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By applying a “normal-product quantization” the energy-momentum tensor of the Thirring model is
constructed as a local function of the Thirring fields. It is shown that the commutation relation of the dila-
tation current with the field is anomalous, and that the space integrals converge on a dense set of states to
the group generators. The appearance of anomalous dimensions for local products of Thirring fields is dis-

cussed in the special case of a bilinear mass interaction.

I. INTRODUCTION

CALE invariance and its relevance to the short-

distance behavior of quantum fields has recently
received considerable attention in connection with a
conjecture of Wilson.! According to Wilson a field
theory which has only dimensionless coupling constants,
and which, therefore, at least on the classical level
exhibits conformal invariance in the limit of vanishing
masses, is likely to possess a unitary representation of
the dilatation group p— U(p) with

U(p)|0)=10), (1.1a)
U(p)®(x) U(p) ™ =p@P(px). (1.1b)

Here the “dimension” d(g) is the sum of the canonical
dimension of the field [i.e., 1 for bosons and § for
fermions satisfying canonical (anti-) commutation
relations in four-dimensional space-time ] and a positive
“anomalous dimension” which depends on the strength
of the coupling. Furthermore, U(p) is assumed to be
“locally generated.” This means that, as in the classical
version of the theory, there exists a conserved, covariant
current D,(x) which may be constructed from the
energy-momentum tensor. D,(x) is a local field, rela-
tively local with respect to the basic fields of the theory.
The integral

D(t)=/Do(x)d3x 1.2)

converges on a suitable dense set of states? to the
infinitesimal generator of U(p). Although D(¢) is not
expected to exist as an operator,® Wilson conjectures
that the symmetry breaking is “mild,” in the sense that
D(?) retains its equal-time commutation relation

i[D(1),2(0) Jer.=d(g)®(0). (1.3)

A characteristic feature of scale-invariant theories in
the zero-mass limit is the exponential form of the two-
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point function. In the case of a scalar field, for example,
Eq. (1.1) applied to the K#llén-Lehmann representation

(0]¢(x)p(v)|0) =/ oK) AT (x—y)dk  (1.4)
yields
<OI| o (x)g(y) l 0)=C[(x—y)2—1ec(xo—y0) 2,

whereas in the spinor case, with the aid of the
representation*

¥ P)|0)= / DS, (w—y)dk, (1.6)

—o0

(1.5)

it gives

Olg(x)¢(y)|0)
=C[(x—y)2—ie(xo—y0) 324515, (x—y). (1.7)

Various attempts have been made to test Wilson’s
conjecture in Lagrangian perturbation theory. It has
been found® that the power law (1.5) is consistent with
the requirements of renormalization group analysis® in
the limit (assumed to exist) of vanishing masses only if
the power d(g) in (1.5) is independent of the renor-
malized coupling constant g. On the other hand, model
calculations® indicate the validity of Eq. (1.5) to second
order in g, with an anomalous dimension of the form
d(g)=~a+bg? One concludes that (1.5)—and hence,
scale invariance—is not valid in the perturbation theory
of these models (e.g., Ap* interaction). Wilson? has
pointed out that in such models the zero-mass inter-
action Lagrangian acquires an anomalous dimension in
second-order perturbation theory, and this is responsible
for the breaking of scale invariance in higher orders.

It is not our intention to tackle the most serious of
the questions raised by Wilson’s speculations. Rather it
is our aim to present a complete and rigorous study of
scale invariance and related problems in the model
which inspired many of Wilson’s conjectures in the
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first place,® namely, the Thirring model of a massless
spinor field in a two-dimensional space-time.® Since
there are no essential mass parameters appearing in the
model, one expects all aspects of Wilson’s conjecture to
be valid in their strongest form. That this is so is
verified in the course of the present study.

Georgi'® has recently given a discussion of certain
time-ordered functions involving the energy-momentum
tensor of the Thirring model. Using rather questionable
methods of defining the tensor and computing equal-
time limits, he arrives at results which indicate the
existence of two energy-momentum tensors leading to
different commutation relations (1.3). Our aim is to
clarify the situation by explicitly presenting an energy-
momentum tensor, suitably defined as a covariant, local
field, from which conserved currents can be constructed
which generate locally the Poincaré and dilatation
invariances.

The material is organized as follows. Section IT is a
review of the principal invariance properties of the
Thirring model. With the aid of relations of the form
(1.1a) and (1.1b), we discuss the role of the dimensional
infrared regularization parameter which appears in the
operator solution of the model.® In Sec. III we construct
the energy-momentum tensor with the aid of a normal-
product!! quantization of the corresponding classical
expression, and show that this tensor leads to the
Poincaré and dilatation generators defined in Sec. II.
Throughout the article we use the operator formulation
of the Thirring model due to Klaiber.!? A summary of
Klaiber’s methods and notation, as well as a few words
on normal products in the Thirring model, are presented
in the Appendix.

II. INVARIANCE PROPERTIES OF
THIRRING MODEL

In this section we review some of the basic invariance
properties of the Thirring model. The most fundamental
of those follow directly from an examination of the
Wightman functions (we use the notation of Klaiber!?):

0](x1)- - - d(xm)d'(y1) - - ¢ (ym) ] 0)
=1 d~(i—=)d(yi—y;) I d~(zr—y2)

i<j kil

X[ (1)« - Y(wm)¥(y1) - - ¥ () [0}, (2.1)

where

d~(x—y) =expi[ (a+by.*v,*) D~(x—) -
FMy 75D (x—y)].
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The parameters @, b, and X are related parametrically to
the coupling constant g and the “spin” S as follows:

g=(n)(@—p), a=ai—2av/,
S=3(14+N/7), b=B2—28+/r,
A=aB—a\/T—B\/T.

One defines operators U(a), U(x), and U(p) correspond-
ing to the space-time transformations in the following
way:

2.2)

translation x— x+a;
Lorentz transformation
coshX sinhX
x — Ax, Az(_ ); (2.3)
sinhX coshX
dilatation x—px, p>0.

This is done by specifying their action on states formed
by applying products of Thirring model fields on the
vacuum:

U@@)[0)=U(X)|0)=U(p)|0)=]0),
U(@)p(x1)- - - d(@n)d'(y1) - - 6" (y2) [ 0)
=¢(x1+a)- - ¢ (u,+a)|0),
UX)$(x1) - - - d(xm)o" (y1) - - -7 (30) | 0)

= exp[ —3X(E 7o 4T 7.59)] 2.4)

X(Axy)- - - ¢'(Ay2)[0),
U(p)gp(x1)- - - $(xm)¢' (1) - 8" (ya) [0)
= pmtn) (S+a* /40 (pr1) - - - T (py,) | 0).

From the form of the Wightman functions (2.1) one
readily verfies that U(a), U(X), and U(p) are unitary
operators, and that the field ¢#(x) has the covariance
properties

U(a)p(x)U(a)™' =¢(x+a), (2.5)
UX)e()UX) ' =e 1" (Ax) , (2.6)
U(p)p () U(p)~" =pSto* 47" (pxs) . 2.7

The unitary operators U(e) and U(X) were discussed by
Klaiber!* and in fact played an important role in his
construction. The implementation of scale transforma-
tions in the Thirring model was introduced by Wilson.?
Expression (2.7) is a generalization to arbitrary spin of
his formula for the spin-% case.

It is interesting that the Thirring model should be
scale invariant in spite of the presence of an infrared
regularization parameter k with the dimension of a mass.
However, an examination of the Wightman functions
(2.1) reveals that this parameter plays no essential role,
the choice of x merely fixing the normalization of ¢(x).
In Klaiber’s formulation!? the operator solutions labeled
by different values of « differ by a unitary transforma-
tion as well as the change of normalization. To see this,
we consider the unitary representation V(p) of the
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dilatation group with respect to which the free auxiliary
field ¢(x) is covariant:

V() (x) V(o)™ =p"%p(px) .

The action of these scale transformations on the current
and pseudocurrent potentials 7 (x) and 7®(x), where
we have indicated explicitly the dependence on x, may
now be calculated:

V(p)j @)V (p) = j*I»%(px)
V(p) J®0E(x)V ()=t = 7%/ P%(px) .

2.8)

(2.9)

Moreover,
AWE(x) = AWDE(py) |
~ ~ 2.10
V@OV 1=0, TEVE-1=0, &0
so that
V(p)p® () V ()t =p2% "7 (px) . (2.11)
Hence, from (2.7) and (2.11)
Ulp)" 'V (p)p® (x)V(p)"'U(p)
= pl/2=S=a*l4xy (/) (x) . (2.12)

Thus the unitary operator U(p)~'V(p) carries the
Klaiber solution with one value of « into that with
another, except for normalization.

Since the particular choice of infrared parameter « is
not of physical significance, it is tempting to try to
formulate the Thirring model in such a way that « never
appears in any of the formulas. Such an approach is
implicit in the work of Wilson.? Restricting ourselves

now to S=3%, we define

b O (x) =p?"+7pg () , (2.13)

where ¢x®(x) is Klaiber’s field with infrared parameter
k. Clearly (2.13) does not alter the Wilson dimension
2+g%/4n? [defined by (2.7)] of ¢®, but now the
ordinary dimension has the same value. ¢w®(x) de-
pends on « only through its representation in the Fock
space of the free field ¢(x). The Wightman functions of
the different ¢w* do not depend on «, deflecting the
unitary equivalence

Ulp)7'V(0)w @)V (0)7'U(p) =¢w /" (x).

We now turn to the problem of defining normal
products in the above scheme in which the infrared
parameter does not appear explicitly. In the case of the
product of two factors a suitable definition would be
[compare with (A7)]

NI:¢W(K) (x)(i)W(K)T(y)]
= (—£2+1eko) @rdr=t v 14 g, (0 () by T ()
— 1 IK@=EWI: (0] () ©F () | 0)].

These objects possess the desired properties of normal
products, and in addition the Wilson and ordinary
dimensions are both equal to 143(1—v.%,%b/x.

A possible drawback of using ¢w® instead of ¢x®
arises if we attempt to do perturbation theory on the

(2.14)

(2.15)
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Thirring model. For instance, to give the fermion a
mass, one would like to add a term to the Hamiltonian
density of the form

FCint(x) =mN[dop](x) . (2.16)

If the normal product (2.15) is used, this cannot be done
since 3Ciny would not have the correct dimension. One
would have to use instead the rather strange-looking

3eine(#) =M N[ Gww 1(x). @.17)

If, on the other hand, one uses the field ¢x and the
normal products on Ref. 11, one does not encounter this
problem. However, one now has two mass parameters
k and 7 which will eventually have to be related by
means of a renormalization process.

To obtain a better insight into what might happen in
a perturbation theory of the Thirring model, let us
examine the reverse side of the coin—the passage of the
“massive Thirring model” to its zero-mass limit. The
perturbation theory (in the coupling constant) of the
model with nonzero mass leads to renormalized expres-
sions (and a nontrivial S matrix) which diverge in the
limit m — 0. Following a suggestion of Gell-Mann and
Low,® one can now renormalize the Green functions at
some fixed point \ off the mass shell. Then the limit of
m — 0 exists for each graph, but the result depends on
A. In the operator solution of the Thirring model (see
the Appendix), the choice of the Gell-Mann-Low
renormalization point manifests itself in Klaiber’s!?
infrared regularization parameter « (see the Appendix).
It may thus be advantageous, in attempting to reintro-
duce nonzero mass, to retain the dependence of ¢ on
k, 1.e., to use the Klaiber field ¢x and interaction term
(2.16) (with ¢ =¢x) instead of ¢w and (2.17).

III. DERIVATION OF ENERGY-
MOMENTUM TENSOR

In classical field theory the Lagrangian density and
energy-momentum tensor of the{Thirring model are
given by

£0(x) =3iPe(x)y,04pc(x)
@@ e@)FelDrpe), (.1)

0, (x) = 3idc (), 0c(2) — g C(x) (3.2)

As a first conjecture regarding the quantum-mechanical
energy-momentum tensor, we quantize (3.2) by re-
placing all products of classical fields with normal
products!! of the corresponding quantum fields. Thus
we define

@) =4iNT67,0.61(0) —bigwN[$7,0°61(2)
— 28wl (@v,9)(v°9)](x),
where ¢(x) is the spin-}, massless Thirring model field

constructed explicitly by Klaiber!? in the Fock space of
an auxiliary free field ¥(x). For a brief discussion of

(3.3)
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Klaiber’s construction and the normal products of Ref. and {.(x) is the difference between the currents of the
11, the reader is referred to the Appendix. free and interacting theories (see the Appendix)

The first two terms of (3.3) may be evaluated using o
Eq. (4.14) of Ref. 11, and the third term using Eq. (5.5)  §u(®) = 7u(%) = Ju(%) =ar=2QA (%) +-Br~120A,.  (3.6)

of the same reference. Thus, From (3.3) we know that 8,,(x) is a local, covariant

0,0(%) = 0, (%) + (gup@rot€uptro) tensor field, and from (3.4) (using the known properties
X{Zwee(x)¢o (o) —mT P(x) ¢ () of 6, and the conservation of J,, €,,J*?, ¢ and

—G/m) (@+B)NLTP T ] (%)}, (3.4) €uol?), We see that f,, is symmetric, traceless, and con-

served. We must now check the commutation relations

0) ig ¢t 7= A . .
where 0,,® is the free energy-momentum tensor between 6,, and ¢. The following formulas will prove

6, (x) =3i: Py ,3,4/: (%) (3.5)  useful in the computation:

[0, (@) $(0) 1= — 3Dyl —) +v*Du(x—1))09(2) (3.7a)
[ji(x):euv © (y):l = —i(y/r) (any,(i(x,y) j#(y) + avyﬁxi(x;y)ju(y)) ) (3.7b)
[ji(x):aﬂ'ﬂw) (y):l = —'L(\/W) (aﬂyﬁxi(xyy) ]M(y) + avyDKi(x?y)j}Ay)) ) (3 7C)
[Xi(y)ﬁw“” (2)]=—i(v/m) (8upgrot€up€rs) (@7 D *(y,2) +B’szaz‘7D~xi(y;Z))jp(z) ) (3.7d)

[Xi(x),[)(i(y),0“,,(())(2):]] = (gﬂogvv+‘up€vv)
X (@d.”D*(x,z) +ﬂ715azpl~)x(xyz))(aaszni(yyz) +§7y53z¢ﬁxﬂ:(y,z)) . (3-76)

Equations (3.7a)-(3.7c) are simple consequences of (AS); (3.7d) and (3.7¢) follow immediately from the others
using definition (A6).

The commutator of 8,,(z) with ¢(y) may be computed using the following general commutator identity: If
C=[B,[4,B]]is a ¢ number, then

[4,e8]=[A4,BleB+3iCeB=¢B[A,B]—3CeB.
Thus,
[0 (2),0() ] =0 © (2),e W (y)ex” W] = —ieix” W[ D,(z—y) +v°Du(z—y) 10,4 (5) e @
— (V1) (guogroteusera) LA (3,2) 2 (2)0 (v) +d 7 (9,2)0 (¥) 7 (2) ]

— (gupgroteupers) [dT°(3,8)d7(1,5) —d~(y,2)d~(y,2) Jo(y), (3.8)
where 3
d,,i(y,z) =a6pzD,¢i‘(y,z) +3'Yy5apszi(y:Z) .

Combining this result with [see (AS) and (A6)]
—T(Guogratensera) LTP()5°(5),6(2) 1= (8uprot€mpena) { (V/m)[aA?(3) +By5A7 (y) JLT+ (v)¢(2) +6(2) T2 (y) ]
+a[(1—ar 1) D7 (y —2)+.5(1 —Br12) Do (y —2) ]+ (n)(2) +6 () (3) ]
+r(((1—ar ) DHo(y—2) 4. 5(1 =B 12) Dt (y —2) JLaA*o(y) +8v. At o (y) ] - [+——De(2)}, (3.9)
37(guoBroteupesa) [P (1)57(1),6(2) ]
= (gungroteupera) { — (V/m)[al?(y) +By. A7 () [ (1) (2) +(2)s 7 (9)]
—3L(at(y)+BySEH (3)) (@At?(y) +Bv. A+ o(y)) — (+——) 16 (2)}

O = él‘l’+ (% V) (0‘+3) (gﬂpgvv+€np€va) NEJP-]‘T]
= 3iN[Fvudb ]+ (V) (a+B)NTT W]~ BT NLINT g, (3.10)

and defining

we have

[0.(2),6(y) ] =%iex" W{[D,(z—7) +75ﬁu(z—y)]gﬂsb(y)}e”‘(”
+(/m)[eD,(5—y)+By°D,(z—y) Jex" @ : T, (2)g(y) : eix” @
+(/m[aDy(z—y)+Bv*Dy(z—y) Jex" @: T (2)g(y) : eix” @
+a[D,(z—y)+v*D(z—y) Jex" @: (aQ+B7°Q) [ Au(2) +v°Ru(z) W (y) : X @)
—1(g®/m)[ Dyt (3—y) Dt (z2—y)+DF (z—y)Dy+ (z—y) — (+——)J¢(y). (3.11)
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Finally, the contribution of the terms bilinear in the current is

[00(2) = 0(2),0(3) 1= (v/7) (e +B){ (gusrateumrero) [ (1 —am™112) D*(3—) + (1 —Br—1/3) D7 (z—y)7*]

XUI*(2)¢ () +o()JT~#(2) ]—3(1+g*/7) [ Dy (z—

For equal times, we obtain, using

D (2—y)+Dt (z=y) D (z—y) — (+——)Jo ()

— LD, =)Dt a—)+ D s—) Dy =) = (+——) 10D} . (3.12)
Dy(0,x1) =68(x"), D1(0,4')=0,
D¢+(0,21) D1+(0,4Y) — Dy~ (0,21) Di—(0,2Y) = (4mi)~ V&' (x7) (3.13)
LDe* (02" P+[Di* (02 P~ (+——) =0,
[000(2),8(5) Jormyo = —i8(z' —3") Ao () — 338’ (5 —y)v*b(3) ,
[001(2),6(y) Jeoyo = —18(z' —y") 916 (y) +i[5+g2/4r2]8 (21 —yVo(y) (3.14)

[000(2) — Boo(2) 6 (9) Jer—yo =71 2(a+-B) {351 —y) [ (1 —am~ YD) (J* (1) () + () J=(5))
=A== ) (T ()7 ) +rPo ()T () 1= 2ri) 718 (s —y)v*e ()}, (3.15)
[001(2) = 001(2), 9 (3) Jerso =/2(a+B) {8(5' =y ) [(1 —ar ) (J (1) (y) +6(3) T (5))
—(A=r )Tt (v’ () +v*b (1) (3)) ] — (4mi) 1 (1+g2/ 798 (2 —y)p(7)} -

It is clear from (3.14) and (3.15) that our candidate
for the energy-momentum tensor should be 6,, rather
than 6,,. In particular, 6,, is symmetric, conserved, and
traceless, and, defining formally the generators of
translations, Lorentz transformations, and dilatations,
respectively,

P“=/d210o,,(z) y

L=[dz‘[z°001(z) +3000(2) ], (3.16)

D= /dz1[z°800(2) +21001(2) ],

we easily confirm the correct commutation relations:
ILPuwd(x)] =00 (x),
iLL,p(x)]= (29142190~ 3v)e (%) ,
iLD,p(x) ] = (x9o+x101+5+g2/4r)o () .

We must now show that expressions (3.16) have
more than formal meaning. To do this, we define

(3.17)

P = / e, 618)

where
1, [s'[<R

D, =
e T {0, |1 2R+,

with analogous expressions for LE(f) and D2(f). As we

shall see, the usual time-smearing? is not necessary here.
Clearly the commutators of P,E(f), LE(f), and DE(?)
with ¢(x) are identical to those of P,, L, and D for
sufficiently large R (dependent on £). We now wish to
show that as R tends to infinity, the matrix elements of
P,—P,E(l), L—LE(t), and D— DZE(t) between members
of a dense set of quasilocal states tend to zero. Clearly
it will be sufficient to show the convergence to zero of
all expressions of the type

/dzmxdzmyg(xlr cos%my Y1y. - yym)<0| ¢(21) e

PLE(D)
X (@m)d (y1) - - - ' (ym) LE()
DE(t)

[0}, (3.19)

gES(R*™).
First we must calculate
Ofp(x1) - - @(xm)d"(y1) - ¢ ()01 (2) | 0)
=f(®1,+ s m} V1ye -« Tm)

X9 HamW 1)+ ¥ )
Xerpli & () =09 0010, (3.20)

where the c-number factor is defined in (AS8). The
exponential may be commuted through using (3.7d)
and (3.7e) exactly as in the derivation of Eq. (3.8). The
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<0!¢(xl) tT d’(xm)d’f(yl) . '¢T(ym)0nv(z)|0>=f(x1" co%m; Y1y . -ayM)

X{1 él [(Dl‘+(z —x;) +'Y5iju+(z —2))0," —5(D 't (z—1;) +'Yzi5ﬁw+(z — ;) + (o — yi)]

T3 (@uotroteusers) 2 [(0+0v%i7a/) DV (a—2:) DT (5—1;) — (a+bv, ™22 ) DH(a—9:) D (5 —a) + (2 — ) I}

7,7=1

XO[Y(x) Y@ (y) ¢ (y) [0).  (3.21)

We must show that expression (3.21), when smeared with either f2(z!) or z!fE(3!), vanishes in the limit R — .

Typical contributions are of the sort

/ d2'[Do*(z—E) Dot (z—n)+Drt(E—HDrt(E—n)If*(=) =0(R™),

/ a2 [De*(z—£)Dit(z—n)+Di(z—E) Dot (z—n) 1f*(") =O(R™),

f 0 Dugt (5 ) Dot (a— £) 172() =O(R),

(3.22)

/ dz'3'[Do*(z—£) Dot (z—n)+Dit(z—E)Drt (z—n) Jf*(z") =O(R™), -

and

/ 4Dy = §)£ Di(a— ) 1) =} +OR)

1
/dzlzIEDo*'(z—E):!:D1+(z—$)]fR(zl)=:F o /dzlfﬁ(zl):F%(z"—£°:F£1)+O(R—1),

e

(3.23)

/dzlzl[Doo+(Z—E):ED10+(Z—E):|fR(ZI) =:E%+O<R—l) ’

1
/dzlzl[D0+(z —§)Dit(z—n)+D1(z—E) Dot (z—n) 1f2(z") = — e +O(R™Y).
i

From (3.21) one verifies that the contributions of type
(3.23) cancel, thus giving the desired result.

One might ask whether it is possible to find some
conserved current D,(x)#46,,(x) which leads to a
commutation relation without anomalous dimension

i[D,6(x) ] = (x°0y+'0:+3)$(x) . (3:24)

If one further demands that DE()|0) [see (3.18)]
converges ‘‘weakly” to zero in the sense discussed
above, then one obtains an infinitesimal invariance of
the Wightman functions, which is in flat contradiction
with the explicit form of these expectation values (2.1).
We expect that even without assuming the annihilation
of the vacuum (absence of spontaneous symmetry
breaking) it will not be possible to find a current D,(x)
satisfying (3.24).

Although it led us eventually to the correct energy-
momentum tensor, the quantization (3.3) of the classical
expression was not entirely effective owing to the
presence of terms bilinear in the currents in (3.4). We
now investigate the possibility of redefining the normal
products in such a way that expression (3.3) yields the
correct tensor field immediately. Such a prescription is
indeed conceivable, but only if we restrict ourselves to
quantities which are invariant under both gauge and
v® transformations of the first kind (i.e., which com-
mute with both Q and Q). Then one may multiply the
normal product (suitably ordering creation and annihi-
lation factors) by a scalar field which tends to unity as
the arguments coincide. This would clearly leave un-
affected such objects as N [(E'ym](a‘c.)) and N[ (évu.0)

X (¢y*¢) 1(x), but would alter N[ $v,.0,¢](x) and other
normal products involving derivatives. In particular,
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defining

N*[$at(x)$a(y) ]
=exp{ir[ J+(0) —J* () ]+isya’[T* () = T+ ()]}
XN[¢at(x)ba(y) ] exp{irlJ(x) =T ~(3)]
tisya"[T-(@) =T~ 1}, (3.25)

we see that
J=N[$v6]®) =N*[rid]®),  (3.26)
but
LN [Ey,0,6](x) = 4N [v,0,6](x)
+rN[J, T ]®)+sN[ T T J(x). (3.27)
Choosing r=s=37r'2(a+03), we see that
Oun) =4V 7,0.8 1) — igu V*Ly,081(+)
— 358NV [ ($v,9) Gr°e)](x). (3.28)

The requirement of correct quantization of the
energy-momentum tensor has picked out one of the
many possible normal-product prescriptions for gauge-
and y5-invariant quantities.
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APPENDIX: OPERATOR SOLUTION
OF THIRRING MODEL

The operator solution of the Thirring model given in
Ref. 12 is represented in the Fock space of a free,
massless spin-3 field in two dimensions:

0= 2a)1 [ apTa"(peea(p e Tu(p),

(A1)
= l?ll ’

where a(pl), b(p1), and their conjugates satisfy canonical
anticommutation relations and

0(—2")
wpy=(",07).
0(p")
This free field satisfies the zero-mass Dirac equation

Yo =0,

01 01
o=(, )oe=(_, ) @
10 -1 0
The free current and pseudocurrent
Ju(®) =y (@)yb(x):,
Ju(x) = v (@)vuy (%) :=ew )", (A3)

v =v"rh (ew) =<

01>
-1 0
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are both conserved zero-mass free fields, and it is
possible to write

Jul@) =7"129,j(x), 7u(x) =n"129,7(x), (A4)

where 7(x) and j(x) are infrared regularized scalar free
fields whose positive- and negative-frequency parts
satisfy the following commutation relations:

L@, 0 1=07"(),7* 3 ]=i""Du (x,3)

[@,70)1=07@),7* () ]=i""Du(x),

L7%() ¥ ()]
= —7 [ DE(x,y) +v° D (x,y) W),
@] )
=—m'P[D*(x,y) +v*DE(x,y) W),
[Ov@)]=—¢(), [Ox(®)]=—7¥(x),

where

(AS)

0= [, 0= [ e,

DKKi(x:y) =Di(x_y) _Ai(x)+A:F(y) )
D *(x,y) =D*(x—y)+A¥(y),

DE(&)=7F ' /dpl[ it —f(k—p0) ]
) =t

= F (4ri)~ In(— 282 Fiet?),

’uze—r'(l)K’
AT ifdk1< ¥)(eFike—1)
x)== — | —O(k—Fk")(eT**—1).
4o kO

The Thirring-model field, which depends explicitly
on the infrared regularization parameter, is defined as

B(2) = DY ()@, (46)

where
XE(x) = K*+(x) +Q%(x) ,
K(x) =aJ *(2) +Bv*T ()
Q*(x) =712(aQ+Bv°0) [Ax(x) +v5A%(x) ],
JE(x) = j+(x) —aQA*(x) —BOA*(x) .

The parameters a and 8 may be fixed by specifying the
coupling constant g=7!/2(a —B) and the spin

S=3-+4(aB—arP—gri/2)/x.

The field thus defined is an operator-valued tempered
distribution with dense domain generated by acting on
the vacuum state with Wightman polynomials in ¢(x)
and ¢f(x). The usual axioms of quantum field theory
may be verified by examining the Wightman functions
(2.1), which one easily derives using definition (A6) and
commutation relations (A5).
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Normal products!! of Thirring model fields are defined for S=3% as

N[p(x1)- - - d(am)e' (y1) - - -¢*(yn)]=§ (—1)stms(0]p(ws1) - - - S(wsme)d' (V51) - - 6" (ysms) | 0) f(S)A(T) ™

Xexp(i 3 LK+ (e~ K*0rs) J(am)- - $loman)dOm)- -8/ (v0es) expli L [K-(25) =K~ 35)

where

T={%xr1,. . «sXTmr; Y11, - -;YTnr},

(—1)8s=(sign of relative permutation of spinor factors)

TGy oo @ms ¥1,. oy ym) =11 d~(@i—a;)d=(yi—y;) I [d~(r—32) T2,

<j

d~(x—y) =»eXP[i(a+b%57y5)D—(x—y)] .

In terms of the auxiliary free fields, these may be written

N9 (a0 ¢/ T=epliLE KHw) = E KH0)D X (=1r4mr 3 019t (5700

X {exp[iQ(xpr) —Uypr) ]—1} CXP{i[g Ut (xer) — ijl X (vor) 1} W(xg1) -+ Y (@em¥ (¥e1) - - ¥ (Yang):

(AT)
S={xs1,. .« 3% 8mg; Y81, ¢ '!ySmS}y SUT={OC1,. c o %my Y1, - ':yn}
SN\T=¢
k,l
mQ nQ m n
><€Xp{il:lz1 O (xqr)— Zl 2 (er) I} eXPi[:Z1 K—(x")_.z; K=(y,)1, (A8)
= r= = =

where the summation is over all sets of pairs

P={(xPlny1)7' . ')(xPMP)mep)}

and Q is the set of all x;, y; not included in P. These
objects are covariant and local in their separate argu-
ments and approach covariant local fields in the limit
of coincident arguments. The same is true of arbitrary
derivatives, which gives a natural definition of quan-
tities such as N[¢'(x)d,0(x)]. '

Normal products of J,(x) and J,() are conveniently
defined by a Wick ordering of their positive- and
negative-frequency parts.

The normal products of fields may be used to rewrite
the current and equation of motion as

Ju(x) =771129,J (x) =N[v,91(x) ,
— 9, (x) =g[ T (2)y*b(2) +v4p(x) ]~ (x)] (A9)
=gN[($vub)v e ](x).
Note added in proof. In this issue® Jackiw criticizes
the relevance of two-dimensional soluble models, such

1 R. Jackiw, Phys. Rev. D 3, 2005 (1971).

as the Thirring model, to realistic discussions of scale
invariance. He claims that (1) anomalous dimension
arises solely from peculiarities of scalar fields in two
dimensions and (2) the commutator of the dilatation
generator with an interacting Fermi field is singular in
such theories, another consequence of the two-dimen-
sional pathologies. Jackiw’s pessimistic assessment of
two-dimensional models may yet prove to be accurate,
but we do not find his present arguments convincing.
In particular, any argument against anomalous dimen-
sion is also an argument against the very concept of
operator dimension in a scale-invariant theory describ-
ing interaction, as follows from a theorem of Pohl-
meyer. Moreover, the singular commutation relations
which Jackiw displays in the case of the derivative
coupling model® are due to his using an inappropri-
ate energy-momentum tensor (the sum of free-field
tensors, which is not local with respect to the inter-
acting field). Clearly no singularities arise if one pro-
ceeds as in Ref. 8 or as in Sec. III above.

14 K. Pohlmeyer, Commun. Math. Phys. 12, 204 (1969).



