FAacuLTy OF PHYSICS AND ASTRONOMY

UNIVERSITY OF HEIDELBERG

Diploma thesis
in Physics

submitted by
Jens Hammerling
born in Winsen/Luhe, Germany

Heidelberg
2004






GEOMETRY OF SPIN-FIELD COUPLINGS
ON THE WORLDLINE

This diploma thesis has been carried out by
Jens Hammerling
at the Institute for Theoretical Physics

under the supervision of
Dr. Holger Gies
and
Prof. Michael G. Schmidt






GEOMETRIE DER SPIN-FELDKOPPLUNG AUF DER WELTLINIE
Zusammenfassung

In dieser Arbeit leiten wir eine geometrische Darstellung der Kopplung von Spinfreiheits-
graden an Eichfelder im Weltlinienzugang zur Quantenfeldtheorie her. Dazu kombinieren
wir die von der Stringtheorie inspirierte Methode des Weltlinienformalismus mit der Loop-
space Formulierung von Eichtheorien. Nachdem wir die Aquivalenz zur gewohnlichen
Darstellung von Eichtheorien gezeigt haben, leiten wir eine Ortsraumdarstellung fiir die
dem Kriimmungstensor entsprechende Grofle, der sogenannten Loopableitung ab. Damit
stellen wir eine Verbindung zwischen dem Loop Calculus und dem gewohnten Funktional-
kalkiil her. Mittels dieser Darstellung ist es uns moglich einen Ableitungsoperator auf dem
Raum der Holonomien zu definieren, der seine Giiltigkeit auch in der Anwendung auf die
Weltliniendarstellung der effektiven Wirkung behalt. Dies gipfelt in einem Spin Faktor,
der die Information des Spins mit der “zickzack”-Bewegung des zugehorigen Feldes in der
Weltliniendarstellung verbindet. Dabei konzentrieren wir uns vornehmlich auf den Fall
der Quantenelektrodynamik im &ufleren Feld, in dem wir eine rein geometrische Darstel-
lung des Pauli-Terms erhalten. Als verdeutlichendes Beispiel leiten wir die wohlbekannte
Heisenberg-Euler Wirkung aus dem Zusammenspiel von Spinfaktor und Holonomie her.

GEOMETRY OF SPIN-FIELD COUPLINGS ON THE WORLDLINE
Abstract

We derive a geometric representation of couplings between spin degrees of freedom and
gauge fields within the worldline approach to Quantum Field Theory. For this purpose
we combine the string inspired methods of the worldline formalism with the loop-space
approach to gauge theory. After we have shown the equivalence to the familiar repre-
sentation of gauge theory we derive the coordinate representation of the so-called loop
derivative, which corresponds to the curvature tensor in ordinary gauge theory. For this
reason we associate the loop calculus with the familiar functional calculus. With the aid
of the coordinate representation we are able to define a derivative operator on the space
of all holonomies which can immediately be applied to the worldline representation of the
effective action. This results in a spin factor that associates the information about spin
with “zigzag” motion of the fluctuating field. We concentrate on the case of Quantum
Electrodynamics in external fields where we obtain a purely geometric representation of
the Pauli term. As an illustrative example, we rederive the well-known Heisenberg-Euler
action from the interplay between spin factor and holonomy.
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1 Introduction

In ordinary quantum field theory perturbative calculations are usually done in the so-called
second quantized approach which involves the techniques of Feynman diagrams. But in
addition to this approach to QFT there also exists a first quantized version where the fluc-
tuations of the quantum field are represented by random trajectories of the corresponding
particle in coordinate space. This approach is attributed to Richard Feynman who pre-
sented the formalism for the case of scalar QED as his first attempt at a general formulation
of QFT [1]. However, this line of research did not gain much attention during the following
decades, since a practicable technology for treating spinorial degrees of freedom has not
been available for a long time. Decades later it was discovered that string theory reduces
to field theory in the infinite string tension limit. It was shown that perturbative expansion
of string theories can consist of a smaller number of Feynman diagrams, since in string
perturbation theory one gets world sheet diagrams with fewer possible topologies than
ordinary Feynman diagrams. There appeared analogies between string theoretic effective
actions and representations of the effective action in Feynman’s worldline representation.
For example the Fradkin-Tseytlin path integral is a string theoretic generalization of the
effective action for a particle in an external field, with no internal photon corrections [2].
The connection to field theory was made by the observation that in the infinite string
tension limit these string diagrams reduce to Feynman’s ordinary ones [3],[4],[5],[6].
Besides these string theoretic motivations the worldline formalism is highly interesting
for its own, because it gives a first quantized approach to field theory and, connected
with this fact, some very illustrative pictures about the quantum behavior of the field
in different energy regimes. In practice, it provides for powerful tools to investigate field
theoretic problems [7],[8],[9],[10],[11],[12]. Moreover, the worldline approach in combination
with Monte-Carlo techniques offers efficient algorithms for computing quantum amplitudes
numerically [13],[14],[15],[16],[17]. It is possible to interpret the quantum fluctuations of
the field as clouds of loops which pick up information about the behavior of a background
field from the infrared to the ultraviolet modes of the fluctuating field. For our purposes in
this thesis the representation of quantum field theory in terms of the worldline is especially
useful because it offers a connection to the language of loop calculus. This makes it possible
to describe generic spin-field couplings in terms of geometry. More precisely we will present
the loop-space formulation of gauge theory, which may be considered as more fundamental
than the ordinary one, because in this approach the dynamical aspects of gauge theory
are represented as kinetic properties of an equivalence class of loops. Ordinary gauge
theory appears as a representation of this group of loops onto a special gauge group. For
example if we map the group of loops onto the gauge group U(1) we obtain the gauge
theory of electrodynamics. This alternative approach to gauge theories was developed
by Polyakov, Migdal and others [18],[19] but has not found much attention among the
physicists community. Probably one reason for this is that it is rather difficult to quantize
the classical gauge theory in the loop approach, because the space spanned by the loop
states over a continuous background is far too big to provide a basis for the (seperable)
Hilbert space of QFT. Other formulations of gauge theory emerged as more appropriate



for the armory of quantization techniques. However, loop states are not too many or
too singular in a background independent formulation and this is the key technical point
on which, for instance, Loop Quantum Gravity relies [20],[21],[22],]23]. Indeed the loop
approach or at least some parts of it undergo directly a revival of interest in the loop
gravity approach to quantum gravity, where the states which have to be quantized are
expressed in terms of loops and the holonomy becomes a quantum operator that creates
loop states. In this approach to quantum gravity the point of view is that holonomies are
the natural variables in a gauge theory. In this thesis we will follow this point of view,
even though our focus is on quantizing the matter fields rather than the gauge field. Upon
quantizing matter fields in an external gauge field in the worldline language, the gauge-
field dependence occurs naturally in the form of the holonomy. However, if the matter
fields carry spin, additional gauge-field dependencies arise in the form of explicit spin-field
couplings. In specific examples, the spin-field coupling can be traded for a gauge-field
independent spin factor which is a geometric (and sometimes topological) quantity. As a
result, the gauge-field dependence is solely concentrated in the form of the fundamental
holonomy.

The purpose of this thesis is to derive an expression for the spin factor in the second
order formalism in contrast to the first order approach. First and second order approach
refers to a difference in the representation of the functional determinant as follows. In
the first order approach the one loop effective action is represented as a determinant of ),
whereas in the second order formalism the effective action is written quadratically in ). In
the first-order formalism, the first spin-factor representation was found by Polyakov [24],
further details about the Polyakov spin factor have been studied, for instance, in [25],[26].
In this thesis we are more interested in the spin factor in the second order formalism, which
has proven to be highly advantageous for both analytical as well as numerical calculations.
A first step towards the notion of a spin factor in the second-order formalism has been
performed by Karanikes and Ktorides [27],[28], who outlined the possibility of rewriting
the spin-field coupling. However, they argued that the final result is identical to the
Polyakov (first-order) spin factor, for which an ad hoc regularization seems necessary, in
order to control the singularity structure.

Since in this thesis we give an exhaustive introduction into the loop calculus, the con-
nection to the coordinate representation of the so called loop derivative and its technical
treatment we are able to derive a valid representation of the geometric spin factor in the
second order formalism, which is in fact different from the representation of the Polyakov
spin factor in the first order formalism. We analyze in detail the singularity structure of our
spin factor and develop a spin-factor calculus suitable for efficiently carrying out detailed
computations. In particular the singularity structure teaches us that the random “zigzag”
nature of worldlines in spacetime is an essential ingredient for the coupling between spin
and an external field.

The diploma thesis is structured as follows. In the second section we introduce the
notion of the effective action, which is an enormously powerful tool in quantum field the-
ory. By computing this to one-loop order, we obtain a functional determinant which gives
us an analytical expression for all one-loop Feynman diagrams. In the third chapter we
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develop the worldline calculus and represent the effective action to one loop order in this
language. Furthermore we give some physical (as mentioned above) interpretations of the
quantum behavior in the worldline approach. As an illustrative example we will calculate
the Heisenberg-Fuler action with these techniques. In section 4. we introduce the loop
space formulation of gauge theory, giving a precise definition of holonomy, loop deriva-
tive and many of the connections to gauge theory in order to obtain the coordinate space
version of the loop derivative in section 5. This provides us with a definition of the loop
derivative in terms of functional calculus which is essential when dealing with path inte-
grals. In section 6, we will introduce a loop operator on the space of holonomies which is
appropriate for path integration. We show explicitly that the action of this operator on the
Wilson loop (the holonomy) can be used to reformulate the familiar spin-field connection
0w F of the spinor-worldline path integral. After some formal manipulations of the path
integral we arrive at an alternative expression for the spin-field coupling which encodes the
spin field connection in a new quantity o,,w,,. We investigate the properties of our new
representation in the F' — 0 limit, where F' indicates the field. In section 7. we show, that
our new expression is also valid for an arbitrary field configuration and therefore is totally
equivalent to the familiar representation of the effective action. In the last section we
give an alternative derivation of the Heisenberg-Euler action [29],[30],[31], that describes
the quantum-induced nonlinear corrections to Maxwell’s electrodynamics [32],[33]. We
conclude by outlining several direct generalizations of our formalism and possible future
applications.
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2 The effective Action

We consider a quantum field theory of a field ¥ in the presence of an external source
J. In this case a quantized field which is initially in the vacuum state need not stay
in that state. All physical properties of the field can be derived from the variation of
the probability amplitude for the field to remain in the vacuum state with respect to the
source. This vacuum to vacuum transition amplitude is usually called Z[J], the generating
functional,

27) = / Dy expli / dhe (L[Y) + J0)) = (0]e~ 7o),

where H is the Hamiltonian. This factor Z[.J] is given by the sum of all vacuum to vacuum
amplitudes in the presence of the current J, including the disconnected as well as the
connected diagrams. The functional W[J] which generates only the connected Feynman
diagrams, is related to Z[J] by

Z[J]) = e WL

This can be understood by a heuristic argument. A general Feynman diagram that consists
of N connected components will contribute to Z[J] a term equal to the product of the
contributions of these components, divided by the number N! of permutations of vertices
that merely permute all the vertices in one connected component with all the vertices in
another. Therefore the sum of all graphs is

= 1
2= ~ (CIWIIDY = exp(=iW[J]),
N=0
where W[J] is the sum of all connected diagrams. Another more physical interpretation of
WJ] is, that it is the vacuum energy in static systems multiplied by the time during we are
observing the system ((0|e~*7|0) = e="Y]). With the above definition of Z we also have
an equation for defining the generating functional of all connected Feynman diagrams,

WIJ] =i In[Z].

With this definition we consider now the functional derivative of W[J] with respect to
J(z):

i [(L+T4)
5w [ Db ey

§J(x) In[Z] = fp¢ et J(L+JY) = —(0[¢(2)|0) =: —va ().

This is the vacuum expectation value in presence of a classical source J(z). We can
interpret this amplitude as the classical field v,. Because it is more convenient to formulate
our quantum field theory in terms of v than in terms of the source J(x), we carry out a
Legendre transform of W/[J]| and get,

L[] = —WI[J] —/dA‘yJ(y)wd(y)-
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We call this quantity the effective action. When we perform an approximation expanding
about the classical action we can interprete the effective action as the classical action plus
quantum corrections. It contains only the one particle irreducible (1 PI) Feyman graphs,
which implies that we have to analyze fewer kinds of graphs if we decide to reconstruct the
field theory in terms of a perturbative series. But the more physical advantage is that we
can interpret this quantity much better than the J(z) dependent generating functional. As
far as the vacuum state of the theory is concerned, in fact I'[t)y] plays the role of an action
governing the dynamics of 1, in terms of equations of motion obtained by variational
calculus. To motivate this let us calculate,

0 _ . 0J(y) 5W[J]_ )
el = = [ [ s s

Y Svalz) 37(y)
= —J(z).

If we switch-off the external source this equation becomes

)
0tha()

This equation will be solved by the classical configuration of the field ¢). The procedure is
totally analogous to the derivation of the equations of motion in classical physics.

From the full effective action (and nonzero J) we get the full equations of motion of
the system. Since our action functional depends on 1 we can say that I'[t)g] describes
the dynamics of a weighted average of 1 over all possible fluctuations. The minimization
of the effective action gives us the classical equations of motion plus quantum corrections.
In the language of perturbation theory this corresponds to all tree-level amplitudes plus
all loop corrections.

Ya(x) — J(x)

F[wcl] =0.
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2.1 Loop expansion of the effective action

As the above calculation shows, the extremum of I'[¢)q] solving Mf—lx)l“[wd] =0 in the
absence of the source J, gives the exact vacuum state of the Quantum Field Theory. Next
we want compute the effective action in a loop expansion. For this, we start from an
expansion of the generating functional Z and derive the desired expression for I' using the
Legendre transform.

Since we want to use renormalized perturbation theory, we split our bare Lagrangian
into two parts. The first part contains the renormalized parameters and the second one
contains the counterterms:

L=L+0L.

Because we want to calculate I' as a function of ¢, the functional Z[J] however only
depends on 1 implicitly, and we have to find a relation between J(z) and 1. As was
shown above we know that to lowest order in perturbation theory this relation is the

classical field equation:
— d*z L + J(z) =0.
5w w:wcl

Now we define J;(z) to be the function that solves this equation exactly,

%</&x&>ww+L@Fﬂ. (1)

The difference J(z)—Jy(z) = 6J(z) will be interpreted as a counterterm, so our expression
for the generating functional transforms to,

e~ W — /D¢ ez‘fd4x(£1[w]+J1w) eifd‘*x(éﬁ[w]—l—&]w).

The second exponential contains the counterterms, which we will leave aside for the mo-
ment. Now we decompose the field ¢ into the classical part and one part which contains
the quantum fluctuations ¥ (z) = ¥y (x) + n(z). If we expand the first exponent about ¢
it takes the form,

/d4~”€ (L1 + hy) = /d437 (L1[tha] + T1tbar) + /d4:c n(x) (%—fpl + Jl)
1 4w 6L,
+ §/dxdyM@mw§R5@%5
1 4. 4 4 &Ly
+ 30 /d xdydz n(x)n(y)n(z)5@/)(x)51/)(y)51/)(z) .

Because of (1) the term linear in 7 vanishes. Therefore [d*z (L1 + Ji19) is a Gaussian
integral with correction terms. If we limit ourselves to the second order in the expansion
we can write the generating functional as

‘ 5L
eiZW[J} = /DT] exXp [Z </ d437 ‘Cl[wcl] + % /d4.§lf d4y 77(“’) 5w5; n<y)):| '
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Making use of the formula [ Dx e2(®42) — (det(—A))~

e~ WU exp {i/d4$ (L1[tha] + Jld}d)} (Det [_55;?;}) .

This equation gives us the classical equations of motion together with the first order quan-
tum corrections (all one-loop diagrams). In the next step of our calculation we have to
consider the counterterm part of the generating functional. We expand the second expo-
nent about ¢ = 1 and get,

The first term is a constant which gives an additional term in exp [z [ d*z (Lq[ppa) + le/)d)} .
If we expand the second term in 7, we get counterterms which we can put in the bare
Feynman diagrams. Finally we obtain an expression for the effective action valid for all
one-loop quantum corrections:

~ 2
[a] = /d4x L[] +% In det [— ;¢?;] )

We can see what we have mentioned earlier. In this representation there is a separation of
the effective action in classical and quantum terms so that we now are allowed to say that
we study a theory with quantum fluctuations spread over the average, the classical value, of
the field. Our derivation of the effective action made use of the bosonic path integration (we

have used the bosonic Gaussian path integral formula | D1 exp[—2 (¢, Av)] = (DetA)_%),
but in this thesis we are focused on the fermionic theory. That means we have to do the
above calculation with Grassmann quantities. This is no problem, because we only have to
replace the bosonic path integration by the formula for fermions [ DYDy exp|— {1, Ap)] =
(DetA). Then our expression for the effective action transforms to:

525,
oo

Finally we have to do a last rewriting. Because we want to represent the quantum term
of the effective action in the worldline representation, as well as using the analogies to
statistical physics, we have to do a rotation to ”Euclidean time” t = —itg. Let us now see

what happens to the action integral under the rotation to Euclidean time. Let us consider
the simple 1-dimensional potential system,

, we are guided to the expression

N

F[Q/JCI] = /d4.§lf El[wcl] — 1 In det |:—

Llovdl = 5(57 - V(o)
Then
iSlg] = i /OT (—idtp) E (ﬁ)g—vm)
= —Sglq]
Sulg = / dty B(CZ—‘{E)2+v<q)].



With the 4-dimensional analogon of this transformation the effective action changes to,

2
[li] = / d'z L, [a] — In det [‘fwfxﬂ ,

where all quantities are considered to be ”Euclidean” unless stated otherwise. Also, in the
progress of this thesis, all path integrals are meant as ”"Euclidean” path integrals if not
explicitly mentioned otherwise.

After we have developed the formalism in a general way, we now specialize to the QED
action

_ - 1
S = / d*z {w%(iﬁ" + A — mapyp — ZFWFW] .
We have to switch this expression to the Euclidean one and get
_ - 1
Sp = / d'z [wyu(iﬁ" + e A" + mapyp + ZFWFW] ,

where we have used that v, = —ivy and A4 = 1Aq after transition to the Euclidean metric.
Since we perform only the path integral over the fermion and anti-fermion field [ DYDY e’
and not the [ DA integration, the quantum dynamics of the electromagnetic field is not
considered. The next step is to compute the effective action with the QED Lagrangian.
For this we have to examine the different functional derivatives of S. Following the rules
of variational calculus we get

2
= =P+ m)
with D= ~,D* = ~,(0" — ieA"), where A" in our case is the classical background field.
5?SE =0,
0PoA,
since we don not have a fermion background. Furthermore we get
5?SE
S04, ~ const.

When we insert this now into the quantum part of the effective action we get:
Cerm = — In det(i D+ m).

Because we are working in the four-dimensional spacetime we know that g, is a Lorentz
scalar. This means that gy, does not depend on the sign of /) and therefore we are
allowed to write

1
FFerm = —5 [hl det(sz—i— m) +1n det(_i@_i_ m)]

1
= 3 In det(JF + m?).

This is the expression for the quantum part of the effective action, we will be working with
in the progress of this thesis.
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3 Worldline representation of the effective action

The effective action for a gauge field that couples to a fluctuating fermion field (in the

Euclidean metric) reads I'A] = [ d*zLqy[A]—In det[‘iggﬁ]], where the first term by variation
gives the classical equations of motion (in the language of perturbative quantum field theory
the first part of the action will be constructed from the tree level diagrams and is therefore
identical to the classical result). The second part is constructed from the one loop graphs
in perturbation theory and can be viewed as the first-order quantum correction of the
classical action. In this thesis we are mainly interested in the quantum regime, therefore
we restrict ourselves to the second part of the effective action. We call it the fermionic

effective action I'rerm,.

1
Frem = —5 In det(J + m?)

= —% Tr In(J + m?), (2)

where we have used the (In det = tr In)-identity and D = (0 + ieA). Let us modify the
operator @2 in order to obtain an explicit expression in terms of the spin-field coupling.

@2 = DuDufYMfYM
| S
= DuDy |51+ 500
= DuD,[=¢"" —i "]

1
= —D*—j 3 oDy, D,]
- _p*— g 0 FHV
Therefore we have arrived at the quantity Dz =— D%~ ¢ o M, where the last term is

the so-called Pauli term that carries the information about the spin coupling to the field.
Inserting this expression into (2) we get

Torm = % / TAT o - D2me—goR)T
0

since —Tr In (4) = [;° 4 Tr (=7 — eBT). We have suppressed the second term |which

actually also appears in gy, as the normalization to the free fermion theory (I'pem =

—sTrin (%) )]. Now we can write the functional trace as
tr, / de<x|e*(*D2+m2*§"F)T|x>.

It is well known that we can decompose a "time” evolution operator in terms of evolution
operators for infinitesimal time slices as

N
(e g = [ TLdaae ™ la)al.-law) avle "l

i=1

18



Let us calculate the propagator over a small segment in the path integral. That means

—HéT
(gitilgjtii) = (gle ™ [gi1)
Hér
= (gj1|1 = —— + O0(67°)|g;).

h

Where 07 = t; — tj41. For the rest of the calculation we will put & to 1. Now the
Hamiltonian for the ”Fermionic evolution ” reads

A~

H = —-D*4+m?— g o "
= —(0+ieA)? +m® — g ouwF*
= (p+ed)?+m?— g O 1
= P+ epA(Q) + A+ PN Q) +m? = 5 0, P
where p = —i0.
In the next step we insert the identities [ [p)(p| =1 and (¢|p) = €7 and get
/ dp (g 1= (0" + epA(q) + eA(@)p + €*A*(q) + m” — g 0w ™) 67Ip)(pldjs1)
- /dp (1= (p* + 2epA(gy) + €2 A%(g) + m* — 0, F" (q5)) 07){aylp) (Plaj1)
= /dp (1 — (p* 4 2epA(q;) + €2 A%(q;) + m?* — 0, F* (g;) 67) Pl0—9+1)

Where A(q;) = 3(A(g;) + A(gj+1)) and the terms proportional to A? have also been ex-

pressed as A? for convenience which is possible, since it is proportional to 6(g; — ¢j41)-

Because we know that for a small space time segment the relation (g;|1 — HoT|q;41) is
valid, we conclude that H(q;,p) = p* + 2epA(q;)) + €*A*(q;) + m? — 0, F*(g;). It follows
that

/dp o(P*+2epA(g)))+e A%(g;)+m? — 0, FH)07 Jip(a;—a541)

— /dp o0 P°—(2eA(q;)07—i(q;—4;+1))p— (2 A%(g;)+m?— 50 F (g;))o7

]2

- . [(2¢A(q;)67—i(qj—q;j11)>
(2 A2 bmP— 5o F(ap)er | T TSRS IC T

oT

= e
2

where we have used the Gaussian integral formula [ dp e~ 2P — \/ %’T e%, with a = 201

and J = —(2eA(q;)6T —i(g; — ¢;j11)- Let us now sum up this equation,

_ . _ (¢i—a:01)2 . =
_ T (@R () tmP—§oF(q))0r  e2A%(qy) o7~ L —ieA(q;)(q;—q5+1)
oT

.= —(¢5-aj4+1)°
— | omPort50F(q))or p—ieA(q;) (g5 —ai+1) p—gpati—

oT
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We use the discretized version of the propagator

N
(dole™ " |an1) :/Hd%<QO|€H(ST\Q1><Q1|---‘QN><QN\€HéT\QNH)’
i=1

where we insert N+1-times the expression for the small path integral segment and therefore
we get

N+1 N

_ | T
(qole HT|QN+1 = /Hd% 5T Hexp —m257'+ 20F(%)57’)

X Hexp (—z'efl(qj)(qj — qu)) exp (%) .

We can conclude that

N
H 67m25T+%UF((Ij)5T _ emeT Pe%a Zé\fzo F(%’)(ST

J=0

I

where P indicates the path ordering which takes care of the Dirac algebra. As well, we
find

N 2 2
— —(95—9541) N . N —(g—a541)
| | e eA(95)(dj—45+1) eij 52 — e2j=0 —1€A4j)(gj—ai+1) 2j=0 —t ,

§=0
with (N +1)d7 =T
In the limit limy_,, we are now lead to write

) N . N —(gj—gj41)>
lim e ™7 Pes 503000 F4)07 32700 —ieA(g)) (@i —aj+1) oY 50 — Lgsat
N—o00
o7 v —(a5—a511)2
— lim e ™ T Peso im0 F(4)0m (5500 57 (—ieA(g;) (a5 —a5+1)) o35l §7(—Lg5 )
N—o00

2
_ Pe%fOT dr oF e—zefoT dr GA(q) e fOT quT'

We get a loop integral because we just consider closed paths here ((go|e T|qn1) where
|go) = |gn+1)). For this reason we finally get a path integral with periodic boundary
conditions. We can write the effective action as

Trm = 5 / TAL D m-goR)T
o T

1 [>dT N N+
. _m2 [ N_ st
N 5/0 ? trﬂ/ ]\}Ln})o/];[dq’\/% € T Pe2 2170 F(q5)

o —(gj-9;41)°
v ezf:o %eA(qj)(qrqjﬂ)eZ;V:o A

1 [*dr ) | | )
- 5/0 T TN / Dq(r) tr,P e2 Jo dr oF —ic [ dr 4A(a) o~ [y T, (3)
q(0)=q(7)
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where N is the factor of normalization. This is the fermionic effective action transformed
into a worldline path integral. This representation has found a wide range of applica-
tions, such as the computation of the one-loop N-photon amplitudes, gradient expansion
of the effective action [34], higher-loop computations and § functions [35],[36],[37],[38].
The worldline representation also offers an intuitive approach for an interpretation of the
quantum processes. We are allowed to examine the fermionic action as a path integral over
an "effective” particle moving in a background field with propertime 7', this is indicated

by the kinetic term (e~ Jo' é) In addition this term ensures that the loop cloud is heaped
around a center of mass . During the motion of the particle in the backround it ”scans”
the field by its loop clouds. That means, for small propertimes the size of the "loop cloud”
(which is meant as an ensemble of closed loops) is also small. Therefore the loop cloud
picks up small-scale information about the background field. For large propertimes the
loop clouds blows up and therefore we get information about the large scale behavior of
the background field. There are no other constraints to the loops except continuity and
closeness. This means, that the loops are allowed to be arbitrarily self-intersecting and
knotty. In this way we have a colorful picture for the ultraviolet and the infrared regime
of the observed quantum field fluctuations arranged by the worldline representation.

Let us now continue with fixing the normalization factor A/. This can be determined
from the zero-field limit,

N/DCJ(T) e do 4 L g]e™|g)

Into the right expression we insert two times the identity. This leads us to

(@™ lg) = / d"p / 4P {alp)ple™ 19) (Fla)

— /dD /dD q\p (plp)(Pla) e

e g
— /dD /dD d(p—1D) e TP’
\/27TD

After performing the p integral we obtain,

de 2 1
o To? — / e~ I —
(gle” ™ |q) 5D () ?
Therefore we find
1
N = ) (4)

(4rT)2 fDq ) e Jy a5

Inserting this into equation (3) leads us to the compact formula,

11 [~ dT o
1—‘Ferm[fél] - 5 (471_)?/(; T(%Jrl) € <Wspin[A]> ’
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where we have defined Win[4] in the following way,

T T
Wepin[4] = exp {—z’e/ dr q'A(q)] tr, Pexp (g/ dr OF)
0 0

T
= exp {—ie%qu(q)] tr, Pexp (g/ dr JF).
0

We recognize in the first factor the well-known Wilson loop. This one is complemented
with the spin-field coupling term (Pauli term). What we have found with this rewriting
of the fermion action is, that we no longer analyze a second quantized theory, instead in
our point of view we are studying a first quantized one (because the path integral has to
be performed over the paths of the effective particle). Of course we are still dealing with
quantum field theory, only our approach has changed.
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3.1 Heisenberg-Euler action in worldline representation

In this section we calculate the (unrenormalized) Heisenberg-Euler action [29],[30],[31] with
the formalism developed above. For this we have to review some technical developments
as put forward in [9]. First let us consider the expectation value of the spinorial Wilson
loop,

[ Da(r) e [T dr @ A(z) tr, o5 fdr oF - [Taril
J Da(r) e o

We confine ourselves to a constant field strength F', but at this point the orientation of the
field is left open. Using the Schwinger-Fock gauge A, = %Fyuxy the Wilson loop yields,

(Wepin[AJ)

EQ(T)

(Wep[A]) = try e 2777 /Dx(T) o= 515 dr &) Fuuau(r) - [ ari (5)

The next step is to rewrite this expression in order to apply the well known Gaussian
integral formulas. For this reason we consider the exponents of the exponential functions
under the path integral,

IR I 1 &
_Z/o dri? = —5/0 dr x, [—ap@w] Ty,

where we have integrated by parts. The first term under the integral of (5) can be treated
similarly,

T T
e . 1. d
—1 5/0 dr ©,F,x, = ) 26/0 dr z, [FW%] z,.

Finally we substitute these expressions back into the path integral and get,

2

1 (T 1d : d
N Prd e g Jdr s g g tie Fugrl o)

2

= N/D (1) (__1 / dr [——50,, + 2i —] )
= T exp T v ek, T,
1/, Iz 12Ok e
Det_% [——dCfQ O + 2i€F’W—ddT]
Det 2 [——dd:2 O]

)

where we have used the integral formula [ Dz(7) e aler) — Det_%[M ] as well as N =

Det%[—;‘l—jgéw,]. We have separated the factor of —-— from the normalization A/, as it

(47T)2
occurs in (4). This propertime factor will always occur with the T-integration measure in
the following. In the next step of our calculation we simplify and evaluate the functional
determinant,

1 2
Det™ 2[—-%,4,, + 2ieF, ,,%] i , d 1!
b = Det 20 — 2ieFu(5-) ]
Det 2[—p5w/] T
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where we have utilized the well-known identity Det(AB) = Det(A) Det(B). In the following
we use the (In det = tr In)-identity and get,

s d. ! 1 d !
Det ™2 {1 — 22’6F(d—) ] = exp (—5 Tr In[1 — 22’6F(d—) )]

T T
1 = (_1)""’1 . d _1n
= exp (—5 TrZT [_2Z€F(E) ]
n=1
1 = (2ie)" . d. "
= e (0 Y wp ml) )
n=1
Since tr[F™] = 0 for n odd, we are lead to
et [1-2ier( ) | = exp (! i(%)% e L)
2 |1 — — = exp (= — .
dr P13 2n dr

Let us now calculate the functional trace. With the aid of the eigenbasis of the derivative
operator {27 m € Z\{0}}, (here we split off the zero mode m = 0, corresponding to
a trivial shift of the center-of-mass of the worldlines)

n) ] = Y AT

m=—o0
m#0

SN ¥ AP
= 22(7) ? (5)2
m=1
211

:2(T

)" ¢(2n),
where ((2n) denotes the Riemannian ¢ function for even numbers. We insert this into the
expression for the functional determinant and get,

Det 2 {1 — QieF(%) ] = exp <Z% (?)_Z" tr[F2"] Q(Zn)) :

n=1

Using the identity ((2n) = %|32n| which connects the ¢ function with the Bernoulli

numbers, as well as tr[F?"] = Y (F,)*" where E, corresponds to the eigenvalues of the
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Faraday tensor, we obtain,

L d = 1 [(E.eT\™ (2m)2
Det 2[1—226F(d7_) ] = exp ZZ %( - ) 2(271)!|Bgn|

_oznl

= exp —ZZ ) |Bgn| (eE,T)*

sin(eT'E,,)
= —= In
o |35 ( )
= exp —% tr In <7s1n(eTF)) ]

el'F

- o (i (22TY )

— det™2 {M} .

Jun

el'l

Where we have used the identity In 222 = — 37> 223)2'” m;: in the second line. This

equation is valid for an arbitrary constant field. Because we want to illustrate here the
derivation of the Heisenberg-Euler action we now focus on a special choice for the classical
field A*. We choose the direction of the magnetic field in the z-direction of our laboratory
frame B = Bé.. This will be realized through an appropriate gauge potential A, =
%B (0, —y,x,0)T. For this field configuration the Faraday tensor becomes,

0O 0 0 0
0 0 B O
F= 0 —-B 0 0
0O 0 0 0
That means we only have two nonvanishing matrix elements Fij» = —Fy = B. Now

20| in this field. We diagonalize this

expression with respect to the Lorentz structure. For this we have to take a look at the

we investigate the matrix determinant det ™2 [

expansion of the %—matrix.
sin(eT'F) i )i (eT'F )
A (2k +1)!

(eT)* o, (eT) 4 (eT)°
= 1- F F F
3! * 5! 7! U
We observe that there are only even powers of F. Therefore we get,

0 O 0 O

, | 0o =B 0 o0
F'=10 o -p2 o
0O 0 0 0
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With this choice we have diagonalized our operator with respect to the Lorenz structure.
Summing up the series, we can represent our diagonalized matrix as,

1 0 0 0

sin(eT'F) 0 Sinhé,ng) 0
— - c sinh(eT B)

el'F 0 0 B 0

0 0 0 1

In this diagonalized form we can easily calculate the determinant

det— sin(el'F)]  (sinh(eT'B) -
¢ eTF B eT'B '

Inserting this into the expression for our effective action we get,

1 1 [dl . . eT'B
T orm Al = = o —meT t soFT
el =5 /0 ¢ et \snn(ern) )

where we have inserted D = 4 for the dimension of space time. The next step of the
calculation is to evaluate the v trace. With our choice of the classical magnetic field

A, = %B(O, —y,z,0)T the v trace of the spin-field coupling transforms to,

£ —_
trv e 2o‘FT = 9 (eeBT+e eBT)

= 4 cosh(eBT).

If we insert this into our expression for the effective action we get

1 < dT 2
— ¢ ™71 (eBT) coth(eBT). (7)

r rmA = S 9
Ferm 4] 8r2 Jo T3

This is the expression for the (unrenormalized) Heisenberg-Euler Lagrangian describing the
quantum-induced nonlinear corrections to Maxwell’s electrodynamics. We have presented
the derivation here in the worldline representation because it is a simple (and one of the
few) analytical treatments of spinor QED in a background field. The other advantage of the
worldline formalism is that it is relatively easy to be translated into a numerical algorithm
[13],[14],[15]. Such algorithms consist in averaging over an ensemble of closed worldlines
(loop clouds). As an advantage, we do not have to solve the problem by diagonalizing
the Dirac operator, calculating the trace etc., since in general it is quite difficult if not
impossible in practice to find a basis where the operator is diagonal. Doing the calculation
by the worldline algorithm avoids this complicated procedure. The present approach to
the worldline description has adopted the Dirac operator which enforces a spin-dependent
Pauli term of the form o, F'*” into the worldline action. In the progress of this thesis we
will see, that it is possible to establish a direct connection between geometrical properties
of the worldline (more precisley the rate of change of the worldline expressed in terms of
the so called ”loop derivative ”) and the conventional spin field coupling o F'.
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4 Loop space formulation of gauge theory and loop
derivative

Let us now develop the basic elements of a loop space formulation of gauge theory [39],[40].
The gauge theory is defined on a spacetime manifold M with a gauge group G. In order
to express this situation in the most economical way, we make use of the idea of fibre
bundles. Let M and G define a fibre bundle P(M, G) where at each point of the manifold
x € M there is a fibre which is given by the gauge group G. Then we can interpret fields
that live on the manifold (for example matter fields) as sections of the fibre bundle in the
fundamental representation. The transport of these matter fields from one point of the
manifold to another is performed by a Lie algebra valued one-form called the connection
A. Let us begin the investigation with the definition of the notion of parallel transport in
terms of holonomies.

4.1 Holonomy and parallel transport

Definition of the holonomy: Given a connection A in a group G over a manifold M, the
holonomy is defined as follows. Let a curve ® be a continuous, piecewise smooth map from
the interval [0, 1] into M,

o :[0,1] — M

s — xH(s).

The holonomy, or parallel transporter, H[A, ®] of the connection A along the curve - is
the element of G defined by

H[A,®](0) =1,
L HAB)(s) + 8 (5)A, (2(s)) H[A, 2](5) = 0
HIA, ®] = H[A, ®](1)

where ®#(s) = dx;;is) is the tangent to the curve. The formal solution of this equation is

H[A, ®] = Pexp/ ds(iD“(s)AL (®(s)) 1 = PeXpLA,

where 7; is a basis in the Lie algebra of the group GG and the path ordering P is defined by
the power series expansion

Pexp / s A (D(s)) =

Sn—
0

fl / ds) / Vs - / s, A(D(5)) -+ A (0(s1))
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The connection A is an object, that defines the notion of parallel transporting a vector from
one point of the manifold to another point near the starting point. The holonomy of any
curve ® is well defined even if there are finite sets of points where ® is non-differentiable.
The reason is that we can break ® in components where everything is differentiable and
define the holonomy of ® as the product of the holonomies of the components, which are
well defined by continuity. As we have shown above we are enforced to write the parallel
transporting holonomy along a curve ®f,, starting at the origin O and ending at z € M,
as

H (92) = Pexp ( /O ' dy“Au(a:)) .

We also introduce the inverse curve (@%)71 = (CIDJ(?) which runs from the point z € M to
the origin O. When we consider a matter field under the gauge transformation,

VY=g, g€G,
the connection transforms as
Ay — gAug™ + 90,97
and the phase factor of the holonomy transforms as
H (9p) — g(x)H (25) g~ (0).

Let us now introduce an equivalence class between curves having the same starting point
as well as the same end point. We define that two curves ®f and T¢, are equivalent,
OF, ~ TP, if they give rise to the same phase factor :

H(95) = H(To).
In the following we will call the equivalence classes ”paths” and denote them by,
16 = [P6] .

We confine ourself to closed curves, starting and ending at the same point O.

4.2 The group of loops

Now we want to consider curves on the manifold M which are parameterized by a value s
on the manifold. Let us assume that the curves are continuous and piecewise smooth. We
can regard such a curve ® as a map in the following form

®:[0,81]U[s1,8] U...U[sy_1,1] = M.

This map is smooth in each closed interval [s;, s;11] and continuous in the whole domain.
For these curves, we are able to define a composition law. If there are two smooth curves
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®; and P, such that the end point of ®; is the same as the starting point of &5 we define
the curve ®; o &, by

@1(28) , SE€ [0,
S —_—

(q’”q’”(s):{w( ) . oselk

We also introduce the inverse curve by
d1(s) = (1 — s).

For the calculation of the phase factors of the holonomy the parameterization of the curve
is not important. Therefore we consider unparameterized curves, which we define as equiv-
alence relation by identifying all curves, differing by orientation-preserving, differentiable
reparameterizations. This means unparameterized curves are equivalence classes of param-
eterized curves. Closed curves start and end at the same point O. Another object we want
to introduce is the null-curve defined by

I(s) = O Vs,

and all parameterizations. This null-curve is identical to the identity element. We denote
the set off all closed curves beginning and ending at O as Lp. But this set is not a group,
since for a curve £ € Lo the inverse curve £7! is not the group inverse, so that Lo L™t # .
Instead Lo forms a semi-group under the composition of two curves Ly, Ly — L1 0 Ly. As
we have mentioned above, the phase factor of the holonomy is connected with the parallel
transport around a closed curve. If we have a principal fibre bundle P(M, G) with group
G over M the holonomy is defined in the following way. Take a point O in the fibre over
O by using the connection A,(z). A closed curve £ in M is lifted to a curve L in the fibre
bundle P(M, G) such that the starting point is

L(0) =0,
and the end point is
L(1) = L0)H(L).

This relation defines the holonomy H (L) as right multiplication of the group. And from
the definition of the holonomy we get the following properties:

1. Composition law

H(El O EQ) = H(El)H(EQ)

2. Under a gauge transformation, that means a change in the choice of the point of the
fibre over O, replacing O by O' = Og~!, the holonomy transforms as



As we have mentioned the set of closed curves does not form a group. When we introduce a
further equivalence relation which identifies all closed curves leading to the same holonomy
we can "transform” Ly to a group.

Definition: Let
H: L(Q — G

be the holonomy of a connection A, (z), defined on a bundle P(M,G). Two
closed curves Li,Ls € Lo are equivalent, £; ~ Lo, if they have the same
holonomy,

H(Ly) = H(L,),
for every bundle P(M, G) and smooth connection A, (z).

Let us arrange that equivalence classes under the above-defined equivalence relation are
called loops and are denoted by greek letters [£] = a. Under a loop we imagine not a closed
curve but rather the equivalence class of all closed curves that begins and ends at the same
point O and have the same holonomy. We also define that a closed curve L is called tree,
if it is equivalent to the null-curve. This kind of curves does not enclose an area. From
this statement follows directly, that two curves L1, Ly € Lo are equivalent if £, 0 £5! is
tree. With these definitions the equivalence classes considered above form a group and we
call this group the group of loops or the loop space, because the equivalence classes imply
that, if @ = [£;] and 8 = [Ls], then a0 8 = [£; o L5], and this defines the multiplication
law for loops. The equivalence relation also introduces the missing inverse element of a
group that we had missed before in form of o a™! =4, where i = [Z]. For later purposes
let us define the set of loops with base-point at O with L». This set forms a non-abelian
group. When we regard the mapping from the group of loops Lo into the gauge group G,
this map defines a holonomy associated with a generalized connection A, (). This relation
will be investigated in more detail in the representation theory of loops.

4.3 The loop derivative

In this section we want to introduce the notion of a derivative operator on the loop space.
Let us consider a function of loop variables F(7), where v € L». We want to investigate
the variation of F'(y) when the loop v € L which is fixed at O is varied by the addition of
an infinitesimal loop 0~ attached to a point z. This means that the two loops are connected
by a path 7§, but we are also free to choose the point = on the loop . The variation of
the loop functional is determined by,

6F = F(r500y07S 0y) — F(v).

Let us now explain in more detail how we realize the small variation of v. A possible choice
is to generate the infinitesimal loop v as follows,

0y = du ov du v,
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where du* = equ* and dv¥ = exv¥ are infinitesimal vectors and their inverse is defined by
0u = —dou. The change generated by the infinitesimal loop depends only on the vectors
out = equ* and Jv” = €v”, so we get the expansion

F(rhodyonloy) = |1+ au'Qu(rh) + ev”P,(7h)
1
+§€1€2(UM’UV + v'u”) S, (75)

1
+§€1€2(UM’UV — ") (15) + O(e%) | F(7).

Q, P, S and Q are differential operators on the space of loop functions. If ¢, = 0,5 = 0
or ut, v” are co-linear, the infinitesimal path ¢ is a tree. Since we have defined the loops
as equivalence classes of closed curves with the same holonomy, the loop is not changed,
because a tree does not contribute to the holonomy. Therefore it is evident that the
loop functional does not change, if our infinitesimal loop 4 is a tree. We are forced to
conclude that a number of terms on the right-hand side of the above equation have to
vanish in general : Q,(7%) = P,(7%) = S (7p) = 0. Since for co-linear vectors u*,v” we
have utv” — v*u” = 0, the term Q,,(7%) need not vanish. To summerize we find for the
variation of the loop function under an infinitesimal change of loop

Plg 087072 07) = (14 35" u(x5) ) F2),
where we have defined the area enclosed by the infinitesimal loop 4 by
st = ereg(utv” — vhu”),
with €€, infinitesimal. The quantity €, (7%) defines the loop derivative.
4.4 Loop deformation operator, Mandelstam derivative and the
Ricci identity

We introduce a loop-dependent operator U(a) on the space of functions of loops that
generates a finite deformation in the argument of a loop functional,

Ula)F(v) = F(aon).
The inverse and the composition law of this operator are defined as follows:
U a)=U(a™)

and



We consider now a path which arises as a deformation of
x O
Y= mHodyom, 0.

Such a valid deformation is given by

(aomp)odyo(moat) oy,
where 7§, is deformed to o 7 and « is a loop, but oo 7% is still a path. We can express
the loop derivative of this deformed path in the following way

L+ 5 (0o w(%)} F(y) = F((aom) o dyo (1@ 0a™) 07). (8)

This expression can be obtained in a different way by using the operator U(«) defined
above:

1
U(@)F(r 007072 00 01) = Ula) (14 3 u(nb) ) Fla™ o)
1 _
= U(a) (1 + 55"”9“”(7%)) U(a) tF(7).
Comparing this expression with (8) we are lead to conclude that

Q00 75) = U(@)2 (75)U ' (a).

This relation gives us the transformation property of the loop derivative under finite de-
formation of its path dependence. In the progress of this thesis we will use this identity to
obtain the gauge invariance of the curvature tensor in the language of loops.

The next quantity to be introduced is the point derivative which is also known as the
Mandelstam derivative of loops. Let us consider a function of an open path F(7%), a
local chart at the point x of the manifold M and a vector u* in that chart. We define
the Mandelstam derivative by a change in the path function, if the path is extended from
point = to x + eut:

F(rgodu) = (14 ew'D,(x)) F(rg), du = eu.

We denote the new path by 75"“. After this technical remarks we turn to the problem of
the Ricci identity. Let us consider an infinitesimal loop ¢, which is connected to an open
path 75,. We can realize this loop as 0y = du dv éu 6v. If we now use the definition of the
loop derivative, we get

F(rhody) = F(r5odyonS ond)

xT

- (1 + %s‘“’(x) Qw(ﬂé)) F(m5).
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It is also possible to express the functional F' in terms of the Mandelstam derivative in the
following way

F(ngody) = F(mhoduodvoduon)
= (1+eau'D,(2))(1+ ev”D,(z + €u))
(1 — eu"Dy(x + €1, u + €v))(1 — 0 Dy(z + €20)) F(75).

If we expand this to first order in €; and €3, we observe that terms linear in €; or €; vanish.
We also recognize that the leading-order term is proportional to €;€9, so we get

F(rho0y) ~ (14 ee (wv”D,(z)D ( )—u“v)‘D (x)Dy(x)
—0"u" D, () Dp(x) + uv Dp(2) Di(1)) ) F(75)
= (I+eaeuv”[Dy(z), D ()]) F(mo)
= (143 (D D F(r3),

where s* = e1ex(utv” — u”v*) is the infinitesimal area element. If we now compare both
expressions for F'(7 o dy) we are lead to the expression

Qu F () = [Dy(x), Dy (2)] F(75)-
This is the analogon of

[D,,D,] = F,,
which is familiar from gauge theories. Later we will show that €, is indeed related to the
curvature 2-form in gauge theories.

4.5 Connection derivative and its relation to the loop derivative

As we have seen in the last section, there exists a similarity between the loop derivative
1, and the curvature in gauge theories. Now we introduce a derivative which corresponds
to the gauge connection. We consider a loop functional F(7% o du o 7% s, o v) where
TG 0 0u o 7r5)+ s, neans an infinitesimal loop, starting at the origin O (as the loop ), going
to a point x, then shifted by an infinitesimal displacement du = eu and running back
to the origin. If F(1§ o duo 7% 4, o) allows an expansion in terms of the infinitesimal

displacement du of the form
F(rg 0 0uony, s, 07) = (1+eu'T,(15))F(v),

we say that F'(7) is connection differentiable and the quantity I',(75) = '] (z) is called the
connection derivative. The deformation of the loop v which was performed above could
have been generated by the application of successive loop derivatives. So any function
which is loop differentiatble should also be connection differentiatable. We now investigate
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the relation between these two derivatives which will be similar to the relation between
connection and curvature in gauge theory. We consider an infinitesimal loop

5y = 7% 0 du dv 6 6V o °. 9)

Another choice for representing this loop is

(@]
x+erutegv

(@] Tteru
Tteru °OTo © 5’0 om

0y = mpoduom

r+eov

r+ejuteav — O
oy *odvom, . (10)

_ 0
OT ¢ 00U O Ty,

If we now apply the definition of the loop derivative to F'(§y o) with - given in form of
equation (9) and the definition of the connection derivative of the function F'(é+ o) with
the infinitesimal loop - given in the form (10) we obtain
(1+ ereutv"Qu (15))F(y) = (1+ elu“FZ(:p))(l + v TT (z + €u))
(1 — qu" T (z + eu + €3v))
(1 = ™5 (2 + e20)) F(7).
If we expand all terms on the right-hand side to first order in ;€5 we get,
(14 T (2)ev" T () + e2v”erut 0, I (x) — eaer0”u"T] ()7 ()
—e1ueu” 0, I () + ...] F(7)
— [t aaue? (9,75(@) - 0,T75(@) + [T, T3] FO).

Comparing this expression with (1 + eeoutvVQ,, (75))F () we arrive at the following
relation

Q (16) = 0,17 (x) — 0,17 () + [T(), T ()]

We recognize the structural equivalence to the relation between the connection A, (x) and
the curvature F,,(x) in gauge theory. Another point which we only want to mention here
without a proof is that there exists an analogue of the gauge dependence of the connection
in a gauge theory in terms of the connection derivative in loop space corresponding to a
path dependence. This culminates in the conclusion that

Uly)="P <A dy* FZ(y))

is an operator representation of the loop v in the space of loop functions. And from this
identity we obtain the following property of the operator U(v),

Un)U(r2) = Ul 072),

which is easy to verify with the definition of U(7).
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4.6 Representation of the group of loops

All the results of the above discussions are general relations in the abstract loop space.
We have recognized many formal analogies between the loop calculus and familiar gauge
theory. The next step in our investigation is to study the general relations in a particular
representation in terms of a gauge group. We will see that all kinematic structures of gauge
theories will naturally emerge if we map the group of loops onto the gauge group. More
detailed this means that gauge theories arise as representations of the group of loops. In
a certain sense we can consider the group of loop as a more fundamental object than the
gauge group. Let us consider a homomorphism of the group of loops onto a gauge group,

HZEO%G.

This homomorphism defines a mapping from a loop v onto an element of the gauge group

H(v) € G,
H:~v— H(v).

Because H () € G is arepresentation of the group of loops, it has to satisfy the composition
law of the loop group Lo,

H(v1)H(v2) = H(7107%).

If we now compare the above equation with the definition of the loop operator U(v1) F(7,) =
F (71 0 73), which is valid for any loop function F'(y) and hence in particular for F(y) =
H(~), we conclude that H(7) is a representation of U(7) in the gauge group.

Let us now derive the well-known local objects which are connected with the kinematic
structure of gauge theory in the loop language. We assume that the representation H(vy) €
G is loop differentiable. Consider an infinitesimal loop
o

=z
dy=mpHoduom,, .,

which is attached to a given loop 7. If H(7) is the representation of the group of loops we
get

H(m 0 u 0780, 07) = H(wh 0 uo 70, ) H(y).

T+eu Tteu

If we now use the definition of the connection derivative we have

H(rdoduon®, ,ovy)=(1+ eu T () H (7).

Tteu

Because the infinitesimal loop d7 is close to the identity (the identity loop) and H(7) is a
continuous differential representation that is localized in the gauge group, we must have
the expansion

H(rgoduon®, )= (1+ eu A7 (z))H (),

Tteu
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where
A“<SL’) = AﬁT“ cg

is some element of the algebra G of the gauge group. Using the definition of the connection
derivative we are lead (with support of the above equation) to

[L(@)H(y) = Au(z)H (7).

This relation in fact implies that the connection derivative is related to the connection
of the gauge group. With an analogous discussion one shows that the loop derivative is
indeed related to the curvature:

(7o) H(v) = Flu(z)H(7).
Also from the derived expression above,
(1) = 9,17 (x) — 0,17 () + [[(x), T ()],
we find the representation of the curvature in terms of the gauge potential,

Fu(2) = 0,A,(x) — 0,Au(x) + [Au(x), A, ()]

The path 7 in the above discussion was arbitrary. But as we have mentioned earlier,
changing the path description changes the loop derivative. To illustrate this in more detail
let us consider the transformation

o

T — Xo = QXOToH, Q= XpOT, .
Under this transformation of the path the loop derivative transforms as follows,
Y (a0 15) = Ula)Qu (15) U~ (a).

Where we have used the results from the investigation of the loop deformation operator.
From this relation we find the transformation law of the curvature under a change of path

F, (x) = H(x)F,,(x)H (x),
where we have used
H(z) = H(x, o wf)

Here we recognize the usual transformation law of the curvature tensor under gauge trans-
formation. When we investigate the behaviour of the connection derivative under the above
change of the path 7 it is possible to show the validity of the following expression,

IX(z) = U(z)p(2)U () + U(x)0, U,
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with
Ulx)=U (X?QOWS) )

From this relation and our discussion of the representation theory we are lead to the
transformation law of the connection under gauge transformation,

Al (x) = H(x)Au(x)H ' (z) + H(x)9,H .

By the definition of the loop deformation operator U(«) and the group composition law
we have

U(a)H(v) = H(cwoy) = H(a)H (7).

Because we have mentioned earlier that it is possible to show that

06) =Pesn ([ i)

v

we observe that

(@) = Pesp ( f arri ) 16

If we now use the above derived relation I'} (z) H(v) = A, (x)H(y) we find

(e = Pesp  f a ).

We immediately recognize the familiar representation of the holonomy in terms of the gauge
potential. The above investigations show that gauge theories arise as representations of the
group of loops. All the quantities like connection and curvature can be expressed in terms of
loops. Furthermore the kinematic properties of gauge theories do not depend on the choice
of the gauge group to represent the group of loops. Or more detailed, the corresponding
generators of the group of loops are connected with curvature and connection in a more
abstract sense. Only when we investigate a particular representation of the group of loops
in terms of a gauge group these abstract quantities can be interpreted in the usual sense
of gauge theory. In this sense it is allowed to say that the loop representation of gauge
theory is more fundamental than the ordinary one.

5 Representation of the loop derivative in terms of
ordinary functional calculus

We have introduced the loop derivative in the last section in an abstract way. But because
we want to calculate with this new quantity in Quantum Field Theory we want to rep-
resent the loop derivative in a more practical manner. For our purposes the most useful
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representation for the loop derivative is the representation in terms of functional deriva-
tives which are commonly used in the QFT community. As we have used the worldline
approach to quantum field theory we have taken a first quantization approach. We have
described the quantum properties of the field with an effective particle moving on closed
curves (loops) in the background field. Due to this we can reproduce the spin-field connec-
tion upon considering the rate of change of the Wilson loop. In this approach the Wilson
loop is an element of the so called loop space (holonomy group) and therefore we have
to define a derivative operator in this space. Because we now search an expression of the
loop derivative in coordinate space we abstain from the rather abstract discussions of the
past section [19],[18]. Let us consider a closed line in coordinate space. This curve can be
described in terms of periodic functions, namely

C: 2, =Cu(r)=Cu(r+1T),

where 7 is just a parameter, but in our approach it is the propertime of the particle moving
along the loops. We consider the loops as a class of periodic functions and define each loop
as a point in the loop space. We do not care about smoothness of the loops, more important
for our purposes is continuity. There is indeed the possibility that the loop intersects itself.
This happens at all points where

Cu(m1) = Cu(72),

with 71 # 7. Of course there is the possibility of more than one intersection.

The next step is to consider infinitesimal variations of a loop. Instead of the loop C
we study a product of loops C o C. If we choose a basis in coordinate space the loops are
represented as

and for the other loop

C: @, =Culr), Cul0) = Cu(T) = .

Our goal is to understand how we can represent the loop derivative in coordinate space.
Therefore we have to investigate variations of a loop. This is realized if we attach an
infinitesimally small loop to a "macroscopic” one. The action of this procedure is that we
have deformed the original loop by a little ”perturbance”. This reads

CoC: x,=Cu(r), VO<T<T,

CoC: x,=Cu(r—T), VT <7<T+T.

Therefore the connected loop CoC begins as the unperturbed loop C, continues as C at the
common point z, circulates along the infinitesimal loop and then returns to the same point
x. We can now compare the unperturbed with the perturbed loop. This is the basis for
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the definition of a derivative. The product of the two loops is a periodic function with two
periods. We define the loop derivative as the leading part of the variation of the functional:

F(CoC)— F(C) — 5,u(C) ;57%

/dyq/ =0,

¢

The first-order term

vanishes for our closed loops. The area element s,, is defined as

~ 1
sw(@) =5 / U o,

¢
the second order invariant. All other higher invariants also vanish because we are dealing

only with infinitesimally deformed loops. Therefore in terms of functional calculus we can
write

SF(C)
08 (x)

We mention that the area element is an antisymmetric tensor

SF(C) = 65,,(C)

1 1
55#1/ + 55141 = 5 /(yudyu + yl/dy,u> = 5 /d(y,uyl/) = 0.
¢ ¢

If we imagine C as a little plaquette in various pv planes we are able to calculate all
components of the area derivative. All the above discussions are equivalent to the comments
about the loop calculus in the last section. But as mentioned above we need a derivative in
terms of ordinary functional derivatives operating on the coordinate space representation
of the loops, because its easier to work with such expressions. Therefore we have to make
a connection between the area derivative and our familiar functional calculus. Considering
the above definition of the area derivative we want to find the functional derivative of
both sides with respect to a point x, = éM(T) belonging to the infinitesemal loop C. We
differentiate s, (C) and get

S5,lC) = 5 / C,(r) () dr + ¢ / Co(7) 6C, () dr. (1)
Where we have used that
- 1 1 .
suw(C) = ) /yu dy, = ) /CM(T) C, dr.
C
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After we have integrated the second term in (11) by parts we get

08, (C /5C ) dr — %/CV(T) 0C, (1) dr

With this expression we obtain a functional derivative with respect to the loop C

55,“,((,;)
5éa(7)

1 ; 3
= 5 (Oua Co(7) = 8ya Cul(7)).

Therefore we find

SF(C) 65,,(C) OF(C)
0Co(T) 6Co(7) 08(T)
oF ¢
= G,
855(7)
We have found a functional derivative of F' with respect to the loop C. However for our
cases it is more useful to get an expression for the increment in terms of 685 . Therefore

apf

we have to perform one more functional derivative and get
§2F(C) 5 6F 1\ 6C,(7) oF

= Cy(T) +

dCo () 6Ca(T") dCs(T") 6Say(T) 5C5(7") 0543(T)
B 4} OF ¢ () + (7‘) oF
— \Usay (1) 6Cs(7) 5C5(7") 58a5 T)
B 4} oF é.(r )+
— \08ay(7) dspy(T) ol 506(7’) 55a6( 7)

B 0 oF (o i, L (7) oF
a (5304“/(7_) 53677(7_/)) Gl )Cv( )t (565(7/)> 5504/3(7_).

In this expression we are only interested in the second, the antisymmetric part, because
our goal is to define a derivative operator in terms of the area element s,3. As we have
shown, this one is antisymmetric, so we get

52 . . OF
<5Ca(7) 5Cﬁ(7’))antisym R 0Sap(T) -

Integrating over the small interval (7 — 7') with the proper weight (7 —7’) we arrive at the
expression

oF ) € 2 F
lim

3sap(t) =0 dp p 0Co(T +2) 0Cs(7 — 8)
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We conclude that the expression for the derivative operator is

J = lim Ed &
Gsap(r) 0 ) PP sCu(r+2) 6Cs(r — &)

Therefore we have an expression in terms of ordinary functional derivatives for the loop
(area) derivative. This involves on the technical side the great advantage that we can oper-
ate with well known mathematical quantities. On the other hand, with this mathematical
operator, we get a different insight into the dynamics of gauge fields, because we are now
able to study for instance the Wilson loop e?$4ude: A mentioned in the last section the
Wilson loop is an object of the holonomy group and the holonomoy is the parallel trans-
port matrix along a closed curve. And indeed we will calculate explicitly that, with our
notion of loop (area) derivative along a curve, it is possible to reproduce the Faraday ten-
sor. Beyond this we identify a geometrical expression for the spin-field coupling. The idea
that holonomies are the natural variables in a gauge theory can be clarified by a heuristic
argument. We can understand for example electromagnetic phenomena in terms of ”lines
of force”. Two key ideas underlie this intuition. First, the relevant physical variables fill
up space. This notion is indeed the origin of field theory. Second, the relevant variables
do not refer to what happens at a point, but rather refer to the relation between different
points connected by a line. The mathematical quantity that expresses this idea is the
holonomy of the gauge potential along the line. And in the approach followed in this thesis
the dynamics of the system is coupled to the Wilson loop.
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6 Loop derivative representation of the worldline path
integral

In this section we develop an alternative approach to the fermionic worldline integral.
In terms of the directly developed methods of ”loop-calculus” it is possible to formulate
the worldline integral in a more geometrical context. In this approach all the dynamical
entities, even the gauge field quantities like connection and curvature appear in a natural
manner. The goal of this section is to develop a worldline expression in terms of the area
derivative and to show that the obtained quantity is equivalent to the standart result of
the worldline expression. We want to show first that the loop derivative applied to the
Wilson loop gives us the familiar result for the worldline integral. The first step in this
calculation is to show that the action of the loop (area) derivative on the Wilson loop (the
holonomy) indeed gives us the spin field connection. That means we have to show that the
following relation is valid

Wanldl) = [ Datr) eeFied g, pesfiver ¢ arsis

2

(r)
4
)

= /Dx(T) |:t1'7 Pe o5 eiefd“‘] e~ Jar

where %(T) is our operator of the loop derivative and all dr integrals are meant as fOT dr
in the progress of this thesis if not explicitly mentioned otherwise. In coordinate space the
above expression takes the form

€

o 52

Ssu(1) 20 | PP Sa,(r 4 £) ow(r — £)

—€

Therefore we have to prove that the action of the exponentiated loop derivative on the
Wilson loop reproduces the spin coupling term in the path integral. In formulas

i s ) .
Pe*%deUm ezefdmA _ ezefdmA PG%deUF.

To obtain this identity we expand the eponential operator in terms of %(T) and get

(1 + (—%) / dra%@ + ) exp {z’e / dr’ g‘cM(T')AM(x(T’))] .

6.1 First-order calculation

At first we restrict ourselves to the action of the leading order term, the linear one, in order
to gain some experience with the calculational techniques,

(=5 [t ows s ) oo fie [ aaratr]
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Let us investigate the action of one of the functional derivatives, namely 51«7 Applied

to the Wilson loop we obtain the following relation

ﬁ exp |:i€/dT/ i’H<TI)A“<;L’(T/)):| = ﬁ exp [K]

2 2

=  exp [K] ie / dr’ K%) A (z(7)) + 2, (T") (gjj(( (T’S)]

2

= exp [K] ie/dT' {5(7"— |:T—§]>AV( z(1") + z,(7") %@’f)) 5(7_/_ [T_g])]

=  exp |[K] ie/dT' {—5 (7"— [7‘— 5])/1”( z(1")) + 2, (7") %@ 5(7-'_ [T_g

In the last line we have integrated the first term by parts. Now we perform the 7’ integral
and get

exp (K] e [, T e (o (- 2))

oz, 2
_ _ [dat A (2(T —5))  dx, OAL(x(T —5))
= o [Kue l dr Oz, Cdr Oz,
= o [K] (=ie) &P (r = 5)

where the propertime argument always refers to all 7-dependent quantities in each term
unless stated otherwise. The next step is to perform the second derivative:

ENCEYY <f+ 5 <—exp (K] ie daF (T — §>)
B —0 exp [K] io i (r— PV For oy ie [ta(r —8) F*(2(r — §))]
= (Gaohg) el = §) P e ie (T )
= explK](ie)? igF™(w(r + 5)) #aF* (a(r — )
[Gia(r—2) . §F(a(r—2))
—exp[K] ie [5:@(7 +2) F dx,(T+ %) }
= A exp[Klie {5(—,)) S FO (a(r — g)) + ia% 5(—,))} ,

where we have put A = exp[K] (ie)? @3 F?"(x(7 + 5))io F* (x(T — £)). Then we get

62 exp|[K]
0z, (T — B)ox, (T + 5)
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Next we perform the integral over p. For this, we have to calculate

€

. 5% exp|K
lim [ dpp 5o LS
w

T+ 8) éx,(1—5)

e—0
—€

— g [ (A= el [i) ot — B 5,25 - 2 6] )

—€

For the term ~ 6(p), we can carry out the p integral and obtain

Y FO{V
lim [ dpp (—(ie) exp| K] i’aa 5(/))) = 0.
oz,

e—0

—€

Assuming that #F is sufficiently smooth immediately leads us to
lir%/ dpp A= 0. (12)

Actually, we will see later (cf. sect. with Green’s functions 6.2) that this assumption
could be too naive. Nevertheless, (12) does indeed hold also for Wick-contracted worldline
products as will become clear in the next section. So we only have to deal with the
expression

€

(—ie) exp[K] lim [ dp d(p) (p Fro(x(r — g)) .

e—0

—€

After integration by parts we get

p dF™

(i€) exp[K] / dp [j—’; F(alr = ) 40 " ]5<p> — (i) F*(x(r)) exp|K].

—€

To summarize, we finally obtain to first order in the spin-factor expansion

- / dr 0, 5esxp[K] - - (/ dr 0, (ic) F“”@(T))) plX]

= (g/dT JWF“”> exp|K],

which in itself is an exact result. This is indeed the first-order term of the general expression
Pexp [§ [ droF] explie [ dr ©A]. Therefore we have shown that the action of the area
derivative gives us (at least in first order approximation ) the familiar result of the worldline
representation. This also shows that the action of the area derivative to the holonomy (the
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Wilson loop) indeed produces the field-strength tensor. So we get, with our definition of the
derivative operator, automatically the spin-field connection from the action on the Wilson
loop. Most importantly we observe that in the e limit only terms survive, if they contain a
derivative of the delta function. This fact is essential for any non-zero spin-field coupling
contribution and will be frequently used in the progress of the thesis. To be precise, any
less singular term vanishes in the limit ¢ — 0, whereas more singular terms, e.g.~ 5(p)
would be ill-defined. As will become obvious in the following sections, more singular terms
can indeed occur in various places, but we will be able to demonstrate that these ill-defined
singularities do always cancel in the total sum of all terms. As a rule of general validity,
it will turn out that we have to watch out for only those terms ~ ) (p), as we have just
learnt from this first-order calculation. Note that this structure arises from the contraction
of terms containing one # and one . The next step in our calulation for demonstrating
the equivalence between the two approaches is to enter the next orders in the expansion
of Pexp[—2 [ dTU%]. We have to show that the resulting expression together with
the Wilson loop indeed develop the exponential series for exp [£ [ droFlexplie [ dr ©A].
Because we need to take care of the fact that worldline monomials are subject to Wick
contractions in this demonstration, we first have to analyze the worldline propagators and
their derivatives.
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6.2 Worldline Green’s functions

To obtain the worldline Green’s function we have to calulate the quantity (7| G |r) =
G(1y, 1) defined by ( x,(11) z,(m2)) = =6, G(m1, 7). We extract the worldline Green’s
function from the generating functional of worldline correlators (not to be confused with
the Schwinger functional)

[ Da(r) e 24 w3 du]neoan o)
[ Da(r) e=3

1 1 &2 -
= exp (§/d7' J.(11) l_§ﬁ 5;“,} JV(T2)> ;

where we have used the formula

Z[J] =

fDx e,%@;,A z)+(J,x) L(J,A-LT)
= e2\"’ °
f D e~ 32(®A )

It is easy to derive the Green’s function from the generating functional. We can do so by
differentiating Z[J] twice with respect to J:

6°Z[J] B [ Da(7) @ (1), (7) e=S e
5‘]#(7—1) 5Ju(7—2> B fDl‘(T) e—S o < “< 1) V( 2)>
1 d? -1 d17?
- |:_§W 5’“/} (T1,72) N _5“’/ ’ |:E:| (T1,72)

= —5;“/ g(Tl,TQ).
Let us now calculate the quantity G,
G —G(n,m)=(n| 7 [n)

For this we consider again the eigenfunctions of the derivative operator on the circle with

2min S

circumference T', {e*™"T n € Z\{0}}. Here we exclude the zero mode n = 0 which simply
corresponds to a global center-of-mass shift of the worldline. We can write

26l [2] T = 2 > (b FA i

- 9 1 —27rin%1 d - 1 27rin%2
=22 " E] m e

Because we have the eigenfunctions of the derivative operator, it is easy to calculate the
eigenvalues of the inverse derivative operator, because we know that A |n) = a, |n) —
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A7Yn) = a, ! n). Therefore we apply the derivative operator to the eigenfunctions and
invert the corresponding eigenvalues.

|: d :| ? 1 2min = (27’”71) ? 1 2min 5
—_— — e T — _— — e T .
dr| /T T VT

Using the above mentioned conclusion about diagonal operators, we get

d - 1 2min = T ? 1 2min =
R — € T — — € T,
dr VT 2rin ) /T

Inserting this into the definition for the propagator we get

g(T 7_) - 9 Z L e—27rin%1 T ’ L 627rin%2
v T omin) /T

(rg—71)

0 e2min=—4r
= 2T —_—
nz_:oo (2min)?
0
(TQ - 7'1)2

= ‘72—7'1|— T

Here we have suppressed a constant term that does not contribute to physical amplitudes.
The full worldline propagator reads

<SL’“<7'1)SL’,,<7'2)> = _5;111 g<7—177—2)
2
b | 4 8 2T

T

This quantity describes the propagation of a particle in four-dimensional space on the
worldline. Like the use of propagators in conventional quantum field theory, the worldline
propagator pictures the quantum dynamics of the effective particle (which is as mentioned
above just another formulation for our effective action, the quantum theory of the field
under study). We also need derivatives of the Green’s function with respect to 7. In the fol-
lowing, we list a number of derivates of the worldline Green’s function G, = (x,(71)z,(72)):

(@u(r)w(12)) = |—sign(nn — ) + T (11— 72) | Opws
.. [ 2 ]
(@u(r)z(12)) = |=20(m —72) + 7 | O
. . [ 2 ]
<SL’“<7'1)37,/<7'2)> = 2 5<T1 - T2) - T T2 5,um




(Fu(m)in(r)) = 26(n —72) G, (13)

and finally

<i‘u(7'1)i‘y(7'2)> = —2 5(7’1 — 7'2) 5;“,.

Because the worldline Green’s function and their derivatives are symmetric under permu-
tation of the indices (x,(7)x,(72)) = (2,(71)x,(72)), other possible contractions can be
deduced from this list. As we have observed in the last section it is important to get terms
which involve a derivative of the delta function for ”surviving” the e limit. Upon close
inspection of the above-calculated identities, we recognize that only the term (13) will give
us such a mathematical structure. This observation will be important later. The higher
order derivatives are not important, since induced selfcontractions will ensure that all these
terms do vanish.
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6.3 Complete loop derivative representation

We have already performed the calculation to first order in the loop derivative in subsec-

tion 6.1. The next challenge will be to prove that Pexp[—% [ dTU%] explie [ driA] =

Pexpl§ [ droFlexplie [ driA] is valid to all orders of the expansion. For the following
calculations, the path ordering does not play a role. Path ordering takes care of the proper
order of the Dirac matrices along the path. Since the following arguments do not rely
on the properties of the Dirac algebra, we simply suppress the path ordering symbol and
reinstate it, when it comes to the final and complete relations that we intend to prove. Let
us start by expanding the derivative operator

1 4} . .
exp |:_§/d7-0-58(7')} exp {ze/deA}
i 5 1( i 5\’
= |1 — [ d —|—=[d ' dri Al .
<+( 2/ TU§S<T))+2< 2/ 7053(7)) + )exp{ze/ TZL‘:|
We calculated the first term in the subsection 6.1 and got

i dexp[K] (e »
2/d7‘ O 5 (7] = (Q/dT owF exp| K],

where we have chosen K = [ie f dT:’L’A}. Let us now concentrate on the second-order term
which is highly instructive to be studied in detail:

<‘§/ d”(ssf?) QGXp”.q 5
< ; / dr'o (T”)) (—% / dr'o (T,)) exp [z’e / dm‘:A]
<—% / dr'o 55((;/)) Kg / dr’ gWFW(x(T'))) exp[K]]

Coefi o 0 (F (2(7')) exp[K])
= 7|3 lIm / dpp / drdr 0,0 0z, (7" — £) dxA (7" + 2)

= N = N =

2

We have to evaluate the action of the derivative operator on the product of the field-strength
tensor and the Wilson loop. In this mathematical process we get additional terms to our
desired result. In the progress of the calculation we will show that these counterterms do
not at all contribute to our worldline path integral, leading to the expected result, namely
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our well known expression for the expectation value of the Wilson loop.

1/ i 5\’
=2 | d K
(-2 ) et
B lim [ dpp /dT'dT”U Oih —F—5+
1| 2 o R (T = 5)
-5Fﬂy<x<7'/>) f 5eXp[K]
08 ) xpl K] + P (w(r)) Pt L
T+ p PO e
— Z _% 113(1) /dpp /dT'dT” T On

dx(T—5) 0z

. (5 [W o(r' = [r+ 5})} explic] + 2o @) (T, B [T N B])

dexp[K] | OF™(x(7')) dexp[K

]
dwe(T—58)  Ozp(T — L) dan(T+5)

o 6%exp[ K]
+ (x(T))éaz)\(T—i- Yox,. (T g))

€

—% liH(l] dpp /dT'dT” O On

:
([ e
(P o) %
[ -] o
) S TZD;EECK(]T = £)>'

2

We can see that the last term gives us the desired result for the second order in the
expansion of the exponential function. It remains to be shown that the additional terms
do not contribute to the worldline path integral. First let us have a more precisely look at
the first term of the sum. We want to determine the limit of the integral

lim /:dpp /dT'dT” (5%(5_ g)aFH;(xi(T/))) ) (T' — [T+ g]) exp[K]

= lim 6 dpp /dT/dTI/ [0H0AF“”(T/)5 (7” — [7’ — g])} o (7’/ — [T + gD exp|K],

e—0

—€
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where we have supressed the ¢ matrices and the constant coefficients. Performing the
7/-integral we get

/dT lli% jdpp O ONFH (T + §> exp[K] § <[T+ g} N [T B g])

= /dT O ONF exp| K] lir% /dpp d(p)=0.

The first problematic term is defused. But there still remain the other unwanted terms.
We make use of the singularity structure of derivatives of the worldline propagators. We
showed that we only get a § structure, if we contract @ and i with corresponding arguments.
Let us show next that these contractions are absent. Therefore the other two ”disturbing”
terms also do not contribute to our worldline expression. For this reason we expand the
derivative of the Faraday tensor into a Taylor series,

l@FW(;p(T’)) 5 (7_, B [7_ N BD} dexp|[K]

Oz 2 oz (T —5)
- [(&FW(O) + 060, F™ (0)27 () + O(a?)) & <T' - [T + g]) }
X [(ie) exp| K| 2, (T — g) Fre (1 — g)] ,

where we have used that the functional derivative in terms of z, of the Wilson loop obeys
the relation in the second bracket. We multiply the both brackets and get only terms of
the type 2"z, with n € N. If we consider this fact in connection with the path integral
which needs to perfomed, we see that there are no contractions that can give us a nonzero
¢ limit. This is because we never get contractions of the type (#&) which would lead to a
& function with nonzero e limit. Because of this argument, the above expression and the
analogous one vanish. Incidentally, the same argument provides for the final justification
of (12). We conclude that the only term with a chance to contribute to our worldline path
integral is

o v (Y SexplK]
/dT dr" oo F* (2(7")) (—5) EILI(I] /dpp S (T + )dxn(r — )

—€

=~ o

The second term is of the same form as the expression that we have calculated earlier.
Therefore we get

%f / dr'dr" 04,0, F*(x(r')) F*(2(7")) exp[K] = % (§ / dr ok )QGXP[K]-

This is exactly the second-order term in the expansion of the spin-field term. For all higher
orders we can use the identical argument as developed in the above calulation. Only terms
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of the last type appear in the calculations, all other terms do not contribute to the worldline
path integral. Reinstating the path ordering we have therefore shown that

z'2(7')

<Wspin[A]> — /D.T(T) eiefd:BA tr,y PegdeUF efde 1

-3 o9 L — @
= /Dx(T) |:tr'\/ Pe 2fd ds(7) ezefdmA] e de 4 )

is indeed an alternative representation of the familiar worldline representation as was ar-
gued in [27],[28]. In principle, it is not surprising that the action of the loop derivative
on the holonomy gives an expression in terms of the Faraday tensor, with regard to our
comments on the representation theory of the loop algebra. But we had to verify this
statement by this straightforward calculation, because we work in coordinate space, which
is the basis for expressing the loop derivative. On the other hand we will exploit this
result frequently in the progress of this calculation, which is also done in coordinate space.
Moreover, we have learnt a great deal about the singularity structure of the loop derivative
which is of significant importance for the remainder of this work.

6.4 Spin factor geometry

Let us now integrate the new worldline expression by parts in order to obtain a geometric
representation of the spin coupling. We have to do the integration twice, because %(T) is
an operator where two derivatives in x appear. Then we get

(Waldl) = [ Datr) [, Pe 07ty giefoed] =05

_ /Dl‘(T) |:tl”q/ ,Pe—%fdra%m e—fd»r”'” 4ET):| 6ie§d$A- (14)

We evaluate the action of the loop derivative on the kinetic term. Let us confine ourselves

again first to the leading order of the exponential series. Therefore we test the action of
5

5o on the kinetic term
s(7) ’

i 5 @)\ i o 0%expl/]
(—é/deds—(T)) CeXp (_/dT 4 )_—§/d7011£% dpp 5$u(7+§)55£u(7_§)’
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where we have abbreviated I = — [ de. We have to perform an anlagous calculation as
in the case of the loop derivative of the Wilson loop,

R = i (-3) o S50

= ot () [ (- - 2)
= exp|/] G) /dT/ #(r) 0 (T/ N [T N gD

1
= 5 epll] i, (r = £),

where we have integrated by parts in the third line and used the periodic boundary condi-
tions. The second derivative to this term gives us

§ expll] 6 (L p
oz, (T + 5oz, (T —5)  bxu(r+5) <2 pl1] & 2))
(2ol Y- ) L i) (AT
2 (5%(7+ §)> o)ty plf (5xu(7+ 5))
= i (7T + g)féu(T - g) exp|I].

We do not need to take the second term into account, because the contraction over Lorentz
indices ensures that this term vanishes /"6, ) (p) = 0. This follows from the antisymmetry
of the o matrix (this is a trivial symmetry property of o, beeing unrelated to the full Dirac-
algebra structure). At this point, it should be emphasized that the e limit has to be taken
at the very end of a calculation as is apparent from its construction, otherwise a term ~ o

would be ill-defined. We conclude that

(_%/dmé;ﬂ) expll] = (—% /dT o wu,,(T)) exp({],

where we have defined

€

1. ; P .. p
W () = im [ dpp &, (7 + 3)E (T = 3).

—€

It is this w term that carries the information that was previously encoded in the field
strength tensor. At this point, it is important to stress that our w,, is significantly different
from Polyakov’s spin factor wp, ~ (£,%, —&,%,), arising in the first-order formalism. For
instance, our w,, = 0 for any smooth loop, whereas wp,,, is generally nonzero then. The
question is now, whether equation (14) has a representation in terms of w,, to all orders
in the expansion ? For answering this, let us go to the next order in the Taylor expansion.
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Recapitulating, we have to scrutinize if the following relation can be valid

(1 (-5 farmsd) 5 (-5 fammss) ot
i (1 + (—% /dT - w(T)) +% <—% /dT - w(T))Z + ) expl]].

As we have shown above this is indeed valid in linear order. Let us now concentrate on
the second order term,

<—%/d7‘05%(7_)>2exp[l] = (—%/d@ aﬁ) <—%/dﬁ 058(57'1)) exp(/]
_ (_%/dTQ a%) <—% /dﬁ o w(ﬁ)) expl].

In coordinates this expression transforms into

2
y I
1 hm /dT} n/drgdﬁ S 8% (wyw (11 )exp[I])

. 15
dxx(mo + 2)6xy (T2 — 3) (15)
Let us analyze the action of the derivatives,
62 (wyu (11 )explI]) ) dw,w (1) dexpl[]
= 1 — .
dir(ms+ D)otn(s— L) owr(ra+ D) [5:%(@ — gy ool Fewn)zm g)}

When we apply the second derivative operator we get

62w, (1) dwu () dexpll]
v I uv
Lm(@ T hornm =1 P S = Doma(n + D

dwu(m)  dexpll] o (n) §2exp|I] ]
oxx (T2 + ) 02(2 — ) S 0x,5(T2 — §)02A(T2 + 1)

2
If we reinsert this expression into (15) we obtain

=y d@dﬁw—w{ (52270 + o)) el

+im /dnn <5§:);;1; il{)éxie(jf! ))( 0w, (11) 5exp[l]g))]_ (16)

dxx(T2 + ) 02, (T2 —

We can see that there indeed exists the term we would like to have (the second term in the
first line), but there are also further terms. Therefore to all orders we get always the term
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needed for building the exponential series but we also get many other derivative terms.
For the time being we can write the resulting expression in the following way,

i @2 (r ,
/D:c(T) {tr»y Pe i ToRG o~ Jirs )] gie § dza

i . . _ #2(7) .
= /DSL’(T) {tr»y P <ei§fdm" + derivative terms) e~ S } gte § dzA.

It is important to stress that it is absolutely necessary that these derivative terms appear.
As we will see these additional terms ensure that the limit /' — 0 is actually meaningful.
Let us dedicate a short subsection why this special limit (and therefore also the obtained
derivative terms) is so important:

6.5 The F' — 0 limit of the spin factor representation

Here we want to investigate how the spin factor representation behaves, if we put the field
strength to zero. Because we have shown that the ”old” worldline path integral and our
new expression are equivalent, we expect that there is no distinction in the behaviour of the
two expressions if we set F' to zero. We will represent this important detail in two parts.
The first one is a physically motivated approach that demands that the loop derivative
operating on the "free” kinetic term does not contribute to the path integral. The second
statement is a pure mathematical one about the behaviour of total derivatives. We have
shown above that the following relation is valid

N/D{L‘(T) eie§d$‘4 tI‘,y Pegfd’raF e—fd»r@
i ) 22(r
= N/D:L‘(T) [tr,y Pe 2 deU%(T) ezefdxA e_de#,

iQ(T)

where we have defined N ! = [ Dz(r) e~ /977 If we instead send F' in the first line to
zero we get,

.2
. fDZL‘(T) 6ie§dmA tl”,y Pe%fd’raF e—dezT(T)
1m

—~ =1.
F=0 | Dx(7) e Jar

If we now consider the expression with the loop derivative we conclude that all powers of

53% will vanish in this limit

iQ(T)

lim N/Da:(r) [trv e 3ot eiefd”‘“A} e~ Ja

1+ (_%’/dmasfﬂ) s (—%/dTaész))2+...

= N/Dx(T) tr.,
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where we have used the association between the Faraday tensor and the connection one
form. Additionally we have expanded the exponential function. In this representation it
is easy to see that all terms with ?fﬂ have to vanish if both worldline expressions are
equivalent. That this is indeed the case can proven by the following argument. Let us

consider the total derivative of a Gauflian path integral

/ Da(r) ( 5955(7)) exp|—S] = exp|—S]

where we have integrated by parts and assumed that the exponential function vanishes at
infinity, which is the case for S = [ dT%Q. This result can be generalized to any order in
the derivative, so we are lead to

/ Du(r) ( 55‘27))11@@[—5] _ 0, VneN.

This ensures that the limit F' — 0 for both cases agrees. The question now is what happens
with this limit, if we work with the worldine integral which we obtained after integration
by parts of expression (14)

T /DZL‘(T) 0 -exp[—S]=0,

EQ(T)

N / Da(7) [tr,y ez drowE eiefdm] o Jary

= N/DZL‘(T) |:’[]1“,y Pe_%fd’ra%(ﬂ e—fdri ZET):| eiefdxA.

We have shown in (16) that the following relation is valid in terms of the Taylor expansion.
The expanded quantity is in each case the first factor in the square brackets,

i 5027' .
N/DZL‘(T) |jl31“,y Pe_ifdﬁra%(r) e_de ZE):| ezefda:A

i . RGN I
= N/DZL‘(T) {trv P <6_5 Jdrow 4 derivative terms) e~ /I ] eiedded
And in the above mentioned F' — 0 limit this expression transforms to
_i (dro . . ,de@
N | Dx(7) tr,P (e 2 [ drow 4 derivative terms) e a (17)
At a first glance this expression does not seem to be equal to one, but it has to be, as the

F' — 0 limit proves. This tells us that the derivative terms must exactly correspond to the
self contractions of the spinor factor,

. 22(r
[ Da(7) tr, P (e‘i Jdrow + derivative terms) e~ Jar T

2(7)

[Da(r) e S
= <tr777 <e’% Jdrow _ gelf contractions>> : (18)
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we can rephrase this fact in terms of an operator language: in order to satisfy (18), the
spin factor must be normal ordered:

EQ(T)

N/ Dx(7) tr,P (e*% Jdrow 4 derivative terms) e A

&2 (r)

= N/DZL‘(T) tryP:e_%fd”“: e~ it =1,

)

where N7 = [ Dz(7) e~ This justifies our claim that the derivative terms ensure
the validity of the F' — 0 limit. As a next step, we will confirm the identification of the
additional derivative terms with the self-contractions explicitly to lowest nontrivial order.
Though this identification is proven to all orders by the F' — 0 limit, the calculation is
instructive and reassuring. To summarize, it is the set of self-contractions that takes care
of the fact that all terms which are more singular then 4 do indeed cancel, such that all €
limits of the loop derivative remain well defined and finite.
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6.6 Explicit example:“self-contractions at work”

As we have seen in 6.5 the consistency of our approach can be checked with the limit /' — 0
of the worldline integral. With our formal definition for the normalordering procedure we
have ensured that this limit is manifestly controlled. Now we want to illustrate explicitly
how this is realized by the additional derivative terms that we have recognized as the
self-contractions. Let us recall this term to second order in the Taylor expansion (16),

Lp / PRy ((% 4 Mn)wm)) exp[1] (19)
 limy 2 d””[ (5§§i2(i1 )g) 52?;5 [fg)) * <5§:J(l;2($ )g) 51‘5?}7{5 [f]%)) D

—€2

We see that this expression can be written as

?

2
[(—5 / dTaw(T)) + derivative terms] exp|/].

Next we want to investigate what happens if we perform the path integration of this
expression in the limit F' — 0. We have observed from this limit that the derivative terms
must correspond to the self-contractions of the spin factor. In the following, we intend
to confirm this by explicit computation to this order. For this we have to calculate the
functional derivatives of the derivative terms

€2 €1

5w,ul/<7-1) . 52 1 . / . P .. P
bl CANE YA d ~ 1 d Pi(r — £
Son(m) o | M S Tenam D) \ 4 Ay [ e Bt e n =)
1 €1 €3
_ 1y § P n sl P _ 1
=3 Jim, / dndp pn <% 0 [ﬁ +5 - (m+ 2)} Oui 0 [ﬁ L 2)]
—€1 —€9

+ 0[5 = =D ond -2 -+ D] ).

Let us now turn to the other terms

5(’0””(7-1) o 1 . E = p n ) p
Srg(re—1) 4 lim [ dpp (@m 0 [71 t5- (12 — 5)} T, (m — 5)

—€

< p NP p
"—(5,,,/” (5 [Tl — 5 — (7'2 — 5)} .T}u(Tl + 5)),
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and

dwp (1) 1

i N P N p
Siam+ 1) 4 i [ dpp (5M 0 [71 Ty (72 + 5)] I, (1 — 5)
2

—€

ta 8 [n =L - (et D]+ D)),

as well as

dexpl/] 1

P = 3 expll] Z(1o — 5)

2

In a totally analogous way we obtain

dexp|I] 1 . N
5.1)(7'2 + g) B 2 eXp[[] .T)\<7'2 + 2)

We can now insert all these quantities into the expression (19) and perform the path
integration where we also use the definition of w,, (7) and obtain

€1 €2

lim / / dpd pn / Da(r)

€1,e2—0
<(§ 8+ 2l = ) it D) (=
. p UNE: p U
+ O 5m5[ﬁ+§—(¢2+§)]5[71—5—(72—5)]
< P UNIBS 1Y n
+ Gy 5M5[ﬁ+5—(¢2—§)}5[71—5—(72+§)]

+ % (@m ) [7’1 + g — <7-2 — g)} &y (T — g):’tA(Tg +2)

+ O 0 [7’1 — g — (T2 — Q)] Ty, (1 + B)i’,\(Tz + Q))

2 2 2
#1034 (2 Plrin-Hin
+ dua 0 [7'1 - g - <7'2 + g)} fu(ﬁ + g)jm(TQ - g)) )GXP[I]- (20)
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Now let us perform the path integration term by term. After we have calculated all integrals
we reconnect the different parts. At first let us have a look at the expression

[ Patr) § 4 5) = ) sl ) i = ) exl

2 2 9 9
a i <j“(7_1 T g) Z(m — g) ix(T2 + g) T — g)>
— i [<£'U'u(7'1 + g) Z,(m — g)> . <:'L">\(7'2 + g) Z(To — g)>
ARCCTE g) ix(72 + g)> (Ep (1 + g) (g — g)>
Hun + ) Ea(m +5) - (fuln = §) delr = 3))]

where we have used Wick’s Theorem. Employing (i (71)is(72)) = —2043 (11 — 72) from
section 6.2 the above expression transforms to

(i ]33~ ()]

statnin-8- (2= Y] i b (- 3)

ti b B[+ 8 = (n+ D)) $[n -5 - (- 1)] ).

First we notice that the first term vanishes upon contraction with ¢,,0,, (or its path
ordered variant), owing to the antisymmetry of o,,. With the same argument the other
part of (20) will transform after path integration to

o
I

(@u\&m o :7'1 + L (7'2 + Q) 0 :7'1 -

+ 6.rbun ) :7'1 + = — <7‘2 — Q) ) :7'1 —
— Sl O :7'1 + 5~ <7'2 — g) 0 :7'1 -
it (o

P

— 0un0uk ) :7'1—1-—— <7'2+—>: ) :7'1—

st~ 4- (0 )il (- ]

Now it is easy to see, that all the terms cancel each other and therefore the correct F' — 0
limit is manifest in our version of the worldline integral. We have seen explicitly in this
example that the additional derivative terms can be identified with self-contractions of
the "field” w,, (7). We have illustrated that the resulting normal ordering is essential for
ensuring the consistency of our spin-factor representation.
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7 Spin factor calculus for the effective action

We have identified in the last section the additional derivative terms arising from the spin-
factor with the self-contractions of the "field” w,, (7). We are now able to write down the
full path integral (the general case with F' # 0 ),

i 2 (r .
/DLE(T) [trv Pe 2 deU%(T) effdﬂ' i ):| ezefd:vA

i . _ i2(r) .
= /Dx(T) tr, P (6_5 Jdrow _ gelf contractwns) e~ Jdr=3 pie § deA

2

f) eie [ d:vA.

= /Dx(r) tr, P : e~3  Jdrow . o= [dr

Because this expression is identical to the standart one,

32

()
4
)

/er<7_) tI',y Pe%deoFeiefd:vA e*de
we conclude that the following expressions must be the same
<P6%de‘TFeiedem.A> ; <7) . efédecrw . eiedem'A>

To summarize, we have found the following representation of one-loop contribution to the
effective action for spinor QED involving a purely geometrical spin factor:

32

1 1 T qr i .
9 D / D G_MQTN/DZL‘(T) trﬂ/'P : e_afdﬂ’w : e_de i )ezefdxA.
2 (471’)? o T3

1 _
Peﬁ_

The obvious advantage of this representation consists in the fact that the dependence on
the external gauge field occurs solely in the form of a Wilson loop. As a disadvantage it
seems that concrete computations may be plagued by technical difficulties associated with
normal ordering. Moreover, even perturbative amplitudes to finite order in A, seemingly
receive contributions from terms with arbitrarily high products of worldline monomials,
(W'e..x) ~ ((ZZ)"&...x), n arbitrary. However, we will demonstrate in this section that
many of these apparent high-order contributions cancel among each other. Practical calcu-
lations actually boil down to roughly the same amount of technical work as it occurs for the
formalism involving the Pauli term directly. The purpose of this section is the derivation
of a few rules for practical calculus based on the spin-factor representation. In view of the
variety of possible worldline monomials arising from the expansion of the Wilson loop, the
spin factor and the corresponding self contractions (hidden behind the normal ordering),
we do not attempt to give a full account of all possible structures and cancelation mecha-
nisms. Instead, we will pick out all those terms that, upon Wick contraction, will lead us
back to the full result for the effective action in standart representation. As a result, all
possible other terms ultimately have to cancel each other. This will lead us to the general
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recipe that the spin factor can only contribute if a factor ~ [ ow is Wick contracted with
a factor ~ ¢ dzA from the Wilson loop. For this reason we have to prove that

P{<1+ <_%/d70w) +% (;/dTJw)Q—l—...)A

1 2
(1 + ie%dxA + 5 <iej§dxA) + ) } (21)
gives the same result as

e 1 /e 2
P<1+§/dTUF+§ (§/dTUF) +>
1 2
(1 +ie%da:A+ 3 (ie%d:ﬁl) + ) ,

where {- - -}fA indicates that we take only contractions between the complete spin-factor
exponent ~ [ow and the Wilson loop exponent ~ § drA into account. To be precise,
both &’s of one w,, should be Wick contracted with the x dependence of one and the same
exponent § dxA, any other contraction should be dropped. These contractions will turn
out to carry all available spin information, whereas all other cancel. Let us now calculate
this expression order by order. First we investigate the lowest order, which is trivial,

1 2 #a
{1 (1 +z’ej§dxA+ 3 (ie%de) + )} _ plefdeA

Proceeding with the next order we are lead to

{<_%/d70w) <1+¢7§dm+% (z’fdxA)er...) }iA

The first term {(—% [drow )-1} does not contribute because of its Lorentz structure
proportional to 6,0 = 0. Therefore let us investigate the contraction

(o) (ot

For simplicity, we confine ourselves to the constant- field limit for a moment, where A, =
1F54(0)xg. This will be generalized to arbitrarily inhomogeneous fields later on, where the
constant-field limit will simply correspond to the lowest-order Taylor expansion. If we use
our definition for w,,, (7) the above expression transforms into

e . ‘ . . .
— [ dndn Fp(0) 0, lim / dpp <xu(ﬁ n g)xy(n . g)xa<72)x5<72)>. (22)
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At first we analyze the worldline correlator with aid of Wick’s theorem

(itulm + £)in(r = S)ialm)wa(r)) = in(m + D)isn(m = £)) ia(r)s(72))

2 2 2 2
+ (u(m o+ D)a(m) (@ — Ds(m)
+ (Eu(m + )ap(m)) i (r = £)da(m)),

Using our expressions for the worldline Green’s functions, the right-hand side of the above
equation transforms into

(st (5o (5 o) o)
Antn[§ (3§ -2) (-5 (=) + 7))

where we have dropped the first term, beeing proportional to ¢,,0,, = 0. We insert this
expression into (22) and get

e . € . 1
15 dridry 0, 11_{% /_e dpp F,,(0) <—4 [(5 (7’1 — g — 7'2) (—5 (7’1 + g — TQ) + T)}

If we substitute

p— =P

in the second term of our expression for the contraction, the whole quantity transforms
into

E . € » . B E B B B B i
5 /dTldTQ ll_r%/e dpp 0., F*(0) [5 (7‘1 5 TQ) ( ) (7‘1 + 5 7'2) + T)} . (23)

From this expression we will calculate at first the second one ~ %

. ‘ .y : 1
/dTldT? lli% /6 dpp 0., F*(0) 0 <7'1 — g — 7‘2) T
~ /dTldTQ hIT(l)/ dpp O-MVFMV(O) 5 (7_1 _ g - 7_2)

~ /dTldT2 hl% dp 0, F*"(0) ¢ ((7'1 —Ty) — g) )

where we have integrated by parts in the last line. We are allowed to write

/_ “dp (008 (11 — 72) + p) = F(0) 8(e — 71 — 7).

€
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With this relation the above equation transforms into (modulo prefactors)
lim [ dridm F,(0) (e — |1 — |) = /dTQFW(O) lir%/dﬁ O(e — |7 — 72|)

e—0
~ /d7'2 F,.,(0) lin%/dT{ O(e — |m1]) ~ /dT2 F,,(0)lim € — 0.

—0

This term gives no contribution to the worldline correlator. Let us now turn to the first
term of (23)

€ : ‘ v g P P
D) /dTldT? 11—{%/_6 dpp 0, F""(0) 0 <7'1 5 7'2) 4 (7’1 — (12 — 5)) .

Performing the 7y integration we arrive at

—g/dTQ lir%/ dpp 0,, F"(0) 5(—p) = g/dTQ lim dp 0., F"(0) 6(—p)

e

= 5/dTQ ouwF"(0), (24)

where we have integrated by parts in the first line. We recognize this expression as the lead-
ing part of the Taylor expansion of the standart worldline representation in the constant-
field limit. But our goal is to show the validity of our conjectured formula in (21) for an
arbitrary field configuration. Upon Taylor expansion, we have to show that we arrive at
the expression

/dT oF(z(1)) = /dT O {FW(O) + 0, (0)zs(T) + % 03y Fl (0)xg(T)24(T) + ...

ay ay
= /dT O-l“/ ZT Fﬂl/(O) .Tyl"'l',,n,

n=0

instead of (24) if using an arbitrary A,. For this purpose, we generalize the above calcu-
lation to the case of an arbitrarly field A(x(7)) in Schwinger-Fock gauge,
1 1

Aofa(r) = Tr(T)Fa(0) + 527 (7) 0y Fra(0) + ..

)\SUVI B

=\
= ———— 0y, - 0y, P
nz% nl(n + 2) ' A

With this general formula we repeat the previous calculation of the expectation value to
the next order in the Taylor expansion, in order to gain more intuition for the general case,

§A

/ dry 30 (7s) BIA(T)FM(O) + %xk(T)xa(T) 6UFM(0)] + 0(02)}

w
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We recognize the familiar first term in this expression. Therefore we confine our attention
to the second term:

/_ : A0 5 9 Fsal0) 0(s) (i — )il + Dhialmdn(m)}

According to our rule for the {}Lf;A bracket, the Z from w,, are Wick contracted with the
z dependence of § dzA, the remaining x,(72) can finally be contracted with an x from a
different term. This quantity has three different possibilities of permutation

1.
B, Fray o (7o) {@(ﬁ — Dyi(r + 3):ba(¢2)xk(72)}i

2 2
2.
. P\ .. P . $A
8y Fre 2(72) {:1:,,(71 — L)iu(r + §)xa(72):c0(72)}
3.

By Frey dra(72) {jy(ﬁ - gm(ﬁ + gm(TQ)x”(TZ)}i g

where the {}fﬁA brackets demand that the i’s are only contracted with = or & but
not with each other (the latter would anyway vanish upon contraction with o,,). Using
Wick’s theorem, it is easy to obtain the Green’s functions, but for our purposes we are
mainly interested in the Lorentz structure of the above expressions. So if we arrange the
contraction we get beside the propagators the following Lorentz structures. For the first
of the above quantities we get

1 . ¢
ﬁ/dﬁdﬁ O lli% /6 dpp Oy Fraxs(T)

(i3 (4 5) [ 20 (42 )

+0,7\0 0 26 (7‘1 + g — 7'2) [—25 (7‘1 — g — Q)D )

Let us investigate the Lorentz structure. We get

O FraTo 0padyur = OxF) 70,
as well as

O FrxaTo Oux0pa = =05 FTs.

Therefore we are lead to

2—14 drdry oy {llf(l] /: dpp 4 05 Fas(T) 0 <7'1 - g - 7_2) <_5 (Tl + g - TZ))

wtig [ dpp —40,Fraea(r) 8 (et 5 =) (<8 (-5 - ) |
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If we substitute p — —p in the second term we get in total

é/dﬁdﬁ O ll_r)% /_: dpp 2 0y FraZo(T) b} (Tl — g - 7'2) <_5 (Tl + g - T2>) :

We have calculated an analogous expression earlier. Using the results of the calulation
which lead to (24) we get for the above expression

2
5 /dT O Op Fx, (7).

In correspondence to this calculation the other possible permutations contribute a factor
¢ [dro., 0sF,,xs(T) to this solution (as we will show in the discussion of the Lorentz
structure below). Therefore we get the next order of the Taylor expansion

1 1 1
3 /dTO'W/FW, = /dTO' <§F;w + éagFon + ) )

The essence of this calculation lies in the analysis of the Lorentz structure. For the other
permutations the discussion is analogous. Let us condense this statement into a compact
notation.

1.
0r Pra w5 (079|670} = 0, F, 2 6], @ 0, Py 26 87,
= —0,F,, xa}p ® —0,F, x, }_p
= 0,F, xU’p ® 0p bl s ’p
= 20,F,, |

o’
where the notation }p and ’_p takes care of the signs of p in the arguments of the

0 functions, the transformation L to ‘p can be performed by a partial integration.
This is also the reason why we denote the addition in the Lorentz structure as ”@®”.
The Lorentz structure of the second term is indicated as

OrFra w2 (0987|876 ) = 0P, oy 67| © 0, Py w3 8|
= 0P xx’p © 0, F, 37,\’7[)

—p

= 9,F\, Jb\’p © 0, Fux xx’p

= 8}\F/J,l/ Tx 0’

where we have used the Bianchi identity

0= auF)\u + a)\Fuu + 8VFM>\
= 8MF)\V + 8VFM>\ = —8)\Fyu = 6AFW.

Let us now investigate the lorentz structure of the third permutation.
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OpFrg 2% (6871017 @ 670" = —0,Fy, 26" @ 0,Fyq 26"
= —i%(0,Fo ® 0, Fu,)
= —2%(0uFw ©0,Fuw)
= 0.

Where we have used that after the exchange of indices y <= v the quantity o, 0, F,, —
oyu 0, Fy, and we get

Oup OuFoy = =0 Oy F0 .

Furthermore we have neglected the sign-of-p dependence since the § function combi-
nation occuring here is symmetric under p — —p.

So far we have only analyzed the contraction of the second term beyond leading order.
Next we want show that we indeed are able to derive the right formular for the full field
strength tensor F'(z(7)). For this reason we have to analyze the expression

{g/dTOw(T)/dT :t(T)A(x(T))}iA

_Je > TyLpTaXp\Ty,  * * Ty,
= {5 / dndro,, ) = ) By - - aynFM(O)}

n=0

§A

w

We have the following number of permutations:

1. terms with
By -+ B Fap(0) @y, - - -y, (G iy )

n*

appear twice and therefore give a factor 2 9, - - - 9, F>,(0) z,, - - -z,

2. terms with

81/1 . . aVnF)\V(O) ZE)\,Z'V2 LRI xVﬂ('Z.‘V‘/:EM‘/EQ’xVI>

Oy +++ 0, P (0) ATy -+ - Ty (B FpuTay,)

exist n times and contribute with a factor n 9,, - - - 9,, F),(0) x,, - - - z,, to the sum.

67



3. terms with

By - -+ Oy Fry(0) diqs, - - - @y, (it yrs,)

By - -+ 0y o (0) diqy, - - - 2y, (i duiadin, ),

vanish and therefore give no contribution (note that we have used the results of the
previous calculation for this discussion).

From this investigation we can conclude that our expectation value takes the following
representation

o0 ayl .« .. aynF)\y(O) o
nZ:O ( (n+2)n! ) perm(z,, - - - Ty, (T8 Taly), V1...Vn Q)
N 0 ayl .« .. aVnF)\V(O)
- nz:% < (n+2)n! Lot an) (n+2)

> N F
_ Z a,,l 81/71 )\U(O) xyl e xun — Fuy<x<7—))

n!
n=0

Because the last line represents the Taylor expansion of the function F'(z(7)) we can finally
write:

{_% / drow ie / ir a;«y(T)Ay(x(T))}fA = ¢ / 70, ™ (2(7)) (25)

w

At this point we only dealt with the first term of the Taylor series of

p{@+(g/mmg+;gg/wwy+;2

(i faacy (s faea) )}

We have shown that the contraction

(4 o) ()

gives indeed the linear term of the expansion

1 1/1 2 , 1/. 2
1+§ dTUF—|—§ 5 droF | + .. 1+ie d:L’A+§ e ddeAl +...].
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Let us now investigate what happens when we go to the next order (the quadratic order
of the Wilson loop) and beyond. Considering the contraction of the spin-factor term with
the next quadratic term of the Wilson loop, we recognize that this calculation is similar
to the calculation for the linear term. The only difference is that we have to consider the
possible permutations of the contractions. Then we have the following structure

_%' / dr0,, ww(i;i ( / drydrs f dz A f d:cA) . (26)

Because their exist two possible permutations of non vanishing contractions we get

1 ie? A e .
3 2 [ dn owF - dz A =5 dr o, F,, ie @ dzA .

When we go to the next order we get an expression of the form

, 3 §4
{—% /dﬁ Oy W %%dw/l%dm/l%dz/l} )

After contracting, this transforms into

e 1 .
(5) 3/d71 O F 3 (ze)zfd:cAfdxA.

When we continue this stringently we see that we construct the series of the Wilson loop
with the spin field coupling as pre-factor:

2
(g/dTUWFW) (1+ie/d7‘x’A+% (z’e/dT:tA) +> )

The above permutation argumentation will hold to all orders of the expansion of Pe=3/ drow
therefore we find that order by order the exponential series

2 2
P (1 +§/dﬂ7F+% <§/d7’0’F> + ) (1 +ie/d7‘x’A+% (ie/dT:tA) + ...
= Pexp <§ / droF ) exp <z’e f dxA)

will be built up. We conclude that the seemingly extensive spin-factor calculus can be
summarized in a simple recipe: among the manifold contractions arising from Wick’s
theorem involving Wilson loop, spin factor and its self contractions, only those terms have
to be accounted for which arise from contractions of one ow factor with one and the same
§ dz A factor. This excludes already many Wick contractions, in particular, these where
the two @’s out of one w,, are contracted with two different objects. All these terms of
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the latter type cancel each other or vanish by the € limit. Our basic rule for spin-factor
calculus can be summarized by the formular

N/’D.T efde% tI'fyP . ef%decrw . eiefdmA _ <tr77) : ef%fdﬂ-ow : eiefd:vA>
i ) §A
— <{tr773€_5 fdroweze§da:z4} > : (27>

with the {}f;A bracket denoting the restriction to pure [ow < § dxA contractions as
detailed above. Note that this recipe also dispenses us from considering normal ordering or
a detailed analysis of the self contraction terms, since these cannot contribute to the {}f 4
bracket by construction. The spin-factor calculus developed in this section has a physical
interpretation: the spin factor is only operating at those space-time points where the
fluctuating particle interacts with the external field. The spin of the fluctuation does not
generate self-interactions of the fluctuation with its own worldline, nor does spin interact
nonlocally with the external field at two different spacetime points simultaneously. In the
following section we demonstrate the applicability of the spin-factor calculus developed
here by rederiving the classic Heisenberg-Euler effective action with this new formalism.
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8 Heisenberg-Euler action in the loop approach

After we have developed some aspects of spin-factor calculus for our new representation
of the spinorial worldline path integral, we now calculate the Heisenberg-Euler action in
the loop approach. To obtain this action we perform the calculation in Fourier space.
Therefore we substitute all x’s and functions depending on x in the integral

i . EQ(T
N/Da:(r) tr,P e 3 drow . ifded e’deT),

by their Fourier representation. It is possible to write the Fourier series of x,(7) as follows

2minT

— 1
x,(T) = Z ﬁawe T

n=—oo

It is easy to compute the derivatives of this expression so we are lead to

. =1 [2m)? 2miz(ntm)
P = Y 5 () ) oneay
as well as
00 . 2
. P, 1 2min 2min(r+4)
:L’H(T+§)—_Zﬁ<T> Ay € T .

Therefore the exponential functions in the worldline integral transforms as follows

i 1 > 2mn 2
—% [ drow : *
e 5 — exp [Z 11_1)% (T) Qpy Oy Opy gn<€>] )

n=—oo

( ) 2mn 2mn . 2mn
n(€) = ——€)cos| —e€] —sin|{ —c¢],
gnl€ T € v € T €

arising from the p integration. We have also used the reality conditions of the Fourier
coefficients a_,, = aj,, as well as the orthonormality of the plane-wave basis

T 2mwiT(n+m)
/ dre T =T0pn,—m.
0

with

In almost the same manner we treat the other expressions. Therefore the other quantities
can be written as follows

ERLICo) 1 < (2’ .
e Jdr=; — exp [—Z Z <T) (—1) 2 anu aW],

n=—oo
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as well as

i ¢ drAlz(T - 2mi(—n * A
ot § drA(x(r)) Z <#) ay, Au,n[x]] .

n=—oo

— exp [z
Considering the constant-field case only we can write the gauge field as follows

Au(r) = =5 Fuw,(7)
1

]_ 2minT
= \/_ E H/n e T

n=—oo

1
= A,m = —QFW Q-

Therefore we conclude that in the constant-field case the Wilson loop transforms as

: 1 & 2mn
i § drA(z(T)) - anie *
e $ — exp [—2 E < T ) Ay FW am] .

n=—oo

If we insert these expressions into the path integral we find (Dz = Da)

§A
1 . (1 /2m\? 2mn 1 (2mn\’
N/Da tr,, {exp —3 ;aw (5 (?) n25w + TF’W b (T) O gn(e)> a,m] }

w
where we have replaced the normal ordering by the rule for spin-factor calculus derived in
the last section. Note that we have also dropped the path ordering which is irrelevant in
the case of a constant electromagnetic field. If we split the Fourier coefficients as follows

Ayn = bun + iCpp,

. .
Ay = bun — 1Cun,

with real b, ¢, as well as using the reality condition of the Fourier Coefﬁments a;, n =
bn - b_nycn - _C—n7 we call erte M - (% (2%)2 25/1” + %TnFMV - 2 (27rn 0-;,41/ gn 6 ) Of
the above path integral in (b, ¢) components as
1 (2m)2 -2 i (2702
M = 3 (F) S Opw i Flu ~3 (QT) T gn(€) |
—i7 Fuw + 5 (") 0uwgn(€) 2 (F) " n O

Therefore we can use the well-known formular for calculating Gaussian integrals

1 #a M1 A
N/Da tr, {exp [—5 Zafm M,, a,m] } = tr, {Det_% [E} } ’
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where M, denotes the operator M in the limit ' — 0 and the formal limit g,(e) — 0.
Therefore together with the above arguments we can write these funtional determinant as

1| M 1 J 2i (=) Fyu — ic g(e))
Det™2 |—| = Det 2 wo 2o ) L' wYn
|:MO:| < —2i (27rn) FNV + ZO_NVgn(E) 5uy
_1 T
= H Det™ 2 {5;1” + 2 <—27Tn) Fu—A auygn(e)} ,
A=+/—

where we have diagonalized the 2 x 2 matrix M in the last step. Using the (In Det = Tr In)
identity this transforms to

[ T g4
exp ~3 Z {Tr In ((L,, + 2\ <%> Fo—A au,,gn(e)> }

L A=+/— w

[ m+1 T m fA
=  exp|—= Z tr,try, Z <2)\ <2—) F—\ agn(e))

| 25 o )

i T 2m fA
=  exp |trptrp Z { < <27rn) F — agn(e)) . }

If we write

(6 )£ 2 e

B ) e

k=0

where the {}i 4 bracket by definition removes all those terms for which at least one gn(€)
term cannot be paired with an F' term. This reduces the upper limit of the sum from 2m
to m. Furthermore, we have used that in the constant field case [F, o] = 0 and therefore
F and o can be arranged in an arbitrary order. We compose this sum further by writing
the k = 0 term separately

() () (o) 2 () () i

The first term carries no spin information, it obviously corresponds to the contribution that
we would equally encounter in scalar QED. Hence we call it the scalar part. The second
term represents a perfect pairing of spin factor and field strength contribution, it will turn
out to contain the full spinorial information. The remaining sum has always at least one
unpaired F' term, even for k = m — 1. We will demonstrate below that the accompanying
factor of % inhabits a sufficiently singular behaviour of the Fourier sum over n, such that
this sum vanishes completely in the € limit. Let us now compute the various pieces of (28)
separately.
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8.1 Scalar part

Let us first consider the scalar part which we calculate analogously to [12]

1T\ 1
= exp [Z o <;) trr, (F2m) Z nTm] ’
n=1

[e.9]

1 (TF\™"
exp [trntrL Z o <%>

where the n sum runs only from 1 to oo corresponding to the independent components of
the (b, c) Fourier coefﬁcients that we have integrated over. We recognize the definition of

the ¢ function, Y >7 | —= = ((2m) = @n*r :| Basn|. Therefore we can write

21(2m)!
(1S 2FT

1 /T\*™ * 1
2m
o [Z%G) e () 2 o
1 (2iFT)*m
= €exp |— LE m]

m=1
2m 2m

- ot (<><) )}

For the constant B field case we have already calculated this quantity in (6), the result

ot [Mr ] - (aem)

= exp

l\DIH wl

8.2 Spinor part

We now turn to the second term of (28). The remaining sum (third term) will be discussed
after this calculation. The spinor part can be written as

m=1

_ @m_ii ””_1 (T)mmL@bylwfﬁgq.

=1 n=1

Let us discuss the different possibilities for the values of m. For this discussion we use the
explicit representation of g, (€)

27rn5 27rn 2mn )

o0 —_— —_— —_—
Z cos € smTe

n=1 n=1

(29)
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Let us start with m = 1, then we have the following expression

U — 2 2 sinZ e
% € cos%ne — r . (30)
n=1 n=1 n

It is the second term that represents the basic contribution, since it exhibits the proper
singularity structure,

2mn 2

> in<5* — =
Zs € m—-T¢
— 2

For € — 0 this goes to —F. It is possible to write the first term of (30)

d st’rT"e dm— %’re
= €—
de n de 2

n=1

If we send € to zero this quantity vanishes. Therefore the spinor part (for m = 1) becomes

T
tr, exp (—5 trL[FU]) :
If we specialize to the constant B field case this leads to
try exp (—BTo12) = 4 coshBT.
If we combine this with the result of the scalar part we get

1| M
tI'fy Det™2 |:ﬁ0:|

= (BT) coth(BT). (31)

m=1

We now turn to the other cases of (29) if m takes values > 1. For this it is more useful to
go back to the integral representation of g, (€),

217rp szp)

o gnle) _ .2
S 2 Sk e S

where we integrated by parts. From this we know that any non-zero contribution requires
the n sum to result in a §(p) singularity. As shown above, this is exactly the case for the
m = 1 term. However, for m > 3,

T

ZWa vm > 3,

n=1

0o €,(M)n
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this corresponds to a poly logarithm of degree m — 1 > 2 which is an analytic function for
p — 0. Hence all m > 3 terms vanish. The m = 2 term is more subtle. Here we encounter

0o (217rp 00 p
COS T Sln
> e +ZZ
nm-
n=1 n=1

The second term is ~ %) and vanishes under the € limit. Let us discuss the first term. It
is possible to represent this term as follows

i cos(n?2L) 1 In 1
— n 2 2(1—cos?2) |-

Therefore the p integral becomes

™

T ¢ 1 €
T dpm—— =T ap1 .
QT/E P51~ cosp) T/E plop =0

So there is no sufficient singular structure of the integrand and we conclude that the
integral vanishes in the ¢ — 0 limit. Eventually we have to discuss the remaining sum of
(28). Concentrating on the n dependence, these can be written as

-1

Tns

1

3

i

where

Tn ~ gr(e) ~ dpp———. k=1,...m—1

an—k . an k*

For all £ < m this is the same case as discussed before, hence all these terms also vanish in
the e — 0 limit. So only the expression (31) survives and together with the d7" integration
and pre factors we arrive at the unrenormalized four dimensional Heisenberg-Euler action

29],[30],[31].

PalA] = / ST e (BTY coth(BT)

of 8n2 Jo T3 '
We would like to stress that the present derivation of this well-known result is formally in-
dependent of other standart calculational techniques, as far as the spinor part is concerned.
The spinor contribution arises from the subtle interplay between the purely geometric spin
factor and the Wilson loop. Non-zero contributions arise only from terms with a particular
singularity structure. Since these singularities cannot arise from smooth worldlines, we
conclude that the random zigzag course of the worldlines is an essential ingredient for the
coupling between spin and fields.
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9 Conclusions and outlook

In this thesis, we have studied the worldline approach to Quantum Field Theory with
gauge symmetry. Guided by the idea that gauge-field information can be solely covered
by holonomies, we have investigated the representation of spin-field couplings in spinorial
QED. In this example, we have shown that the familiar Pauli term can be reexpressed in
terms of a spin factor which is a purely geometric quantity. Our final representation of
the fermionic fluctuation determinant, i.e., the one-loop effective action for QED has the
following form

]_ T dT 2 i i:2 T .
[perm [A] = y3 / e " TN/DSL’(T) tr,P s ema drow . o= fdr ¢ gie § dza.
2 Jo

1
2 (47) Tz

where N indicates the factor of normalization, P denotes the path ordering and “: ... :”

represents the introduced normal ordering procedure. The quantity o,,w,, encodes the
information on the spin field coupling which is contained in o, F},, in the ordinary repre-
sentation of the fermionic effective action. The advantage of this alternative representation
lies in the fact that the dependence on the external gauge field occurs solely in the form
of the Wilson loop, i.e., the holonomy. Furhermore we have obtained a geometrical expla-
nation of the spin field coupling in terms of the loop derivative which is closely connected
to an alternative formulation of gauge theory refering to equivalence classes of loops. This
loop approach to gauge theory is especially demonstrative for the worldline formulation of
Quantum Field Theory, because worldlines provide us with an illuminating view on the
quantum aspects in terms of “loop clouds”. Additionally loop calculus yields an impressivly
simple picture of the spin field coupling in terms of the analogon of the curvature tensor
in the loop language, the loop derivative. In the affiliation of these geometrical pictures it
is possible to get a deeper and more intuitive understanding of quantum behaviour.

It should be interesting to study the question as to whether w,,, incorporates topologi-
cal aspects of the worldlines or their dynamical elements. Maybe there is a hidden relation
to the number of windings as for the Polyakov spin factor which arises in the first order
representation of the effective action [24]. At present, we observe a number of fundamen-
tal differences between our spin factor and Polyakov’s spin factor. The most important
difference is that our spin factor is zero for smooth loops (w = 0) and therefore it is not
evident how for instance a non-vanishing winding number can be encoded in our represen-
tation. Furthermore our worldlines have a Gaussian velocity distribution instead of the
unit velocity distribution of Polyakov’s approach that relies on the first-order formalism.
The possibility of encoded topological properties of the worldline in w,,, as well as potential
similarities of the two representations of the spin factor have to be analyzed in the future.

The developed formalism can immediately be generalized to quantum fluctuations with
higher spin as well as to non abelian gauge theories. This should be readily implementable,
because the definition of the loop derivative is independent of the chosen gauge group. As
we have shown in this thesis the analyzed gauge theory only depends on the gauge group
into which the group of loops is mapped, all geometrical and dynamical properties of the
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gauge theory like connection or curvature are encoded in the abstract loop calculus and
therefore are transfused to the resulting gauge theory.

As is standard in the worldline literature [8],[7],[12] it is also possible to represent the
Dirac algebra and the resulting effective action in terms of a Grassmanian path integral in
the following representation

1 [*dT
FFerm[A] - _5/(; T €_m2T/ Dx ’Dw e foT dTLSpin’
sym asym

with

1. 1, - . .
Lypin = ZxQ + 5@%@/}" +ie 3t A, —ie Y'F, Q0.
Starting from this representation, our line of reasoning can immediately be applied, result-
ing in the following new expression for the QED action

FFerm[A] - _1 —d eimQT IDZL’ ’Dd} eidei; eie§d:cA€7de’/’2d’ : ede @Z""W’ .
2 [
0 sym asym

Normal ordering takes care of the removal of self contractions of the spin factor, whereas
the path ordering is automatically guaranteed by the Grassmann integral. An interesting
open question of this representation is related to the fate of Supersymmetry. Whereas the
standard representation has a worldline Supersymmety, the Supersymmety status of our
new representation remains to be investigated.

Another interesting point for future research is the question of the numerical implemen-
tation of our formalism. An immediate numerical realization is inhibited by the normal
ordering prescription. This requires the study of possible alternatives. If the nature of our
spin factor is topological, it should then be possible to classify the worldlines in terms of
their topological properties. This would facilitate the implementation of an algorithm that
performs a Monte Carlo sampling for each individual topological sector seperately.

To summarize, we have performed a first detailed analysis of spin-factor calculus in
the second-order formalism of QED. We believe that this opens the door for many further
studies of the interrelation between spin and external fields in a geometric language.
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