) + - (98)
where (™ and y(™ are order m™. At t < to, Eqs. (97)

and (98) have to reduce to Egs. (95) and (96); thus, we
have the following conditions at ¢ < tg:

2O (t) =f(—k)e* 1), (99)

yO (1) = = O(k)e 1), (100)

2@ (1) :9(k:)2—n;e_ik(t_t°), (101)
m . _

y (1) :9(_1@)%61’“ to), (102)

By plugging Eqgs. (97) and (98) into Eq. (91) and col-
lecting terms order by order, we obtain the hierarchy of
equations. From the zeroth order, we have

O =i(k — qA(t)2®, (103)
9 =ik — g A1)y . (104)
For the first order,
iV =ik — qA@))z + imy ), (105)
7 =i(k — qA@)y™ + ima©, (106)

We can solve Egs. (103) and (104) immediately and find

2O (t) =0(—k)ex(t:to) (107)



y O (t) = — B(k)e~xt10) (108)
where x(t,10) is defined as
t

Wt = [ (b—qdwyar.  (109)
to

It is easy to check that Egs. (107) and (108) indeed satisfy
Egs. (99) and (100) at ¢ < to, respectively. The calcula-
tion for the first-order term is the same and the solutions
to Eqgs. (105) and (106) satisfying Eqgs.(101) and (102)
are given by
1
2ik )’

t
z () = — imf(k)ex(bto) </ e~ 2ix(s:t0) g
to

(110)
¢
y D (t) =imf(—k)e~Xtto) (/ eZix(s:to) g 4 i) .
to 2ik
(111)

Expanding the integrand of (90) to order m gives

k k
B2 _pdi2 o Mg 092 02 4 M
PP = IR+ 5 O = O +

+ 2Re (x(o)*x(l) - y(o)*y(l)) . (112)

However, the RHS actually vanishes. The first line van-
ishes after using the explicit expressions (107) and (108),
while the second line vanishes because () (107) has sup-
port only for positive k, while 2(!) (110) has support only
for negative k& (and similarly for y). Thus, accurate to
O(m), we find

Do = — L),

™

(113)

This is just the massless result, so the semiclassical ap-
proximation predicts no correction to order m. Tak-
ing a time derivative of (89) and using (113) as well as
E = —81514 and cht = _8tEcxt7 we find

2
(af + q—> E = 0?Eey. (114)
T

This is the semiclassical prediction, consistent to order
m, in the case of spatially homogeneous electric fields.
By contrast, the fully quantum result (3)-(4) in this case
predicts?*
o (<E> - Ecxt)

= 8t2Eext'

(115)

2 ¥y 2
2 q_ =~ e'mq .
<at + 7'1') <E> + T3/2 St q

#4 We let E — FE and Ec — FEext to match the notation of this
section and emphasize that the electric field is an operator in the
fully quantum treatment.
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Comparing (114) and (115), we see that the semiclassi-
cal approximation agrees exactly with the fully quantum
expectation value at m = 0, but misses the sine term
at O(m). In particular, it fails to capture the shift in
plasma frequency discussed in Sec. V. The exactness of
the semiclassical approximation for a massless fermion in
a spatially homogeneous electric field was noticed previ-
ously in [43, 47]. Here we demonstrate the precise manner
in which it fails at the first order in m.

VII. OUTLOOK

We conclude by mentioning some open questions and
interesting future directions.

Our main result is that the expectation value of the
electric field obeys a partial differential equation through
O(m). An obvious question is whether such a simple de-
scription continues to hold at higher order—will (E) still
obey a PDE, or will there be non-local effects? If the per-
turbation series is smooth in m, then one can answer this
question by evaluating higher order terms in the Dyson
series (55) and (57). On the other hand, in the semiclas-
sical approximation there are m?logm corrections that
require an alternative approach [48], and similar difficul-
ties may present in full QED. If a PDE still appears at
the next order, it raises the intriguing possibility that
(E) actually obeys local dynamics in the exact theory.

Another feature of our O(m) result is the lack of dis-
sipation, in the sense that oscillations do not damp out
(they can only decay due to spreading out). Mathemat-
ically, this feature stems from the conserved energy £ 67
associated with the PDE. Physically, we may say that
energy is exchanged between the electric field and the
matter, oscillating back and forth indefinitely. However,
the semiclassical approximation for finite fermion mass
does show secular decrease in the strength of the elec-
tric field [7—11, 42], which can be regarded as permanent
transfer of energy from the field to the matter. It is not
clear at present whether this electric field dissipation is
an artifact of the semiclassical approach, or whether the
lack of dissipation in our result is an artifact of the first-
order expansion in m.

It is difficult to predict the answer in advance, since
we lack a clear physical picture of the origin of the oscil-
lations. In particular, it would be desirable to have more
clarity about the extent to which “collective particle be-
havior” is a useful physical picture. Can the dynamics
of 141D strong-field QED be profitably understood in
terms of a large number of point particles interacting
with a field that can create and move them, or do these
results demand abandonment of this cherished idea? Fur-
ther research is required to clarify the issue.

Another interesting future direction is comparison with
lattice simulations of the theory. In particular, Ref. [49]
observed field oscillations attributed to pair production.
A larger parameter study with longer-time evolution
would allow a direct comparison with the perturbative



results we report.

It is also interesting to ask about the evolution of the
field when the initial state is not the vacuum. In the
massless case studied in [12], the field equation is lin-
ear, and the expectation value of the field in any state
always satisfies the classical Klein-Gordon equation. By
contrast, our perturbative result for the massive case ap-
plies only to evolution from the vacuum state. A partic-
ularly interesting case is when the initial state is mixed.
By choosing a thermal state as the initial condition, one
may be able to capture familiar plasma effects, such as
Landau damping, in the setting of 1+1D massive QED.

Finally, 14+1D massive QED might give some insight
into astrophysical phenomena around pulsars and black
holes surrounded by a strong magnetic field. Since the
ultra-strong magnetic field forces charged particles to
move along the direction of the magnetic field, treating
the matter field as 141D becomes justifiable [24, 50-52].
Moreover, the modification of the Coulomb law in the
presence of a strong magnetic field [53] suggests that
some kind of dimensional reduction may also occur in
the electromagnetic sector. If an effective 141D theory
indeed arises in strong magnetic fields, then the bosoniza-
tion approach offers the attractive possibility of captur-
ing complicated plasma dynamics with a simple PDE.
Indeed, the polar cap discharge for pulsars [54-57] and
analogous gap formation and screening in black hole mag-
netospheres [58-60] are astrophysical examples of electric
field breakdown due to pair creation. It would be fasci-
nating to study these important astrophysical processes
as 1+1D QED phenomena.
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Appendix A: Interaction picture for a system with a
time-varying Hamiltonian

In this Appendix, we briefly review time-dependent
perturbation theory using the interaction picture. Al-
though this perturbation method is almost identical
to the standard one [36, 61, 62], the explicit time-
dependence of the Hamiltonian slightly modifies the def-
initions of some operators.

We consider a Schrédinger-picture Hamiltonian Hp (t)
that may have explicit time-dependence, as in Eq. (32).
The physical state [¢(¢)) in the Schrédinger picture
evolves with time, and its time evolution can be writ-
ten as a linear transformation of |¢(t)) by the uni-

tary time evolution operator Ur(t,t') through [i(t)) =

12

Ur(t,t') (). Ur(t,t') satisfies the Schrodinger eqau-
tion

i 207 (t,1') =T (0T (1, )

ot (A1)

with the condition ﬁT(t, t)=1. ﬁT(t) can be split into
the “free” part and the interaction part:

(A2)

Using Ho(t), the “free” evolution operator Uy(t, t') is de-
fined as the solution to

i 200,01y =Ho (0T (1, 1),

5 (A3)

with ﬁo(t,t) = 1. Given a Schrodinger-picture opera-
tor O°(t) (possibly with explicit time-dependence), the
interaction-picture version O () is defined

Ol (t) = U(t,10)0° (t)Uo(t, to), (A4)
where #y is an arbitrary reference time. The time evo-

lution of O' (t) is then given by the Heisenberg equation
that only involves the ”free” part of the theory,

~ I
%61@% [61<t>,ﬁé<t>]+<a(§—§”> . (A9)

where

~ I 2)

ot ot

The “interaction” time evolution operator ﬁint(t,t’) is
defined by

Uit (t,8) = UL (¢, t0)Up(t, ) Uo (' t0), (A7)
and satisfies ﬁim(t,t) =1. By taking the time deriva-
tive of Eq. (A7) and using Eqgs.(A3) and (A5), the time
evolution of Uiy (t,t') is obtained as

9 ~ N N
i—Usnt(t, V) =HEL () Uins (t, ).

5 (A8)

The formal solution to Eq.(A8) can be expressed as the
Dyson series,

t
Uint (t,t') = T exp (—z/ Hilm(s)ds>, (A9)
t/

where T is the time-ordered product.



Appendix B: Energy expectation value

In this Appendix, we show that the conserved quantity
(67) is equal to the expectation value of the Hamiltonian
operator (28), after the non-dynamical part %E% is added

back in. Using Eq. (56) to commute Uy(t,,t') and the
normal ordering Njs{---}, the Hamiltonian operator in
the interaction picture becomes

~ 1~ 1/ ~n2 1 5~
o) :/d:cNM{E(HI)Q—i—g (aml) + 5 M3(9")?

M cos V 47r$1} ,

1
+-L g+ 5B - (B1)

VT
with $E2 added back in. After using Eqs. (49) and
(50) for the first three terms of Eq. (B1), one may split
Eq. (B1) into the following;:

H'(t) = Hl + B + H! + H! (B2)
where each piece is defined by
=~ dk U
Hi = / ﬂwk,MaLﬁMak,Ma (B3)

A2I = /d{E |:8t$18t¢c1 + 81(5]8&0¢cl + M2$I¢Clj|

- /d:v [%(@%1)2 +
Hj = /dﬂﬁ <%$IEC + %E%) :
H4_/NM{ cosx/_qﬁl}dx

Now, we evaluate the expectation value of Eqs. (B3)—
(B6) piece by piece. To see the expectation vale of

1 1
5 (6m¢cl)2 + §M2 31:| ) (B4)

(B5)

(B6)

Eq. (B3), consider the expectation value of ZL\L 21 Gk, M -
Using Egs. (54), (56), (59), and (60) and keeping to first
order, we find
(@} ar )
= (0, M| U (¢, ~00)a}, ay8k, s Ui (1,
(0, M|@, y,ak,n |0, M)

[ ool

x (0, M| [NM {cos \/47r$f(t’,y)} ,aL7Mak7M} 0, M)
0, (B7)

00) |0, M)

since both Oth and 1st order terms vanish due to
Gk 10, M) = 0 (equivalently (0,M|a] ,, = 0). This
leads to

(Hy) = 0. (B8)

For the computation of (Ha),
Uint (t, —00) does not depend on the spatial coordinate.

notice that operator
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5), we find

0y <¢> = <6m($[> :

For the time derivative of (¢), one may use Egs. (55
(A8), then

Thus, using Eq. (5
(B9)
) and

01 (6) = (00" + i ([ Ay (0),0" (t,2)] )

= (0:0"), (B10)

where the commutator of HL, and ¢’(t,z) vanishes due
to the equal time commutation relation (45). Using these
results and the fact that (¢) = ¢a + O(m), the expecta-
tion value of Eq. (B3) to first order in m becomes

() = [ o (5000007 + 302 (002 + 50 (0)).
(B11)

Furthermore, the expectation value of Eq. (B5) is simply

() = [ o (L t0) B+ 352 ).

since I;T?{ is only linear in (EI . For Eq. (B6), notice that
this term is already at order m, thus, we obtain

<ﬁ4>_/< QV?M cos VAT (¢ >>

Combining Eqgs.(B8), (B11)-(B13), and comparing the
result to the energy & defined in Eq. (67), one may con-
clude

(B12)

(B13)

(H) =€, (B14)
to first order in m, In other words, the conserved quantity
derived in Sec. III D is genuinely the energy expectation
value of the system.

Even though the total energy £ can be identified as the
total energy expectation, the particle part (68) and field
part (69) are not the expectation value of their quantum
counterparts. Similar to Eq. (67) was split into Eqgs. (68)

and (69), one may split
H= ﬁparticlc + Hpela, (B15)
where
Hparticle
/NM{ ) ( m¢) — e"*;r;M cos \/Ea} dx,
(B16)
and
= 1~ 1 g\’
Hﬁele/iE dw:/§NM{<EC+ﬁ ) }d:v
(B17)



However, the direct calculation to order m using
Eqgs. (54),(56),(59),(60),(64) shows

<NM{$2}>
= (0, M| mt(
= pa(t,r)?

o (- s

x (0, M| [Nas {cos VARG (') } , 3k (t,) | 10, M) + A

00) Nar{ (¢

) }Umt( ) |O7M>7

= (8)*+A (B18)
where ¢k (¢, z) is defined by
¢1£f(t7x) = ¢I(t= :E) — el (B19)
and A is
eTmM f(t")
o / i fan (<5020

14

% (0, M| [Nay {cos VARG (¢,y) | Nar{Oh(t,2)?}}] 10, M)
(B20)

However, A is in general nonzero, since there is no obvi-
ous annihilation of (0, M| or |0, M) by EL)M and ay a7 in
Eq. (B20). In other words, Eq. (B18) leads to

(Nar{d?}) # (6)° (B21)
An immediate consequence of this result is
(Hgela) # Edelas (B22)

which can be quickly verified by taking the expectation
value of Eq. (B17) and comparing it to Eq. (69) using
Eq. (B21). Since (H) = &, Eq. (B22) also implies,

<ﬁparticle> 7& gparticle- (B23)
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