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Maumxaeunse K. 1., Cucaksn A. H. E2-2002-93
TeopeTHKo-TIoNeEoE ONHCARHE OrPAHHYEHHBIX CBA3AMHE IIPOLECCOB
IMCCHTIALMH SHEPIHH

HaeTcs TeopeTHKO-N0MIEE0e OIMUCAHKE IPOUECCOB AUCCHIALHM, OrPAHHYEHHBIX BEICOKON
Cpynnon cuMMeTpHH. POPMANTH3M U3ATAETCH HA NPHMEPE NPOLECCOR MHOXECTBEHHOTO
POXIAEHHS aJPOHOB, B KOTOPBIX NIEPEXOA K TEPMOAMHAMMYECKOMY PABHOBECHIO TIPOMCXOMUT
B PE3yNbTaTe JACCHTIALNN KHHETHYECKOR FHEPTUH CTATKHBAIOLIMXCA YACTHI B MACCHI 271p0-
HOB. [IMHAMHKA 5THX TNPOLECCOB OTPaMy4eHa HEOGXONHMOCTLIO YUMTHIBATL CBS3HM, OTBET-
CIBEHHBIE 32 «HEBBITETAHHE» LBETOBOrO 3apsna. Pazsura Sonee obias S-marpuynas dopmy-
JHPOBKA TEPMONHHAMHKHN HEPABHOBECHBIX OHCCHITATUBHLIX HPONECCOB, HARASHO HeoBxomu-
MOE M JOCTATOMHOE YCNOBHE KOPPEKTHOCTH TaKOIO ONHCAHHSA, CXOTHOE ¢ YCIOBHEM
ocnableHns KOppenauyi, Koropoe, no Boromobory, AMIKHO HMETH MECTO OpH npHbnxe-
HWH CHCTEMEI K PABHOBECHIO. (DMIHYECKH TaKad CHTYallHs AOMKHA BOIHMKATB B IpONEccax
¢ 04eHb GOMBINON MHOXECTBEHHOCTBIO, IO KpaitHeil Mepe B Cnydae, ECH Macca aIpOHOR OT-
niyHa OT HyNA. H3naraetcs Takxe HOBas cXeMa TEOPHH BO3MYILUEHHH CHIBHON CBA3H, YHOG-
Hag JUIs y¥era CHMMETPHAHBIX OIPAHHYCHHR H2 IUHAMMKY NPOLEccoB OHccHnaltii, [Ipuso-
auTcs 0630p JMTEPATYPRI, TOCBAWEHHON 06CcyXnaemoil npobieme.

PaGora Bumnonsena 3 jlaGoparopus Teoperuyeckoit ¢uanky uM. H. H, Boromo6opa
OHAH.
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A Field Theory Description of Constrained Energy-Dissipation Processes

We give a field theory description of dissipation processes constrained by a high-sym-
metry group. The formalism is presented in the example of the multiple-hadron production
processes, where the transition to the thermodynamic equilibrium results from the kinetic
energy of colliding particles dissipating into hadron masses. The dynamics of these processes
are restricted because the constraints responsible for the color charge confinement must be
taken into account. We develop a more general S-matrix formulation of the thermodynamics
of nonequilibrium dissipative processes and find a necessary and sufficient condition
for the validity of this description; this condition is similar to the correlation relaxation con-
dition, which, according to Bogoliubov, must apply as the system approaches equilibrium.
This sitnation must physically occur in processes with an extremely high multiplicity, at least
if the hadron mass is nonzero. We also describe a new strong-coupling perturbation scheme,
which is useful for taking symmetry restrictions on the dynamics of dissipation processes
into account. We review the literature devoted to this problem.

The investigation has been performed at the Bogoliubov Laboratory of Theoretical
Physics, JINR.
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1. Introduction

In this review, we attempt to describe nonequilibrivm processes constrained by a high-symmetry group.
The example of this type that is closest our interests is provided by multiple-hadron production processes,
although these do not seem to limit the variety of physical applications of the formalism presented here.

We attempt to formulate the perturbation theory for a nonequilibrium problem, namely, the relativistic
thermodynamics with constraints associated with the high symmetry of the problem. Specifically, we wish
to describe the dissipation of the kinetic energy of colliding particles into hadron masses. We view this
process as one of the forms of the initial-state thermalization, assuming that the incident energy goes into
the hadron color constituent masses and into the color charge binding energy.

We note that the problem of defining the notion of equilibrium in dissipative systems is itself very
iraportant. For example, interest in this problem is often aroused because the transition to equilibrium in
such systems is understood as the tendency to establish a certain “order” [1].

Within this setup of our problem, we are interested in the S-matrix formulation, where we can arbi-
trarily fix the initial and the final states at infinitely remote hypersurfaces 0. We assume that symmetries
acting via the correspending conservation laws, including hidden ones (of the “polynomial type”), can
coustrain the dissipation process, thereby affecting the probability of the realization of specific asymptotic
states on gue. In what follows, we address the problem of how and to what extent this can occur.

1.1. Energy dissipation processes and multiple-particle production. Strictly speaking, we
do not have the possibility to control the time of the multiple-production process in inelastic scattering
experiments with relativistic particles (see [2], (3], where this problem was investigated within the formalism-
of Wigner functions [4], and also see [5], where it was discussed from general perspectives). Therefore, we
can only indirectly estimate the proper time of the process by controlling just its result. For example,
introducing the inelastic coefficient & == 1 — emax/F, where &n,x is the energy of the fastest particle in the
given reference frame’ and E is the total energy, we can control the dissipation degree by choosing specific
values of k. We can also consider the mean kinetic energy 1/8c of the produced particles if fluctuations in the
vicinity of A, ave not very large. The simplest parameter (albeit not necessarily from the experimentalist’s
standpoint) is the multiplicity n of the produced particles. It is obvious that dissipation is considerably
large if & — 1 or if n = Nax = E/my (where my =~ 0.2GeV is the characteristic hadron mass). Under
these conditions, 3, — 20.

It is assumed that in hadron physics, the constraints that follow from the non-Abelian gauge symmetry
lead to the confinement of the color charge inside colorless hadrons. In addition, and apparently more
importantly, the same constraints prevent the complete thermalization of a very “hot” initial state (the
one at high energies of colliding particles). Indeed, under complete thermalization, the mean multiplicity
of the produced particles 7(F) must be ~ E [6). But the experiment shows that the mean multiplicity is
proportional to only log®(E/my), although rare fluctuations can occur with the multiplicity n > Al k).

Tt can therefore be assumed that the constraints considerably affect the formation of the multiple-
hadron production dynamics. But these constraints do not play a decisive role here, in contrast to the
case of completely integrable problems [7], [8], because a certain fraction of energy still dissipates (R(E) ~
log®(E/my) 3> 1). We therefore assume that the constraints only restrict the dynamics in some way (see

1 We consider only the center-of-mass frame.



Sec. 1.3 for details). The problem considered here thus involves processes that are intermediate between
completely integrable and completely thermalizable ones and is therefore sufficiently complicated.

Indeed, many facts have been accumulated in the physics of multiple production during the almost
three-quarters of a century of its history (the pioneering works pertaining to multiple production are referred
to in [9)), but there are not many rigorous results. We must first note the results based on causality and
unitarity, for example, the proof of dispersion relations for the two-particle amplitudes (see [10] and the
references therein and also [11]}). There is also a principally important extension of this approach to inclusive
processes [12]. Regarding asymptotic estimates, we must note the Froissaire and Pomeranchuk theorems for
the total cross sections (see, e.g., [13]). This practically exhausts the results concerning formal foundations
of the theory of strong interactions describing multiple-production processes.

Over the decades of the development of multiple-production physics, many ideas based on heuristic
assumptions have been tested. We mention some of them here. First is the idea based on the experimental
observation that the mean transverse momentum of produced hadrons is constrained and is practically
independent of the energy E and the multiplicity n (at least for “moderate” E and n). This observation leads
to the multiperipheral approach [14] and the Regge model related to it [15]. Even without a comprehensive
theoretical justification, these schemes remain the main instruments for describing multiple production
qualitatively.

Experimental data were considerably systematized using the notion of scale invariance at short dis-
tances [16]. Next, the notions of duality (which follows from crossing symmetry and the sum rules for the
final energy [17]) seem fundamental [18]. But we lack a consistent scheme based on these ideas that would
not contradict the unitarity condition and could produce experimentally verifiable predictions [19].

From the methodological standpoint, it is important to keep in mind that the dissipation of the incident
energy E into hadron masses is a multicomponent process and each of its components has its own space-
time scale and apparently different multiple-production mechanism. Grasping this idea has been attempted
from the phenomenological [20] as well as from the purely formal standpoint [21] using decomposition into
correlation functions. The latter approach is similar to the Mayer group decomposition [22}.

Despite all these efforts, we still lack a detailed gquantitative theory of inelastic hadron interactions. At
the same time, inelastic interactions are responsible for the main share of contributions to the tota) cross
section of hadrons (see, e.g., [23]). Discrepancies in the qualitative estimates of the role of specific inelastic
processes are therefore an essential obstruction to further experimental investigations (in modern problems,
these investigations are very sensitive to the background conditions).

We note that the physics of multiple production is also interesting for its own sake, although it may
not presently be the “mainstream” of physics as compared, for example, to the standard model and related
problems (the discovery of the Higgs boson, the mass hierarchy problem, etc.). In this sense, the production
processes of a very large number of hadrons may be especially interesting because the maximum number of
the degrees of freedom must be excited at a very high multiplicity (7]

The remaining uncertainty in estimating the contributions that are dominant at high energies [24]
and the fact that the Regni fractal dimension is nontrivial and has an essential dependence on the energy
and type of the interacting particles [25) certainly abate the hope that the qualitative theory of multiple-
hadron production can ever be completely created (for example, this phenomenon seems comparable to
turbulence in complexity). The observable decline in the number of publications on multiple production
during the last two decades is a direct consequence. In this connection, we note that precisely the asymptotic
regime with respect to multiplicity can be the simplest (see Sec. 6}, because we expect that the statistical

description [7] is applicable in this domain of multiplicities {which means that the process details must
not be crucially important under these conditions). But we must emphasize here that in contrast to the

2 We do not discuss purely axiomatic constructions including the Wightman functions or the Haag theorem.



hydrodynamic and statistical multiple-production models developed previously [6], [26], we expect the onset
of the hydrodynamic stage [27] of the thermalization process only in the domain of very high multiplicities
(in other words, it can be realized only as a sufficiently rare fluctuation in the dissipation process).

We attempt to construct a theory here that could describe the dynamics of strong interactions both at
short distances, where the effect of symmetry constraints seems insignificant, and at long distances, where
taking the constraints into account is principally important. We see in what follows that despite its formal
compactness, the final expression (see Eq. (5.38) below) for the generating functional of the observables
(the scattering cross section, correlation functions, ete.) is in fact extremely cumbersome; therefore, more
than likely, only numerical methods can be effective to any extent (see Sec. 6). We are presently working
in this direction, but the description of experimental predictions is beyond the scope of this review [28].

1.2. Microcanonical formalism. Strictly speaking, the amplitudes of the production of n particles
depend on 3n—4 variables. This number is too large,> and hoping to construct an exact scheme for their
description with all these variables being essential would be naive (see above and also [25]). Therefore,
to formulate the problem qualitatively, we first attempt to find conditions under which the system can be
described by a limited number of parameters. Obviously, statistical physics methods must be adapted for
this purpose.

It is remarkable that under the conditions resembling the Bogoliubov correlation relaxation princi-
ple [29]* (see Sec. 2.1, where the Bogoliubov conditions are derived), the system arising as a result of
particle production must attain equilibrium. Namely, the generating functional of the inelastic scattering
cross sections p(q, z) evaluated using the S-matrix under the above conditions precisely coincides with the
partition function of the equilibrium thermodynamics in the Schwinger-Keldysh formulation [30] with the
corresponding Kubo—Martin—Schwinger periodic boundary conditions [31]. Here we must note the formal
statement that thermodynamic theories constructed on the base of the Kubo-Martin—Schwinger periodic
boundary conditions can describe only the systems that are in equilibrium in the canonical meaning of this
term [32].

We show that the above relaxation of correlations is the necessary and sufficient condition for the
validity of our thermodynamics based on the S-matrix formalism. Describing the kinetic stage of the
process was attempted in [3] based on the local equilibrium hypothesis [33]. But if the correlations do not
vanish, we are left with the standard S-matrix description operating with 3n—4 independent variables. We
reconsider this problem in Sec, 2.1.

It follows from the above that, generally speaking, the correlation relaxation conditions must not be
satisfied in hadron processes, because symmetry constraints are involved. But the asymptotic regime with
respect to n can be considered. In that case, if the conservation laws corresponding to the symmetry of
the problem only constrain the dynamics, then selecting very high multiplicities results in suppressing the
effect of those constraints associated with a given symmetry. This must obviously simplify the theory.
(The introduction of the asymptotic regime with respect to n is also convenient because a small parameter
~ Fi( E}/n then arises in the theory. We can then use the fact that the momenta of produced particles must be
relatively small.) The principle importance of the physics of very high multiplicities was discussed in detail
in [7], and we do not consider this problem in what follows. We note here that the thermalization, i.e., the
correlation relaxation effect, seems to be attainable at lower values of n/Ai(E) in ion-ion collisions [34]. We
note that n determines only the number of momenta in the argument of the multiple-production amplitude
an(q1.q2, - .., qn; E). Therefore, whenever we are interested in the asymptotic behavior with respect to n,
for example, we must evaluate the modulus |an(q1, G2, -2 Gn) E’)|2 integrated over the entire phase volume

3 With modern accelerator energies, the mean multiplicity of produced particles is up to one hundred.
4 The importance of the Bogoliubov correlation relaxation principle for multiple-hadron production processes has been
emphasized many times by A. M. Baldin in discussions with one of us (A. N. §.).



because n appears as a parameter in our formulas only in that case.

All this naturally leads to the idea that instead of multiparticle amplitudes, we must consider precisely
the generating functions (or functionals) p{c, z) expressed through the integrals of |a,|? weighted by the
corresponding parameters o and z. In the simplest version of the theory, to preserve the possibility of
“tuning” the final state of the dissipation process of the incident energy at will, we therefore introduce the
dependence on the four-vector v = (—i8, @), which is conjugate to the momentum of the produced particles,
and on the parameter z, which is conjugate to the number of particles (see the definition in Eq. (2.1)).

We first show how to introduce a thermodynamic formalism (“rough,” using the definition proposed
n [27}) that is “economical” (because it uses a restricted set of parameters—the temperature ~ 1/, the
chemical potential ~ log z, etc.) and at the same time is capable of describing the system. We find the
necessary and sufficient conditions for this description (see Sec. 2.1). Details and an additional list of
references can be found in [3], {7].

1.3. Constrained quantization. Because the Lagrangians of modern field theories possess a high-
symmetry group [33], [36] while the computational scheme must operate with only independent degrees of
freedom, the problem of how to select these latter arises. In the canonical formalism, the corresponding
constraint equations are used for this [37]. But this procedure is sufficiently complicated and unclear in
many respects due to its unwieldiness.

At an early stage of constructirig the theory of strong interactions based on the Yang—Mills gauge theory,
it was natural to use the conventional computational scheme that practically repeated the quantum electro-
dyramics with its excellent reputation. It is then essential that with the Slavnov-Taylor identity {38] applied
in this formulation, the Yang-Mills theory becomes renormalizable [39]. The Faddeev—Popov method [40]
used for this helps separate the dynamic degrees of freedom from the purely gauge ones. But the price
for this is that the effective action of non-Abelian gauge theories is non-Hermitian. This considerably
complicates the derivation of gauge-invariant results because gauge invariance is restored only in summing
different diagram contributions. In addition, the procedure of selecting gauge degrees of freedom is itself
ambiguous in strong gauge fields [41], [42]. In relation to this, reformulating the perturbation theory in
terms of gauge-invariant fields was proposed in a number of works (see, e.g., [43]). In what follows, we show
how this can be achieved (see Sec. 5.4).

These problems do not play an essential role if the interactions and, correspondingly, the fields are
weak in the applications under consideration. As a result, the asymptotic freedom was predicted in this
weak-coupling regime, based on the phenomenon of the antiscreening of a color charge [44]: the “running”
expansion parameter is

1

o
for ¢* > A®. This fact has had a crucial impact on the formation of the hadron phenomenology during the
last decades. A natural explanation was thus found for the scale invariance in deeply inelastic processes [45],
and the formation of (QCD) jets was predicted [46]. At the same time, it can be seen from (1.1) that the
weak-coupling perturbation theory has a limited applicability domain because of the existence of a pole
in the expression for oy at ¢? = A2, This difficulty can be eliminated by introducing a certain analyticity
condition in the theory [47]. “Correcting” the theory by taking power corrections into account was also
attempted [48].

But there remains the problem of constraints, in particular gauge ones, that are essential at long
distances, where the fields are strong and must therefore influence the spectrum of “soft” particles. Namely,
such particles are produced in the domain of very high multiplicities, and, as noted above, it is desirable
to learn to describe them first because they are likely to be particularly simple [7). To take the constraints



into account, we use the idea in [49], which is quite popular because of its transparency. It can be observed
that the invariant hypersurface W pre serving the symmetry group constraints is determined by a partial
solution of the Lagrange equations.” The quantization problem can then be reduced to quantization of the
invariant hypersurface W, which is considerably simpler, because this hypersurface can coincide with the
quotient space G/H, which is homogeneous and isotropic in the quasi-classical approximation by definition.
Indeed, G is the symmetry group in the problem, and H is the symmetry group of a given solution. The
hypersurface W = G/H is therefore determined by the quasi-classically conserved generator of the subgroup
that is broken by the chosen solution.

We must note that both approaches (the direct one via a straightforward account of constraints in
quantization and the indirect one via the mapping of the problem into the space W) must be equivalent.
The main aspects of our scheme and several examples of its application are given in [7], [50]-[53]. The
scheme incorporates the indirect method of taking the constraints into account through the mapping of the
quantum problem into the space W,

Many works are devoted to the quantization of constrained systems. We note that this problem
is essential whenever the kinetic and potential parts of the Lagrangian are equally significant from the
dynamic standpoint. Precisely this kinematics is realized in the production of “soft” particles. In the
earliest works, the Wentzel-Kramers-Brillouin (WKB) quasi-classical expansion [54] was considered, which
is a direct generalization of the well-known stationary phase method. This formalism was subsequently
developed in [55], where convenient boundary conditions that essentially simplified the calculations were
proposed. These works were important because they allowed fully realizing the difficulties entailed by the
“naive” approach to the problem of quantizing theories with a high-symmetry group. But we see in what
follows that the WKB quantization scheme is the only possible scheme because only it preserves the full
probability [50], [51], [56].

In [57], the problem of separating the nondynamic degrees of freedom, the zero modes, was placed in
the foreground. Using the notion of collective variables was proposed for this based on the earlier works
(see, e.g., [68]).

For integrable (1+1)-dimensional field theories, the inverse scattering problem is a canonical transfor-
mation to variables of the “action-angle” type (see details in [59]). It is then natural to quantize extended
soliton-like objects precisely in terms of collective variables if these are in involution [60], [61]. Precisely
the collective variables were used as local coordinates on the space W in [52].

We must find and describe the full set of quantum states in the space W.% This problem is very
complicated if we do not know the inverse scattering problem, as is the case with the {3+1)-dimensional
field theory in the Minkowski metric considered in Secs. 4 and 5. We see in what follows that the key role
in this process is played by precisely the relation W = G/H.

In the conventional formulations of quantum theory, the problem of mapping into the space W is
practically unsolvable [63]. Attempts to use the lattice expansion of the path integral for this purpose
involve an essential uncertainty, which becomes noticeable in the transition to the continuum limit [64].

Taking the above experience into account, we proceed as follows. In the example of particle motion in
a potential well, the spectral representation for the corresponding amplitude is given by

A(J_;,.L‘j_,l )_ Z-@E—&Eﬁ

5 If the constraints are insufficient to select the hypersurface W, then they play no role in the dynamics (see the selection
rule in Proposition 8 in what follows).
5 For the quantum sheory of solitons, it is important that the soliton S-matrices are factorable [62].



If we are not interested in coordinates, it is useful to consider the quantity [55]

1 1
= [dzA(E,z,2)=) =—F——=>_P x> 6(E—-E
a{E) / z A(E, z, ) _F Bt : E—E;_Hﬂ' , ( 1)

where we use the orthonormalizability of the wave functions ¥(z). We note that in reality, we are not
interested in uncobservable values £ # E;. It then suffices to evaluate only the absorption part

Ima(E) =n > §(E ~ Ep).
I

This means that we drop the continuum of states (not realized in nature) with £ # E;. But we do not
know how to formulate the theory in terms of the absorption parts of the amplitude. To circumvent this
difficulty, we consider the integral probability

2

1
’I“(E) = fdscl dxo |A(E,:c1,$2}|2 = Z ’m
{

and use the optical theorem {the unitarity condition)
2
1 1 1 1
e E — [regp— — =
er(E) E; QiZ{E—E;—iE E—E¢+i5}

E—E+ie t

=7y 8(E - E)=Ima(E),
!

which shows that the observables are determined by the absorption parts of the ampiitudes. This is a
general assertion and must always be true.

The unitarity condition ensuring the conservation of the full probability is formally realized as the
result of canceling the real part. We want to use this cancellation to refine the definition of the functional
measure in the integral for the amplitude [56]. In Secs. 3 and 4, we generalize this cancellation mechanism
to the field theory problem. Namely, we show that the functional measure for p(a, z) contains a functional
§ function that determines the full set of contributions. This in turn opens the possibility to map the
quantum theory into any manifold and, in particular, into the quotient space.

We once again stress that we solve the constrained problem of calculating the probabilities that are
given by absolute values of the corresponding amplitudes by definition. Or, using the unitarity condition, we
restrict ourselves to calculating the absorption parts of the amplitudes. But we must note that if quantum
perturbations are turned on adiabatically {10}, then we can also evaluate the full amplitudes by applying
the dispersion relations.

We stress that the generating function p{a, z), as noted above, is defined by integrals of precisely
lan|?. We then use the optical theorem to express p(c, z) through the absorption part, thus closing our
formalisin, because the absorption part is defined on a -like functional measure. Thus, we first determine
the structure of the perturbation theory in terms of field variables; this structure coincides with the standard
WKB scheme. We then use the fact that the functional measure is é-like to map the perturbatioh theory
into the space W = G/H.

In Secs. 3 and 4, we describe the perturbation theory in the quotient space W = G/H of a simpler
conformal (341)-dimensional scalar theory in real time. We do not know the general structure of W, and
the realization in the space W = O(4,2)/0(4) x O(2) [65] considered in this review is therefore only an
example. Otherwise, Eq. (5.38) for the generating functions of the multiple-production cross sections given
in what follows is exact.

The Yang-Mills theory is considered in Sec. 5. The most important result is a perturbation theory that
does not require gauge fixing {Sec. 5.4). This is obviously achieved by describing quantum perturbations
in the space W instead of the space of fields {more precisely, of the Yang-Mills gauge field potentials).



1.4. The main points and results. We now briefly describe the contents of this review. In Sec. 2,
we describe the relation to the thermodynamics in real time. The main result in Sec. 2.1 is the factored
representation for p{c, z) (see Proposition 1), which allows not discriminating between mechanical and
thermodynamic perturbations. This result is important because, strictly speaking, quantum perturbations
can affect the thermodynamics and vice versa. This is why there has always been the problem of the
time ordering of these perturbations [66]. For example, it was proposed in [67] to consider “thermal”
perturbations separately from the “mechanical” ones. The result obtained in Sec. 2.1 therefore has an
independent importance. In Sec. 2.2, we use the possibility to write p(e, z) in the factored form and show

that p{e, z) is defined on a §-like functional Dirac measure, which proves the unitarity of the WKB scheme.
| In Secs. 3 and 4, we construct the perturbation theory in the quotient space. We consider the simplest
example of a mapping into the space W in Sec. 3.1 and give the general theory of mappings in Sec. 3.2. It
is important to demonstrate the possibility to reduce to W and the fibering mechanism W = T*W x R,
where the g-numbers belong to T*W and the e-number zero modes are involved in &,

All this is first demonstrated with an example of a simpler O(4, 2)-invariant scalar field theory. Here,
it is important to be able to find the measure p(e, z) that would take the energy—momentum conservation
laws into account. This is a nontrivial problem because we describe the inelastic scattering of particles
through an extended soliton-like object (see Sec. 4.3).

Finally, in Sec. 5, we give an explicit expression for the generating functional p{x, z) in the Yang—Mills
theory. The result is a strong-coupling perturbation theory {the expansion in the inverse powers of the
coupling constant) for p{a, z). We show that the new perturbation theory is free of divergences, at least
in the vector-field sector, and is formulated such that it does not require gauge fixing (see Sec. 5.4). This
spares us the introduction of the Faddeev-Popov ghosts and the struggle with Gribov ambiguities.

2. Field theory in real time and at finite temperatures

In the S-matrix interpretation of thermodynamics, the role of a particle is played by a point from
which a particle with a giver momentum is emitted {(or into which it is absorbed). It must then be kept
in mind that the four-coordinate of this point, generally speaking, has no meaning because the uncertainty
relation must be taken into account. This picture is dual because, on one hand, the emitted particles are
free, being on the mass shell, but on the other hand, the momentum distribution of these particles does
not coincide with the black-body radiation, because the particles are emitted by interacting fields. These
peculiarities of the interpretation developed here should be remembered in reading (3], [7].

2.1, The S-matrix theory at finite temperatures. We show here that under certain conditions,
an isomorphism can be established between the thermodynamic description of a system with a large number
of particles and the S-matrix formalism accepted in the description of the muitiple-production process. For
simplicity, we begin by considering the simplest massive real scalar field theory. The specific form of the
Lagrangian is then irrelevant.

We must first introduce the notion of the generating functional for cross sections p{e, z) = p(ou, o; 21, 1)
In the simplest version of the theory considered here, we can trace only the momenta g; and p; of the par-
ticies with a given mass m with p? = qu- = m*. We assume that

m i
amn(pl.:p‘b-'-1meQIaQ21---7QH)|25(P - _‘pj)rS(P - qu) =

s=1 j=1

m

d4a1 dt Oéf 1: (aatare) E('p
:/(zw)tl (27) + H 27:)3 521 H (27r)3 5zf(q p(a,z) . (2.0

zy=2z¢=0




where amn(P1, P2, - Pm 41,42, - - -, dn) = Gmn(D; g) is the transition amplitude from an m-particle state to

P=>"p=> 4
i i

is the total four-momentum of the colliding particles. Inverting Eq. (2.1), we find p(e, 2).
We now show that the following proposition holds (see also [68]).

an n-particle one and

Proposition 1. If the reduction formula holds and if the surface term vanishes,

/dm g {ud*u} = / day, {ud*u} =0, (2.2)
Too
where 0o is the infinitely remote hypersurface, then the generating functional p(a, z) for the multiple-
production cross sections can be represented in the factored form

plon, z) = e Nl g0}, (2.3)

where the functional po(¢) is defined in Eq. (2.14) and N(y; , z} is defined in Eq. (2.15).

This representation of the generating functional plays a key role in what follows because all the in-
formation about the external conditions (the dependence on the parameters o and z) is contained in the
operator N(y; @, z) and all the information about the interacting fields is included in the functional pg().
It can be assumed that the operator N(¢; 3, z) projects the system of interacting fields onto observable
states. Moreover, because the external effect is turned on adiabatically, it is assumed that the functional
po(y) and all its derivatives exist.

Proof of Proposition 1. We introduce the standard definition of amplitudes (see [3] and the refer-
ences therein) through the reduction formula [69]

m n
amn(p;q) = [ | Blox) [] & (@) Z (), (2.4)
k=1 k=1
where the hat denotes the variational {or the usual) derivative at zero. For example,
olg) = ]da:e‘iq"‘ 6 = fdme”iqmﬁ(m), (2.5)
dp(x)

and the auxiliary field ¢ must be set equal to zero at the end of the calculation.
The vacuum-to-vacuum transition amplitude in the external (auxiliary) field ¢(x) is given by

Z(W) — /D’U. eiS(-;(u)e—iV(u+:p), (26)
where Sp is the free part of the action,
So(u) = */‘ dz ((8uuw)? — m*u?), (2.7)
<y

and V describes interactions,

Viu) :./c' dzv(u). (2.8)



The time integrals in (2.7) and (2.8) are defined on the Mills time contour [70] chosen as

Cyiit—txie, e€—+0, —oo<t<+o0, (2.9)

which is equivalent to the Feynman {¢ prescription.
‘We consider the quantity

r(P2) = 3 o [ etz donten 2 (P - gjlpk)a(f) - ; 0 flamal?  (220)

where the phase volume element

dwm Q14') ]—I (;j?kgz(:kq)) Q) ((] +1m )1/2a

involves a “good” weight function z(g). Substituting (2.4) in {2.10) and using the Fourier decomposition of
the & functions, we obtain

r(P;z) = / (—2‘?:—;4 (;:;4eip<ai+m)p(a,z), (2.11)
where
pla, z) = e N+ Fowa) "N-(Biann g (), (2.12)
Ni(@io,9) = [ dowlain) e E2 00, (213)
polw) = Z(p4)Z"(—p-). (2.14)
If we introduce the notation
N(Z; o, 2) = NL(§; 05, 1) + N_{F; o, 2t), (2.15}

then Eqgs. (2.13) and (2.15) define the operator N(@; o, z) and Eq. (2.14) determines pg(¢).

We emphasize that the main quantity under consideration, the squared modulus |amns|?, actually
contains the doubled number of the degrees of freedom, i.e., is a more complicated quantity than just the
amplitude a.,,. At first glance, it may therefore seem natural to draw an analogy with the thermodynamics
using only amplitudes. Such has been attempted, but it led to unphysical pinch singularities that were
canceled only after doubling the number of the degrees of freedom. Moreover, the experience with the
thermofield description shows that this is a necessary complication. A sufficiently detailed discussion of
this problem can be found in [5], [71].

Proposition 2. Representation (2.3) admits, instead of (2.2), the periodic boundary condition

f d:cB,_L{u_l_a“qu}—f dz 8, {u_0*u_} =0, (2.16)
Cs c. -

where u, and u_ are completely independent fields on the respective contours C. and C_.

Proof. We recall that Eq. (2.4) is a reduction formula based on an important assumption regarding
the “sufficiently good” behavior of fields at infinity. Proposition 2 implies that in considering the quantities
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[@mn|?, we can use condition (2.16), which is weaker than (2.2) and which also ensures the absence of the
surface term but does not assume the fields (and their first derivatives) to decrease sufficiently rapidly at
infinity.

In our case, it is necessary and sufficient to assume that the fields v, and u_ and their first derivatives

coincide on e,
Ug (T € Opo) = u_(Z € 00). (2.17)

We call this condition the periodic boundary condition. It is the most general one and is kept to the end
of the calculation.

Equation (2.12) can aiso be written as

plo, z) = exp{z’ /dm dz’ (¢4 (x) Dy (z - o'; zt, o) (2} —

b @D- @ e () o) (218)

where D, _ and D_, with z = 1 are the standard positive- and negative-frequency Green’s functions {10].
The function

D, (x-12'iz,0)= —i/dwl(q) et~ o)

describes the propagation process of a particle produced at the moment g and absorbed at the moment zj,
To > xf, where « coincides with the four-coordinate of the system. These functions satisfy the homogeneous

equations
(82 + m2)3D+ﬁ = (82 + m2)$D_+ = (.

We now assume that the generating functional Z (¢} can be calculated as a power series in the coupling
constant. It is then convenient to use the transformation {(we recall that X denotes the derivative with
respect to X at zero)

eV = exp{—i/dxj(a:)é)’(m)}exp{i/dzj(m)qs(x)}e-fvw’) -

= exp{/quﬁ(x)qﬁ’(x)}e‘iv(‘f’l) = e Vi) exp{i/da:j(a:) qb(a:)}. (2.19)

Choosing the first equation in (2.19), we then obtain
Z(¢) = exp{—ifdxf(:c)@(m)}e'w(q"i'm exp{*% / dr da’ §(z) Dy 4 (z - I’)j(:c’)}, (2.20)

where D, is the standard causal Green’s function,

(0% +m*)e Dt (z —y) = 8(z — y).

Substituting (2.20) in (2.18) and doing simple manipulations with differential operators, we obtain the
expression

pla, z) = e—iV(—‘ij+)-‘r‘iV(-ij,) exp{%fd.r dx' (]'+(.’,E)D+_(.’,E _ SC,;O!])j_. (a;f} _
— (@)D (z — ' o)ji () — G (@) Dsr (T — 2")j4 (=) +

+i-@Do—te - 5= @) |, (2.21)

where D__ = (I, ;)" is the anticausal Green’s function.
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For a system of a large number of particles, the problem can be simplified by choosing the center-of-
mass system P = (Py = E,0). It can then be assumed that g g = —i0k, ImG; =0, k =1,f[72], [73]. In
this case, we have p = p(f3, z).

In what follows, we intend to use the quantity & along with the energy as one more parameter character-
izing the system of the produced particles. But it must be remembered that this requires special conditions
under which 3 can be measured simultaneously with the energy. These conditions can be formulated as
follows [7].

Proposition 3. The energy spectrum of secondary particies Is described by the Boltzmann exponent
- if and only if the momenta K; that are central with respect to energy are sufficiently small,

)| < Ka(n), 1=3.4,.... (2.22)

Proof. We note that these conditions resemble the Bogoliubov correlation relaxation principle in the
course of approaching the equilibrium state [29].7 We recall that Ki(n) = (g;n} is the mean energy of
the produced particles, Ka(n) = {e%;n) — {g;n)? is the dispersion of the energy distribution of secondary
particles, and Ki(n) = {e*;n) — 2(e%;n)(g;n) + 3{c; n)? is the third moment that is central with respect to
energy, and so on.

We now show how to obtain conditions (2.22) and to prove the validity of the definition

L !
oy i | | . & — /a2 L m? 9.9
<Ean> - o deUI(Q) P E(Q‘L)dqlludqla E(Q) - q +mh: ( . 3)

where 0., s the cross section of the production of n particles and d'o,, /(dq; - - dg;) is the differential cross
section (see Eq. (2.29)).
To derive conditions (2.22), we consider the integrals

dz dzg a8 dB (a0 E - F(2.8)
) = ¢ GRG0 - 2.24
amn(E;2) 2miz T zmz;‘“f omi 2mi € : (2:24)

where z varies over a closed contour that encompasses the point z = ¢ and

F(z,0) = —log p(3, 2). (2.25)

We now use the stationary phase method to evaluate the integrals in (2.24). For this, as in the microcanon-
ical formalism, we must find a solution of the equation of state

a8

E=-2
0

F(B,2), k=i, (2.26)

which determines the most probable values of 3¢ for a given F (and 2). Equations (2.26) always have
positive real solutions [73]. Because of the energy conservation law, the sclutions coincide,

6k:ﬁ(E,Z), a>0-

7 The term “yauishing cotrelation principle” is used in the English literature [74].
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To find the most probable values of z, we must solve the equations

m= ~Z’8iz,F(ﬁ’ ) n= —Zf"é“a"z‘;F(ﬁ,Z). (2.27)
Equations {2.26) and (2.27} must be solved simultaneously. In particle physics, the number of the incident
particles is m = 2, and it therefore suffices to know only the solution 2z, = Z(f,n) = z.(£,n) of the
equation for z.

The expansion of the integrand in (2.24) in a vicinity of 3(E, z) = 8.(E, n) gives an asymptotic series
because function {2.25) is essentially nonlinear. This implies that fluctuations in the vicinity of J.(E, n), in
general, are arbitrarily large. It must then be assumed that the expansion in the vicinity of 8.(F, n) exists,
for example, in the Borel sense.’  This allows finding an asymptotic estimate for the series. The conditions
for the validity of this estimate are given by the inequalities

2/1

82
& o= F(for2)s 1> 2. (2.28)

F(ﬁm zc) Ry

56‘

This makes it easy to derive conditions (2.22) and the corresponding definition in Eq. (2.23).
We now find the explicit form of the derivative @ F(z, 8)/93'. We start with the case where I = 1,

2,
%F(ﬁaz): Z}i

18
p(B.z) 0p

= ;);n/'dwn(q; z) exp{wﬁ;f(%)}g{fhﬂanz-

p(8, 2

The coefficient n appears here because the particles are identical. We next introduce the differential cross
section that is not normalized to the flow of colliding particles,

———é—q——-—-—”Zn(n—l (n—14+1) /dwn 1(g;2) BXP{ ﬁz e(g; }|an1

dgi dgo =

where we again take into account that the particles are identical. If the total energy £ and the number of
particles n are given, we must set z = const and consider the quantity

d'o,(E) 1 dz_ [ df sp d'3(B,2)

- = 2.29
dqydga---dg  2mi J 2zt [ 2mi dqy dga - - - diy ( )

In general, the integrals with respect to z and 8 fix the exact conservation laws for the number of particles
and the energy. But we now assume that these conservation laws can be taken into account approximately.
In this case, the sum of energies of the produced particles is equal to E only with exponential accuracy.
We then assume the same for the number of produced particles. To find the reighborhood of energy values
1/8. and of the number 1/ log z. of produced particles where the energy values and the number of produced
particles are concentrated, we must solve Eqgs. (2.26) and (2.27). Then

d'on(E) —(n+1) BB d'5{Be, zc) '
RS N S Ze Sy (B, n),
dgidga - - - dg dgidgz - - - dg
8 This problem is practically not studied. but we can use the analogy between the high-temperature expansion in
equilibrium thermodynamies, i.e., the expansion in powers of 8, and the expansion with respect to the coupling constant. In
this sense, a positive answer to the question of the existence of power series with respect to § seems natural.
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where T;{EF, n) includes Gaussian corrections coming from the integration in the neighborhoods of 8.(F,n)
and z.(¥,n). Thus,

f (Ql)dwl(%,zc)m =
dq

_ (E n)eﬁ‘:E
3ﬁc F(Be,2c) = B
don(E)

1
= p(ﬁc’E/E(QI)d‘UI(qI; I)T = {e';n) = Ky(n).

Proceeding similarly, we can obtain

aiz Forte) = LBz c)/g(q”dwl(qu 1)e (Q’?)d‘*’l(ﬁal}%g-
N {;(ﬁi—zc) /E(QI) de gz 1)d0;';1E) }2 = Ky(n). (2.30)
In the general case, we then have
aaﬁ: F(fBe, ) = Ki(n). (2.31)

Substituting this in (2.28), we obtain (2.22).

The same argument can be applied to z. If the conditions for the validity of asymptotic estimates
are then satisfied, we could interpret §. as the temperature, u. = (logz.)/3: as the chemical potential,
and finally F(z.,0.)/0. as the free energy. If this interpretation is valid, then the point from which a
particle with the momentum ¢ is emitted can be interpreted as a “particle” with the momentum ¢. In
general, however, this interpretation involves an inaccuracy related to the impossibility of simultaneously
introducing the coordinate of this point [3].

The proposed interpretation of the 3. and z. parameters seems natural if we note that function (2.21)"
has the same structure as the Niemi-Semenoff generating function [75] derived in the framework of the
Schwinger—Keldysh theory [76], {77]. The only difference is in the definition of the Green’s functions D;;,
i,j = +, =, which can be essential.

‘We now clarify which conditions allow the above interpretation of p(f., z.) as the partition function
with the respective parameters 1/8; and z. interpreted as the temperature and activity.

Proposition 4. If periodic boundary condition (2.17) is valid and, moreover, if fluctuations in the
vicinity of the solution of Eq. (2.26) are Gaussian and correlations vanish on the hypersurface o, then
the thermodynamics admits an S-matrix interpretation with p(3, z) playing the role of the grand partition
function.

Proof. We assume [68] that our system of colliding particles is a subsystem of a larger system that also
includes noninteracting (free) particles (which model the heat bath). As a result, the Boltzmann exponential
e~P¢ is replaced with the occupation number #i(Je) corresponding to the statistics. This changes only the
form of the Green’s functions D;;. The strategy that we use in the proof is as follows. The Green’s functions
occurring in the formalisim must satisfy the equations

(8 +m*): Gy (z —y) = (7 + m?)G_1(z ~y) =0,
(2.32)
(8% +m*);Gyy(x —y) = (8 +m?);G__(z —y) = 6(z - y).
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Next, it is important to take into account that boundary condition (2.17) admits a more general solution
of these equations,
G = Dis + gas,

{2.33)
Gij = gij, t# 5,
where g;; is the solution of the homogeneous equations
(@ +mPegiylz —y) =0, &,5=+,-, (2.34)

that must be distinguished in accordance with the property of belonging to different time contours Cs.

Therefore,
gij(z — ') = fdw(q) == (g), (2.35)

where we recall that g2 = m?. The unknown functions n,;(g) are determined as the means of the fields,

U(Too): Nij ~ (u(000) - u(To0) )

The simplest of these is given by
ngg ~ (i) ~ (uz(aoo», ' (2.36)

where we take periodic boundary condition (2.17) into account. But the functions n;;(g) must then be
identical to the occupation number of the black-body radiation.
The formal derivation of the final formulas repeats the argument in [68] (see also {3]). We find that

niglgo) =n__(g) = (exp(|-:,70|ﬁ1 ";62) — 1)_ = ﬁ(lqolﬂl%ﬁg), (2.37)
n—{g0) = O(q0) (1 + A{g0f1)) + O(—q0)i(- 1), (2.38)
n_4{go) = ©{go)7t(gof2) + O(=g0) (1 + (—q02)). (2.39)

This leads to the Green’s functions
b 0
iGilq, By = | & T e ; +
0 TE—mI e

ﬁ(@i%\) 7i(B2g0]) ay (B2}

+ 276(g® — m?) : (2.40)
_ _ B+ B2
ii(Bilaol)a—(B) 7 5 Igo!)
where
as(f) = —ePlmlzad/2, |
According to Proposition 2, the generating functional can be written in the standard form
pep(B) = e"'”'*’f”*“"”’f—)exp{% f z dz' ji(2)Gy ( —m',(ﬁ))jj(x')}, (2.41)
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where summation over repeated indices is assumed. If conditions (2.22) are satisfied, it follows that

Dy (t—t)=D_,(t -t —if),
(2.42)
D_j(t-thY=Dy_ (t —t' +143).

These relations are the Kubo-Martin-Schwinger periodic boundary conditions. They are typically used to
determine the temperature dependence in the canonical formulation of thermodynamics.
As a result, we have obtained the grand partition function defined on the Mills time contour [70]

Coo : Cr +C_; Ci:t—=txie, - +i0, |t <oo. (2.43)

For the theory defined on the Niemi-Semenoff time contour to be obtained from the above, we must have
the right to add contributions defined on the imaginary-time contour

Cim: t € t,-BI}kloo(tf + ig, te — ig).
But this is possible only in the case where the Green’s functions vanish on Cy,. It can be shown that this
condition is satisfied at least within the canonical perturbation theory [71].

Whenever C' = C +C_ +Chy, and the Kubo-Martin-Schwinger periodic boundary condition holds (3],
the functional p(3, z) found in (2.21) has the standard integral representation

p(6,2) = [ Dogeset®,

where all the variables are defined on the contour C. This representation can be recast by analytic contin-
uation into the Matsubara representation for the grand partition function in the imaginary time [75].

We note here that in our S-matrix formulation of field theory at finite temperatures, the contributions
from Chy, are absent from the very beginning. In other words, our approach and the approach based on the
canonical Gibbs-Boltzmann formalism differ by the contributions from Cty,,. As noted above, the existence
of contributions from Ciy, is determined by correlation properties on the infinitely remote hypersurface.

By definition, the generating functional p(3, z) can be used as the event generator for the description
of accelerator experiments [3}, [78]. For example, if

n ke
)

6
pnm(Qla--- yqni Pl - - ;pM) - Jl;[l 52’1(193') j]i[ é‘zf(qj)p(ﬁ"")

i1

(2.44)

z=0
then
1
7 Zn:/spzn(ql, e ni D1, P2) = Oeot(S),

where gt is the total cross section and J is the standard normalization factor. In this expression, the
integration over particle momenta is taken under the constraint s = (g + pp)2.
In addition, the grand partition function can be expressed through

Z/ pnm(QL---:Qnipl:---ypm): (245)
mom ¥ (5,260, 20)
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where pnm is defined in (2.44). The summation over the number of particles and the integration over the
particle momenta are taken under restrictions: the respective mean particle energies in the initial and final
states are 1/ and 1/8 and the activities of the initial and final states are z; and zr. We only add that this
description coincides with the microcanonical approach, where the temperature is introduced as a Lagrange
multiplier.

In [3], an attempt was made to obtain the above interpretation in the case where the system has not yet
reached the hydrodynamic phase, where knowing the mean particle energy suffices for completely describing
the particle energy spectrum. It can be conjectured that only local temperatures can be introduced at
the kinetic stage preceding the hydrodynamic one. Using the Wigner formalism, we must then replace
B — Bu(z), k = i,f, in expression (2.40), where z is the Wigner coordinate [4]. We ernphasize that this
interpretation is only possible because we define the temperature through the mean energy of noninteracting
particles [3].

2.2. The unitary definition of the measure. We show that the following proposition holds.

Proposition 5. If factored structure (2.3) occurs, then by the unitarity of the S-matrix, the generating
function (or the generating functional) p(3,z) is given by

p(B,2) = o~ 1K (iv) fDM(u)e—iU(u,tp)e—N(,G,z;u), (2.46)

where

N(B,z;u) = n(G, zi;u) + n™ {55, 25 u),

n{#, z;u) = /dwl(q;z)eﬁﬁs("')F{q,u)F*(q, u), (2.47)
Pig,u) = /dm e (5% 4 m¥)u(zx), ¢ =m?, (2.48)
way=vw+w%44u—m~2RgL{mwwwﬁu:ow%, (2.49)

M(u) = [ dul(z) 6(85u + mu +v'(u) - 7), (2.50)
2K(je) = Re [ doj(@)pa) (251)

4
After all the calculations, we must set j = ¢ = 0.

Proof. The derivation of representation (2.46) is given, e.g., in [7]. Factoring, we can separately

consider
pold) = /Du+ Duy_ S (us) =V lusetou) o miSlu ) iVin—p-) (2.52)

where u_ and ¢_ are defined on the complex-conjugate contour C_. The fields @1 carry all the information
about external conditions, and the integrals must include only closed trajectories.
Instead of the two independent fields u; and u_, we introduce [56]

u(z)s = u(z) = p(z) (2.53)



with the relation
/ dz, p(r)d*u{z) =0 (2.54)

(where oo is the infinitely remote timelike hypersurface) ensuring the periodic boundary condition. We
choose the solution of Eq. (2.54) as

oz € 050) =0, - (2.55)

which guarantees the validity of condition (2.17). Then the full action Sp(us) ~ V{uy) — So(u_) + V{u_)
describes the motion along a closed path starting with the turning points u(z € 04 ). The integration over
u(T € 0o) is assumed because precisely the periodic boundary condition is chosen [3]. For simplicity from
here until Sec. 4.3, we assume that

lim (So(us) - Vi{ug)— So(u) + Viu-)) =0. {2.56)

Ut — U

We consider ¢ as a virtual field. Introducing the auxiliary field ¢(z,t), ¢{z,t € C1) = d+(z,t € CL),
and assuming that the variational derivatives are defined as

bp{z,t€C) o o, N
ol € ¢y)  PET BN B =

we can write (see (2.13})

Ni(ap;ﬁ,z)zfdwl{q; z) e“ﬁe("’)/ dw/ dy@i(m)ﬁq;(y)eﬂ‘“”"_y). (2.57)
Cy C.

Using this notation, we separate the term that is linear with respect to ¢ + ¢ in exponent (2.52),

Cy

V{iut+{d+¢) - V(u—(¢+¢)) =U(u, ¢+ ) +2 R:e/ dz (¢(z) + elz))v'(u) (2.58)

and
So{u+ @) — So(u — @) = So(u} — QiRe/C dx go(m)(@ﬁ +m*u(z). (2.59)

The expansion with respect to ¢ + ¢ can be written as

e Wi dte) _ exp{%Re d:rj(x]&(:c)}exp{?i Re/ d dt j(z)(¢(x) —b—t,o(:c))}e'w(”"""), (2.60)
c

Cy +

where, as usual, j{z) and g;’(.'r:) are the corresponding variational derivatives. The auxiliary variables (7, ¢")
must be set equal to zero at the end of the calculation. As a result, we have

palp) = exp{% Re/C da’j(m)c’ﬁ(m)} /Hdu(m) 6(3;‘310 +mPu +v'(u) —j) x

% eis“(u)e——iU(u,iﬂ) exp{?z Re/(; dr (j(ib) — U’(u))(p(x) }, (261)

e
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where the § function is defined by

§{8%u + m2u+v'{u) —j) = | Dy expy —2iRe dzx (Sﬁu +mPu o' (w) — i(z)e(z) . (2.62)
7 c.

It must be remembered here that in view of the chosen periodic boundary condition and solution (2.55),
the product of & functions (2.62) does not involve the values T € go. This implies that the turning points
u{z € o) are completely arbitrary. This leads to the appearance of integrals over the volume of the
quotient space G/H, i.e., over zero modes.

Equation (2.61) can also be written in the equivalent form

po(@) = e~ Ge) / DM (u) g0t -Wiwe) exp{?i Re [ dx¢(z)(D2 +m2)u(:c)} (2.63)

Cy
if we use the fact that the relation

82u + miu = —v'(u) + j (2.64)

is exact.

To conclude, we note that the contour Cy in Eq. (2.51) cannot be displaced to the real axis. Next,
because the exponent in Eq. (2.63) is linear in o(f € C) and in @(t € C_) separately, acting with the
operator e~ N+(@anm) -N-(Fienz) gives (2.46).

To conclude this section, we give the most important consequence of the fact that the functional

measure is é-like,

Proposition 6. Only the exact solutions uc of the equation

2 2
Fou+miu+v'{u) =0 (2.65)
must be taken into account.

Proof. This is obvious, because the path integral defined on é-like measure (2.50) and perturbations
of the trajectory u. by the source j are taken into acccount within the perturbation theory. We assume here
that as follows from the definition of the operator e ¥K{/%) generating the perturbation series, the exact
meaning of Eq. (2.64) is preserved for all values of j{x} and, in particular, for j(z} = 0.

This important consequence means that contributions from approximate solutions of the equations of
motion are eliminated from consideration. In this sense, the resulting formalism is simple, being free of

uncertainties.

Proposition 7. The generating functional p is given by the sum of all solutions of Eq. (2.65), including
the trivial selution.

Proof. This statement is true independently of “distances” between the critical points of the action
because the § function has zero width,

We note that the expression for p does not involve interferential contributions of different solutions of
Eq. {2.65), which necessarily occur if the amplitudes are written as the sum of contributions of the critical
points of the action. This implies that in our approach, the orthogonality of Hilbert spaces spanned by
solutions of Eq. (2.65} is taken into account.

But it should be kept in mind that we must be able to select the “physical” solution if there are several
solutions and no external conditions determine which of them must be taken into account, i.e., in the case
of the general position. For this, we introduce the following selection rule.
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Proposition 8. Let u; and ul, be solutions of Eq. {2.65), and let W and W' be the corresponding
quotient spaces. Also let V' and V' be the respective volumes of W and W'. Assuming thai V > V', the
contributions of u,, can be omitted with the accuracy ~ V'/V. If this ratio is equal to zero, we say that
the contributions of u. are realized on measure zero.

Proof. This selection rule is obvicus if Proposition 7 is taken into account. Because a d-like measure
determines the full set of contributions and all the contributions must be summed over, we must drop all
the contributions realized on measure zero from the sum in the case of the general position. The selection
by the dimension of W implies that the largest contribution is given by those field configurations that
maximally violate the symmetry of the classical action.

It must be remembered that in field theory, tunneling vacuum-to-vacuum transitions can occur that
do not correspond to any dynamics. These contributions do not enter the fuil system defined by Eq. (2.65)
in real time (we do not discuss the contributions that can be obtained by analytic continuation into the
imaginary time domain here). We believe that they must be added to the contributions discussed here
because they correspond to a different topology of fields [79], [80].

We must begin the analysis with the trivial solution, whose quotient space is a point, i.e., has the di-
mension dim Wy = 0. The next exact solution that is regular in real time is the eight-parameter O(4)xO(2)-
invariant solution, with dimW = 8 [65]. The existence of a nontrivial solution implies that trivial field
configurations must be negiected in quantizing the Yang-Mills fields. As follows from the selection rule
formulated in Proposition 8, the imaginary-time “vacuum contributions” can be dropped if and only if they
are realized on the measure zero. In the Yang-Mills theory, there is an exact instanton solution that is
regular in imaginary time and is such that dim Wi, = 5 [81]. Therefore, this solution can be neglected.
There also exist approximate multi-instanton solutions, but the dimension of their quotient space does not
exceed dim Wing, [82].

3. Quantization on quotient manifolds

3.1. Imtroduction to the theory of transformations. Having obtained the theory defined on a
d-like measure, we must first find solutions of Eq. (2.64} as power series in j{z). At this stage, if we forget
about the selection rule in Proposition 8, our approach has practically no differences from the standard
WKB stationary phase method [50], [61]. It is even somewhat mote complicated than the latter because, as
noted above, it involves the doubled number of the degrees of freedom. In reality, however, the subsequent
calculations are problematic in the framework of this WKB scheme.

In our representation, the problem is as follows. We assume that we know the solution uc(x) of
Eq. (2.65). In the first order in j(x), we must then solve the equation

(82 + v (uc)) G(%, 3" uc) = 6(z — 2'), (3.1}

which constitutes a certain difficulty.

Despite the apparent simplicity, the problem of describing the motion of a particle in the external field
(ue(x, ) in the present case) whose configuration depends on time is in fact as complicated as the original
problem because a particle can freely acquire or loose energy in this field (see the discussion of this problem,
e.g., in {83]). Formally, the problem is that because the field depends on the four-coordinate, the space in
which the particle propagates looses its homogeneity and isotropy (see (3.1)).

In this section, we show how this problem can be bypassed by passing to new dynamic variables
in (2.63). Namely, we choose the variables such that the space becomes homogeneous and isotropic.
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In what follows, we are interested in the motion in phase space. For this, instead of (2.46), we consider
the generating function

p(8,2) = K69 [ Da(u, pye PP, (3.2)
where
D7) = [[ute) apte) 5 (912) - 75 )3 (5 - 35 ) (3.9
and the full Hamiltonian
1
Hytup) = [ @o{ 337+ 507wt o) - (3.4

involves the energy of quantum perturbations j(x,)u{x,t).

We note that the transition to the phase space affects only the measure DA (u, p}, and it can be easily
verified that representation {3.2) coincides with {2.46) identically. This allows assuming that we have simply
passed to a more convenient first-order formalism.

To evaluate integral (3.2), we must first find all solutions of the equation

SH; . GH;
e P T TRy

wz) =

We can next show that the following proposition holds.

Proposition 9. If the conditions that

a. the functional measure is §-Jike (the Dirac measure),
b. the operator K generating the perturbation theory series is known, and
c. the functional describing the interactions U(u, ) is given

are satisfied, then the formalism admits arbitrary nonlinear canonical transformations.

This statement is based on the fact that a d-like functional measure determines the complete set of
contributions to the path integral. (But see the discussion of selection rules in Proposition 8. In relation to
this, we emphasize that Proposition 9 does not hold if the theory cannot be defined on the Dirac measure,
as is the case, e.g., in Euclidean field theories.)

Proof of Proposition 9. We consider a problem in quantum mechanics that is a (0+1)-dimensional
analogue of the field theory. The corresponding measure is given by

DM (u,p) = Hdudpa(u—?ﬁ-) (p+‘98—ff), (3.6)

where the full Hamiltonian
1 .
H; = Epg + v{u) — ju (3.7)

turns out to explicitly depend on time through j{2).
We can introduce a new pair of conjugate coordinates (£,n) instead of (u, p). For this, we substitute

1= ng D 1:[5(17 - %;;2 —miu? v(u))é(g — fu dz (27 — 'u(m'J))_l/g) (3.8)
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in {3.2). Here, it is important to take into account that both measures, the one over (w,p) in (3.6) and
the one aver (€,7n) in (3.8), are d-like, i.e., have the same power. This allows confidently changing the
integration order and integrating over (u,p) first. But this is true under the following condition. As noted
above, because the measure is d-like, it is necessary to sum over all solutions of the Lagrange equation. In
other words, the entire phase space (u,p) must be split into subspaces separated by bifurcation lines [80].
Trajectories belonging to each of these subspaces then have different topologies. In this sense, each trajectory
(phase flow) completely belongs to its subspace. It is assumed that we know the structure of the phase
space and we consider a specific subspace in changing the above integration order.

To evaluate the integrals, we can use the § functions in (3.6). In this case, the § functions in {3.8) impose
restrictions on the dynamics, i.e., determine constraints, namely, those imposed by the initial conditions
that we specify using the coordinates £ and n. Using the ¢ functions in (3.8), we perform the mapping
(u, p) — (&,17). We note that the algebraic equations

1= 1;02 + mIu? + v(u), £ = /u dz (2(n — v{z))) -2 (3.9)

2

completely determine the trajectory uc(€,n) and p.{€,n) in the phase space. The dynamics in the quotient
space W are determined by the product of two § functions §(t. — 0H;/pc)d (pe + OH;/Ouc) remaining after
the integrations over v and p. Tt can therefore be asserted that the mapping into W automatically takes
the constraints into account because the calculation methods described above are completely equivalent to
each other.

Indeed, using the ¢ functions in (3.8}, we obtain

. Ohy Oh;
- = — 3.10
DM(¢,n) = Hd&dna(e an)‘s(”“L 85) (3.10)
The Jacobian of the transformation is equal to one because our mapping is canonical, {5 (w,p), n(u, p)} =1,

h’j(faﬁ) zn_qu(gﬂn):Hj(uc:pc) ’ (3.11).

is the transformed Hamiltonian, and (u,p)c(€,%) is a solution of algebraic equations (3.9). We note that
the transformation of the measure does not affect the structure of the operator K and of the functional U.

The above solution mimics canonical mappings in classical mechanics [80]. It is based on the assumption
that the algebraic equations (see (3.9)) completely solve the mechanical problem. In this case, the problem
is usually said to be completely integrable.

In the above example, we have split the problem inte two parts. In the first part, we found the phase
flow {u, p)c(&,7n); in the second part, we solved the dynamic problem of finding (§,1m) = (§,7)(t) € W from
the equations

. Oh; Oue . Ak LOu
= =1 j—=, p=——2 = , 3.12
=3 % ="% = (3.12)

which corresponds to the gquantization of the quotient space W. We note that the explicit form of p. was

not needed. _
We now expand the solution of Eqs. (3.12) in 7,

£5(8) = Eolt) + / a0 (6, )5 + ...
(3.13)

ni(t) = no(t) + f dt’ i (t, ') (') +
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Substituting these expansions, we find that

§o =to + 1, M9 = const . (3.14)
Then
- Oue (o, o) . Buc(§o, 7o)
t,t) = =4t — )t () =60 — ) = 3.15
(1.1 = —dlt - 1) 7520 ((68) = 8t~ £) 520 (3.15)
The Green’s function g(t,t'} of these equations is translationally invariant,
Brg(t,t') = 8(t —t'). (3.16)
It can be easily seen that the following proposition holds.
Proposition 10. If the Feynman ic prescription applies, then
glt—t)y=0t-t),  g(0)=1, (3.17)
where A(t — t') is the step function.
Proof. Indeed, with the i prescription, the Fourier transform of Eq. (3.16) is given by
(w+18)§{w) =1, (3.18)

which then leads to (3.17). We note that in contrast to the causal Green’s function G(t,t'}, which is the
sum of the advanced and the retarded parts, the function g(t — t'}) depends on only the order of ¢ and
t’. But, as we see in what follows, the final theory is time-reversible [52]. We also note the uniqueness of
solution (3.17).

‘We use the relations

gt —tg(t' —t) =0, L=g(t—t)+g{t' —t), t#t, (3.19)

where g(t - t') is considered a distribution. We also note that the boundary condition g(0) = 1 {see (3.17})
has not been justified. We have chosen it based on the experience in solving quantum mechanical prob-
lems [50].

Having thus mapped the problem into the quotient space W, we have found a way to solve equations for
the Green’s function. But the problem of mapping into the quotient space W remains incomplete because
the dependence on j, the Lagrangian source of quantum fluctuation, is preserved.,

Proposition 11. If the perturbation theory series generated by the operator K exists, then there also

exists representation (3.2) with

DM (u,p) — DM(¢,n) = [ [ d€dns(€ — 1 — )5 — 7). (3.20)

9K — Re/' dt (3, (1) (1) + Fe (0)éc(®)), (3.21)
Cy

P o= e B — e B = (of — piiue (3.22)
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Proof. For simplicity, we cousider the (0+1)-dimensional theory. Acting with the operator generating
the perturbation series gives

i . . . dx oz
——R t 9t "‘t — iUy (2¢,40) _ j e H_ 4 C =
eXP{ 5 efc+d J()«p()}e I:[é(ﬁ 1+Jan)5(n Jag)
= f D¢ D, exp{?i Re fc dt ((€ ~ 1)pe +ﬁ<pﬂ)}e‘w"‘(”c’%>, (3.23)
+

where ¢, is defined in (3.22). The integrals over (¢n,p¢) are then calculated as usual using the series

expansion
Ty
‘1UT(U(:»‘Pc:) —— ! /
e = ng - f H (dtx e (ti) H (dt} pn(th)) *
Tl{, ,!=0
X Prgm, (tes b, SO R T (3.24)
where
e Tiny
Png,n,,(u(:;tls---5t-n5:t’1:---atn,,) = H tk} H t )eﬁzUr uf,tp.) (3.25)

¢e = pel@g, or), and the derivatives are evaluated at @}, = 0, ¢} = 0. On the other hand,

H‘ﬂg 79 H% t) = H i¢(te)) JT (19,06)) BXP{—Q%'RE/C dt (je(f)%(t)+jn(t)90n(t))}a (3.26)
k=1 k=1 Joy

where the limit (¢, 7,) = 0 is assumed. Substituting (3.25) and (3.26) in (3.24), we find a new representation
for p(E) with DM, K, and @, given by Egs. (3.20)-(3.22). In this expression, perturbations of all the
variables are related to separate sources, and their renormalizations can therefore be analyzed separately.
Obviously, the dimensionality of the theory cannot affect the derivation of the final formula.

3.2. The general theory of transformations. The above example demonstrates a special role of
canonical transformations of the integration variables. First, this allows obtaining & functional measure
that is free of ghosts. Second, the quotient space W turns out to be homogeneous and isotropic (see (3.14)),
which results in the equation for the Green’s functions becoming solvable because we then pass to variables
of the action-angle type. But this solution of the mapping problem seems inapplicable in the general case.
First, we cannot be sure that the transformation to W is canonical. For example, in the Coulomb problem,
the effect of the hidden O(4) symmetry is that the corresponding quotient space is not symplectic [50], [31].
At the same time, the general quantum theory principles {the uncertainty relation) force the condition that
quantum degrees of freedom must belong to a symplectic subspace T*W. In other words, in general, we
must have

W = T*W x R, (3.27)

where R is the space of e-number zero modes. All this also implies that the dimension of T*W can differ
from the dimension of the original phase space. Equation (3.27) implies that we must be able to separate
the quantum degrees of freedom belonging to T*W if we wish to map the dynamics into the quotient space
H/G.

Moreover, in integrable field theory models, there is an infinite number of (polynomial) conservation
laws. Because of this, the above scheme of transformations to the cotangent bundle T*W (the moment
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mapping [80]) based on solving algebraic equations of type (3.9) is inconvenient in general. In this section,
we therefore attempt to generalize the transformation scheme. We formulate a more general way to replace
variables in the path integral that can also be used in the field theory, i.e., in a system with an infinite
number of degrees of freedom, and even in case where the mapping is not canonical.
We use the following idea. As could be noticed, the classical phase flow (u, p). completely belongs to

W 5 (£, 7). We can then attempt to invert the problem, assuming that

a. the manifold W # @ can be reconstructed if the corresponding flows (u,p). are known and

b. quantum perturbations do not take {u,p). outside W.

In what follows, we show that these assumptions are justified.
Proposition 12. The formalism of the (0+1)-dimensional field theory based on a §-like measure allows

separating the description of phase flows on the cotangent bundle T*W from the dynamics in the quotient
space W of an arbitrary dimension if

W =T"W = G/H. (3.28)

Proof. We let

Awp) = [ T deon(utt) - ueles m)S(r(e) - pele,m) (3.29)

be a functional of u and p. We assume that (£,7) € W. In this expression, u. and p, are arbitrary fixed
functions of {£,7)(t). Qur aim is to reduce the problem to the level where u. and p, coincide with a solution
of the Hamilton equation.

We note that the relations

u(t) = UC(§1 7?): p(t) = pc(f, 7])

can always be satisfied for arbitrary £ and #. This is indeed so because the integration over u and p also
involves the case where these relations are valid. Therefore, A(u,p) # 0 in general. More precisely, it is
necessary and sufficient to assume the validity of the inequalities

D Aue Opc apc
A& n) fHd(;’dncS( % d€ + dn) ( §d£-+~ ) #0. (3.30)

We note that this is a condition only on u. and p.. It means that the derivatives of te and pe in the
direction of the vector (£,7) are equal to zero if and only if all the components of this vector are equal to
zero.

To perform the mapping, we must substitute the unity

_ Alu,p)
Ag(€,m)

in the integral and then integrate over « and p using the 4 function in (3.29). As a result, we find the
measure of the form

OH; H;
DM{g,n) = Z-é*—n-)-Hd&dmﬁ(ﬂc - apf)a(chr ‘;uf). (3.31)
C y £ c C
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We next obtain

L OH\ o, OHiY _ s P, e, ove; , Ope,  OHy\

5<Uc apc)5(pc+auc) (856-'_ an apc) (8 7?“"6“2)—
. Oh; . Ohy

- [ aeama(e- [e= G ])o(o- o3¢~

ou du aH,;
X & SE 4+ C'+ Ue, hj} ’)x
(855 { ! p.

Ope = Opc _ dH;
(3_££+ +{pch}+ c),

where the Poisson brackets are

| _OXon, _ aXony

and we introduce an auxiliary function h; = k;(&,n) defined by

0H; aH;
{u'c: } - =0, {pc; hj} + 2 =0. (3.33)
Ipe &

C

These relations can always be satisfied if the functions uc and p. are arbitrary.
As a result, taking (3.33) into account and using the fact that the neighborhoods of £=0and =0
are essential in {3.30), we obtain

(o) T )
/Hd&d a(a“" %“‘"‘“) (%?Ha“ﬁ) =
= Ha(g_%) (ﬁ—aa—}?)ﬂc(é,n)-

Using this expression, we find the sought transformed measure

M(én) = Hé(é— ——) ( +%’-2—) (3.34)

where the functional determinant has been canceled.

We now recall that the variables (&,n) € T*W, Le., Eqs. (3.33) describe the motion on the cotangent
bundle. In reality, the above transformation is a simple replacement of (u,p}(t) with composite functions
{u, p)c (&£}, n(t) ) This replacement still does not have the dynamic meaning of the original problem in the
sense that either {u,p)c{£(t), 7n(t}) or h;(£,n) remain arbitrary up to condition {3.30). We now must refine
these quantities. The following proposition is obvious.

Proposition 13. If the relation
hi(€.m) = Hj(ue, De) (3.35)
holds, then (u,p)c(&,7) ou measure (3.34) describes a phase flow in the original phase space.

Proof. A formal proof of this relation is sufficiently simple. For example,

duc Fuc | 9H;
te(é,n) = £+ ;:3 B = {ue, by} = —(%l (3.36)
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Here, we first use the fact that measure (3.34) is d-like and then use the first equation in {3.33). The
same can then be easily obtained for p.{(¢, n). In this sense, the above derivation repeats the statement in
Proposition 12.

Therefore, with Eq. (3.35) taken into account, if the functions (u,p)c (€ (t),n(t)) satisfy Bgs. (3.33),
then the measure DM (€, n) has form (3.34), and the canonical system of equations

e O L O

PO b (3.37)

describes a flow in the quotient space W that has a symplectic structure. This completes the proof of
Proposition 12.

We note that we have considered a version of the theory where the quotient space coincides with its
cotangent bundle, i.e., the case where W is a symplectic manifold (see (3.28)). But the following proposition
holds.

Proposition 14. The formalism of the (0+1)-dimensional field theory based on a 6-like measure also
allows extending the space to a symplectic manifold (§,m) € T*V of an arbitrary dimension, dimT*V >
dim W.

Proof. In other words, we want to show that we can consider a mapping into a space of an arbitrary
dimension but one endowed with a symplectic metric. There must then exist a mechanism for separating
“redundant” degrees of freedom of the extended quotient space 7%V from the dynamic degrees of freedom
such that the dependence on them can be canceled in what follows. This implies the possibility of reducing
T*V to the physical quotient space W. At this stage, we assume that W is a symplectic space, W = T*W.

We note that we could assume the dimension of T*W to be arbitrary until condition (3.35). To
formulate the reduction scheme, we assume that W is a subspace in T*V, W C T*V, i.e., that dim T*V >
dim W. We choose the physical group of variables (&€,7m) such that

(&m) e W, dim{¢} = dim{n}, (3.38)
with the other variables (£’,7%') assumed to be “nonphysical.” We can then assume that

O, B c 0 5’Pc Opc
—_— o —— — ~o
ag oy 1 g¢' oy

Le., the dependence on the unphysical degrees of freedom disappears in the £ = 0 limit.
In view of the property selected in (3.39), the operator K can be written as

2K = Ref dt (G- G+ 3y En+ Ger - ber + 5,0 - ).
Cs
But because of (3.39), the last two terms can be omitted in the £ = 0 limit. As & result, we obtain

2K = Re/ dt{je - éc+ 3, &} (3.40)
Cy

We now consider the measure DM. Taking the property in (3.39) and the explicit form of opera-
tor (3.40} into account, we obtain

DM(¢,m) = Ha( = %%)5(77 + %%—) 5(6)803)
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because the dependence on the auxiliary variables disapears in the £ = 0 limit. We now note that

/HdX(t)rS(X) = /dX(O).
Therefore,

D6, n) = d'(0) ' (0) [] € - Yo+ 2 (3.41)

t

In what follows, we assume that the integrals over £'(0) and #'(0) cancel because of pormalization, which
was to be shown.

The following generalization of Proposition 14 is obvious.
Proposition 15. Quantum degrees of freedom can span only even-dimensional symplectic manifolds.

This conclusion naturally fits into the classical quantization scheme based on the uncertainty relation.
But it is remarkable that the discussed quantization scheme is capable of selecting a subset of g-numbers.
We let T*W denote this subset.

Proof of Proposition 15. We intend to show that it is possible to define the splitting

W =T"W x R, (3.42)

where R is a subspace of c-numbers. To obtain this, we assume that instead of Eq. (3.38), we have, e.g.,

(£,7) € W, dim{¢} > dim{n}. (3.43)

We recall that by definition, T*V is an even-dimensional symplectic manifold. All this means that the
operator K is given by

2K = Re/g dt {(J¢ - &e)w, + (G - Endn, + (Je - €e)mNe—Ny) + (Jor * ) (Ne=N) }»
+

where Nx = dim{X} and the scalar product (X - Y)n contains N terms. We have thus added Ng—Ny
missing variables n’. Derivatives with respect to the remaining “unphysical” variables are omitted in view
of Proposition 14.

We now note that in the expression for K, the last term that is proportional to é, can be omitted in
the = 0 limit. We must therefore assume that j, = 0 in what follows. As a result, in the ¢ = 0 limit, we
find the measure

DM(¢,n) = H d\Nnde dNe= Nyl gt d(N"}nd(N‘E_N")n’ %
t

. ohy ah; . &h;
{Ne) I VSN O3 Y gV~ Ny) e £ S{Ne—No} | ot L 23
Tl )0 9+ )o@ (7+%):

where we take 8h; /07’ = 0 into account. Next, we can always replace 7' + 8h; /8¢ — 1 because there is
no dependence on 7', As a result, we obtain

DM, n) = =Nt (0) [ N dNeby 600 (5‘ _ %f:;;)g(m,) (ﬁ " %%)y
t
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where for simplicity of notation, we omit the differential measure d(Me—N ")n' because none of the variables
depend on 7.

We note that the expression for the measure no longer depends on j¢, where ¢ is conjugate to 7,
dim{£} = Ng — N,,. Precisely this effect leads to the reduction of those quantum degrees of freedom that
do not constitute canonically conjugate pairs.

Obviously, if it turns out that dim{¢} < dim{n}, then £ and 5 must be transposed in the original
expression for the operator XK. Therefore, in the general case,

min . Oh; min ; dh,
DM(&,n) = dQn,_n,, [ [ 6=VD (5 - 8—7;)5( N)) ("? + 8_5})’ {3.44)
t

where under the condition that ©(0) = 1/2,

-,y = O(Ng — Ny)d™e=M00¢(0) + O(N,, — Ne)d™N=Neln(o) (3.45)

is the measure for the integrals over e-number variables, and accordingly

2K = ReL dt {(j,f ’ éE)(min{N}) + (.7’:13 : é'ff)(min{N})}a (346)
+

where min{N} = min(Ng, N,,).

We have thus shown that if the variable X does not have a canonically conjugate pair, it must be
considered a c-number and dim T*W = min{N}. The possibility to isolate Ay, _n,,) implies that W is
factored into direct product (3.42).

We can now pass to considering field variables. As an intermediate model, we can take the example
where u(t) is an N-component quantity. The function ui{t) = u(i,t) can then be considered the image
of the field on a spatial lattice, where i is the coordinate of a cell. As a result, we obtain the following
proposition.

Proposition 16. Ifu.(x,t;£,7), pe(x, t; €, n) is an exact nonsingular solution of Eqs. (3.33) satisfying
condijtion (3.30) and if Eq. (3.35) is satisfied with the full Hamiltonian given by

Hy(ue.p0) = [ ¢y pe) =
1
= /d% {Epz + -;-(wc)2 +m*u® + vlw) —ju} : (3.47)

then the differential measure of the scalar theory on the quotient space (§,n) € W is given by

- 1y — 2% V(e 4 Sha
DM (E) = sy TT8(60 - 2 oot + ), (3.48)

where dim{¢} = dim{n} = min{N¢, Ny}, the differential measure is given by (3.45), and the operator
generating quantum perturbations is

2K = Re/c dt {Ge(t) - e(t) + 5, (8) - é(t) ). (3.49)

30



Proof. This statement directly follows from Propositions 12-15. It is remarkable that a field theory

problem on the guotient space coincides with a quantum mechanical problem.

Substituting {3.35) in (3.33), we find the relations

{uc( L£(8), (1)) uey; €(8),m(2)) } = 0,
{pe(x; £(), () ey €8, m(t)) } = 0,
{uc(xs )apc(y f(t )} = 5()(-—)/')

(3.50)

that must be satisfied for arbitrary values of j{x,t). The quantization scheme found above thus results in

transferring the canonical scheme into the quotient space.

4. The O(4, 2)-invariant scalar theory

We start with a scalar theory, which is simpler than the theory of the vector Yang-Mills fields but pos-
sesses the highest conformal symmetry group O(4,2) (which is higher than the group of general coordinate

transformations).

4.1. Generating functional for a massless scalar field. We evaluate the 2N -dimensional path

integral
p(87) = €U [ DM (g e el N
for the O(4, 2)-invariant scalar theory. Here,

N(ﬁvz;u’C) = w’(!@iwzi;uC) + n*(l@fw zf;u(})e

(B, 2 ue) = / din(g; 2) €~ (g, ue) ¥ (g, uc),
T{g,uc) = /dze"iqwazuc(m), q° =~O,

Ulue, we) = 29 Re ](ﬁ diz dt t,og(x, tue (x;g(t), vy(t)),
e (XQ 5(3), W(t))
9E(t) ’

Bue(x: £(8),
et ey PO

— en(t)

DM (u) = d2 T dece) dn(®) 6(5 - J'f)5('f7 S —jn),

where
h(& 1) = hi(&m)] -
and finally

2K (je) =Re/C 4t {Gelt) - ee(t) + 3,(8) - &n(2)}-

It is assumed that

W =T'W xR, (§,n)eT*'W, dmW=8  dimT"W =2N <8
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We note that, generally speaking, I'(¢, uc) # 0 because even if the fields sufficiently rapidly decrease at
Toos te = Uc{X; €(£), n(t)) depends on singular (generalized) functions £(t) and 7(t) that are defined through
Green’s function (3.17) (see Proposition 10).

We find it convenient to replace variables in 2/N-dimensional path integral (4.1) such that the depen-
dence on the 2N sources j., j, is eliminated from measure (4.7). If we make the shift

£(t) — £(t) + f dt g(t — t1)je(t) = £(t) + &(t),

(4.10)
t) = 0fe) + [ dts g6 ~ )5n(@) = n(6) + 0,
where g(t — t1) is Green’s function (3.17), then everywhere
e = ue(%; €(t) + &(t), n(t) + 7;(t)). (4.11)
Therefore,
DM(&,n) = d ] | de(t) dn(t) (€ — win + n;))d(n), (4.12)

where we take into account that £ and 7 are canonically conjugate variables and accordingly 8h/8¢ = 0.
We also introduce the notation wi(n) = 8h{n)}/on;.
Making shift (4.10), we must redefine the perturbation-generating operator as

9K - Re/c dt {€,(2) - &c(t) + 7(t) - 8,(8)} =

= Re/c dtdty 0(t —t1){7(t1) - Ec(t) + 5, (t1) - &) }. (4.13)

4.2. The structure of the O(4,2)/0(4) xO(2) quotient space. We are interested in the quan-
tization of the O(4)x O(2)-invariant solution [84]

uc(x)={ —(c—0)* )2}1/2. (4.14)

glz—-s)P(z -0

It is regular if the four-vectors ¢ and ¢ are complex and is real if
§" =0 =1z + 1N {4.15)
Expression (4.14) can then be written as

4n?

1/2
72z + z0)2 — 1)2 +4(n(z + :r:o)pb)\»”)2 } ’

VIuc(z) = {( (4.16)

where A% = A2 — A2 = 1. This solution depends on eight parameters (Tows Ai, 1), where p = 0,1,2,3 and
i =1,2,3. Substituting these expressions in the formula

1 1 g
3 2 2 4
h—/da:{2pc+2(§7uc) + uc}, (4.17)
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we obtain
h =n@(\). (4.18)

Equation (4.18) can be taken as the definition of the set of values of the variable 7.
We assume that the physical quotient space W is constrained by the inequalities

72 >0, —00 < A < o0, —00 <z, < o0 {4.19)

The first of these ensures the positivity of energy of the classical field.
We must now find the reduction of quantum degrees of freedom that leads to Eq. (3.27). For this, we
must once again consider Eq. (3.33),

{ug, i} — il =0, {pe, h} -+ J—IE{— = 0. (4.20)

As noted above, Egs. (3.33) must be satisfied for any j¢ and jy, in particular, for je = 0 and j, = 0.
Therefore, with Eq. {4.18) taken into account, the first equation in (4.20) gives

duc Oh  0H

e e (4.21)

As a result, we find that the sought parameterization of the field is given by (with A = [A)
2n@(A
el ) = (26— 0 — mol? - #10)" +

+ 428 (€1 + A2 — 3N As(e — zo):) "} T (4.22)

It can be easily verified that solution (4.22) identically satisfies the first equation in (4.20).
Parameterization (4.22) is useful because in this case,

DM = d®adz [ [ de dn8(€ - 2(A))a(). (4.23)

Then the equations
t)=2(), At)=0 - (4.24)
determine the dynamics in the space W and have the solutions
£(t) = ®(A)(t ~ta),  m(t) =mo = const, (4.25)
which completes the definition of the functional measure in the quotient space W = 0(4,2)/0(4) x O(2).

Substituting (4.25) in (4.22), we find that the solution thus derived identically satisfies the original Lagrange
equation. As a result, we obtain

(en}eT*W, dimT'W =2, {zonA}€R, dimR=6. (4.26)
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4.3. Conservation laws in the quotient space. We return to boundary condition (2.17). It implies
that

uc{z € 8ok)) = u.(z € 80), (4.27)
where 9oL, are the boundaries at the infinitely remote hypersurface oo, of the respective branches Cy.

Depending on the topology of the field u.(x,t), conditions {4.27) can constrain solutions of Eq. (4.24).
To clarify this remark, we consider the simplest problem of the motion of a particle in a potential well

Sp(u) = fOT dt {%u? - U(u)} ,

where (0,7} is the interval of motion (the initial coordinate is therefore not specified). If the particle energy
E is fixed, it is necessary to integrate over the time 7. The Dirac measure DM of this problem contains
two ¢ functions [56]. The standard {one-dimensional) 4 function leads to the equation

v(u). The action is then given by

E= —Hg -+ Hj (U(T)),

where 7, is the energy of quantum corrections and H; (u(T)) is the full Hamiltonian at the instant 7. The
second (functional) § function gives the equation of motion

i+ mPu + v (u) = 4.

The solution of this equation at j = 0 is specified, e.g., by the energy 5(0) and the initial instant £(0). We
recall that the integrals over 77(0) and £(0) must be taken in general.
In deriving the d-like Dirac measure, we used the periodic boundary condition

u(t € 8CL(T)) = u(t € 8C_(T)).

Next, because we wish to describe a periodic motion in the potential well, this boundary condition can be
satisfied for a set of values of £(0). It can be easily found that if £(t € C1) = &4, then

£y — 6L =AE=kP(E)+ty, k=0,+1,+2 .

where P(E) is the period and 0 < tg < P(E). Precisely because it is necessary to sum over all k, the energy
level quantization arises [56]. We also note that the boundary condition gives the relation fl4 = 7)., Where
nteCy)=ny.

Because 1 and £ constitute a canonically conjugate pair (see Sec. 3.1), they can be used as the respective
generalized momentum and coordinate. Normalizing £ to the period, we then find that the above uncertainty
in choosing the initial condition corresponds to a rotation with the number of laps k = 0, £1,£2, ..., ie.,
the number £ determines how many times the circle is covered by the mapping (u,p) — (£,m). It is then
necessary to sum over all integers k. The same effect results in the momenta and positions of topological
solitons in the sine-Gordon model defined on the branches €, and C_ coinciding, but only up to a certain
number. Summation over its values leads to the quantization of the topological charge of solitons and hence
to their “sterility” with respect to the emission and absorption of particles [52].

If a problem with a closed classical trajectory is investigated, then our boundary conditions lead to
periodic relations between the integration constants £(0)+ and £(0)_ pertaining to the respective contours
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C4 and C_. This property of trajectories in the configuration space is usually formulated as the condition
for the existence of the homotopy group [85].

There is also another possibility where the trajectory is nonclosed, i.e., does not have topological
properties. But it is still necessary to take boundary condition (2.17) into account, ensuring the closedness
of the trajectory on the full time contour € = C; + C... In this case, we conventionally speak about
a homotopy group singlet. Therefore, we must first determine the relation of the contribution under
consideration to the homotopy group. It can be easily seen that the topological charge of the O{4)xO(2)-
invariant solution discussed here is equal to zero [65], and we therefore consider a homotopy group singlet.
But we show that the following proposition holds.

Proposition 17. The renormalized energy-momentum tensor Q, = Ty, (ue) coincides with the total
four-momentum of incident particles.

Proof. With solution {4.25) substituted in (4.22), it follows from (4.27) that
. 2
PR + 400 =2 = ) — 1) 42 (£ 4 A2 < di(z = 24))7) =
. ) 2
=2 {2t +t)? — (@~ 2o)? = 1) + a2 ({4 e )1+ XY = A (@ —w-)i)
which must be satisfied for ©, € . This directly implies that
Ny = N, A@', = )\1'_, 1= 1,2,3. (428)

But no conditions on z, 4+ arise. As the result, differential measure (4.23) is in fact given by

1,
dM = d®Adndizy d*a_ = l—édf')\ dndizg d*A, (4.29)
where
A=xy —x_, To =24+ L.

Making the shift £ — x — x4, we can isolate the dependence on x4 in (g, ue),

ID(g,uc)]” = 92T (g, uc)|, (4.30)

where I[V(q, u.) is already independent of a:o We then see that the variation of the field with respect to 4.
gives the factor e=@n2" where @, (uc) = Ty (uc) is the renormalized energy-momentum tensor.

Expanding the integrand in (4.1) in powers of {T'(g, uc)| and taking (4.30) into account, we find that
the integration over A results in the § function

5(4)(;% _ Q(uc)), (4.31)

which fixes the energy—momentum conservation laws, thus relating the total four-momentum of the incident
(or produced) particles to the four-momentum of the classical field Q@ (uc)-
We now show that the tensor @, involved in (4.31) is an energy-momentum tensor. By definition,

Ulthe, €) = (Sc+ {uc + €) — S (Ue — e)) +2 Ref dx (Bzuc + v’(uc))e (4.32)
Cy
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or, equivalently,

Ultie,€) = {S(uc) —g/dzuc(:ﬂ)e(:c)3} - {S(uc) +gfda: uc(x)e(rcf}CL. (4.33)

Cy

We consider the difference 65(uc) = Se, (uc) —Sc_ (uc), which was neglected in the previous expressions
(see (2.56)). This difference is the variation of the action 4S(u.) with respect to the translation group

Ty — Iy + 0z, bz, = A,
In the lowest order in A, we then have
85(ue) = DPT,,(ue) + 6S(A), (4.34)

where T, (uc) is the energy—momentum tensor of the field and the last term includes higher powers of A.
It can be easily verified that this term plays no role. Indeed, we can write

e~ HB8(8) _ (ifegisd g~ib5(r) (4.35)

where & denotes the corresponding derivative at zero. Using this expression, we find that the § function
fixing the conservation laws is given by

PRAP) ( Sp-Q- g) g~ #85(7), (4.36)

But it is impossible to shift the argument of a § function because the identity

(675 — 1)6(219@ -Q- <)e“i‘§3"’) =0 (4.37)

holds. Here, we use the property of the § function

%5(;%_@_?)

This completes the proof of Proposition 17.

As a result, we have

p(a,z) — e—iK /dM eiQ,,‘(u(A)Aue—iU(uC,gp}e;N(a,z;uc), (438)

where dA is defined in (4.29).
5. Non-Abelian gauge theories

In what follows, we consider only vector gauge fields, assuming that interactions with matter felds
(quarks) can be taken into account within the perturbation theory. Therefore, a part of the results in this
section pertaining to the YangMills field theory have limited applicability. For example, we cannot claim
that the renormalization of quark masses is absent. This problem requires additional discussion.
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5.1. The Yang—Mills theory on the Dirac measure. The action

S = 5 [t Bua P2 (8 (5.1)

of the theory under consideration is O(4, 2)-invariant. The Yang-Mills fields

Fm}a(A) = auAua, - auA,ua - CbCA,ubAuc (52)

a

are covariant under non-Abelian gauge transformations. We do not specify the gauge group.
For simplicity, we begin with the integral

N = oK) /Dﬂ/fe—EiU(A,e}’ ‘ (5.3)
where the measure
DM(A) = [[ [ ] d4(z: ) (DL Fub = Jua) (5.4)
pa T

is explicitly conformally and gauge invariant if j,, = 0. The covariant derivative is given by

D¥b = g5t + CeAY,

and the perturbation-generating operator is

§ 4
2K (je) = Rs 4 . 5.
ey =Re | 4 5w Genalm: D )
As usual, j,, and e must be set equal to zero at the very end of the calculations. The functional
A
—2U(Ae) = So, (A+e)—Sc_{A—e)— 2Re[ d*z e (x) 6?‘;(1“) + O(e) (5.6)
C+ a

describes interactions. All the quantities are defined on a complex Mills contour. The terms ~ ¢ — +0 can
be omitted in (5.6). Therefore, U(4,e} = O(e?®) contains only odd powers of eq,. This implies that the
functional U (A, e) can be written as '

U(Ae) = —/d‘*m {eg(m)mg-(x—)}gsm). (5.7)

5.2. The first-order formalism. The noncovariant formalism involving the electric field Ei = F¥®
provides an introduction to the Hamiltonian description that we need here. In this case, the action is given
by

Sc, (A F) = ﬁf diz {Aa B, + %(Ez +BZ(A)) — Ag(D - E)a} , (5.8)
Ty
where the magnetic field
1
Bia(A) = (rot A + EEijk[Aj‘ Ak]a, (5.9)
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is not an independent quantity and is introduced only for simplicity of notation. We note that Ag, does
not have a conjugate pair and the action $ is linear in this quantity.
Measure (5.4) can be written in the first-order formalism,

DM(A,P) = [[[]dAs(z) dPa(z) 5(DE - Py) x

. SHy(A,P)\ [ . OH;(A,P)
x 6(Pa(x) A )5(A&($) e ) (5.10)
where
dA,(z) dPo(z) = | [ dAia dPus(z), (5.11)
H;(A,P) is the full Hamiltonian,
H; = %fd% (P2 +BZ(A)) +fd3;t;juAa, (5.12)

P.(z) = Eo{x) is the momentum conjugate to A,(x), and B,(A) is defined in (5.9). In the expression for
the measure DM, we can introduce an additional § function

TTII 5(13; — (rot A} — %s;k (47, A‘“]a). (5.13)

Hamiltonian (5.12) then becomes symmetric with respect to the fields E, and B,.
We note that the first § function involved in (5.10) follows from the linearity of the action in Ag,. The
time component Ag, indeed has the meaning of a Lagrange multiplier for the Gauss law

D2 . Py =0. (5.14)

[t must be stressed that there is no equation for Ag,. Moreover, the dependence on Ag, has entirely
disappeared because the functional /{4, e} describing interactions is determined by the third derivative
with respect to A,, (see (5.7)).

5.3. Mapping into the quotient space. Measure (5.10) does not have a physical meaning, because
for a given a, it depends on the three-vector potentials A,{z). The “unphysical” degrees of freedom are
usually eliminated using the gauge-fixing Faddeev-Popov ansatz. But we prefer another approach.

As in Sec. 2, we introduce the quantity

A8.P) = [ DDy []0(Anle) - wa (366 9@)5(Pul@) - pa(mié(@hn@)) (519

to realize the transformation
u: (A, Pla(z) — (& m)(z) (5.16)

to space-time local functions (£,7)(x) using the composite vector functions {u,p)q(z;&(z),n(z)). It is
assumed that A £ (. '
After transformation (5.16), we obtain

D& ) = 5o T e dndna dae 6D% - 26 (90a) = os )o(ale) + 222 ) (1)
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In general, the set &, 7 is arbitrary (see Proposition 14 in Sec. 3.2). Along with £ and 7, we can therefore
consider the phase of gauge transformations A, and its conjugate charge ¢,. The dependence on A,(x, )
and q,{x,t), however, was separated from the sets £(t) and 5{t) for convenience.

Repeating the calculations in Sec. 2, we obtain

DM{g,n,2,Q) = [] dgdndrdgs(D}{u) - ps) x

z.t.a

: dh; dh; . Ohy b
<a(3 = 52 )s(a+ 53 o (- G )a (= ) (5.19)

Equation {5.18) is satistied if and only if the functions h; are determined by the Poisson equations (with
given three-vectors u, and pg)

0H;
{ua(z}),hj} = m1

where (£,71) and (), g) are chosen as canonically conjugate pairs in the Poisson brackets.

{palz), hs} = (5.19)

—5ua sc)

If Eq. (5.19) is supplemented by the additional relation

hi(€im A, q) = Hj(Ua, Pa), (5.20)

then, as shown above, u, and p, must coincide with solutions of the original equations under the condition
that Eqs. {(5.19) are satisfied on measure (5.18). It then follows that

D} (u) - ps =0 (5.21)

because py is a solution of Eqs. (5.19) for arbitrary j,,. This remarkable result is a consequence of the
mapping into the invariant space G/H to which the classical phase flow completely belongs. Therefore, the
§ function in (5.18) corresponding to {5.21) becomes []_ 6(0) identically. This infinite factor is canceled by
the normalization and is not explicitly written in what follows.

The mapping described above thus gives

- 6k . Oh; O
DM(EnAQ) =[] d/\adqadfdné(Au)J(qa T )5( W._a:_;_)g(w a_g)

x.t,a

(5.22)

Here, we take into account that the functions (u,p), are independent of g,. The Hamiltonian h; is defined
by Eq. (5.20),

2gh; = jtisw (p2 + BX(w)) + /:13:1:jau‘JL =h+J, (5.23)

where b is the Hamiltonian unperturbed by the force j,.
In accordance with Proposition 15, we can eliminate the dependence on g,

DM(&n, A) = dR [ [ dXa d€dn 8(Xa) 8(€ — w — je) (7 — ) (5.24)

T,a

with the “velocity” w = 8h/8n. Otherwise, nothing changes as compared with the scalar theory considered
in the previous section.
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As follows from (5.24), we must consider time-independent gauge transformations A,(x) = 0. To drop
this restriction, we must generalize Eqs. (5.19). If we therefore consider the relation

_ N ¢H, du(z; €,m, A)
{ualz;&,m,A), by} = e Qa(z}—a)\a (5.25)
instead of the first equation in (5.19), then we must replace
[Tdra(2)6(Aalz)) - J] dra) 8(Aulz) — Qa(z)) (5.26)

in (5.24), where Q.(z) is an arbitrary function of y and ¢. This is the most general representation for the
gauge measure in our formalism.
As a result, the basic elements of the Yang-Mills theory in the quotient space G/H are as follows:

1. The measure is

DM (£,1,A) = dR [ [ dha d€ dn§(Aa(z) - Qul@))5(€ —w — je)6(0 — Jo). (5.27)

It can be noted that

/ [T % 6(3a(z} - Qu(z))

implies the integration over all functions A,(x,t) arbitrarily depending on time. On the other hand,

S Ta o dra 6 (Aa(z) — Qulz))

L. = 0. {(5.28)

Therefore, our normalization to the gauge group volume differs from the standard one. But this must not
affect the final result, because only gauge-invariant quantities are evaluated.
2. The quantum perturbation-generating operator is

2K (je) = /dt {Jebe + Jnénl}- (5.29)
3. The functional U/{u,e,) describing the interaction depends on the auxiliary field

en = e e o U2
SRRV T

(5.30)
where summation over repeated indices is understood. We note that A,{z) is a c-number function and the
dependence on nondynamic variables has been dropped as a result of the reduction.

5.4. Gauge invariance and divergences. If the perturbation theory is formulated in gauge-
invariant terms of the color electric and magnetic flelds E, and B,, then “unphysical” degrees of free-
dom are automatically eliminated. We can therefore formulate the following proposition within the above
formalism.
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Proposition 18. Each order of the new perturbation theory with respect to 1/g is explicitly gauge

invariant.

Proof. For the proof, we use the fact that the operator K(je) acts in the quotient subspace TW*. Tt
then suffices to show that the functional U{u,e,) is gauge invariant. For this, we use the representation

du, Mg,
Ulu,e,) = /dz H {( e T 0;6 ) : aj }FWGFM, (5.31)

which can be obtained from the explicit form of e, (see Eq. {5.30)). This expression is manifestly gauge

o D o Un)) 9
S o LT g,

is a singlet of the gauge transformation group.

" invariant because the operator

Indeed, representation (5.31) can be written as the recursive relation

a

where the scalar prodict symbol indicates summation over all canonically conjugate pairs (£,7) and it must
be assumed that Fa{u) = F(u(é ,n)) is a composite function of £ and n. In precisely the same way, we

have

Ulu,e,) = é/dm {eg . % —e,- D }Fg( ) (5.32)

Fy(ulg,m) = {eg %wen ;é}Fl(u(ﬁ m),
(5.33)

Fl(u(grn)) = {eE' % — €y ;}Fyua( £ 77)) ,twa( 5 ’?))

We now note that the differential operator in Fj(u)} is independent of the field u,. Therefore, Fi(u) is a
gauge-invariant quantity. For the same reason, all Fi(u), | = 2,3, are gauge invariant. The proposition is
proved.

This result implies that perturbation theory contributions cannot violate the non-Abelian gauge sym-
metry. Next, we can show the following lmportant property of the perturbation theory considered here.

Proposition 19. The perturbation theory in the quotient space does not contain divergences, at least

in the vector-field sector, if

1S{u)| < oc. (5.34)

Proof. The action of the operator of quantum perturbations gives

N:/Dﬂ.f;e—wtu,n;, (5.35)
where
Vi) = [ g (e 5 = n g} B (5.36)
and
Fy(u) = f 4z Fy{u). (5.37)

Equations (5.36) and (5.33) directly imply condition (5.34).
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5.5. Generating functional in the Yang-Mills theory. We propose constructing the event

generator as
pla, z) = /dM({o,no;)\a) :e“'U(“"’e):eiQ'*(““')A"E"N(a'z‘““), (5.38)

where the operator U{u,, €) is defined in (5.36). The functional N{a, z; uc) was introduced in (4.2) and is
expressed {see (4.3)) through the “vertex function”

- iqu 950 (uc)
L{g,uc.) = fd:ce Suc(z)

In reality, if the color charge is confined, the generating function thus defined is trivial, p(a, z)/9z = 0.
Therefore, in the perturbation theory formalisin described here, which is closed in the sense of being

free of divergences and therefore being applicable at any distance, the main problem is to find asymptotic

states, i.e., the fundamental Lagrangian of the theory and the corresponding functional N (e, z;u,).

6. Conclusions

It may seem that we enter a new stage in constructing the Yang-Mills theory, where the main formula
for the generating functional p(a, z) that is capable of describing the interaction at any distance becomes
a one-line relation. The calculations are then so complicated that they are accessible only to sufficiently
powerful computers. As a result, all the intermediate stages of the calculations are done by computer and
do not require our interference.

In reality, this is not the case. The exact evaluation of integrals (5.38) is most probably beyond the
power of modern computers and is unlikely to ever become accessible. This highlights the remark that
the previous formulas do not make it totally obvious that the color charge is permanently confined within
hadrons. We are currently investigating this problem. In doing so, we must of course start with simpler
problems that admit approximations justified by specific conditions in the problem. One of these is the
asymptotic regime with respect to multiplicity as n — nmax. The analysis of this asymptotic regime shows
that the process must then be “hard” in the sense that we can expect the mean transverse momentum to
be m/4 greater than the mean longitudinal one. But this is then the asymptotic freedom domain, where
s € 1, and QCD predictions can be used.

Analysis of QCD predictions in this regime shows that the ideology of the leading logarithmic ap-
proximation is unacceptable in this case because the logarithmic accuracy of the contribution estimates is
msufficient to describe the kinematic conditions under which the particle momenta are only insignificantly
different (the inelasticity coefficient is close to unity) [7]. ° For this reason, QCD has low predicting power
in the domain of very high multiplicities. The proposed perturbation theory is “superconvergent,” and we
therefore hope to obtain a higher (power-law) accuracy of the predictions.

Another class of problems that we believe to be interesting is related to deeply inelastic scatterings.
They also assume interactions at small distances and must therefore be sufficiently simple. Our interest
in this problem is related to the fact that the proposed theory is an expansion in powers of the inverse
coupling constant. In this formulation, the notion of the running expansion parameter is inapplicable 153].
This makes it particularly interesting to investigate how the asymptotic freedom is formulated in this
approach. In addition, our formulation does not involve the notion of a g]uoh and hence does not involve
infrared divergences. It is therefore interesting to investigate the so-called “small-z problem” [86] within
our approach.

9 We are especially grateful to L. N. Lipatov for a discussion of this point.
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Using the lattice expansion is natural in formulating the theory in terms of path integrals. We note
that the integrand in (5.38) does not contain time derivatives; its representation on the temporal lattice is
therefore free of ambiguities that are inherent in the representation of path integrals (see, e.g., [87] and the
references therein).

The lattice constant can depend on the conditions in the problem under investigation. For example, it
is easy to understand that particle momenta are small in the asymptotic regime with respect to multiplicity.
In the first approximation, therefore, the classical field configuration u, does not play a considerable role.
The asymptotic regime with respect to multiplicity is the simplest case in precisely this sense.

Finally, it is well known that the S-matrix interpretation of Wigner functions allows formulating
the theory in terms of kinetic equations and also verifying the validity of this description in the light of
quaitum perturbations [2], [3]. This can serve to relate the field theory description to the description of
dissipative structures. For example, the above formalism may be useful in investigating the stability of
ordered structures arising in dissipative systems [88] and in clarifying the role played by the topology and
the structure of the quotient space in their formation and stability. This may have great importance for

applications.
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