Topics in Mathematical Physics:
A Journey Through Differential Equations
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Nonlinear equations play important roles in fundamental science and present great challenges
and opportunities to research mathematicians. In theoretical physics, many profound concepts,
predictions, and advances were pioneered through mathematical insights gained from the study
of the equations governing basic physical laws. Why do some materials demonstrate zero electric
resistance when cooled (superconductivity)? How do the two strands in an entangled DNA
double helix become separated when heated (DNA denaturation)? Why does the universe have
a finite past (big bang cosmology)? Why are all the electric charges integer multiples of a minimal
unit (charge quantization)? Why is that the basic constituents of matter known as quarks can
never be found in isolation (quark confinement)? These are some of the exemplary situations
where mathematical investigation is essential. The purpose of this series of lectures, to be given
at the Applied Mathematics Graduate Summer School of Beijing University in July 2011, is
to provide a vista-type overview of a broad range of nonlinear equations arising in classical
field theory. Emphasis will be given to the mathematical structure and physical descriptions of
various basic problems and to the appreciation of the power of functional analysis, although close
attention will also be given to the links with other areas of mathematics, including geometry,
algebra, and topology.
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In this section, we begin our study with the Hamiltonian or Lagrangian formalism of classical
mechanics, which is the conceptual foundation of all later developments.
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Consider the motion of a point particle of mass m and coordinates (¢') = ¢ in a potential field
V(q,t) described by Newtonian mechanics. The equations of motion are

ov

ﬁv i:1727"'7n7 (11)
q

mq = —

where - denotes time derivative. Since
YV = — (6_‘/.> (1.2)

defines the direction along which the potential energy V' decreases most rapidly, the equation
(1.1) says that the particle is accelerated along the direction of the flow of the steepest descent
of V.

With the Lagrangian function

Ll d.1) = 5m > (@)~ V(g1), (1.3)
i=1

which is simply the difference of the kinetic and potential energies, (1.1) are simply the Fuler—
Lagrange equations of the action

to
/t La(t), d(0), ) dt (1.4)

1

over the admissible space of trajectories {q(t) |t1 < t < t3} starting and terminating at fixed
points at t = t; and t = t9, respectively.
The Hamiltonian function or energy at any time t is the sum of kinetic and potential energies

given by
n
= —mz 24 V(gt mZ(qi)z—L. (1.5)
i=1

Introduce the momentum vector p = (pj),

pi=mg = —, i=12-n (1.6)



Then, in view of (1.5), H is defined by

H(q,p,t E:mq— (¢,4.t) (L.7)

and the equations of motion, (1.1), are a Hamiltonian system,

0H OH
= pi=——ar, =120 1.8
q apl Y pl aql ( )
The above formulations may be extended to the case when L is an arbitrary function of ¢, ¢,
and t. The equations of motion are the Euler—Lagrange equations of (1.4),

d /0L oL
. — e, 1.
i(55) =g i=120m (19

In order to make a similar Hamiltonian formulation, we are motivated from (1.6) to introduce
the generalized momentum vector p = (pi) by
oL .
pi = —, Z:1727"','I’L. (110)
aq"
We still use (1.7) to define the corresponding Hamiltonian function H. A direct calculation
shows that (1.9) are now equivalent to the Hamiltonian system (1.8).
We note that an important property of a Hamiltonian function is that it is independent of
the variables ¢! (i = 1,2,---,n). In fact, from the definition of the generalized momentum vector

given by (1.10), we have
OH aL
S =pi——— =0, i=1,2-,n. (1.11)
aq" aq
This fact justifies our notation of H(p,q,t) in (1.7) instead of H(p,q,q,1).
Let F be an arbitrary function depending on pj, ¢' (i = 1,2, --,n) and time t. We see that
F varies its value along a trajectory of the equations of motion, (1.8), according to

dF _ OF OF 5 OF
i~ ot Tagd TP
_ OF OFOH OFOH (1.12)

ot Jq' Opi  Opi 0"

where and in the sequel we observe the summation convention over repeated indices, although
occasionally we also spell out the summation explicitly. Thus, we are motivated to use the

Poisson bracket {-, -},
_0f 9g Of 9g

- 7 2 ZJ 1.13
to rewrite the rate of change of F' with respect to time t as
dr'  oFr
FH 1.14
= T HN (1.14)

In particular, when the Hamiltonian H does not depend on time ¢ explicitly, H = H(p, q), then
(1.14) implies that

dH
o =0 (1.15)



which gives the fact that energy is conserved and the mechanical system is thus called conser-

vative.
It will be useful to ‘complezxify’ our formulation of classical mechanics. We introduce the
complex variables

L
uj = —(¢' +ipi), i=1,2,---,n, i=+—1. 1.16
Then the Hamiltonian function H depends only on u = (uj) and its complex conjugate u = (uj),
H = H(u,u,t). (1.17)

Hence, in terms of the differential operators,

0 Q(@ .a>’ a:§<

~ 2 \od  om

Ouj

7o = 3 ———+————> (1.18)

9q' opi
the Hamiltonian system (1.8) takes the concise form

OH

— i=1,2,--,n 1.19
aﬂl’ 1 Y Y 7n ( )

iuj =

Again, let F' be a function depending on u,u, and t. Then (1.19) gives us

a0t ow T o

oF aF 0H i .OF OH
at a'LL| a'LL| a'LL| a'LL|

With the notation

of dg  Of 9y
A RA 2
U9 = 50 5 ~ o o (1.20)
for the Poisson bracket, we have
dr' OF 1
1.21
o = g T HE (1.21)

In particular, the complexified Hamiltonian system (1.19) becomes
. 1 .
ui = —{ui, H}, i=1,2,---,n, (1.22)
i

which is in a close resemblance of the Schrodinger equation, in the Heisenberg representation, in
quantum mechanics, which will be detailed later.
In the rest of this section, we present a few important examples.

A
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It will be instructive to start from a general discussion. Let v be the velocity field of a fluid.

Then
W=V Xxv (1.23)

describes the tendency that the fluid swirls itself, which is commonly called the vorticity field.
Imagine that we form a vortex tube by vortex lines, similar to streamlines induced from the



velocity field. Then cut off two cross-sections, say S and Ss, to form a cylindrically shaped
finite vortex tube, say 1. Then the divergence theorem says that

/ V. ndx =0, (1.24)
-
which then implies
/ " dS = " dS, (1.25)
S So

where the orientations on S7 and Sy are chosen in an obviously compatible way. In other words,
the flux of vortex lines across the vortex tube is constant along the tube. This common flux is
called the strength or tension of the vortex tube. On the other hand, the circulation of a vector
field v along a closed curve C' is defined to be

j{;v . ds. (1.26)

Thus, if C is the boundary curve of a cross-section of a vortex tube of the fluid with velocity
field v, the above discussion indicates that the strength of the vortex tube may be expressed as
the circulation of the fluid around the vortex tube.

Now consider the motion confined in a horizontal plane so that v = (v1,v2,0). Then the
vorticity field vis always along the vertical direction so that we may express it as a scalar field
given by

w = 81’01 — 82’01. (1.27)

Of course, vortex lines are all vertical to the plane.
A Kirchhoff vortex centered at the origin of R? is an idealized situation where the velocity
field is centrally generated from a specified scalar potential function according to the relations

vj = kU, 4, k=1,2, U(x)= —2lln|:n|, z € R?, (1.28)
T

where €ji is the standard skew-symmetric Kronecker symbol with €12 = 1 and v > 0 is a
parameter. It is clear that the flow-lines are concentric circles around the origin. Let Cy be any
one of such circles of radius » > 0. Then, we have

j{ v-ds =7, (1.29)

which says the circulation along any flow line or the strength of any vortex tube containing
the center of the vortex takes the constant value 7. In other words, the quantity v gives the
circulation or strength of the vortex centered at the origin. Furthermore, we can also compute
the vorticity field directly,

w=—AU = —(0? + 93)U = v4(x), (1.30)

which clearly reveals a point vorter at the origin given by the Dirac function and justifies again
the quantity v as the strength of the point vorter.

Following the model of Kirchhoff, the dynamical interaction of N point vortices located at
= i(t) € R? of respective strengths vi’s (i = 1, - - -, N) at time ¢ is governed by the interaction

potential
1
1o N) = —5— Yivieln| i — i, (1.31)
! ! 2 ! !
1<i<i’<N



and the equations of motion

. . 0 1
WI!I_vaan 'L—l,"',N, J_<—1 0> (132)

Rewriting [ in the coordinate form with (= ()) € R? (j = 1,2) and setting

vi=q, %i=p, i=1-N, (1.33)
we arrive at U ouU
QI api’ pl aqiv 1 ) 9 9 ( )

which is a Hamiltonian system. Note that the ‘momenta’ pj’s appear in the Hamiltonian function
U in a ‘non-standard’ way. The reason for this odd appearance is that the pj’s actually do not
have a mechanical meaning as momenta and are artificially identified as the momentum variables.
However, it is interesting to note how the circulations 7;’s are being absorbed into these momenta
so consistently.

1% x ﬁN wdy pro ve T
The N-body problem is motivated from celestial mechanics which treats celestial bodies as point
particles interacting through Newton’s law of gravitation.

Consider N point particles, each of mass mj, located at /i € R i=1,---,N. Then
Newton’s law gives us the equations of motion

N
miti=—GY m.m._/(!. fgr") — VU, i=1,---N, (1.35)
iz
where G > 0 is the universal gravitational constant and
miymygs

N
U, m)==G (1.36)

1<i<i’<N |['

i

is the gravitational potential. Thus, the motion is governed by the principle that the particles
are accelerated along the directions of the fastest descendents that would lower the potential
energy.

In order to recast the system into a Hamiltonian system, we relabel the coordinate variables
and masses according to

(!17 Ty !N) = (q17QQ7 c '7q3N)7
(m1,mi,m1, -, mn,mN,mMN) — (M, ma, -+, MmN,
which allows us to introduce the momentum variables
pi = migi, ©=1,2,--- 3N. (1.37)
It can be seen that the equations of motion now take the form of a Hamiltonian system

O0H .  OH

o 2 =—— i=1,2,---,3N 1.38
gi api’ bi aqiv ? ) < ’ 9 ( )



where the Hamiltonian function H is defined by

3N p2 3N 1
H= L 4+ U= —gipi + U. 1.39
> oot > i+ (1.39)
i=1 i=1
Since the system (1.38) consists of 6N first order equations, its complete integration (solu-
tion) requires obtaining 6N independent integrals. By exploring mechanical properties of the
system, we have the following immediate integrals (or conserved quantities), namely, the center

of masses /0 determined by
!oZmiZZmi!i; (1.40)

the total (linear) momentum Lg given by

N N
LOZZmi‘}i:Zpi; (1.41)
i=1 i=1

the total angular momentum ,-q expressed as
‘

N
,.»9:Zmi!i><‘}i:z[i><pi; (1.42)
i=1 i=1

and the conserved total energy H stated in (1.39). Thus, we have a total of 10 obvious first
integrals. This number count indicates that the N-body problem quickly becomes highly non-
trivial when N increases. Indeed, the N = 3 is already notoriously hard and is known as the
3-body problem. In general, it is believed that the N-body problem is not integrable. The best
understood situation is the 2-body problem [91, 108]. Important applications of the 2-body
problem include derivation of Kepler’s laws. When the masses are replaced by charges so that
Newton’s gravitation is placed by Coulomb’s law of electrostatics, we can study the N-body
problem of charged particles. The quantum mechanical version of this is called the quantum
N-body problem [64] which has important applications in theory of atoms and molecules and is
of contemporary research interest [75].

i JK‘ t.on,:1 n=~ nct.’ona nd s I“odyri g

To study the thermodynamical properties of a Hamiltonian system, we need the notation of
partition function in statistical mechanics. For simplicity, consider a closed system which can
occupy a countable set of states indexed by s € N (the set of non-negative integers) and of
distinct energies Es (s € N). Then the partition function of the system is defined by

(o]
Z =Y ePE, (1.43)
s=0

where 3 = 1/kgT is called the inverse temperature for which kg is the Boltzmann constant and
T is the absolute temperature. Thus, in order that (1.43) makes sense, the sequence { Es} cannot
have a limiting point and has to diverge sufficiently rapidly as s — co. Assuming all conditions
are valid so that Z < oo, we see that

1
P = Ee—ﬁEs, s €N, (1.44)



may naturally be interpreted as the probability that the system occupies the state s so that its
energy is £ = Fs (s € N). The quantity e PEs is also called the Boltzmann factor. With such
an understanding, the partition function Z may be regarded as the normalization factor of the
sequence of the Boltzmann factors which give rise to the probability distribution of the random
energy, F/, of the system.

We now illustrate how to use Z to obtain statistical information of the system. First, the
expected value of the energy (the thermodynamic value of the energy) is

> 1 — O0lnZ 0lnZ
= = — —BEs = — =k T2 14

which is also commonly denoted as U. Next, the variance is

0?InZ
2 _ 2y
og = ((E—(E))) = o (1.46)
which gives rise to the heat capacity
o(E) 1 1 0*Inz
e A - - = 1.4
V=T T g T kpl? o (1.47)

Besides, the entropy of the system, .S, which measures the disorder or uncertainty of the system,
is given by

S = —k‘BZPS InPs = kB(an+ﬁ<E>) = aiT(k‘BTan) = —g—?, (1.48)
s=0
where
A=—-kpThhzZ=U-TS (U= (F)) (1.49)

is the Helmholtz free energy. These examples have shown the usefulness of the partition function.

For a classical Hamiltonian system with generalized coordinates ¢ = (q1,- -, gn) and mo-
menta p = (p1,- -+, Pn), governed by the Hamiltonian function H (g, p), the partition function is
expressed by

7 = /e_BH(q'p) dqdp, (1.50)

where ¢, p take over the role of the state index s and integral replaces the summation in our
earlier discussion. Therefore, a similar collection of knowledge can be gathered as before. For
example, if F(q,p) is a mechanical quantity of interest, then its expected or thermodynamic
value is given by

(F) = / F(q,p)e PHEP) qqdp. (1.51)

A fairly thorough treatment of statistical mechanics may be found in [61, 71]. In the next
subsection, we will apply the ideas here to study a thermodynamic property of DNA.
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DNA, the short name for deozyribonucleic acid, is a nucleic acid that contains the genetic
instructions used in the development and functioning of all known living organisms. Chemically,
a DNA consists of two long polymers of simple units called nucleotides, with backbones made
of sugars and phosphate groups. These two strands run in parallel and form a double helix.
Attached to each sugar is one of four types of nucleotide molecules, also called bases, named by
letters A (adenine), C (cytosine), G (guanine), T (thymine), so that only A and T, C and G,
from opposite strands may bind to form pairs.! During the last three decades, biologists and
physicists have carried out heated research on dynamics of DNA, using mathematical modeling
and computer simulation, and obtained profound knowledge about DNA and its function.

Mathematical modeling of dynamics of DNA was initiated in 1980 by Englander et al [39]
who presented a discrete sine-Gordon soliton interpretation of the DNA of n pairs of bases
and used the solitary wave in the continuous limit as an approximation in the limit n — oo to
obtain some qualitative behavior of DNA. In 1989, Peyrard and Bishop [107] published their
pioneering work on DNA dynamical modeling in which the base pairing due to hydrogen bonding
is recognized, the discreteness of the model is maintained, and a statistical mechanics study is
fully carried out which describes the inter-strand separation in the double helix as a function of
temperature, leading to a mathematical formulation of DNA denaturation. Following [107], here
we initially allow two degrees of freedom for each pair of bases and use uj and v; to denote the
displacements of the bases from their equilibrium positions along the direction of the hydrogen
bonds that connect the two bases in a pair. The governing Hamiltonian for the double helix
model containing a harmonic coupling between neighboring bases due to stacking and n pairs of
bases is given as

n
1 . . 1
H= Z {gm(u? +0f) + 5/@([ui — uizg)? + [vi — vic1)?) + V(uj — vi)} ; (1.52)
i=1
where a common mass m is taken for all bases, a uniform ‘elastic’ (stacking force) constant k is
assumed for simplicity, and the potential energy V is defined by
V(u) = D(e™@ — 1), (1.53)

which accounts for the hydrogen bonding, with a, D some positive constants, and is of the Morse
type [94]. In terms of the new variables xj, yj and the associated momenta pj, P;, defined by

V2 V2

the Hamiltonian (1.52) is normalized into the form

H= {% + lf-ﬂ(iﬂi - :Ei—1)2} + Z {P—'2 + lf-i(yi — i 1)? + D(e VWi _ 1)2} , (1.55)
i1

4 2m 2
i=1

where the definitions of zy and ¥y depend on the specific boundary condition to be considered.
It is important to realize that the variable yj measures the stretching distance between the bases

1See Wikipedia for more information.

10



in a pair of bases. To understand the thermal dynamics of stretching, note that the partition
function Z is seen to be factored as 2

Z = /e_BH(p'X'P'y) dedydpdP = ZyZxZp Zy, (1.56)

where 8 = (kgT)~!, with T' the absolute temperature and kg the Boltzmann constant. From
this, Peyrard and Bishop [107] recognized that the mean stretching (y ) of the bases at the
position £ =1, - - -, n, due to the hydrogen bonding, is given by

(y)=

l/ y e PH dzdydpdP = L/ y e PR Ty gy, (1.57)
Z Z,

where the factors involving x, p, P are dropped as a consequence of the decomposed Hamiltonian
(1.55) and f(y,y’) is the reduced potential given by the y-dependent terms in (1.55) as

Fls) = 5rly — o) + D 172 (1.59)

It is still rather difficult to analyze the quantity (1.57) as a function of the temperature 7" without
further simplification. In [107], Peyrard and Bishop take n — oo in (1.57) to arrive at

() = (goly o) = / )y dy, (1.59)

where

—

1/2 d—1/2
(V20) PA)TE geviyea-bvay g Lgpue sl g
a

vo(y) = T(2d - 1)172

\)

Based on the above formalism, Peyrard and Bishop [107] succeeded in finding a thermo-
dynamical description of the DNA denaturation phenomenon. Using (1.60) and numerical
evaluation, it is shown [107] that the base mean stretching (y ) increases significantly as the
temperature climbs to a particular level which is an unambiguous indication of DNA denatura-
tion. Another interesting by-product of such a calculation is that, since the dependence of the
ground state on the absolute temperature T' = (k‘Bﬁ)_1 is through the parameter d given earlier,
a greater value of the elastic constant x leads to a higher DNA denaturation temperature, which
is what observed [46, 107] in laboratory.

In particular, we have seen that the dynamics of the DNA molecule is effectively described
by the reduced Hamiltonian that contains the ‘out-of-phase’ motion of the bases only given in
terms of the y-variables as

H= Z{ my? + I{( —yi_1)2+D(e_a\/§yi—1)2}. (1.61)

See [106] for a review of related topics and directions. This example shows how a simple
system of ordinary differential equations may be used to investigate a fundamental problem in
biophysics.

2To save space, we use dz (say) to denote dz'---dz™ and use z to denote the vector coordinates (z°) or a
single variable interchangeably if there is no risk of confusion in the context.

11
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Quantum mechanics (QM) was developed at the beginning of the last century aimed at explaining
physical phenomena at microscopic scales (small mass and small distance) and based upon
several celebrated experiments which could not be explained within the conceptual framework
of classical physics. Even today, QM remains a challenge to human intuition and continues
to stun away students who study it. See [84, 96] for some extra reading of the mathematical
formulation and history of QM and [35, 55, 90, 115] for textbook introductions to QM oriented
towards people interested in its physical origins, mathematical structure, and computational
details. Referring to QM, in Preface of his book [55], Griffiths states “there is no general
consensus as to what its fundamental principles are, how it should be taught, or what it really
means” and quotes Richard Feynman’s words “I think I can say safely that nobody understands
quantum mechanics.” All these sound rather pessimistic about QM. Nevertheless, QM is one
of the greatest successes of modern physics. In this section, we will focus on the Schrodinger
equation which is the core of QM and attempt to achieve a reasonable level of understanding of
some basics of QM.
» §

21 o (I ¢ s 2
re e alg eC 4 N'C

We start with a brief discussion of several milestone early-day discoveries that led to the formu-
lation of QM. We will mainly follow the presentation in [55] in the first two subsections.

The photo€’ectric e_ect

Place a piece of metal irff a vacuum tube and shoot a beam of light onto it. The electrons in
the metal may become sufficiently energized to be emitted from the metal. This is the so-called
photoelectric effect and finds wide range of applications in today’s electronics. Now measure the
energy carried by an emitted electron and denote it by Fe. It is known that Ee may be written
as the difference of two quantities, one is proportional to the frequency, v, of the light beam
so that the proportioality constant, h, is universal and independent of the metal, the other, ¢,
depends on the metal but is independent of the light frequency. Therefore, we have

Ee = hv — ¢. (2.1)

Einstein s postu.-te
Light, a special form®f electromagnetic waves, is composed of particles called photons. Each
photon carries an amount of energy equal to hv. That is,

E = hv. (2.2)

When the photon hits an electron in a metal, the electron receives this amount of energy,
consumes the amount of the binding energy of the metal to the electron to escape from the
metal, and becomes an emitted electron of the energy given by (2.1).

Me;s&‘ ents

In p}fysics, frequency v is measured in hertz with unit second=! (times per second), and
angular frequency w is related to v by w = 27v (radians per second). Hence, in terms of w, the
Finstein formula becomes

h

E=h h=—.
“ 27

(2.3)

12



Recall that energy is measured in unit of Joules and one Joule is equal to one Newton xmeter.
The constant 7 in (2.3), called the Planck constant, is a tiny number of the unit of Joulesxsecond
and accepted to be

h=1.05457 x 10734, (2.4)

(Historically, h is called the Planck constant, and i the Dirac constant or extended Planck
constant.)

The & pton e_ect

After the 1905 postulate of Einstein that light is composed of photons, physicists began to
wonder whether a photon might exhibit its (kinetic) momentum in interaction (i.e., in collision
with another particle). In 1922, Compton and Debye came with a very simple (and bold)
mathematical description of this, which was then experimentally observed by Compton himself
in 1923 and further proved by Y. H. Woo,? then a graduate student of Compton. In simple terms,
when a photon hits an electron, it behaves like indeed like a particle collides with another particle
so that one observes energy as well as momentum conservation relations, which is evidenced by
a wavelength shift after the collision.

Mathematically, we write the energy of a photon by the Einstein formula, E = mc?, where
¢ is the speed of light in vacuum and m is the ‘virtual rest mass’ of photon (note that a photon
in fact has no rest mass). In view of (2.3), we have

E =mc® = hw. (2.5)

Recall that the wavenumber (also called the angular wavenumber) k, wavelength A, frequency
v, angular frequency w, and speed c¢ of a photon are related by

2 w
k_T’ c—/\y—/\%. (2.6)

Consequently, the momentum of the photon is given by

p = mc:—:h—

The de Brog'ie "ye p.xtic’e du=ity hypothesis

In 1924, de Broglie fStmulated his celébrated wave-particle duality hypothesis in his Ph. D.
thesis which equalizes waves and particles, takes the Einstein formula (2.3) and the Compton—
Debye formula (2.7) as the two axioms, and reiterates the wave and particle characteristics of
all interactions in nature:

E = huw, (2.8)
p = hk. (2.9)

SHere is what found in Wikipedia about Y. H. Woo: Wu graduated from the Department of Physics of
Nanjing Higher Normal School (later renamed National Central University and Nanjing University), and was
later associated with the Department of Physics at Tsinghua University. He was once the president of National
Central University (later renamed Nanjing University and r



In other words, a particle of energy £ and momentum p behaves like a wave of wavenumber k
and a wave of wavenumber k behaves like a particle of energy F and momentum p such that
E,p, and k are related through (2.8) and (2.9).

¢
P rod® e !
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With the above preparation, we are now ready to derive the Schrédinger equation which was

first published by Schrodinger in 1926.
Consider a stationary wave distributed over the z-axis of wavenumber k (the wave has k



For a particle moving in a potential field V', the energy-momentum relation (2.17) becomes

p2
E=—+4V. (2.19)

2m

Therefore the Schrodinger equation (2.18) for a free particle is modified into form

o W2 9%
5= 9oz tVe (2.20)

ih
This is called the Schridinger wave equation whose solution, ¢, is called a wave function.

St.-tistic.7 interpret.-fion of the "-ye function-, y Born
Corfsider the 1D Schr('jcfinger equation 12.20) describing a particle of mass m and assume
that ¢ is a ‘normalized’ solution of (2.20) which satisfies normalization condition

/|¢(:ﬂ,t)|2d:v =1 (2.21)

and characterizes the ‘state’ of the particle. According to Born, the mathematical meaning of
such a wave function is that p(z,t) = |¢(z,t)|? gives the probability density of the location of
the particle at time ¢. In other words, the probability of finding the particle in an interval (a, b)
at time ? is

b
P({a < (t) < b}) = /a 6z, )2 da. (2.22)

With this interpretation, we see that the expected location of the particle at time ¢ is
@)(t) = [ alow. 0 do = [ Bla.t) o, o (223)

Oper.-tor represent.-tions of physic.” qu.-ptities

Naturally, the expected alue of the moméhtum®f the particle should be equal to the product
of the particle mass and the expected value of the particle velocity. Therefore, in view of (2.20),
we have

oo = mie
= m / (Gelw,t) 2 9, 1) + Bla, 1) @ de(a, 1)) da
B[ - =
= 15/($¢¢xx —¢xx¢) dx

— /5(;,;,75)(— ih%)qﬁ(:n,t) dz. (2.24)

Hence, formally, the expected value of the momentum is the ‘expected value’ of the operator

p= —iha%. (2.25)

In other words, within the framework of Born’s statistical interpretation of the wave function,
momentum has its elegant operator representation (2.25).
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In this manner, we have the trivial operator representations

i=g, @)= f(), (2.26)
for the particle coordinate x and its functions. Besides, (2.19) gives us the energy representation
. 1
E = 2—]52 +V (= the Hamiltonian). (2.27)
m
Thus,
R o h2 62
E) = )| ——== t . 2.28
(B) = [30.0( - gz + V) oa. 0 d (2.28)

Using (2.20) in (2.28), we have

(B) = / oz, t) (ih%)q&(m,t) dz. (2.29)

In other words, energy should be represented by the operator

. 0
B =ihg. (2.30)

The afore-discussed fundamental representations of various physical quantities form the foun-
dation of QM.

Conserv.-tion™.-"..nd pro, .4 I"ity current
It is easily*checked th#t the norfalization condition is well posed because

S [1ot P =0 (2.31)

by virtue of the equation (2.20) so that it suffices to require the condition

/|¢($, 0) d =1 (2.32)

initially. Here, we look for some additional consequences from the global conservation law (2.31).
For this purpose, we differentiate the probability density p to get

pr = b+ dor

B
_1%(¢¢x — PPx)x; (2.33)
where we have used (2.20) again. It is interesting to view p as a ‘charge’ density and rewrite
(2.33) in the form of a conservation law,

B B
o 9. 2.34
5" T 5.0 =0 (2.34)

where j may be viewed as a ‘current’ density which is identified as
T
) (2.35)
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We note that it is crucial that ¢ is complex-valued: if it is real-valued, the current density
will be zero identically and p will be time-independent.
Furthermore, differentiating (2.22) and using (2.35), we have

d

d
SPHa<at) <b}) = SQb)®)

b
= %/a p(z,t) dx
= j(a,t)—j(b,t), (2.36)

where Q(a,b) may be interpreted as the charge contained in the interval (a,b) at time ¢ so that
its rate of change is equal to the net current following into such an interval. Or more correctly,
we may call @) the ‘probability charge’ and j the ‘probability current.’

The Ehrenfest the&‘
Differentiating (2.24) and using (2.20), we have

G B
_ —ih/([ 5P i ¢]¢x+¢ [ Z‘JSXX_i%d)Dm

2
= 2h ([¢x¢x] [EQSXX]X) do — /Vx|¢|2 dz

- —(%), (2.37)
which may be compared with the equation of motion in the classical Newtonian mechanics,
d?z  dp
m——s = —
dez2  dt

In other words, in QM, in sense of expected value, quantum operators obey the equation of
motion of Newtonian mechanics. This statement is known as the Fhrenfest theorem.

= Vi (2.38)

nst,ﬁ e p- 1qt1c es
The profound meaning of the conservation law (2.21) is that a particle can never disappear
once it is present. Here we show that a small modification may be made so that we are able
to describe unstable particles which may disappear after some time elapse. We will not justify
whether such a modification is physically correct but will only be content to know that there is
room in QM to accommodate theoretical explorations. To this end, we assume that the potential
energy V in (2.20) is perturbed by an imaginary quantity,

V =Vi+1iV,, Vi and V5 are both real-valued. (2.39)
Hence, (2.20) becomes
6(;5 h? 82¢
at o 922 + (Vq +iV3)¢. (2.40)

In view of (2.40), we see that the probability that there is a particle present at time ¢, i.e.,
= / |62, 1)|* da, (2.41)
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satisfies the equation

P(t) = %/V2($)|¢(:E,t)|2d:n. (2.42)
For simplicity, we further assume that there is a constant I' > 0 such that
Vo(z) < T, Va. (2.43)
Then (2.42) and (2.43) lead us to
P'(t) < —%P(t). (2.44)

If a particle is present initially, P(0) = 1, then (2.44) implies that

P(t) <e rt, t>0. (2.45)

In other words, in a bulk situation, we will observe loss of particles, which suggests that we
encounter unstable particles.

Higher ension. e tensions
It is immediate that Sur discussion about the 1D Schrodinger equations can be extended to
arbitrarily high dimensions. For this purpose, we consider the Minkowski space of dimension

(n + 1) with coordinates t = 2%, = (z!,---,2"), for time and space, respectively. We use the
Greek letter u, v, etc, to denote the spacetime indices, p, v = 0,1, ---,n, the Latin letter i, j, k,
etc, to denote the space indices, 4,5,k = 1,---,n, and V to denote the gradient operator on
functions depending on z!, .- -, z".

The Schrodinger equation that quantum-mechanically governs a particle of mass m in R" is
given by

foler h?
ih—=——A V. 2.46
5 = gt Ve (2.46)
The energy and momentum operators are, respectively, given by
Peinl b= iy (2.47)
=ih— = —ihV. .
at7 p

The total energy operator, or the Hamiltonian, is

|
H=_—p*+V. (2.48)
2m

The probability current j = (j*) = (5°,j) = (p, j') is defined by

. B _
j'zi%(¢5i¢—¢5i¢), i=1---,n. (2.49)
The conservation law relating probability density p (or ‘charge’) and probability current j (or
‘current’) reads

0
o =0, or atp—l—v j=0. (2.50)

Moreover, the Ehrenfest theorem says

—2 — (V). (2.51)



Note also that, in applications, the potential function V' may be self-induced by the wave
function ¢. For example, V = |¢|2.

Ste.-dy st.-te ..nd energy specm‘
We return o tife one-dimensional situation again and look for solution of (2.20) in the
separable form

¢(5E7 t) =



Therefore, in view of the normalization condition (2.21), we arrive at

o
> enl? = 1. (2.61)
n=1

This result is amazing since it reminds us of the total probability of a discrete random variable
whose probability mass density function is given by the sequence {|cn|?}. In QM, indeed, such a
random variable is postulated as the measured value of energy for the particle that occupies the
state given by (2.60). In other words, if we use £ to denote the random reading of the energy
of the particle occupying the state (2.60), then £ may only take Ey, Fo,- -+, Ep, - - -, as possible
values. Furthermore, if these values are distinct, then

PH{E=En}) =len?, n=1,2,---. (2.62)

In QM, the above statement appears as a major postulate which is also referred to as the
‘generalized statistical interpretation’ of eigenstate representation. In particular, when ¢(z,t)
itself is separable as given in (2.52), since F is an eigenvalue itself, we see that £ takes the single
value F with probability one. Thus, we recover the earlier observation made on separable state.

Finally, using (2.60), we can compute the expected value of the energy operator H immedi-
ately:

i) = [Gods
= iEn|cn|2, (263)
n=1

It is interesting to note that (2.63) is consistent with the postulate (2.62). In fact, we may
also understand that the interpretation (2.62) is motivated (or supported) by (2.63).

Note also that the right-hand side of (2.63) is independent of time ¢. Thus, (2.63) may be
viewed as a QM version of the energy conservation law.

(@) a O I N sody pro sefl

Consider the QM description of N particles of respective masses mj and electric charges Qj
(i=1,---, N) interacting solely through the Coulomb force. The locations of these N particles
are at /i € R3. Thus we can express their respective momenta as

pi = —ihVy,, i=1,---,N. (2.64)

The potential function is given by
_ QiQy
V([la"'a!N)— Z e (2.65)
Thus, the N-particle system Hamiltonian reads

1.
7 pi + V(1 N, (2.66)

Mz
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which forms the foundation of the quantum N -body problem.

An important special situation of the quantum N-body problem is the classical atom model
in which Z electrons, each of electric charge e and mass m, orbit around a heavy nucleus of
electric charge Ze resting at the origin. In this case, the Hamiltonian becomes

z Z 2

) Z|| S e| (2.67)

i=1 1<i<i’'<z |[

where the second term describes the Coulomb interaction of the electrons with the nucleus and
the third term that between the electrons. In the case of a hydrogen atom, Z = 1, and the third
term disappears. Thus, we arrive at the simplest possible Hamiltonian

522 e?
1

(2.68)

The spectrum of (2.68), say { '}, consists of two different portions: E > 0 (which happens to
be continuous) and E < 0 (which happens to be discrete). Since the Coulomb potential vanishes
at infinity, the state with E < 0 indicates that the electron is in a state which lies inside the
‘potential well’ of the nucleus, the proton, which is called a bound state, and describes a situation
when the electron and proton ‘bind’ to form a composite particle, the hydrogen. Likewise, the
state with £ > 0 indicates that the electron is in a state which lies outside the potential well of
the proton, which is called a scattering state, and describes a situation when the electron and
proton interact as two charged ‘free’ particles which do not appear to have the characteristics of
a composite particle, namely, a hydrogen atom. Hence we will be interested in the bound state
situation only.

Restricting to spherically symmetric configurations, it can be shown [55] that the bound-state
energy spectrum of (2.68) is given by

me* E;

n:_2h2n2 :Fa n=12---, (2'69)
known as the Bohr formula. The ground-state energy, E1, is about —13.6 eV which is what is
needed to ionize a hydrogen atom.

Suppose that the hydrogen atom absorbs or emits an amount of energy, Fj5, so that the

initial and final energies are E; and Ef, respectively. Then

1 1
)
i f
It will be instructive to examine in some detail that the hydrogen atom is made to emit
energy through the form of light. The Plank formula states that the frequency v of the light
obeys

By = hv = hg, (2.71)

where ¢ is the speed and A is the wavelength of light. Substituting (2.71) into (2.70), we obtain
the celebrated Rydberg formula

1 met 1 1
1
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Specifically, transitions to the ground state ny = 1 give rise to ultraviolet (higher-frequency)
lights with

1 met 1

= (1-= =923 ... 2.73

! mhg( n) n=2.3 (2.73)
called the Lyman series; transitions to the first excited state ng = 2 lead to visible (medium-
frequency) lights with n = 3,4, -- -, called the Balmer series; transitions to the second excited
state ng = 3 correspond to infrared (lower-frequency) lights with n = 4,5, - - -, called the Paschen

series. The series with ng = 4,5, 6 are named under Brackett, Pfund, and Humphreys, respec-
tively. The Rydberg formula was presented by Johannes Robert Rydberg (a Swedish experimen-
tal physicist at Lund University) in 1888,* many years before the formulation of the Schrodinger
equation and QM.

The model for helium, with Z = 2, immediately becomes more difficult because the Hamil-
tonian takes the form

R h2 22 h2 22 2
H=— (V24— ) = (=2, + — )+ ———, (2.74)
oTAE R A CTAC R ) A

in which the last term renders the problem non-separable.’ The model for lithium, with Z = 3,
shares the same difficulty. Thus, we see that the quantum N-body problem is important for
particle physics and quantum chemistry but difficult to deal with when N > 2. A way out of
this is to develop approximation methods. Along this direction, two well-known approaches are
the Hartree-Fock method and the Thomas—Fermi model, both based on variational techniques.
We will briefly discuss these approaches below.

We note that, while the classical N-body problem is nonlinear, its QM version, which asks
about the spectrum of the N-body Hamiltonian, becomes linear.

» r '
£ 5 f ﬂkt"' L00" e ﬂ)d
To motivate our discussion, we use {En} to denote the complete sequence of eigenvalues of the

Hamiltonian H so that
Ei1<Ey<---<Bp<--, (2.75)

and {un} the corresponding eigenstates which form an orthonormal basis. Let ¢ be any nor-
malized function, satisfying

i) = [l dz=1. (2.76)

“The original Rydberg formula reads

1 1 1

1

where R is the Rydberg constant with the observed value R = 1.097 x 10 m™", which amazingly agrees with that
given in (2.72) in terms of the fundamental constants c, e, m, h.

®One might be tempted to ignore the inter-electron interaction spelled out by the last term. In this situation,
the Hamiltonian is the sum of the two hydrogen Hamiltonians, which is separable and renders the ground-state
energy 1 = 8(—13.6) = —108.8 eV. This value is much lower than the experimentally determined value —79 eV
for helium. Hence, we see that the inter-electron potential, which indeed adds a positive contribution, should not
be neglected.
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Thus, the expansion

=" cnun, (2.77)
n=1

gives us
> lenl? =1 (2.78)
n=1

Consequently, we have

(Y| H|yp) = /w;w dz = Enlenl® = E1 ) _ |en|” = 1. (2.79)
n=1 n=1

In other words, the lowest eigen-pair (Fq,uq) may be obtained from solving the minimization
problem

min { (6 H]4) | (W) = 1} (2.80)

In practice, it is often hard to approach (2.80) directly due to lack of compactness. Instead,
one may come up with a reasonably good wave-function configuration, a trial approximation,
depending on finitely many parameters, say aq, - -+, am, of the form

Y(@) =P(a, -, om)(z). (2.81)

Then one solves the minimization problem

min { (¢(ar, -, amlH[p(ar, -, am)) | las - am)lp(ar - am) =1}, (2:82)

involving multivariable functions of aq, - - -, am only.
We now rewrite the Hamiltonian (2.67) as

z
A A 1
H:ZHi+§ZVij, (2.83)
i=1 i#£j
where ) ) )
A h Ze e
Hi=-—Vi-"— Vj=——,
2= i il
are the ¢-th electron Hamiltonian, without inter-electron interaction, and the inter-electron
Coulomb potential between the i- and j-th electrons, respectively.
Since the non-interacting Hamiltonian Zizzl Hj allows separation of variables, we are prompted
to use the trial configuration

Z#]v ’L,]:l,,Z, (284)

b 2) =) 0z(,2), ez € R?, (2.85)

known as the Hartree product, where ¢1,---, ¢z are unknowns. In order to implement the
normalization condition (1[¢) = 1, we impose

i) = [P da= [lof()d, =1, =102 (2:86)
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Inserting (2.85) and using (2.86), we arrive at

Ionooz) = [THodgdz

z
- 1 __
= ;/QSiHiQSid[i+§Z/¢i¢jvij¢i¢j d!id!j

i#£]
z h Ze? e? 161,25 () 2
_ P (Ve = o) a, + S (PG gy,
i;/(?m'd" 7o [+2§/ PR
(2.87)

where we have renamed the dummy variables with ,y € R3. Consequently, we are led to
considering the reduced constrained minimization proﬁlem

min{[(¢17"'a¢2) | <¢I|¢I> =1,1= 17"'72}7 (288)

whose solutions may be obtained by solving the following system of nonlinear integro-differential
equations

h Ze? e (& i 2 )
G 20 T Aidi = Z/%dy ¢i, i=1,--,7, (2.89)
{ izl Y
with the Lagrange multipliers Aq,---, Az appearing as eigenvalues. Thus, in particular, we

see that, in order to solve a linear problem with interacting potential, we are offered a highly
nontrivial nonlinear problem to tackle instead.

Note that the above discussion of the Hartree—Fock method is over-simplified. Since electrons
are fermions which obey the Pauli exclusion principle, the wave function to be considered should
have been taken to be skew-symmetric instead of being symmetric, with respect to permutations
of 1,--+, z and ¢1, -+, ¢z, which give rise to their joint wave function ¢([1, S [Z)- Thus,
practically, we need to consider the problem with the redesigned skew-symmetric wave function

¢1([1) ¢1([2) ¢1(!z)
¢([1,"',[z)=\/% ¢2'(‘['1) ¢2'('['2) ¢2([z) (2.90)

¢z(!1) ¢z(!2) e dz(

known as the Slater determinant [131], which makes the problem more complicated.

Iz

4ty £ o Tuacy
The Hartree-Fock method is effective when the atom number Z is small. When Z is large, the
problem quickly becomes difficult and alternative methods are to be developed. The Thomas
[140] and Fermi [45] approach is such a method which treats electrons as a static electron gas
cloud surrounding a nucleus and subject to a continuously distributed electrostatic potential.
The electron at , assumes the maximum energy, say —eA, where A is a constant otherwise the
electrons will not be staying in the static state. Let the electrostatic potential be ¢( !). Then
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—e( !) will be the potential energy carried by the electron. Thus, if we use p( !) to denote the
maximum momentum of the electron, we have the relation

2
iy %Lr—) —ea,). (2.91)

On the other hand, let n(,) be the number of electrons per unit volume of the space, which is
taken to be a tiny domain, say 62, centered around iz Then p( !) is approximately a constant
over 0€). We assume that all states in the momentum space are occupied by the electrons which

take up a volume

AT 4

=7(,) (2.92)

in the momentum space. Since each state can be occupied by exactly one electron, due to Pauli’s
exclusion principle, we arrive at the electron number count (in J52)

n([):;?"pg(ﬁ)

e (2.93)

where h is the Planck constant and the factor 2 takes account of the two possible spins of the
electrons. Inserting (2.91) into (2.93), we have

n(,) = oo @mels( )~ A)

njo

(2.94)

On the other hand, we know that the electrostatic potential function ¢ and the electron
number density n are related through the Poisson equation

A¢ = 4men, (2.95)

where —ne = p is the charge density (cf. §3). In view of (2.94) and (2.95), we obtain the
self-consistency equation

: 32m2e
Ag=a(p—A)z, OZZW

N

(2me)?, (2.96)

which serves as the governing equation of the Thomas—Fermi method, also called the Thomas—
Fermi equation. Of course, a meaningful solution must satisfy ¢ > A.
Since the electron cloud surrounds a nucleus of charge Ze, we see that ¢ should behave like
a central Coulomb potential, Ze/| [ |, near the origin. Hence, we have the singular boundary
condition
lim = Ze. 2.97
Jim 1 16(,) (2.97)
Besides, if we assume the electron cloud is concentrated in a bounded domain, say €2, then n = 0
on 09. Thus, (2.94) leads to the boundary condition

¢(,) =4, € (2.98)

It is interesting to note that the Thomas—Fermi semi-classical treatment of the quantum
N-body which is linear turns the problem back into a nonlinear problem. See [74, 75, 76] for
the mathematical work on the Thomas—Fermi model and many important extensions.
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In this section, we start with the electromagnetic duality in the Maxwell equations. We then
present the Dirac monopole and Dirac strings. Next, we consider the motion of a charged particle
in an electromagnetic field and introduce the notion of gauge fields. Finally, we derive Dirac’s
charge quantization formula.

LR x r M Vel f a t’or‘f"a nd e ec o I‘!a g{lct’c dg "t.y

Let the vector fields E and B denote the electric and magnetic fields, respectively, which are
induced from the presence of an electric charge density distribution, p, and a current density,
j- Then these fields are governed in the Heaviside-Lorentz rationalized units by the Maxwell
equations

V-E = p, (3.1)
OE
- = =3 2
V x B 5 Js (3.2)
V.B = 0, (3.3)
0B

In vacuum where p =0, j B these equations are invariant under the dual correspondence
E—~B, B+~ —E. (3.5)

In other words, in another world ‘dual’ to the original one, e



‘g c T onopo e, nd ‘3 c? tr’ng?-‘

‘bj_lﬁ

In order to motivate our study, consider the classical situation that electromagnetism is generated
from an ideal point electric charge ¢ lying at the origin,

Pe = 477(]5(!)7 je :., ’ Pm = 07 jm :., . (311)

It is clear that, inserting (3.11), the system (3.6)-(3.9) can be solved to yield B = and

E=— 3.12
4 (3.12)
!
which is the well-known Coulomb law in static electricity.
We now consider the case of a point magnetic charge g, or a monopole, at the origin,

pe =0, je:.a Pm:47795([)7 jm:.- (3.13)

Hence E = 0 and )
B- 1. - —gV<—>. (3.14)

[ e N
Consequently, the magnetic flux through a sphere centered at the origin and of radius r» > 0 is

o= / B dS = 4ng, (3.15)
|x|=r

which is independent of r and is identical to the Gauss law for static electricity. Nevertheless,
we show below through quantum mechanics that the introduction of a magnetic charge yields
drastically new physics because electric and magnetic fields are induced differently from a gauge
vector potential.

We now evaluate the energy of a monopole. Recall that the total energy of an electromagnetic
field with electric component E and magnetic component B is given by

E= l/ (E? + B?) dz. (3.16)
2 Jgs

Inserting (3.14) into (3.16) and using r = |! |, we have

>~ 1
E = 27792/ — dr = oo. (3.17)
0o T
This energy blow-up seems to suggest that the idea of a magnetic monopole encounters an
unacceptable obstacle. However, since the Coulomb law expressed in (3.12) for a point electric
charge also leads to a divergent energy of the same form, (3.17), the infinite energy problem for
a monopole is not a more serious one than that for a point electric charge which has been used

effectively as good approximation for various particle models.

We now study the magnetic field generated from a monopole more closely.

Recall that for the electric field generated from a point electric charge ¢, the Coulomb law
(3.12) gives us a scalar potential function ¢ = —q/| [ | such that E = V¢ holds everywhere away
from the point electric charge.
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Similarly, we consider the magnetic field B generated from a monopole of charge g, given in
(3.14). Based on the classical knowledge on magnetic field, we know that B should be solenoidal.
That is, there should exist a vector field A such that

B=VxA, (3.18)

except at the origin where the point monopole is placed. Unfortunately, using (3.15) and the
Stokes theorem, it is easy to see that (3.18) cannot hold everywhere on any closed sphere centered
at the origin. In other words, any such sphere would contain a singular point at which (3.18)
fails. Shrinking a sphere to the origin would give us a continuous locus of singular points which
is a string that links the origin to infinity. Such a string is called a Dirac string.

It may be checked directly that

2 1
—Z + T

A+:(A+7A+7A+)7 A+:797 Ay = ——————<
R e (R R A W ()

g, AT =0, (3.19)
satisfies (3.18) everywhere except on the negative z3-axis, 2! = 0,22 = 0,2% < 0. That is, with
AT, the Dirac string S~ is the negative z3-axis. Similarly,

z? —a!

79 A =9
0, 10,1~ 2)

satisfies (3.18) everywhere except on the positive x3-axis, z! = 0, 2% = 0,2 > 0. That is, with
A, the Dirac string ST is the positive 23
As a consequence, AT and A~ do not agree away from ST U S~ because there holds

A™ =(A7,A5,47), Al = Ay =0, (3.20)

-axis.

AT — A = = (a1, as,a3), [ eR? \ (S+ us), (3.21)
-

where
—2g2? 29z

A g =
(21)2 + (22)2’ 2 (21)2 + (22)2°
In order to understand the physical meaning associated with the appearance of the Dirac
strings which give rise to the puzzling ambiguity (3.21), we need to consider the motion of an
electric charge in an electromagnetic field.
l’c‘ d

Consider a point particle of mass m and electric charge () moving in an electric field E and

a magnetic field B, in addition to a potential field V, in the Euclidean space R? so that (=

(x!, 22, 2) gives the location of the particle. The equation of motion is

a] = az — 0. (3.22)

LR Ctr‘gd R rt’c‘e ‘ng n e LI I‘!a g{let’c

m? =Q(E+ xB)-VV, (3.23)

where QE is the electric force and Q‘; x B is the Lorentz force of the magnetic field B exerted
on the particle of velocity .
Let B and E be represented by a vector potential A and a scalar potential ¥ as follows

B = VxA,

oA

E = v — .
v ot
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At classical level, ¥ and A do not contribute to the underlying physics because they do not make
appearance in the governing equations (3.1)—(3.4) and (3.23). However, at quantum-mechanical
level, they do make observable contributions. Such a phenomenon was predicted by Aharonov
and Bohm [5, 6] and is known as the Aharonov-Bohm effect. Thus, in order to explore the
meaning of the ‘ambiguity’ of the vector potential associated with (3.21), we need to consider
the QM description of the motion of the charged particle.

Using y = (yi) = m_ = m(z') to denote the mechanical momentum vector, the equation

(3.23) becomes !
. ov  0A; (045 04 ov
- or g4 F (il bl B I
v Q(a' 8t>+Q$<6' a:m) oz
B dA, OAJ oV
which may be recast into the form
L0+ Q) = 21 (QU + Qal Aj ~ V)
at Y O v ’
or
d /0L oL
- ,=1,2 .24
F(55) =g -2 (3.24)
if we define the function L to be
Ly t) = gmla)+ QU+ QuiA v
1 .
= §m! +Q\I/( )—I—Q!-A([,t)—V(!,t). (3.25)

In other words, the formula (3.25) gives us the Lagrangian function of the problem. It is
interesting to note that the momentum vector has a correction due to the presence of the
electromagnetic field through the vector potential A,

oL

pi - = yl + QAH Z = 17 27 3 (326)
O:E

Hence the Hamiltonian function becomes
. 1
H = pal—L=—34>-QU+V
2m
1
= 5 QA)* - QU + V. (3.27)
Finally, if we use A = (Ay) (© = 0,1,2,3) to denote a vector with four components, A =
(U, A), the Hamiltonian function (3.27) takes the form

_ L o4
H = Qm(p' QA;) QAg + V. (3.28)

From the Hamiltonian (3.28) and the correspondence (2.47), we have

inl —

2 = 5 (0~ QAN — QA + V. (3.29)
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Thus, if we introduce the gauge-covariant derivatives

then the gauged Schréodinger equation (3.29) assumes an elegant form,

h2
ihDy) = —%Di% + V. (3.31)

Note that (3.29) or (3.31) is semi-quantum mechanical in the sense that the point particle of
mass m is treated quantum mechanically by the Schrédinger equation but the electromagnetic
field is a classical field, through the coupling of the vector potential Ay, also called the gauge
field, which will be made more specific in the next section.

It can be examined that (3.31) in invariant under the transformation

h
Q

which is also called the gauge transformation, gauge equivalence, or gauge symmetry. Two gauge
equivalent field configurations, (¢, Ay) and (¢, AL), describe identical physics.

In view of differential geometry, the above structure defines a complex line bundle § over the
Minkowski spacetime R*! where the symmetry group is U(1) = {e'®|w € R} so that 1 is a
cross-section and Ay a connection which obey the transformation property

h
V=, A= Ay — iaﬂ_lapﬂ, Qe C*R>, U(1)). (3.33)

) s Oy, Ay — Ay + 0w, (3.32)

It will be convenient to consider the problem in the context of such a global transformation
property.
» 1 s D e D > fi ¢ s s
g e'og 0° g ¢ g exy ence 0o° "onopo'ey nd Cyp fé® algm gon
L
We are now prepared to study the relation between the vector potentials A" and A~ induced
from a point magnetic charge g placed at the origin.

From (3.22), we see that if we use (7,0, ¢) to denote the spherical coordinates where 6 is the
azimuth angle and ¢ the inclination angle, then

2
a1 = 29010, as =29gdr0, O =tan"? (%) . (3.34)
Thus, inserting Q = el into
_ ho
Al — AL = -ig® o0, (3.35)
and assuming w depends on @ only on R3\ (St U S™), we have, in view of (3.34), the relation
h Ow
—— =2g. 3.36
Q06— (3.36)

Integrating the above equation and using the requirement of the single-valuedness of 2, we arrive
at

%(27m) =2¢g(2m), neN, (3.37)
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which leads to the Dirac charge quantization formula

h
gQ = o e N. (3.38)

Consequently, when the condition (3.38) holds, the magnetic field away from a point magnetic
charge g is well defined everywhere and is generated piecewise from suitable gauge potentials
defined on their corresponding domains. In particular, the Dirac strings are seen to be artifacts
and are removed. Consequently, like point electric charges, magnetic monopoles are also truly
point magnetic charges, which will simply be referred to as monopoles from now on.

An immediate popular-science implication of the formula (3.38) is that the existence of a
single monopole in the universe would predict that all electric charges are integer multiples of a
basic unit charge. Indeed, this is what observed in nature since all electric charges are measured
to be the multiples of the charge of the electron.

Although a monopole has never been found in nature, there are some recent heated activities
among experimental physicists leading to the discovery of monopole-like structures in condensed-
matter systems [15, 27, 49, 93].

g.22315(e)4-4.3392(r022315(v)-0.2255b)-391.552(p)-16.43944324(.)-426.218(1)9.22248 () 26.4493(h)-3TdQ[6(



Thus, the dual basis transformation follows a reversed direction. For this reason, we say that
the bases in V are transformed in a covariant way, while the bases in V' are transformed in a
contravariant way.

If we express A explicitly in terms of a matrix (Ajj) by

n
Auj :ZAijui’ 1=1,---,m, (4.4)
i=1

then for any vector expanded with respect to the bases B i.e., u = Zin:l Tijuj, with coordinate
vector (x1,---,zn), we have

n n n n
U:AUZZ:Ei ZAjiuJ' :Z Aijxj | ui. (4.5)
i—1 j=1 i—1 \j=1
In other words, if we write the coordinates of v under B as (y1,--,yn), we have the same
‘forward’ relationship
n
inZAij:Ej, t=1---,n (4.6)
i=1

Thus, we may call the coordinate vectors for vectors in V the covariant vectors. Likewise, for a
vector ' = Y i, zju}, correspondingly, we see that v/ = (A")~1u/ = D", yjuj satisfies

n n n
j=1 i=1 i=1

Hence, we see that the corresponding coordinate vectors are transformed in a ‘backward’ manner
with the transposed matrix. For this reason, the coordinate vectors for vectors in V' are called
the contravariant vectors.

Simply speaking, covariant and contravariant vectors transform themselves with respect to
the column and row indices of a transformation matrix, respectively. Analogously, we have
covariant, contravariant, and mixed tensors, as well.

Note that, since V" = V), the terms ‘covariant’ and ‘contravariant’ are relative and inter-
changeable, since the column and row indices of a matrix are interchangeable.

Now we come back to field theory. The Minkowski spacetime R*! is chosen to have the 4 x 4
metric matrix given as

g= (glJV) :dia’g{lv_lv_lv_l}v ﬂv’j:0717273' (48)

The Lorentz transformation are 4 x 4 invertible matrices, of the form (L) (u, v are the row and
column indices, respectively), which leave g invariant, i.e.,

g = LtgLv or Jgap = nguVL\é (OZ, ﬁa M, V= 07 17 27 3)7 (49)

where summation convention is assumed over repeated indices. Thus g, in particular is a
contravariant 2-tensor. From (4.9), we have

gt = (L (LTHY (4.10)
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Since matrix transposition switches the indices of columns and rows of a matrix, we see that

g~ ! is a covariant 2-tensor, written as gV, which happens to be identical to g,

97 = (") = (gw) = g- (4.11)

Now the coordinates of the Minkowski space R3! is written as z*, which is a covariant vector,
of course, which is transformed according to

yM = LhaV. (4.12)
We may use g"¥ and g,y to raise and lower indices, which transform contravariant and covariant
quantities to their counterparts (i.e., covariant and contravariant quantities). For example,
Ty = ng:E\)a (:ElJ) = (:E(]a Z1, T2, $3) = (:L'Ov _:Elv _:E27 _:Es)' (413)
As a consequence of (4.9), (4.12), and (4.13), we have the invariance
Yyt = ngL\é(JEaLE:EB = :Eagqunﬁ = zpat, (4.14)

for the contraction of any coordinate vector under the Lorentz transformations, which is essential
for relativity.

The set of all Lorentz transformations, or the Lorentz group, is generated by the Lorentz
boosts ¢ and spatial rotations. For example, the Lorentz boost along the z'-axis connecting two
inertial coordinate frames, (z") and y", moving apart with relative speed v (Jv| < ¢), is given by

0, wx! 1 0
T+ o Tt 4+ vx

W0 = T e ) (4.15)
(1-%)2 (1-%)2

Obviously the Lorentz group may be parametrized by six parameters, three for spatial rotations
and three for the relative speeds of inertial frames with respect to the three spatial direc-
tions. Since the three speeds assume values in the open interval (—c,c), the Lorentz group
is mon-compact. The transformation group consisting of the Lorentz group and all spacetime
translations is called the Poincaré group, which is ten-dimensional, of course.

In the same fashion, if THV is a covariant 2-tensor which transforms according to

S = LELRT®, (4.16)
then we have
SuwS™ = g gowr SHY SV = g gow Ly Ly TP LELRT® = T3, TH, (4.17)

which is seen again as a Lorentz invariant quantity.

Since physical laws are independent of the coordinate system of an observer and the Lorentz
transformations link all allowed coordinate systems, these laws may only be expressed by those
quantities which are Lorentz invariant.

It may be checked that the standard operator dy = 0/dz* behaves contravariantly and the
differential dzH behaves covariantly. Thus, the spacetime line element

ds? = dzyda” = (d2”)? — (dz')? — (dz?)? — (dz?)? (4.18)

is an invariant, which implies in particular that the speed (¢ = 1) of light remains the same in
all coordinate frames related by the Lorentz transformations. If the gauge field Ay introduced
in the last section is contravariant, then the gauge-covariant derivative Dy, defined in (3.30) is
also contravariant.

6Sometimes the Lorentz transformations are specifically referred to as the Lorentz boosts.
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Recall that the Schrédinger equation for the motion of a free particle of mass m is derived from
the Newtonian energy-momentum relation

2
p
E=— 4.19
L (119)
which is non-relativistic. In order to extend the Schrodinger equation to the relativistic realm,
a direct approach is to replace the Newtonian relation (4.19) by its relativistic extension, which
is quite simple to do.
In fact, recall that, according to relativity, the energy contained in a resting particle of mass

m is given by the popular-science formula
E =mc?, (4.20)

where ¢ is the speed of light in vacuum. When the particle is considered with motion, the
relation (4.20), after setting ¢ = 1, becomes the following energy-momentum relation

E* =p? +m?, (4.21)

due to Einstein. Thus, using the quantization procedure stated in (2.47), we arrive at the
equation
0%
o2
governing a complex scalar field 1, which is relativistic and commonly called the Klein—Gordon
equation. Here and in the sequel, we set A = 1 for convenience. Alternatively, we may also
rewrite (4.22) as

= —Ap+m*p or — O =myY, (4.22)

— O™ = m*ih, (4.23)

which is clearly Lorentz invariant and is the Euler—Lagrange equation of the invariant action

Go, .5 ,.»md‘oc,f‘)*‘ etries

There 5 1o harm %o consider a slightly generalized Lagrange action density
1 _
L = 0,606 — V(o) (4.25)

where ¢ is a complex-valued scalar field as before. It is clear that the above Lagrangian is
invariant under the phase change for the field ¢,

o) - e9g(x), (4.26)

where w is a real constant. Such a symmetry is called a global symmetry because it simply says
that an everywhere identical phase shift for the field ¢ does not change anything. However, when
this global symmetry is enlarged to a local one for which w becomes a function of the spacetime
coordinates, w = w(z), the invariance is no longer valid. A way out of this is to replace the
ordinary derivatives by covariant derivatives and modify the Lagrangian into

£ = 5Du6DRG — V(0P),  Dub = 06 — ieAus, (4.27)
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where e > 0 is a coupling constant resembling an electric charge as before, and require that the
vector field Ay obey the transformation rule

1

and behave like a contravariant vector field under the Lorentz transformations. It can be directly
checked that, under a local (z-dependent) phase shift

o) = %g(a), (4.20)
D\ ¢ changes itself covariantly according to
Dué — ¥ D, (4.30)

so that the modified Lagrangian indeed becomes invariant under the gauge transformation con-
sisting of (4.28) and (4.29).

Unfortunately, the Lagrangian (4.27) is incomplete because it cannot give rise to an equation
of motion for the newly introduced gauge field A, which is an additional dynamical variable. In
order to derive a suitable dynamic law for the motion of A, we compare Ay, with ¢ and demand
that the qualified Lagrangian contain quadratic terms of the first-order derivatives of Ay. Since
these terms should be invariant under (4.28), we see that a minimal way to do so is to introduce
the contravariant 2-tensor

F“V - apAV - a\)A“, 'U/, vV = 0, 1, 2, 3 (431)

Using contraction to observe Lorentz invariance, we arrive at the minimally modified complete
Lagrange action density

1

£:4

1 -

Fn ™ + £ Do DR — V (o), (132)
where factor % is for convenience, which is invariant under the gauge and Lorentz transformations
and governs the evolution of the fields ¢ and A,,. The Euler-Lagrange equations of the updated
Lagrangian (4.32) are

DyD"¢ = —2V'(|¢]*)¢, (4.33)

N (4.34)
where .

JH = %e@p% — $DFg). (4.35)

The equation (4.33) is a gauged wave equation which extends (4.22) or (4.23). It will be instruc-
tive to recognize what is contained in the equation (4.34). To do so, we can first use (4.33) to
check that JH is a conserved ‘4-current’ satisfying

oM = 0. (4.36)

Thus, if we introduce the charge density p and current density j by setting
p=1J"=5e(@D°%—¢D%). j=(J), J'=ze(@D'¢—¢Dg), i=12,3,  (437)
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we have the conservation law

st Li= 4.
8t+v ji=0, (4.38)

which indicates that (4.34) is to be identified with the Maxwell equations. For this purpose, we
introduce the electric and magnetic fields E = (E') and B = (B") by setting

0 —-E' —-E*> —-E°
E' 0 -—-B® B?
E? B3 0 -—-B!
E3 —-B? B! 0

(FW) = (4.39)

We can check that the p = 0 component of (4.34) is simply V - E = p, which is the Gauss law
(3.1). The spatial components of (4.34), with u =i = 1,2, 3, render the equation

OE

—+j=VxB 4.40
which is (3.2). Hence we have partially recover the Maxwell equations (the part with charge and
current sources). In order to recover the source-free part, i.e., the equations (3.3) and (3.4), we
note that (4.31) implies the Bianchi identity

OYFW 1 QHEYY 1 9V FYH — 0, (4.41)

which lead to (3.3) and (3.4). In other words, (3.3) and (3.4) automatically hold as a consequence
of the definition (4.31). In summary, (4.34) is indeed the Maxwell equations.

Therefore, we have seen that the Mazwell equations can be derived as a consequence of
imposing gauge symmetry, which is a great lesson to have.

At this spot, it is worthwhile to pause and make some comments about what we have just
learned. The spacetime where the fields are defined on is called the external space. The scalar
field may be viewed as a cross-section of a principal (complex line) bundle over the spacetime.
The bundle into which the scalar field takes values in is call the internal space. The external
space has the Lorentz group as the symmetry group which leads to relativity. The internal space
has the U(1) group as the symmetry group, whose local invariance or gauge invariance leads to
the introduction of gauge field which generates electromagnetism. The external space symmetry
is called external symmetry and the internal space symmetry is called internal symmetry. Local
U(1) internal symmetry requires the presence of electromagnetism. The Lorentz symmetry
discussed is a global external symmetry which gives rise to special relativity. When such a
global external symmetry is elevated into a local one, new fields arise. Indeed, in this situation,
we are led to general relativity and presence of gravitation, as shown by Einstein. Furthermore,
it is foreseeable that, when the internal symmetry is modified to be given by larger gauge groups
such as SU(N) (N > 2), other physical forces may be generated. In fact, this is the case and the
forces generated can be weak and strong forces for nuclear interactions. This procedure exhausts
all four known forces in nature: gravitational, electromagnetic, weak, and strong forces. In other
words, we can draw the conclusion that external symmetry leads to the presence of gravity and
internal symmetry leads to the presence of electromagnetic, weak, and strong interactions.

We also remark that, if the complex scalar field ¢ becomes real-valued, the charge density
p given in (4.37) vanishes identically. In other words, a real-valued scalar field leads to an
electrically neutral situation and a complex-valued scalar field may be used to generate electricity.
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Moreover, we remark that the charge (4.37) is generated by a scalar field but the charge e in
the definition of the gauge-covariant derivative is switched on ‘by hand’.

Note that
1 v 1 w1 : 2 2 1 o 2
— AP =2 > FwF =5 Y Fi- > Fj = 5(E* - B?). (4.42)
0<pu<v<3 i=1 1<i<j<3
We see that the terms
1< 1 1
§ZF02i:§E27 §|D0¢|2, (4.43)
i=1
and
1 o 1o 1 2
2 > Fj=5B%  5lDigl%, (4.44)
1<i<j<3

in the Lagrangian (4.32) play rather different roles: The former are ‘kinetic’ terms which describe
the dynamics of the fields and the latter are ‘potential’ or ‘elastic’ terms because they do not
contain time derivatives. In particular, electric energy density is of kinetic type but magnetic
energy density is of elastic or potential type.

‘.
% Co ped non'‘ne r ppec s ‘cg nd e“’pt.’c e . t.’orf
L

It may be enlightening to view the equations of motion (4.33) and (4.34) as two coupled wave
equations. For this purpose, we use the notation

Ob = DuDY, (4.45)

to denote the gauged D’Lambertian operator with respect to the gauge-covariant derivatives.
Hence Oy = O is the standard one and we see that (4.33) and (4.34) become

Op¢ —2V'([6[*)¢, (4.46)
OodM = JH 4+ 9H(8,AY). (4.47)

We see that, if we may impose the so-called Lorentz gauge condition
ouA* =0, (4.48)

the equation (4.47) gives rise to non-homogeneous wave equations governing A* (1 =0,1,2,3).
It is also interesting to consider the static situation when the fields are independent of the
time variable 2 = t. In this situation, it is consistent to impose the so-called temporal gauge

condition
Ag=0. (4.49)
With A = (Al, AQ, Ag) and
Da¢=Vé—icAd, DiD'¢=—-Di¢=—Axg, (4.50)
we have
App = A¢ — 2ieA - Vo —ie(V - A)p — | A|%p. (4.51)
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Thus, (4.46) and (4.47) become a system of nonlinear equations
Ap = 2ieA Vo +ie(V-A)gp+ 2| Al%p+2V'(|6]%) s, (4.52)
P
AA = V(V-A)+5(¢Da¢ — ¢Dad), (4.53)

which are strictly elliptic and considerably simplified when A satisfies the condition
V-A=0, (4.54)

known as the Coulomb gauge condition. It may be useful to note that the equations (4.52) and
(4.53) are the Euler-Lagrange equations of the energy functional

E(¢, A):/{%Wx A|2—|—%|DA¢|2+V(|¢|2)} dz. (4.55)

The equations (4.52) and (4.53) and the energy (4.55) are actually known as the Ginzburg—
Landau equations and the Ginzburg—Landau energy arising in the theory of superconductivity,
which will be discussed in more detail later in the notes.

Awin Fei Tode

Although the Abelian Higgs model originated from particle physics, it has broad applications in
solid-state or condensed-matter physics and supplies as a profound source of important ideas.
We begin by considering the static solutions of the model with temperature dependence.

m per.-ture dependent potenti.” function
The simplést situation is that the potgntial density V is of the form

V(I6%) = gmA(DI6f + Aol (456)

2 is a function of the temperature 7', which is typically of the form

m?(T) = a([%] i — 1>, (4.57)

where m

A, a > 0 are suitable parameters, and Ty > 0 is a critical temperature.

Vacuum solutions, or ground states, are the lowest energy static solutions. In high temper-
ature, T > Tg, we have m?(T) > 0 and, in view of the Klein-Gordon equation, the quantity
m(T') > 0 is the mass of two real scalar particles represented by ¢1 and ¢o where ¢ = ¢1+ig and
higher order terms of ¢1 and ¢o describe self-interactions. The only minimum of the Hamiltonian
density

1 1 1
H= §|V¢|2 + 57%2(T)|<1>|2 + §A|¢|4 (4.58)

is
v =0, (4.59)

which is the unique vacuum state of the problem. This vacuum state is of course invariant under
the U(1)-symmetry group ¢ — e'“¢.

m‘ etry ,.»gld*‘ etry-, re.-,ing
¥ b
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In general, given a symmetry group, the Lagrangian density should be invariant if the vacuum
state is already invariant, based on some consideration from quantum field theory. Such a
statement is known as the Coleman theorem (the invariance of the vacuum state implies the
invariance of the universe). If both the vacuum state and the Lagrangian density are invariant,
we say that there is exact symmetry. If the vacuum state is non-invariant, the Lagrangian
density may be non-invariant or invariant. In both cases, we say that the symmetry as a whole
is broken. The former case is referred to as explicit symmetry-breaking and the latter case is
referred to as spontaneous symmetry-breaking, which is one of the fundamental phenomena in
low-temperature physics.

To explain some of the above concepts, we assume that T' < T,. We have m?(T) < 0 and we
see that there is a phase transition: although ¢ = 0 is still a solution but it is no longer stable.
In fact the minimum of H is attained instead at any of the configurations

. 2
bve = doe®,  do = \/(1 - [%] >27a >0, 0eR, (4.60)

which give us a continuous family of distinct vacuum states (a circle) labeled by 6. Since for
w # 2km

b e (4.61)

transforms any given vacuum state, ¢y g, to a different one, ¢y g+, we observe the non-invariance
of vacuum states although the Lagrangian density is still invariant. Consequently, the symmetry
is spontaneously broken. The quantity ¢y measures the scale of the broken symmetry.

1llustration. Consider what happens when exerting pressure on an upright stick.

Go'dstone p.-xtic’es .-.pd Higg&‘ ech,.np*‘

We continue to®consider%he system at lowjtemperature, T < T¢. Since m?(T) < 0, it seems
that we would have particles of imaginary mass. However, this is not the case as will be seen
below.

In fact, the fore-discussed Lagrangian density governs fluctuations around vacuum state. For
T > T¢, the vacuum state is the zero state and m(7T') clearly defines mass. For T' < T¢, we need
to consider fluctuations around a given nonzero vacuum state, say ¢g, represented by two real
scalar functions ¢ and ¢o,

é(x) = ¢po + ¢1(x) + iga(x). (4.62)

In this case, the minimum of V is strictly negative,
2 L 5 2, 1 4 Ly
V() = ;M (T)op + g/\% = —g/\%- (4.63)

Thus, in order to maintain finite energy in an unbounded space, we need to shift the potential
energy density by the quantity given above,

A
Ve V0 = 206 - 62 (464)

and the new minimum energy level is zero. Using the updated potential function, we have the
Lagrangian density

L= %amla“m + %amza%z - §¢3¢% - gwi‘ + ¢ + 20765 + 4ot + 4god13),  (4.65)
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which governs the scalar fields ¢ and ¢o fluctuating around the vacuum state, ¢1 = 0, ¢po = 0.
The coefficient of ¢7 defines the mass of the ¢;-particles,

m1 = VAdo = V2|/m(T)| > 0. (4.66)

However, since the ¢3 term is absent (the higher=order terms describe interactions), these ¢s-
particles are massless and are called the Goldstone particles. Hence, we see that spontaneous
symmetry-breaking leads to the presence of the Goldstone particles, namely, particles of zero
mass instead of particles of imaginary mass. This statement is known as the Goldstone theorem.

The Goldstone particles are massless, and hence, are curious. We see in the following that
these particles may be removed from the system when gauge fields are switched on. For this
purpose, we return to the locally invariant Lagrangian density to get

1 1 N
L=~ TR + SDuoDR6 — 2o — &) (467)
and we consider fluctuations around the vacuum state

v =do, (Auv=0. (4.68)

Using the earlier decomposition of ¢ into ¢q, ¢1, ¢2, we obtain the Lagrangian density for the
interaction of the fields ¢1, ¢2, and A}, as follows,

1

£:4

1 1 1 A
Fuw F¥Y + §5p¢15“¢1 + §5p¢25“¢2 + §€2¢3Ap14“ - §¢3¢% + Linter: (4.69)

where Ljjtep contains all off-diagonal interaction terms involving the mixed products of the
fields ¢1, @2, Ay, and their derivatives. Recall that the definition of the gauge transformation.
Hence, ¢1, ¢2, Ay transform themselves according to the rule

do+¢1+ige — o+ ) +idy, Au— A,

¢ = ¢1cosw— gosinw + gp(cosw — 1),
¢y = ¢1sinw + ¢y cosw + gpsinw,
1

From the Lagrangian density, we see that ¢ remains massless. Besides, the gauge field A}
becomes massive (a mass of e¢g). However, using the above expression, we can find a suitable
gauge transformation so that ¢}, = 0. For example, we may choose

®2
G0+ d1

If we use the phase function w determined above in the transformation and the new field variables

1, A}, and suppress the prime sign ’, we see that the Lagrangian becomes

w = —arctan

(4.70)

1 1 1 A
L= Ry + 50u10%1 + Se? @ AuA! — S6061 + Linters (4.71)

where Litqp contains all off-diagonal interaction terms involving the mixed products of the fields
¢1, Ay, and their derivatives. Thus we see that, in such a fixed gauge, we are left with a massive
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real scalar field and a massive gauge field and the massless Goldstone particle is eliminated. In
other words, spontaneous breaking of a continuous symmetry does not lead to the appearance
of a massless Goldstone particle but to the disappearance of a scalar field and the appearance of
a massive gauge field. This statement is known as the Higgs mechanism’ and the massive scalar
particles are called the Higgs particles. In particular, the Lagrangian density we have seen is
commonly referred to as the Abelian Higgs model and the complex scalar field ¢ is called the
Higgs field.

¢
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In this section, we consider the Ginzburg—Landau equations for superconductivity and Abrikosov’s
vortices and their topological characterizations. We will end with an excursion to the monopole
and quark confinement problem.
In the static situation,
0y =0,A9=0, (5.1)

the Abelian Higgs model is the well-known Ginzburg—Landau theory for superconductivity. The
complex scalar field ¢ gives rise to density distribution of superconducting electron pairs known
as the Cooper pairs and the fact that the electromagnetic field behaves like a massive field due
to the Higgs mechanism is simply a consequence of the Meissner effect which is equivalent to
saying that the magnetic field becomes massive and cannot penetrate a superconductor.

For simplicity, we focus here on the two-dimensional situation. This is the most interesting
situation because it allows us to consider the Abriﬁosov [1] or Nielsen—Olesen [99] vortices.
. i ‘yt% § € proo o ¢ b 4 Me™ ner c/':,ét

We start with a ‘proof’ of the Meissner effect which states that a superconductor screens an
external magnetic field when this magnetic field is not strong enough to destroy its supercon-
ducting phase and that the superconducting phase in the superconductor may be switched to
the normal-conducting phase permitting the full penetration of the external magnetic field when
this magnetic field is made strong enough. For this purpose, we recall that the energy density
or Hamiltonian of the two-dimensional Ginzburg—Landau theory in the presence of a constant
external magnetic field, Hoyxt > 0 (say), is given by

1 1 1 A
H(p, 4j) = §F122 + §|D1¢|2 + §|D2¢|2 + §(|¢|2 - ¢3)2 — FigHext. (5.2)

The normal and completely superconducting phases are represented by (¢", AJ') and (¢°, A7),
respectively, so that

¢I1 :07 Fl% :HeXt; ¢S :¢07 AJS :07 ]: 172 (53)
Therefore, we have
A 1
H(S™ AF) = 260 — 3Hoxts  H(S%, A7) = 0. (54)

"This fundamental mechanism in fact was due to the independent work by three different groups of people:
Englert and Brout [40], Higgs [58], and Guralnik, Hagen, and Kibble [57], published in the same journal and at
the same time.
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Consequently, when Hq¢ satisfies
1
Hext < §¢3\/X7 (5.5)

we have H(o", AJ) > H(¢®, A7) and (¢°, A) is energetically favored over (¢, A{'). Thus the
superconductor is in the superconducting phase described by (¢®, AJS) and the magnetic field is
completely expelled from the superconductor, Ff, = 0. On the other hand, when

1
Hext > §¢3\/X7 (5.6)

we have H(p", A}l) < H(¢5, AJS) and (o™, A}l) is energetically favored over (¢°, AJS) Thus the
superconductor is in the normal phase described by (¢, A}l) and the externally applied magnetic
field penetrates the superconductor completely, F15 = Hayt. Such a picture has fully depicted
the Meissner effect stated earlier.

, - ¢ . . S
. Zm nergy R ¢ ¢ON’ X g D% Ong nd t.opo‘o;-ﬁ | proper &
Below, we will neglect the external magnetic field and set ¢g = 1,e = 1 for convenience. The
Euler-Lagrange equations, or the static Abelian Higgs equations (also known as the Ginzburg—
Landau equations) are

A
DiDkp = (161" = 1)¢, (5.7)
i
KFik = 35(6Djo —éDj9), (5.8)
where j, k = 1,2. Since the total energy is
N 1o 1 o 1 2, A2 12
B, 45 = [ (5Fh+ 5IDiof + 51Ds0l + S0 ~1?), (5.9)
R2

the finite-energy condition implies that a solution (¢, A) must satisfy the boundary condition
Fi5 =0, |Dj¢|—0, |p|—1 as|z|]— oo. (5.10)

In fact, it can be shown that the above decay may be achieved exponentially fast.

Note that the magnetic field Fjo is also viewed as the vorticity field if the vector field
A = (A1, Ay) is viewed as the velocity field in a two-dimensional fluid. Therefore, wherever
Fi5 # 0, nontrivial vorticity is present. For this reason, nontrivial solutions of two-dimensional
gauge field equations are also called ‘vortices’ or ‘vortex-lines’.

P..rtition identity ..nd consequence
Exf)loring the confornfal structure of the problem, we arrive at

2 1. 2 1\2
4/[Rz Flzd:n—/\/Rz(|¢| 1)2 da. (5.11)

This identity says that there holds an exact partition between the magnetic energy and the
potential energy of the Higgs particle. In particular, the absence of the magnetic field, Fis =0
implies the triviality of the Higgs scalar field, |¢| = 1, and vice versa. In particular, the equations
do not allow reduction to

Al=A4,=0, Ap= %(|<z>|2 —1)¢, z€R? (5.12)
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among finite-energy solutions. Such a property may be regarded as a demonstration of the
Meissner effect from a different angle: A finite-energy solution has a nontrivial scalar field sector
if and only of the solution has a nontrivial gauge field sector. In the following, we will present
such solutions.

F'u _ qu.nptiz.-tion ..nd topo’ogic.7 inv.-ri.-nts

Since (29| — P as |z[*— oo, we see that ‘
I'= % . Sk — St (5.13)

is well defined when R > 0 is large enough, where Sé{ denotes the circle in R? centered at the
origin and of radius R. Therefore I' may be viewed as an element in the fundamental group

(S =2 (5.14)

and represented by an integer N. In fact, this integer N is the winding number of ¢ around Sk
and may be expressed by the integral
1
N=_— dln¢. (5.15)
2mi s},

It is interesting to note that the continuous dependence of the right-hand side of the above
relation with respect to R implies that it is actually independent of R. An important consequence
of such an observation is the famous flux quantization condition

d = / Flodz = 27N (5.16)
R2

which follows from

‘/ Flgd:L'—l—i/ dlnqS
xI<R XI=R

_ ‘/ Ajd:nj—l—i/ 6710y da
[X|=R X|=R

< “IDaold
< /|X|:R|<z> | Dad| ds

< Ce %R / ds
X|=R

= 27RCe™™R 50 as R — . (5.17)

Note that, when the theory is formulated in the language of a complex line bundle say &,
so that ¢ is a cross section, A is a connection 1-form, F' = dA is the curvature, and Dp is
the bundle connection, then the integer N is nothing but the first Chern class ¢1(£), which
completely classifies the line bundle up to an isomorphism. That is,

% =N =c1(§). (5.18)

An important open question is whether for any given N € Z there is a solution to the
constrained minimization problem

En = inf {E(¢, A)

/R2 F12d$:27TN}. (519)

The problem is known to be solvable only when A = 1 due to Taubes [66, 138, 139].
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In the theory of superconductivity, the complex scalar field is an ‘order’ parameter which charac-
terizes the two phases, superconducting and normal states, of a solid. Mathematically, |¢|? gives
rise to the density of superconducting electron pairs, also called the Cooper pairs, so that ¢ # 0
indicates the presence of electron pairs and onset of superconductivity and ¢ = 0 indicates the
absence of electron pairs and the dominance of normal state. As a consequence, when the order
parameter ¢ is such that it is nonvanishing somewhere but vanishing elsewhere, we are then
having a ‘mized state’. Recall that, according to the Meissner effect, a superconductor screens
the magnetic field. In other words, the presence of superconductivity prevents the penetration
of a magnetic field. Therefore, in a mixed state, the magnetic field, Fio, always has its maximum
penetration at the spots where ¢ = 0. Or equivalently, |F}o| assumes its local maximum values
at the zeros of ¢. Since Fi2 may be interpreted as a vorticity field, the zeros of ¢ give rise to
centers of vortices or locations of vortex-lines distributed over R%. In fact, although it is not
obvious, it may be checked that |Di$|? + | D2¢|? also attains its local maxima at the zeros of ¢.
Hence, we have seen that the energy density

(o, A)(a) = (37 + 51010 + 51Da0f + 310 - 1?) (@) (5.20)

attains its local maxima at the zeros of ¢ as well. However, since energy and mass are equivalent,
we have observed mass concentration centered at the zeros of ¢. In other words, we have
produced a distribution of solitons which may be identified with ‘particles’ in quantum field
theory.

We now show that the presence of zeros of ¢ is essential for a solution to be nontrivial: If
(¢, A) is a finite-energy solution of the Abelian Higgs equations so that ¢ never vanishes, then
(¢, A) is gauge-equivalent to the trivial solution A =0, ¢ = 1.

Here is a quick proof.

Since ¢ never vanishes, we may rewrite ¢ as

b = pel® (5.21)

for globally defined real-valued smooth functions ¢ and w over R%. In fact, we may assume
@ > 0. Using the gauge transformation

O ¢e_i°’, Aj — Aj — fjw, (5.22)
we see that (¢, A) becomes ‘unitary’ in the sense that ¢ is real valued,

¢ =, (5.23)

and we say that we have chosen a ‘unitary gauge.” In unitary gauge, the equations of motion
decompose significantly to take the form

A
Ap = |APe+5(¢" = De,
240k + (Ak)p = 0,
81F12 == (,0214



From the last two equations, we have
/Rz(AgalF12 — A10oFyp) dx = /Rz |A]2p% de. (5.24)
Integrating further by parts and dropping the boundary terms, we obtain
/RZ(FIZQ + |A]2p?) dz = 0. (5.25)

Since ¢ never vanishes, we have A = 0. Returning to the governing equations, we arrive at the
single remaining equation

A
Ap = Sp(p" 1), (5.26)
which may be rewritten as
A
Al =1) = Selp+1)(p - 1). (5.27)

Using the boundary condition ¢ — 1 — 0 as |x| — oo and the maximum principle, we deduce
@ =1 as claimed.

E* ~te of energyh - €0 "™ topo’ogic.”,"o "er-, ound
A usefufldentlty involving gauge-covariant derivaftves is

|Djo|* = | D1 £iD2g|* + Fi2|¢|* £i(01[¢pD2¢] — 82[¢D19)). (5.28)

Therefore the total energy satisfies

B(o.4) = min{A1) [ (3F52+3|D,-¢|2+3<|¢|2—1>2> da

= min{), 1}/ (

> min{\, 1}x|N]|, (5.29)

1 . 1
F1zi (|¢|* — )‘ +§|D1¢ilD2¢|2i§F12> dx

where ® = 27N and the signs £+ follow N = £|N|. In the sequel, we focus on N > 0 for
convenience. When A = 1, we have
E(¢,A) > 7N (5.30)

and such an energy lower bound is saturated if and only if (¢, A) satisfies the self-dual system
of equations

Dip+iDy¢p = 0, (531)
Fio = 3(1-[6P) (532

which is a reduction of the original equations of motion and is also often called a BPS system
after Bogomol'nyi [10] and Prasad and Sommerfield [113] who first derived these equations.

Structure of BPS sys
It will be convenient to complexify our variables and use

A = A +iAs, Alzé(/H—Z), Agz%(A—Z), z = 2! 4 ia?, (5.33)
1

o = %(al—iag), G= (0 +id), =040, &=i0-D), (5.34)

A = 0+ 03 =400 = 400. (5.35)
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Hence the first equation in the BPS system assumes the form

56 — %A¢. (5.36)

To see what this relation means, we recall the 9-Poincaré lemma which states that the equation

ow(z) =ia(z) (5.37)

over a disk B C C always has a solution. In fact, this solution may be represented by [66]

w(z) = - / ) 45 a7, (5.38)
B

2 -z

Now let 1) solve Oy = %A locally. Then we see that the complex-valued function f = ge ¥
satisfies the Cauchy—Riemann equation

Of = 0(¢e™¥) =e ¥ (¢ — ¢py) = 0. (5.39)

Therefore f(z) is analytic. In particular, f (and hence ¢) may only have isolated zeros with
integer multiplicities. In other words, if zg is a zero of ¢, then

d(2) = (2 — 20)"h(2) (5.40)

for z near zy and the function h(z) never vanishes, where n is a positive integer which is also
the local winding number of ¢ around zy. From the second equation of the BPS system, we see
clearly that the vorticity field Fio achieves it maximum value at zy as well,

max{Fia} = Fia(z0) = % (5.41)

so that the point zy defines the center of a (magnetic) vortex. The integer n is also called the
local vortex charge. Besides, since |¢| — 1 as |x| — oo, we see that ¢ can only have a finite
number of zeros over C. Assume that the zeros of ¢ and their respective multiplicities are

21, M1, 22, M2, Ty 2k, Nk (542)

Counting multiplicities of these zeros (i.e., a zero of multiplicity m is counted as m zeros), the
total vortex charge is the total number of zeros of ¢, say N(¢),

k
N(¢) =) ns. (5.43)
s=1

On the other hand, away from the zeros of ¢, the first equation in the BPS system is
A= —i201n ¢. (5.44)

Therefore, there, we can represent Fio as

Fio = 014y — 0y A1 = —i(9A — OA) = —2091n|¢|* = —%Aln|¢|2. (5.45)
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Inserting the above into the second equation in the BPS system, we have

Aln|¢l* +1—|p|> =0 (away from the zeros of ). (5.46)
Now define
u = In|¢|?. (5.47)
Then, near zs (s =1,2,---, k), we have
u(z) = 2nsln|z — z5| + a regular term. (5.48)

Consequently, we arrive at the Liouville type equation

k
Ay = e —1+47TZ’I’L35(Z—ZS) in C = R? (5.49)

s=1

subject to the boundary condition
u—0 as|z|=]z| > (5.50)

(since |¢| — 1 as |z| — o0), which may be solved by various techniques.

Conversely, for any given data {(zs,ns)}, the solution of the above elliptic equation gives
rise to a solution pair (¢, A) which represents multiply distributed vortices at {zs} with the
corresponding local vortex charges {ns}.

Formally, it may be easily convinced that

Audz = 0. (5.51)
R2

Hence, from the equation, we obtain

k

—¢|?) dz = —edz =4n ng = 4w . .
[0t de= [ (1—c)do =iy ns = 47N(0) (55

s=1
Integrating the second equation in the BPS system and inserting the above relation, we get the
beautiful result
1 1
N=a© =5 [ Fade = [ (-l67)dr= ) (5.53)
R2 47T R2

T or

In other words, the total vortex number is nothing but the first Chern class of the solution we
have seen before, which also determines the total magnetic flux, ® = 27 N.
Let us record the important conclusion that our solution carries the minimum energy,

En =7N. (5.54)

Note that such an exact result is only known for A = 1 but unknown for A # 1. It is worth
mentioning that A classifies superconductivity so that A < 1 corresponds to type I and A > 1
corresponds to type Il superconductivity, respectively.

E& ~te of energyh ~40ve topoogic.”, upper-, ound
P ‘ F
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Using (¢, A) to denote a solution of the BPS system with N = +|N| as a trial field configu-
ration pair, we have

Blod) < max(n1) [ (5Fh+ 5D + 0P ~ 1) ds
~ max{\ 1} /RZ (% Fip & %(|¢|2 - 1)‘ + %|D1¢ L iDyg|? + %F12> dz
< max{\, 1}7|N|. (5.55)

Therefore, we have obtained the following lower and upper bounds
min{\, 1}7|N| < En < max{\, 1}7|N]|, (5.56)

which implies that the energy E grows in proportion to the total vortex number N and suggests
that these vortices may indeed be viewed as particles. It is also seen that a nonvanishing N is
essential for the existence of a nontrivial solution.

Recently, it is demonstrated in [21] that Ey is asymptotically like TN?In X for A large.

Energy g.-p

An interestng fact contained in (5.56) is that the Ginzburg-Landau equations have no
nontrivial energy-minimizing solution with an energy in the open interval

I = (0, min{\, 1}n). (5.57)

Such a result may be viewed as an energy or mass gap theorem at classical level.

‘
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Consider two masses, m1 and meo, initially placed r distance away. The gravitational attractive

force between the masses is then mam
F(r) = G—2

: (5.58)

2
r
following Newton’s law. Thus, the work or energy needed to completely split them so that they
eventually stay away as non-interacting ‘free masses’ is

W= / Fp)dp = g2, (5.59)
r

r
Of course, we can do the same thing for a pair of monopole and anti-monopole because the
magnetic force between them obeys the same inverse-square law.

However, when the monopole and anti-monopole are placed in a type-II superconductor, we
will encounter an entirely different situation. Due to the presence of superconducting Cooper



which is a linear function of r. In particular, the work needed to completely split the monopole
pair so that the monopole and anti-monopole are seen as isolated free entities will be infinite.
Thus, it will be practically impossible to separate the monopole and anti-monopole immersed in
a type-II superconductor. In other words, the monopole and anti-monopole are confined. More
precisely, we see that, due to the Meissner effect, the monopole and anti-monopole placed in
a type-II superconductor interact with each other through narrowly formed vortex-lines which
give rise to a constant inter-monopole binding force and the linear law of potential expressed in
(5.60). As a result, it is impossible to separate such a pair of monopole and anti-monopole, and
the monopole confinement phenomenon takes place. Such a confinement picture is also called
linear confinement.

A fundamental puzzle in physics, known as the quark confinement [54], is that quarks, which
make up elementary particles such as mesons and baryons, cannot be observed in isolation. A
well accepted confinement mechanism, exactly known as the linear confinement model, interest-
ingly states that, when one tries to separate a pair of quarks, such as a quark and an anti-quark
constituting a meson, the energy consumed would grow linearly with respect to the the sep-
aration distance between the quarks so that it would require an infinite amount of energy in
order to split the pair. The quark and anti-quark may be regarded as a pair of source and sink
of color-charged force fields. The source and sink interact through color-charged fluxes which
are screened in the bulk of space but form thin tubes in the form of color-charged vortex-lines
so that the strength of the force remains constant over arbitrary distance, resulting in a linear
dependence relation for the potential energy with regard to the separation distance. Such a sit-
uation is similar to the above-described magnetic monopole and anti-monopole pair immersed
in a type-II superconductor. We have seen that the magnetic fluxes mediating the interacting
monopoles are not governed by the Maxwell equations, which would otherwise give rise to an
inverse-square-power law type of decay of the forces and lead to non-confinement, but rather
by the Ginzburg-Landau equations or the static Abelian Higgs model in the temporal gauge,
which produce narrowly distributed vortex-lines, known as the Abrikosov vortices [1] or the
Nielsen—Olesen strings [99], as presented, leading to a linear confinement result, (5.60).

Inspired by the above-described monopole confinement in a type-II superconductor, Man-
delstam [86, 87], Nambu [95], and 't Hooft [135, 137] proposed in the 1970s that the ground
state of quantum-chromodynamics (QCD) is a condensate of chromomagnetic (color-charged)
monopoles, causing the chromoelectric fluxes between quarks to be squeezed into narrowly
formed tubes or vortex-lines, similar to the electron condensation in the bulk of a supercon-
ductor, in the form of the Cooper pairs, resulting in the formation of color-charged flux-tubes
or vortex-lines which mediate the interaction between quarks, following a non-Abelian version
of the Meissner effect, called the ‘dual Meissner effect’, which is responsible for the screening of
chromoelectric fluxes [124, 125].

Thus, we have seen that the notion of magnetic monopoles is not only a theoretical con-
struction as a result of the electromagnetic duality but also supplies as a useful ‘theoretical
phenomenon’ that provides a crucial hint to a hopeful solution of one of the greatest puzzles of
modern physics — quark confinement.

‘v
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In the last two sections, we discussed a gauge field theory with the Abelian group U(1). The
Yang—Mills theory is now a generic name for the gauge field theory with an arbitrary non-Abelian
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Lie group G.
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For any A € G, since AT = —A, we see that
|A]? = (A, A) = —Tr (A?). (6.10)

In complete analogy with the electromagnetic field in the Abelian case, we can examine the
non-commutativity of the gauge-covariant derivatives to get

DpDv¢ - DvDu¢ = (auAv - avAu + [AlJv Av])¢a (6-11)

where [-, -] is the Lie bracket (or commutator) of G. Hence we are motivated to define the
skew-symmetric Yang-Mills field (curvature) 2-tensor Fj,y as

It is clear to see that Fy, transforms itself according to
Fuv = Fly = 0uA| — 0 A} + [A], A)] = QFnQ (6.13)

Hence we obtain the analogous invariant term,

1
TTE (FuF™). (6.14)

Hence, we arrive at the final form of our locally gauge-invariant Lagrangian action density
1

£:4

Tr (R F*) + 3 (Do) (DV6)! — Vi(Jaf). (6.15)
which defines a non-Abelian gauge field theory called the Yang—Mills theory. The Euler—
Lagrange equations of the above action are called the Yang—Mills equations. In the situation
where the potential density V' introduces a spontaneously broken symmetry, the theory is called
the Yang—Mills—Higgs theory and the equations are the Yang—Mills—Higgs equations.

In the case where the matter component (containing ¢) is neglected, the action density
becomes

1

which is simply called the (pure) Yang-Mills theory. The Euler-Lagrange equations of such a
Lagrangian are called the (pure) Yang—Mills equations, which are non-Abelian extension of the
Maxwell equations in vacuum.

Like the Maxwell electromagnetic field, the Yang—Mills fields are also mediating (force) fields.
In the non-Abelian case the commutators introduce nonlinearity and new physics appears: these
non-Abelian gauge fields are in fact nuclear force fields which become significant only in short
distances. More precisely, like the U(1) group giving rise to electromagnetic interactions, the
SU(2) group gives rise to weak, SU(3) strong, and SU(5) grand unified interactions.

A ﬁ.l £ ¢ ﬁ‘"n‘gr dyor?

In order to motivate our presentation of some well-known particle-like solutions of the Yang—
Mills—Higgs equations, we briefly discuss the Schwinger dyons which are hypothetical point
particles carrying both electric and magnetic charges and were introduced by Schwinger [123]
to model quarks.
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Consider the motion of a dyon with mass m and electric and magnetic charges ¢; and g¢;
in the electromagnetic field (E, B) of another dyon with electric and magnetic charges g2 and
g2 placed at the origin. We assume that the second dyon is so heavy that it stays stationary
throughout our study.

Solving (3.6)—(3.9) for the second dyon, we obtain the generated electric and magnetic fields

E= Q2|—1’|—3, B = 92|—1’|—3-
! !

On the other hand, the non-relativistic motion of the first dyon is governed by the Lorentz force
so that

(6.17)

m} :ql(E—l—.} ><B)—|—gl(B—.} x E). (6.18)
Inserting (6.17) into (6.18), we arrive at
m = (@2 + 9192)|—f|—3 + (@192 — q291) | % |—1'|—3 (6.19)
! !
Using (6.19), we arrive at the conserved total angular momentum y defined by
— g - . 2
[ = X, (@ Q291)|!| (6.20)

It is important to notice that, in the special case of the motion of an electrically charged
particle in the magnetic field generated by a monopole, we have g1 = 0,q2 = 0 and (6.20)
becomes

= L= =+ 21
T My mw”' (6.21)

We recall that, in this case, the Dirac charge quantization formula reads
gom =3, n=0,%LE2 . (6.22)

As an immediate consequence of the similarity between (6.20) and (6.21), we obtain the
celebrated Schwinger charge quantization formula for dyons

n
9291 — 9192 = 57 n= 07 i17i27 (623)

Like that of a Dirac monopole, a Schwinger dyon also carries infinite energy.

» )
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In the above study, we discussed monopoles and dyons in terms of the Maxwell equations for
electromagnetism which is a theory of Abelian gauge fields. In fact it is more natural for
monopoles and dyons to exist in non-Abelian gauge field-theoretical models because nonvanish-
ing commutators themselves are now present as electric and magnetic source terms. In other
words, non-Abelian monopoles and dyons are self-induced and inevitable. In this section, we
shall present the simplest non-Abelian dyons known as the Julia—Zee dyons [67], which contain
as special solutions the 't Hooft—Polyakov monopoles.

Consider the simplest non-Abelian Lie group SO(3), which has a set of generators {ta}
(a = 1,2, 3) satisfying [ta, ty] = €@t.. Consequently, the so(3)-valued quantities A = A%t, and
B = B?t,4 give rise to a commutator,

[A, B] = eanc A2B%%c. (6.24)
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For convenience, we may view A and B as two 3-vectors, A = (A?) and B = (B?). Then, by
(6.24), [A, B] corresponds to the vector cross-product, A x B. With these in mind, we make
the following introduction to the SO(3) (or SU(2) since SO(3) and SU(2) have identical Lie
algebras) Yang—Mills—Higgs theory.

Let Ay = (A7) (1 =0,1,2,3) and ¢ = (¢%) (a = 1,2, 3) be a gauge and matter Higgs fields,
respectively, interacting through the action density

L= B By + L D% Do 306 - 1) (6.25)
where the field strength tensor F, is defined by
Fuv = 0uAv — WA —eAp X Ay, (6.26)
and the gauge-covariant derivative Dy, is defined by
Dy¢ = 0up — eAy x ¢. (6.27)

Based on consideration on interactions [67, 134, 136], it is recognized that the electromagnetic
field Fyyy is defined by the formula

1 1
Fyv=—0¢ -Fpn— —=0¢ - (Dup X Dyo). 6.28
The equations of motion of (6.25) can be derived as
D'Fy —ed x Dug,
DMDué = —2¢(|¢* - 1). (6.29)

We are interested in static solutions of (6.29). In general, this is a difficult problem. Here
we can only consider radially symmetric solutions.

Set r = | |. Following Julia and Zee [67], the most general radially symmetric solutions of
(6.29) are of the form

Ay = o2l
a aP
Ai = Eabie?(K(’I") — 1),
a 7@
Pt = e?H(T)’ a,b,c=1,2,3. (6.30)

Inserting (6.30) into (6.29) and using prime to denote differentiation with respect to the radial
variable r, we have

r2J" 2JK?2,
1
r’H" 2HK? — Ar*H (1 — WH2>,
e°r
r2K" K(K*—J*+H*-1). (6.31)
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We need to specify boundary conditions for these equations. First, we see from (6.30) and
regularity requirement that H, J, K must satisfy

lim (M J(T),K(T)> = (0,0,1). (6.32)

)
r—o0 er er

Secondly, since the Hamiltonian density of (6.25) takes the form

H = Foi-Foi +Dop-Dop— L

1 1 1 1 1 A
_ K2 4+ = ()2 & = (/)2 K212 4+ — K202+ 02) + 2 (02 — 1)2
(K 4 S 4 50 4 5y (K2 = 124 5 K2 +07) 4 S 17,
(6.33)
where w = H/er and v = J/er. Finite energy condition,
E = Hdx < oo, (6.34)

R3

and the formula (6.33) imply that u(r) — 1 and K(r) — 0 as r — 0o. Besides, it is seen from
(6.33) that v(r) — some constant Cy as r — oo. However, Cjy cannot be determined completely.
We record these results as follows,

lim (H(r) J(r)

)
r—oo er er

,K(r)) = (1,Cy,0). (6.35)

So’utions in the BP&‘ it _ _
Inserting (6.30) into (6.28), we find the electric and magnetic fields, E = (E') and B = (B"),
as follows,

- - bd (T
Bo= i (2 :
erdr(r)’ (6-36)
; 1 . 2
i - jk _
B = —Sel* = . (6.37)

It is interesting to note that both E' and B' obey the inverse-square law.
From (6.36) we see that, if J = 0, E =y and there is no electric field. The magnetic charge
g may be obtained through integrating (6.37),

1 1
g=-— lim B-dS = -, (6.38)

41 r—oo |x| =r e

which is similar to the Dirac quantization formula except that electric charge is doubled. More-
over, the equations of motion (6.31) are simplified into the form

1
r?H" = 2HK? - M\r?H (1 — WH2>,
e°r
K" = K(K*+ H?-1). (6.39)

These equations cannot be solved explicitly for general A > 0 but an existence theorem has been
established by using functional analysis [117]. Here we present a family of explicit solutions at
the BPS limit A = 0 due to Bogomol’'nyi [10] and Prasad-Sommerfield [113].
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When A = 0, the system (6.39) becomes
r’H" = 2HK?,

K" = K(K*4 H*-1), (6.40)
with the associated energy
F= [ Hde=2T h (K')? + L(rH’ —H)?*+ L(K2 —1)2+ L2 gy (6.41)
R3 e2 Jo 212 212 2 ’ ’

It is clear that the system (6.40) is the Euler-Lagrange equations of (6.41). Besides, using the
boundary conditions (6.32) and (6.35), we have

00 2 2 2
H K-°H
p = K’+EKH +L rH' —H + (K? —-1) +i _ dr
r 272 dr

ez Jo r r

> 4T (6.42)

e

Hence, we have the energy lower bound, F > 47 /e, which is attained when (H, K) satisfies

rK' = —KH,
rH = H-—(K*-1). (6.43)

Of course, any solution of (6.43) also satisfies (6.40). It was Maison [85] who first showed that
(6.40) and (6.43) are actually equivalent, which is a topic we will not get into here.

We now obtain a family of explicit solutions of (6.43) (hence (6.40)).

Introduce a change of variables from (H, K) to (U, V),

—H=1+rU, K=rV. (6.44)

Then (6.43) becomes U’ = V2, V' = UV, which implies that U? — V2 = constant. Thus, by
virtue of (6.35) and (6.44), we have

U?-Vi=¢€2 r>0. (6.45)

Inserting (6.45) into U’ = V2 and using (6.32), i.e., U(r) ~ —1/r for r > 0 small, we obtain an
explicit solution of (6.43),

H(r) = ercoth(er)—1,
er
K = — 6.46
(r) sinh(er)’ (6.46)
which gives rise to a smooth, minimum energy (mass) E = 47 /e, monopole (J = 0) solution
of the equations of motion (6.29) at the BPS limit A = 0 through the radially symmetric
prescription (6.30). When A > 0, one may use variational methods to obtain an existence
theory for solutions. These solutions are collectively known as the t Hooft-Polyakov monopoles
[109, 133] which are smooth and of finite energy.
We next present a continuous family of explicit dyon solutions. At the BPS limit, A = 0, the
system (6.31) is

r2J" = 2JK?,
r’H" = 2HK?,
PK" = K(K*>-J*+H?-1), (6.47)
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which becomes (6.40) when we compress H, J through
H v (cosha)H, J+ (sinha)H,
where « is a constant. Therefore, using (6.46), we have

H(r) = cosha(ercoth(er) —1),

J(r) = sinha(er coth(er) — 1),
K(r) = ﬁ (6.48)

Consequently, in view of (6.30), we have obtained a family of explicit dyon solutions of (6.29).
Note that all the boundary conditions stated in (6.32) and (6.35) are fulfilled except one, namely,

lim ) = cosha # 1. (6.49)

r—oo er

However, since A = 0, (6.49) is of no harm to the finite energy condition (6.34).
To compute the total electric charge, we use (6.36). We have

1
g = -— lim E-dS
47 r—oco |x|:r
1 inh
= = lim (rJ'(r) = J(r)) = Sme (6.50)
e r—oo e

It is a comfort to see that the solution becomes electrically neutral, ¢ = 0, when a = 0 and
(6.48) reduces to the mogopole solution (6.46).

Tot.=, €’ ectric ch..xg® .y-, e non qu.ptized

It shéuld be noted t‘hat, sinfe « in (6.50) i arbitrary, the electric charge ¢ given in (6.50) is
not quantized and may assume value in a continuum. The main reason for the discrepancy with
what expressed by the Dirac charge quantization formula is that the electric charge g here is the
total charge inducﬁrom a continuously distributed electric field but not a pure point charge.

The Higgs € -y gener.te ch.-rges

The calculation carri®d out hefe also®shows that, like mass, both electric and magnetic
charges may be generated from the Higgs fields.

‘b Vv s . | ﬂ | v . ﬂ |
6 Y ﬁlﬁ\ ﬂ) eniery L4 e ec.o ode

The bosonic Lagrangian action density of the Glashow—Weinberg-Salam electroweak model may
be written as

R R A
L= {Fp B — LW HW 4 (Do) - (D) — 2 (0 — 63)% (6.51)

where ¢ now is a Higgs complex doublet lying in the fundamental representation space of SU(2),
F,v and Hy, are the gauge fields of SU(2) and U(1) with the potential A, and By and the
corresponding coupling constants g and ¢’, respectively, for the generators of SU(2) we use the
conventional Pauli spin matrices 72 (a = 1, 2, 3),

() (1) (3 8) e e
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the coordinate vectors Ay = (Aﬁ), and the gauge-covariant derivatives are defined by the ex-
pressions

Dyo = (a“ —igr?Af — ig’Bu>¢ = Dyo — ig'Buo. (6.53)
Therefore, within the above framework, the Euler-Lagrangian equations of (6.51) are
DuyD'¢ = A(|¢l* - 63)¢, (6.54)
DHFy = ig(¢'r[Dve] — [Dve]'re), (6.55)
MHyw = ig'(¢'[Dvg] — [Dug]'9). (6.56)

Both dyon and vortex solutions of these equations have been obtained (cf. [152] and refer-
ences therein).®

. - ¢ s D d cel d 0D
Imntcncat.onan rey (ed (op’c

We start from a quick introduction to Riemannian geometry and a derivation of the metric
energy-momentum tensor. We next derive the Einstein equations for gravitation. We then dis-
cuss some direct cosmological consequences from the Einstein equations, the origin of the cos-
mological constant and its interpretation as vacuum mass-energy density, and the Schwarzschild
blackhole solution and its extensions. We end with an excursion to the ADM mass and related
topics such as the positive mass theorem and the Penrose inequality.
¢ ] 'K ,e'n "ed e ‘ot
Y t at

Let (guv) be the metric tensor of spacetime. The spacetime line element or the first fundamental
form is defined by

ds® = gpydaHdaY, (7.1)

which is also a measurement of the proper time (see (4.18) for its flat-spacetime version). A
freely moving particle in spacetime follows a curve that stationarizes the action

/ ds. (7.2)

We now derive the equations of motion from the above action principle.

8The following paragraph posted at Wikipedia about the Glashow—Weinberg-Salam model, under the subject
title ‘Unified Field Theory,” is worth reading in the context of our study here: In 1963 American physicist Sheldon
Glashow proposed that the weak nuclear force and electricity and magnetism could arise from a partially unified
electroweak theory. In 1967, Pakistani Abdus Salam and American Steven Weinberg independently revised
Glashow’s theory by having the masses for the W particle and Z particle arise through spontaneous symmetry
breaking with the Higgs mechanism. This unified theory was governed by the exchange of four particles: the
photon for electromagnetic interactions, a neutral Z particle and two charged W particles for weak interaction.
As a result of the spontaneous symmetry breaking, the weak force becomes short range and the Z and W bosons
acquire masses of 80.4 and 91.2 GeV, respectively. Their theory was first given experimental support by the
discovery of weak neutral currents in 1973. In 1983, the Z and W bosons were first produced at CERN by Carlo
Rubbia’s team. For their insights, Salam, Glashow and Weinberg were awarded the Nobel Prize in Physics in
1979. Carlo Rubbia and Simon van der Meer received the Prize in 1984.
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We use the notation zH(s) to denote the desired curve (trajectory of the particle) and dxH(s)
a small variation, both parametrized by s. Then, to the first order of variation, we have

5(ds?) = 2dsd(ds) = (6gyy)datda’ + 2gpydats(da’)
= (gw,adz%)dzHdz’ + 2g,ydatd(62Y), (7.3)

where and in the sequel we use the notation
f,C(a A|J,C(7 F|JV,C(7 TIJV,C(v (74)

etc., to denote the conventional partial derivative with respect to the variable @ of various
quantities. Using v* to denote the components of the 4-velocity,

dxzM(s
o(s) = ) (7.5
we then obtain
1 Vv a d \)
d(ds) = ng,av“v o0x” + gp\,vug(ém ) |ds
1 d
= (2% <§9uv.avuvv = @(Quavu)>d3 +d(guvtoz’). (7.6)

Inserting the above into the stationary condition

5/ds =0 (7.7)

and using the fact that dz* vanishes at the two end points of the curve, we arrive at the equations
of motion

d 1
&(guavu) - §9uv,aU“UV = 0. (7.8)
Again, since gy is symmetric, we have
d doM
E(guavu) = gpag + gpq,vvuvv
doH 1
QHGE + 5(9(;(“,\) + gqvip)’U“’UV. (79)
Consequently the equations of motion become
doM dov®
QHGE + F(;(pv’UIJ’UV =0 or qs + FS\,U“UV =0, (7.10)

where I'yyq and T’ ﬁ‘v are called the Christoffel symbols, which are defined by

1
vaa = §(gpv,a + Gua,v — gVO(,IJ)a FS\, = QGSFWB- (7-11)

The curves that are solutions of (7.10) are called geodesics.
We see immediately that I'ya = ['uayv. Besides, it is also useful to note that the definition
of I'a gives us the identity

Fwa + Tvpa = 9pv,a- (7.12)
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One of the most important applications of the Christoffel symbols is their role in the definition
of covariant derivatives for covariant and contravariant quantities,

A“;a == A“'a — FEC(AB7
Twia = Twa— FEQTBV - FeaTHﬁH
Ahy = AV o+ FEGAB,

)

T = T o+ Th TP + TR TH. (7.13)

We will sometimes use Vg to denote covariant derivative. A direct consequence of the above
definition and the identity (7.12) is that

Juv;a = Guv,a — Fﬁagﬁv - Feaguﬁ
= gw,a — pav — I'vop = 0. (7.14)

Similarly, g"V .o = 0. Therefore we have seen that the covariant and contravariant metric tensors,
guv and g"¥, behave like constants under covariant differentiation.

Let Ay be a test covariant vector. Following (7.13), we obtain through an easy calculation
the commutator

Apap — Aupia = [Va, VplAp = R)jgp Ay, (7.15)
where
_ v
nop = Mo = Dhap + 1ipTya — Dlial'Ve (7.16)

is a mixed 4-tensor called the Riemann curvature tensor. There hold the simple properties

\;)10([3 = - \|,)1[30(7 (717)
Y Y Vv —
Riop + Ropu + Bpua = 0. (7.18)
Furthermore, similar to (7.15), for covariant 2-tensors, we have
T — Tavipsa = RllagTyv + R apThy- (7.19)
Therefore, in particular, for a covariant vector field Ay, we have
Apviap — Apyipia = RLVIO(BAWV + R\V)O(BA“?V' (7.20)

We now make permutations of the indices v, o, 8 and add the three resulting equations. In view
of (7.15), the left-hand side is

(Apa:pv — App;azv) + permutations

_ Y
= (Bpop

= (RKGBAV;V + RKGS;VAV) + permutations. (7.21)

Ay).v + permutations

In view of (7.18), the right-hand side is

Y
Riap

Equating (7.21) and (7.22), we arrive at

Ay.v + permutations. (7.22)

R Ay + permutations = 0. (7.23)

Y
HaB;v
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Since Ay, is arbitrary, we find that

% % Y _
RWG;B + RWB;V + R“BV;G =0. (7.24)

This result is also known as the Bianchi identity.
The Ricci tensor Ry is defined from R\L)ldﬁ through contraction,

Ry = Rﬁva. (7.25)

It is clear that Ryy is symmetric. The scalar curvature R is then defined by
R = g"R. (7.26)

In the Bianchi identity (7.24), set v = v and multiply by gt®. We obtain

(QHGRYNO()?S + (guaRnaB);V + (guaRnBv);d =0, (7.27)
which is simply
2R 5 — R = 0. (7.28)
Multiplying the above by gH®, we have the following very important result,
GW., =0, (7.29)
where 1
GW = RW — Eg“VR, (7.30)

or its covariant partner, Gy, is called the Einstein tensor.
We next consider physics over the curved spacetime of metric (guv) governed by a matter
field u which is either a scalar field or a vector field and governed by the action

S = /E(:E,Du, g)\/@dzn, (7.31)

where we have emphasized the influence of the metric tensor g = (guy) and used the canonical
volume element \/m dz. Here |g| is the absolute value of the determinant of the metric g. Since
physics is independent of coordinates, £ must be a scalar. For example, the real Klein—-Gordon
action density now reads

L(x,u, Du, g) = %g“vapua\,u —V(u), (7.32)

which is g-dependent. In other words, physics can no longer be purely material.
It is easily seen that the Euler-Lagrange equations, or the equations of motion, of (7.31) are
now

1 oL oL
6U<V|9|W>:%a a=1,2-,m; u=(u?), (7.33)

Vil

Using the translation invariance of the action and (7.33), we can derive the energy-momentum
tensor,” also called the stress tensor, TH, given as

oL oL
— MV — 9,0H BV Y 34
o Y L=20"g"5 a5 — 9" L (7.34)

T = 2

9The foundational framework that allows one to derive conserved quantities as a result of symmetry properties
of the action is called the Noether theorem which will not be elaborated here.

60



which obeys the conservation law
™., =0. (7.35)

The basic principle which led Einstein to write down his fundamental equations for gravita-
tion states that the geometry of a spacetime is determined by the matter it contains. Mathe-
matically, Einstein’s idea was to consider the equation

QW = —k T, (7.36)

where QW is a 2-tensor generated from the spacetime metric (guy) which is purely geometric,
TH is the energy-momentum tensor which is purely material,  is a constant called the Einstein
gravitational constant, and the negative sign in front of x is inserted for convenience. This
equation imposes severe restriction to the possible form of the 2-tensor Q"V. For example, Q"
should also satisfy the same conservation law (or the divergence-free condition),

QW =0, (7.37)

as TH (see (7.35)). The simplest candidate for Q" could be g"v. However, since gV is non-
degenerate, this choice is seen to be incorrect because it makes THY non-degenerate, which is
absurd in general. The next candidate could be the Ricci curvature RHY. Since R*Y does not
satisfy the required identity (7.37), it has to be abandoned. Consequently, based on both the
compatibility condition (7.37) and simplicity consideration, we are naturally led to the choice
of the Einstein tensor, G*V, defined in (7.30). Therefore we obtain the Finstein equations,

GIJV = —K TIJV or G“V = —K Tpv (738)

It can be shown that the equation (7.38) recovers Newton’s law of gravitation,

mi1me9

F=-g2

(7.39)
r
which gives the magnitude of an attractive force between two point particles of masses my
and mo with a distance r apart, in the static spacetime and slow motion limit, if and only if
k = 8mG. Recall that the constant G is called the Newton universal gravitational constant,
which is extremely small compared to other quantities.

In summary, we have just derived the Einstein gravitational field equations,

‘.
e

; > S ol
¢ # Ca r‘o‘o‘{g‘ con ence

In modern cosmology, the universe is believed to be homogeneous (the number of stars per unit
volume is uniform throughout large regions of space) and isotropic (the number of stars per
unit solid angle is the same in all directions). This basic property is known as the Cosmological
Principle and has been evidenced by astronomical observations. A direct implication of such a
principle is that synchronized clocks may be placed throughout the universe to give a uniform
measurement of time (Cosmic time). Another is that the space curvature, K, is constant at
any fixed cosmic time ¢. Hence we have the following simple mathematical descriptions for the
space.
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(a) If K = K(t) > 0, the space is closed and may be defined as a 3-sphere embedded in the
flat Euclidean space of the form

1
Py tw?=d?, a=at) = . (7.41)

(b) If K = K(t) < 0, the space is open and may be defined similarly by the equation

2 2 2, 9 9
—z°—y =2+ w =a*, a=a(t) = —, (7.42)
[ K (2)]

which is embedded in the flat Minkowski space with the line element
da? + dy? 4 d2* — dw?, (7.43)

known as the anti-de Sitter space (or the ‘adS space’ in short).!?
(c) If K = K(t) = 0, the space is the Euclidean space R3. In particular the space is open
and its line element is given by
d¢? = da” + dy* + d2*. (7.44)

Use the conventional spherical coordinates (r, 6, x) to replace the Cartesian coordinates
(z,y, z). We have
x=rcosfsiny, y=rsinfsiny, 2z =rcosy. (7.45)

Thus, in the cases (a) and (b), we have
+r? +w? =d?,  +rdr = wdw. (7.46)

Substituting (7.45) and (7.46) into the line elements of the Euclidean space and of the Minkowski
space given by (7.43), respectively, we obtain the induced line element d¢? of the space,

2
2 _ a 2, 279092 2 .2 2
de = Wdr + r“d#” + r~sin” fdx~. (7.47)
Finally, inserting (7.47) into the spacetime line element and making the rescaling r +— ar,
we have

ds? = dt? — az(t)< dr? + r2d6? + r? sin’ 9dx2>, (7.48)

(1—kr2?)
where k = +1 or £k = 0 according to K > 0,K < 0 or K = 0. This is the most general
line element of a homogeneous and isotropic spacetime and is known as the Robertson—Walker
metric.

In cosmology, the large-scale viewpoint allows us to treat stars or galaxies as particles of a
perfect ‘gas’ that fills the universe and is characterized by its mass-energy density p, counting
both rest mass and kinetic energy per unit volume, and pressure p, so that the associated
energy-momentum tensor 7}, is given by

Tuw = (p + p)vpvy + PGy, (7.49)

°Tn the Minkowski spacetime R™' with the metric ds? = (d;co 2 — 3" (dz")?, the de Sitter or anti-de Sitter
space is the hyperbolic submanifold defined by (z°)* — 37 | (2)* = Fa® (a > 0).
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where vy, is the 4-velocity of the gas particles and gy, is the spacetime metric. The cosmological
principle requires that p and p depend on time ¢ only.

We now consider some possible consequences of a homogeneous and isotropic universe in
view of the Einstein theory. From (7.16) and (7.25), we can represent the Ricci tensor in terms
of the Christoffel symbols by

Ryy =Ty — Tl + TopThy — T Tl (7.50)
Naturally, we label our coordinates according to z° = t,a2' = r,2?> = 6,22 = y. Then the
nonzero Christoffel symbols induced from the Robertson—Walker line element are '

Mh = G gy Te=a®d@)r, T =at)d@)rsne,
'(t) kr
o1 at)” M (1= kr2y
TY, = —r(1—kr?), Tl=—r(1— kr?)sin20,
a'(t) 1 .
ng = a(t)v F%QZ;a F§32—51n9c:059,
a'(t) 1
F83 = a(t) ) F?3 - ;7 F§3 = cot 07 (751)

where o(t) = da(t)/dt. Inserting (7.51) into (7.50), we see that the Ricci tensor Ryy becomes
diagonal with

3a’ aa” + 2(a’)? + 2k
Roo = —= Ru=- 1 72 ;
R22 = —((I(I// + 2((1/)2 + 2k)T27
R33 = —(aa// + 2((1/)2 + 2]{:)7’2 sin2 0. (7'52)

Hence, in view of (7.26), the scalar curvature (7.26) becomes
6 2
R= g(aa” + (d)* + k). (7.53)

On the other hand, from (7.10) and (7.51), we see that the geodesics of the metric (7.48),
which are the trajectories of moving stars and galaxies when net local interactions are neglected,
are given by r, 6, y = constant. Thus in (7.49) we have vg = 1 and vj = 0, ¢ = 1,2, 3. Therefore

Ty is also diagonal with
pa’
1 — kr?’

Substituting (7.52), (7.53), and (7.54) into the Einstein equations (7.40), we arrive at the
following two equations,

Too=p, Ti1= Ty = pa’r?,  Ts3 = pa’r?sin? 6. (7.54)

"
3% = —4nG(p+ 3p),
ad” +2(d)? +2k = 4nG(p—p)a’. (7.55)

171t should be noted that, nowadays, the computation of Riemannian tensors has been facilitated enormously
by available symbolic packages. See [19, 88, 112] and references therein.
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Eliminating a” from these equations, we obtain the well-known Friedmann equation
"2 8m 2
(@) +k= ?Gpa . (7.56)

We can show that, in the category of time-dependent solutions, the Einstein cosmological equa-
tions, (7.55), are in fact equivalent to the single Friedmann equation (7.56). To this end, recall
that both systems are to be subject to the conservation law for the energy-momentum tensor,

namely, TW., = 0 or
/

o +3(p —I—p)% —0. (7.57)

Differentiating (7.56) and using (7.57), we get the first equation in (7.55). Inserting (7.56) into
the first equation in (7.55), we get the second equation in (7.55).

The relative rate of change of the radius of the universe is recognized as Hubble’s ‘constant’,
H(t), which is given by
a'(t)
a(t)’
Recent estimates for Hubble’s constant put it at about (18 x 10° years)~!. In particular, a’ > 0
at present. However, since the first equation in (7.55) indicates that a” < 0 everywhere, we
can conclude that @’ > 0 for all time in the past. In other words, the universe has undergone a
process of expansion in the past.

We now investigate whether the universe has a beginning time. For this purpose, let tg
denote the present time and ¢ denote any past time, ¢ < tg. The property a” < 0 again gives us
a'(t) > a/(tp), which implies that

H(t) =

(7.58)

a(to) — a(t) > d'(to)(to — 1)

Thus there must be a finite time ¢ in the past, ¢ < tg, when a vanishes. Such a time may
be defined as the time when the universe begins. For convenience, we may assume that the
universe begins at ¢ = 0, namely, a(0) = 0. Hence we arrive at the general picture of the Big
Bang cosmology that the universe started at a finite time in the past from a singular point and
has been expanding in all its history of evolution.

It is easy to see that the equations (7.55) do not allow static (time-independent) solutions.
When Einstein applied his gravitational equations to cosmology, he hoped to obtain a homoge-
neous, isotropic, static, and compact universe. Therefore he was led to his modified equations

Gp\) + Agpv = 871G T|JV7 (759)

where A is a constant called the cosmological constant. Of course the added cosmological term,
Agyy, does not violate the required divergence-free condition. Although static models of the uni-
verse have long been discarded since Hubble’s discovery in 1929 that the universe is expanding,
a nonvanishing cosmological constant gives important implications in the theoretical studies of
the early-universe cosmology. In fact, the equations (7.59) may also be rewritten

GUV = —-8nG (Tpv + TS\YaC)> )
A
TS\YaC) = %QHV7 (7.60)
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where T, S\Y ac) is interpreted as the energy-momentum tensor associated with the vacuum: the

vacuum polarization of quantum field theory endows the vacuum with a nonzero energy-momentum
tensor, which is completely unobservable except by its gravitational effects. In particular,

plvac) _ plvac) _ % (7.61)

may be viewed as the mass-energy density of the vacuum. This viewpoint imposes a natural
restriction on the sign of the cosmological constant, A > 0.
Multiplying (7.59) by the metric gV and summing over repeated indices, we find

R=8rGT+4A, T =gWTp. (7.62)

Inserting (7.62) into (7.59), we obtain the more elegant equations

1
In particular, in the absence of matter, we have the vacuum Einstein equations
Any spacetime satisfying (7.64) is called an Einstein space and its metric gy is called an Finstein
metric.
‘5 s O | B - v > 5
¢ K gcio fono »&ha"rzchd

In the situation when both the cosmological constant A and the matter energy-momentum tensor
vanish, the Einstein equations (7.63) become

which says that the vacuum spacetime is characterized by its Ricci tensor being trivial. In the
context of the static spherically symmetric limit with the standard coordinates (¢, 7,6, ¢) used
to count for (zH), the metric element takes the form

ds? = f(r) dt* — {h(r) dr® + r?(d6? + sin®  d¢?)}. (7.66)

With (7.66), the Ricci tensor becomes diagonal and the diagonal components are given by [144]

Ry = () 337 + (rfh) 7 (767
Ri = —3Um) SR + )7 (7.69)
Roy = R33 = —%(rfh)‘lf’ + (rh®) 7 72 (1 - A7, (7.69)
Inserting these into (7.65), we have
% In(fh) =0, (7.70)
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which leads to f = K/h where K > 0 is a constant. Since f appears as the coefficient of d¢? in
the metric element (7.66), we may rescale the time coordinate with ¢ — K 3¢ to normalize K to
unity. Thus, substituting fh = 1 into (7.69) and setting it to zero, we obtain [144]

1
f=-0-1, (7.7)
which may be integrated to give us
C
=1+, (7.72)

where C' is an integrating constant. We can examine that the pair (f, h) where h = 1/f and
f given in (7.72) indeed makes (7.67)—(7.69) vanish identically. Therefore, the metric element
(7.66) becomes

-1
ds? = (1 + g) de? — {(1 + g) dr? + r?(d6? + sin? 9d¢2)} . (7.73)

It is worth noting that, in the r — oo limit, this metric assumes the form of that in the standard
flat Minkowski spacetime, i.e.,

ds? = dt? — {dr? +r3(d6* + sin? 6 dp?)}. (7.74)

Since regularity of the metric element requires f > 0, we may be tempted to take C > 0 in
(7.72). Unfortunately, or fortunately, the situation we are facing here is not so simple and a more
elaborate consideration needs to be carried out so that the solution is physically meaningful.
Indeed, one may argue [144] that, since the solution should recover that given by the Newton
law of gravitation generated from a centralized localized mass, say M, in the region where r is
sufficiently large, one is led to the inevitable conclusion

C =—2GM, (7.75)

where G is the Newton constant.

It may be instructive to take a pause and find how to work (7.75) out. For this purpose,
consider the motion of a test particle far away from local region. Relativistically, the trajectory
of the particle is parameterized by the proper time, ds, in terms of the spacetime coordinates
a2M(s), and following the geodesic equations, (7.10). We may assume that the speed of the motion
is negligible compared with the speed of light. Thus we are able to take the approximation

ds ~dt, " =(1,0,0,0). (7.76)
In view of (7.76), the equations (7.10) become

d2z®
F—I—Fgo :0, a:0,1,2,3. (777)

However, by virtue of (7.66), we see that the only nontrivial component of (7.77) is at a = 1
(x! = r) which is the single equation

&’ fi(r) 1 C ( C’>’

I = (142

a2~ 2h 2 272 r (7.78)
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which agrees with Newton’s law

d?r GM
for r sufficiently large only if C' is taken to satisfy (7.75), as stated.
In summary, we have arrived at the solution represented by
2GM 2GM\
ds? = (1 - = > dt® — (1 - = > dr? + r%(d6? 4 sin? 0 d¢?) 3 , (7.80)

which is the celebrated Schwarzschild metric or Schwarzschild solution of the Einstein equations.
Schwarzschild obtained this solution in 1915, the same year when Einstein published his work
of general relativity.'? There are coordinate singularities at the radius

r=rs = 2GM, (7.81)

referred to as the Schwarzschild radius. With rg, we rewrite (7.80) as

ds? = (1 - 7;—S> de? — {(1 - 7;—S> " 4+ r2(d6? —|—sin29d¢2)} , (7.82)
The singular sphere, r = rg, in space, also called the Schwarzschild surface, is an event horizon.
The solution (7.80) represents an empty-space solution or exterior solution which is valid outside
a spherically distributed massive body occupying the region given by » < R (say). In other words,
the solution (7.80) is valid for » > R. To get the interior solution of the Einstein equations in
r < R, we need to consider the full equations (7.40), with suitably given energy-momentum or
stress tensor (7.49) (say) which enables us to match the exterior solution. A detailed discussion
of the interior solution may be found in [144].

We now discuss some of the simplest consequences of the Schwarzschild solution.

First, we note that, since the Newton constant G is a tiny quantity, the Schwarzschild radius
rs given by (7.81) is usually very small compared with the radius R of the gravitating body of
mass M under normal circumstances. For example, R = 6371 km and rs = 9 mm for the Earth;
R = 696000 km and rg = 3 km for the Sun. Thus, normally the Schwarzschild surface is well
hidden in the bulk of the gravitating body, rs < R, and there is no singular gravitational effect
because as the exterior solution the expression (7.82) is only valid for » > R.

2Here is some interesting reading provided by Wikipedia: Einstein himself was pleasantly surprised to learn
that the field equations admitted exact solutions, because of their prima facie complexity, and because he himself
had only produced an approximate solution. Einstein’s approximate solution was given in his famous 1915 article
on the advance of the perihelion of Mercury. There, Einstein used rectangular coordinates to approximate the
gravitational field around a spherically symmetric, non-rotating, non-charged mass. Schwarzschild, in contrast,
chose a more elegant ‘polar-like’ coordinate system and was able to produce an exact solution which he first set
down in a letter to Einstein of 22 December 1915, written while Schwarzschild was serving in the war stationed on
the Russian front. Schwarzschild concluded the letter by writing: “As you see, the war treated me kindly enough,
in spite of the heavy gunfire, to allow me to get away from it all and take this walk in the land of your ideas.”
In 1916, Einstein wrote to Schwarzschild on this result: “I have read your paper with the utmost interest. I had
not expected that one could formulate the exact solution of the problem in such a simple way. I liked very much
your mathematical treatment of the subject. Next Thursday I shall present the work to the Academy with a few
words of explanation. — Albert Einstein.” Schwarzschild accomplished this triumph while serving in the German
army during World War I. He died the following year from pemphigus, a painful autoimmune disease which he
developed while at the Russian front.
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However, if the mass density of the gravitating body is so high that R < rg, the singular
surface r = rg gives rise to rich and complicated gravitational properties of the spacetime. To
illustrate, we may consider ‘light’ propagation along the radial direction, characterized by the
null proper time condition, ds?> = 0, subject to df = 0 and d¢ = 0. Thus, we obtain

(%)2 (1=, (7.83)

Outside the event horizon, r > rg, we see clearly that light is slowed down when it is near a
gravitating body. Thus, a gravitating body bends light. Inside the event horizon, r < rg, we

have 13 .
(£ —1), for outward light,

dr
dt { — (8 —1), for inward light. (7.86)

From the first line in (7.86), we see that it takes infinite time for the outward light to reach the
event horizon; from the second line in (7.86), we have

r+rgln(rs —r) =t + Cy, (7.87)

which says the light is accelerated and even reach the spacetime singularity 7 = 0 in finite time
if » > 0 is empty space. Thus we have observed that, inside the event horizon, it is ‘easier’
to fall towards the center than deviate from it. Indeed, such a space region, enclosed by the
event horizon and popularly called the Schwarzschild black hole, allows nothing, not even light,
to escape from it but rather tends to ‘collapse’ everything towards its center.

It may also be of interest to present some of the well-known extensions of the Schwarzschild
solution.

The Reissner Nordsm‘ so ution

First, consider the situation where an electrostatic field comes into the picture. Setting
B = (vanishing magnetic field) and E = (Q/ r3) [ (electric field given by the Coulomb law) in
the empty space and solving the Einstein equations (7.40) there, we see that the metric (7.80)
becomes

2 2\ —1
d32: (1_ 2GM+GQ > dt2_{<1_2GM+GQ > dT2+T2(d92+Sin29d¢2)}7

r r2 r r2
(7.88)
which is called the Reissner—Nordstrom metric. An event horizon occurs when
2GM  GQ?

1-— + @ =0, (7.89)

2

r r

BInside the event horizon, r < rs, and the metric becomes

2 _ (Ts -1 s 2 2 2 .2 2

ds 7(7—1) dr —{(7—1) dt® + r2(d¢” + sin 9d¢)}, (7.84)

which suggests in view of the spacetime signature that the time and radial coordinates, ¢t and r, may actually
switch roles,
ter, (7.85)

inside the black hole. Here, however, in order to keep our discussion at a minimum level of complexity, we avoid
such an interpretation but maintain the original meanings of ¢t and r.
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which has no solution when @ is sufficiently large so that

Q* > GM>. (7.90)
In this case, the metric is regular everywhere in r > 0. On the other hand, when

Q* < GM?, (7.91)

the equation (7.89) gives rise to two concentric event horizons with the radii

re = GM +/G2M? — GQ2, (7.92)

which merge into a single event horizon with the half of the Schwarzschild radius, %T’S =GM,
in the deienerate limit, Q% = GM?2.

The Berr so'ution

Next, consider a rotating spherically symmetric gravitating body. Recall that, for a mass
occupying a region V with mass density p and rotating about a certain axis ¢, the moment of
inertia may be calculated by

1= /V (ol )d,. (7.93)

where () denotes the distance from the point  to the axis ¢. If the angular velocity of the
rotating motion of the mass about £ is w, then the angular momentum is

J=lw. (7.94)

In terms of J, the exterior gravitational metric generated from a spherically distributed mass
rotating around the vertical axis with angular velocity w is found to be

ds®> = p72(p? — rgr)dt? — p? (r2 —rsr+ az)_l dr? — p2d6?
—(r? + a® + rgra®p~?sin? 0) sin” 6 d¢? + 2rgrap? sin? 0 dtd, (7.95)

where a = J/M and p? = r? + o2 cos? §. This metric is known as the Kerr metric. Considering
the conditions g¢t = 0 and grr = 0 again, we see that the event horizons would occur at the radii

. TrsE/ri—4a2cos?f v TsEA/TE—4a?
Ty = 5 B 5 ry = 2S . (796)

The above extensions allow us to come up with the concepts of charged black holes and
rotating black holes. For details, see [92].

The above two examples have shown us, in view of general relativity, the important fact that,
gravity, or rather spacetime curvature, can be generated from electricity or spinning motion, as
well as mass. Besides, the presence of event horizons or black holes is seen to be a universal
phenomenon dictated by the Einstein equations.

It is worth noting that the work of Schwarzschild may further be extended to incorporate
the situation of the black holes generated from charged and rotating masses. In such a context,
the solution is called the Kerr—Newman solution due to E. Newman et al [97, 98].
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At this point, it may be interesting to discuss briefly the Positive Energy Theorem [103, 119,
120, 121, 122, 148] and the Penrose Conjecture [105] in general relativity. In this context, we are
interested in an asymptotically Euclidean space-like hypersurface (M, g) embedded in a four-
dimensional Lorentzian spacetime whose metric tensor satisfies the Einstein equations (7.40) for
which the energy-momentum tensor T}y is subject to a physically motivated condition, called
the dominant energy condition, which implies that the pointwise energy density H = T is
nonnegative and is in fact bounded from below by the magnitude of the pointwise angular
momentum according to

(7.97)

The hypersurface (M, g) is said to be asymptotically Euclidean if there is a compact subset K in
M such that M\ K is the union of finitely many ‘ends’ of M so that each end is diffeomorphic
to R3 \ By where By denotes the ball of radius » > 0 centered at the origin. Under this
diffeomorphism, the metric gjk of M at each end can be represented near infinity by

gjk(:E) = djk + ajk(:E), z e R3 \ Br,
ajk(z) = O(lz[™"), 9 ajk(z) = O(z|7?), 8 dmajk(z) = O(|z| %), (7.98)

and the second fundamental form (hjk) there satisfies similar asymptotic estimates
hik(z) = O(|z|%), 0 hjk(z) = O(|z|™?), = €R*\ By. (7.99)

Without loss of generality, we assume only one end for convenience. According to Arnowitt,
Deser, and Misner [7], the total energy E and the momentum P can be defined as the limits of
integral fluxes

1

. k
E = Erlggo aBr(ajgjk—akgjj)l/ doy, (7.100)

1 "

P = grlggo 5Br(hk_5khjj)y doy, (7.101)
where doy is the area element of 9By and v denotes the outnormal vector to 0By. The Positive
Energy Theorem [103, 119, 120, 121, 148] states that the total energy (7.100) is bounded from
below by the total momentum (7.101) by

E > |P| (7.102)

and that E = 0 if and only if (M, g) is the Euclidean space (R3,§). In the special case when
the second fundamental form (hjk) vanishes identically, P = 0, the energy E is called the total
mass or the ADM mass, M A1y, Which is always nonnegative, M Ay = 0. The Positive Mass
Theorem [122] states that

MADM > 0, (7.103)

unless the hypersurface (M, g) is the Euclidean space (R3,§).
Simply put, the above theorems imply that no energy or mass means no geometry or no
gravitation.
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Note that, using the Einstein equations (7.40), one may relate the scalar curvature Ry of
(M, g) to the energy density Tpg by

Ry + (h)? — h¥hl = 167G Ty, (7.104)

Thus, as a consequence of the dominant energy condition (see (7.97)), the vanishing of the
second fundamental form naturally leads to the positivity condition for the scalar curvature,

Ry > 0. (7.105)

Naturally, one would hope to bound M Ay away from zero by some physical information
in a gravitational system. For example, one may start from considering an isolated blackhole
of mass M > 0 whose spacetime metric is known to be given by the Schwarzschild line element
(7.80). It can be checked that the spatial slice at any fixed ¢ has the property that its second
fundamental form vanishes and that its ADM mass is the same as the black hole mass M. In
this case, the singular surface or the event horizon, X, of the black hole is a sphere of radius
rs = 2GM whose surface area has the value

Area(X) = 4712 = 167G*M?, (7.106)

The Penrose Conjecture [105] states that the total energy E of the spacetime defined in (7.100)
is bounded from below by the total surface area of its apparent horizon ¥, which coincides with
the event horizon in the case of a Schwarzschild blackhole, by

167G2E? > Area(X). (7.107)

In the special case when the second fundamental form of the hypersurface M vanishes, (7.107)

becomes
167G* My ppp = Area(X), (7.108)

which is referred to as the Riemannian Penrose Inequality, for which the lower bound may be
saturated only in the Schwarzschild limit [16, 17, 18, 62, 63].
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We have seen that gauge theory in three dimensions allows the existence of magnetically and
electrically charged particle-like solutions called dyons. Naturally, it will be interesting to know
whether there are dyons in two dimensions. That is, whether there are magnetically and electri-
cally charged static vortices in gauge theory. To answer this question, Julia and Zee studied the
Abelian Higgs gauge field theory model in their now classic 1975 paper [67]. Using a radially
symmetric field configuration ansatz and assuming a sufficiently fast decay rate at spatial infin-
ity, they were able to conclude that a finite-energy static solution of the equations of motion over
the (2 + 1)-dimensional Minkowski spacetime must satisfy the temporal gauge condition, and
thus, is necessarily electrically neutral. This result, referred here as the Julia—Zee theorem, leads
to many interesting consequences. For example, it makes it transparent that the static Abelian
Higgs model is exactly the Ginzburg—Landau theory [51] which is purely magnetic [66, 99]. Since
the work of Julia and Zee [67], it has been accepted [38, 60, 65, 70, 104, 142, 143] that, in order
to obtain both electrically and magnetically charged static vortices, one needs to introduce into
the Lagrangian action density the Chern—Simons topological terms [30, 31], which is an essential
construct in anyon physics [146, 147]. See also [47]. The pur
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Recall that the classical Abelian Higgs theory over the (2+ 1)-dimensional spacetime is governed
by the Lagrangian action density (4.32) and the associated equations of motion are (4.33)—(4.35).
In the static situation, the operator dy = 0 nullifies everything. Hence the electric charge density
p becomes

p=J" = L(6D% ~ 619G) = Ao’ (8.1)

where Dy, = 0y + 1Ay, is the renormalized gauge-covariant derivative, and a nontrivial temporal
component of the gauge field, Ag, is necessary for the presence of electric charge. On the other
hand, the ¢ = 0 component of the left-hand side of the Maxwell equation (4.34) is

HWFY = 0;(Fig) = 0?Ag = AA,. (8.2)

Consequently, the static version of the equations of motion (4.33)—(4.35) may be written as

D6 = 2V(I6P)6 — A3, (8.3)
OjFj = %@Dmﬁ—w—mﬁ), (8.4)
Ady = |6 Ao, (8.5)

in which (8.5) is the Gauss law. Moreover, since the energy-momentum (stress) tensor has the
form

I/ 1 _ [
Tw = —™Y Fuyw Fyyr + §(Du¢Dv¢ + DyuopDyo) — nu L, (8.6)

the Hamiltonian density is given by
1 1 1 1
H =Ty = §|5i140|2 + §A3|¢|2 + ZF% + §|Di¢|2 +V (I, (8.7)
so that the finite-energy condition reads

Hdz < oo. (8.8)
R2

With the above formulation, the Julia—Zee theorem [67] may be stated as: Suppose that
(Ag, Ai, @) is a finite-energy solution of the static Abelian Higgs equations (8.3)-(8.5) over R2.
Then either Ag = 0 everywhere if ¢ is not identically zero or Ag = constant and the solution
18 necessarily electrically neutral. In other words, the static Abelian Higgs model is exactly the
Ginzburg—Landau theory.

Here is a proof [132] of the theorem which relies on a crucial choice of a test function so that
the argument is valid exactly in two dimensions.

Let 0 < n <1 be of compact support and define for M > 0 fixed the truncated function

M if Ay > M,
AN = Ay if |Ag| < M, (8.9)
—M if Ag < —M.

Then, multiplying (8.5) by nA) and integrating, we have

/RZ [NV A - VAM + ANV Ay - Vip + n]¢|2 AN Ag] dz = 0. (8.10)
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Using (8.9) in (8.10), we find

n|¢I2A3d$+M2/ nle? dz

{lAo[>M}n supp(n)
g/
{lAo[<M}n supp(n

< M(/RZWAOde) (/RZ |V17|2d:13>%. (8.11)

For R > 0, we now choose 7 to be a logarithmic cutoff function given as

/{le|<M }n supp(n)

1 if |z| < R,
n=1q 22X if R <|z| <R (8.12)

0 if || > R2.

Then )
V2 de = =2 8.13
L1 = 27 (8.13)
Using (8.13) in (8.11) gives
/ |p|* A2 d:n—l—/ |V Ap|? da
{IAc|<M}NBR {lAo|<M}NBR

< / |p|? A2 d:n+M2/ |<;5|2d:13—|—/ |V Ag|? dz
{lAo|<M}NBR {|Ao|>M}NBR {lAo|<M}NBR

1
2
(271' ng |VA(]|2 dl'>
M .

< 1
(InR)2

(8.14)

The right hand side of (8.14) tends to zero as R tends to infinity. Letting M tend to infinity
proves conclusion.
The Julia—Zee theorem is also valid for non-Abelian gauge field theory. See [132].
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For simplicity, we again concentrate on the Abelian situation in (2 + 1) dimensions. With the
gauge field Ay, and the induced field tensor Fly = 0uAv — Oy Ay, the Chern-Simons term reads

iEGHVAquv, (815)

where €™ is the skew-symmetric Kronecker symbol with ¢?1? = 1. It is clear that the term

(8.15) is not invariant under the gauge transformation
Ay = Ay —i0yw. (8.16)

However, such a violation of gauge symmetry is only local but not global. In other words, the
integral of (8.15), i.e.,

/ iEGHVAQF“V d:E, (817)
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remains gauge invariant, as may be checked easily through an integration by parts that
/EC(HV (OQW)F“V dZE = /Eauv([avanU]A“ — [a“anU]Av) dZE
= /ea“\' (OyOqw) Ay dx — /eV““(aaavw)A“ dz

= /ea“\' (OyOaqw — OqOyw) Ay dz = 0. (8.18)

Thus, there is no violation of gauge symmetry when a Chern—Simons term is added into an
action density.

With the above preparation, the Abelian Chern—Simons-Higgs Lagrangian density intro-
duced in [104, 142], which minimally extends the classical Abelian Higgs model [66, 99], defined
over the Minkowski spacetime R%!, may be written in the form

1 K 1 — A
L= _ZFIJVFIJV + Z€“VGAqua + 5 Dud DM — §(|¢|2 - 1)% (8.19)

where k is a constant referred to as the Chern—Simons coupling parameter. In some literature,
the quantity k = mk is also called the level of the Chern—Simons theory so that the Chern—Simons
term in the action density assumes the form

k
EEGIJVAQF“\). (820)

The extremals of the Lagrangian density (8.19) formally satisfy its Euler-Lagrange equations,
or the Abelian Chern-Simons—Higgs equations [104],

A
DuDMo = Zo(1 -6, (8.21)
OVF“V—ge“VO‘F\,a = —JM (8.22)

in which (8.22) expresses the modified Mazwell equations so that the current density J* is given
by .

M = S(6D"p — 6DVY), (8.23)
as before. Since we will consider static configurations only so that all the fields are independent
of the temporal coordinate, t = 2°, we have

p=J"=—Ayl¢% (8.24)

Besides, also recall that the electric field E = EJ, in the spatial plane, and magnetic fields H,
perpendicular to the spatial plane, induced from the gauge field A}, are

BV =94y, j=1,2; H=Fp, (8.25)

respectively. The static version of the Chern—Simons—Higgs equations (8.21) and (8.22) take the
explicit form

A
Djp = (g~ 1)o— A5, (8.26)
OkFjk — kejkkAo = %(EDW — ¢Dj9), (8.27)
AAy = kFi9+ |¢|2A0 (828)
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On the other hand, since the Chern—Simons term gives rise to a topological invariant which is
independent of the spacetime metric, 7y, it makes no contribution to the energy-momentum
tensor Ty of the action density (8.19) which may be calculated as

T = —n*PFuaFup + %([qus]m + [Duol[Dve]) — nuv Lo, (8.29)

where L is obtained from the Lagrangian (8.19) by setting x = 0. Hence, it follows that the
Hamiltonian H = Ty or the energy density of the theory is given by

1 1 1 1 A
H = SIVAP + 5101 AS + S Ff + 5 (D16 + Dadl”) + 2162 = 1)% (8:30)

which is positive-definite and the terms in (8.30) not containing Ay are exactly those appearing
in the classical Abelian Higgs model [66, 99]. Thus, the finite-energy condition

E(6, Ao, Aj) = /R H(Ao, A3, 6)(x) do < o (8.31)

leads us to arriving at the following natural asymptotic behavior of the fields Ay, Aj, and ¢,

Ag, 0jAg — 0, (8.32)
F — 0, (8.33)

as |z| — oo. In analogue to the Abelian Higgs model [66, 99|, we see that a finite-energy solution
of the Chern—Simons—Higgs equations (8.26)—(8.28) should be classified by the winding number,
say N € Z, of the complex scalar field ¢ near infinity, which is expected to give rise to the total
quantized magnetic charge (or magnetic flux).

The resolution of the aforementioned open problem for the existence of charged vortices
in the full Chern—Simons—Higgs theory amounts to prove that, for any integer IV, the coupled
nonlinear elliptic equations (8.26)—(8.28) over R? possess a smooth solution (A, Aj, ¢) satisfying
the finite-energy condition (8.31) and natural boundary conditions (8.32)—(8.34) so that the
winding number of ¢ near infinity is N.

Below is the main existence theorem [28], which solves the above problem.

For any given integer N, the Chern-Simons—Higgs equations (8.26)(8.28) over R? have a
smooth finite-energy solution (¢, Ag, Aj) satisfying the asymptotic properties (8.32)-(8.34) as
|| — oo such that the winding number of ¢ near infinity is N, which is also the algebraic
multiplicity of zeros of ¢ in R?, and the total magnetic charge Qm and electric charge Qe are
given by the quantization formulas

1

Gm = 27 Jpo Fipdz = N, (8.35)
1

Qe = 7 Rzpd:ﬂz KN. (8.36)

Such a solution represents an N -vortex soliton which is indeed both magnetically and electrically
charged.

It should be noted that the problem we encounter here is that the static Chern—Simons—Higgs
equations (8.26)—(8.28) are not the Euler-Lagrange equations of the energy functional (8.31)
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defined by the Hamiltonian density (8.30) but the action functional defined by the Lagrangian
density (8.19), which may be written explicitly as

A
K6, A0d) = 3 [ (Fh+IDioP + Dol + 6P - 1?) da

1
) /2 (IVAof* + Af|l* + 2k A0 Fi2) da. (8.37)
R

Thus, we need to find a critical point of the indefinite action functional (8.37) under the finite-
energy condition (8.31) and the topological constraint Qm = N expressed in (8.35).

In order to tackle the difficulty arising from the negative part of the action functional, we
introduce the constraint

/ {VA(] . V/I(] + |¢|2A0/~10 + I{Flgle(]} dz =0, V/I(], (8.38)
R2

for each pair of fixed ¢ and Aj, maintaining the finite-energy condition. In particular, when
Ay = Ag, we have

/ Ao Fry da = —/ (V4|2 + A2|6[2} da. (8.39)
R2 R2

Substituting (8.39) into (8.37), we see that the action functional becomes positive definite, which
resolves the issue of dealing with an indefinite action functional in the original (unconstrained)
setting.

Note that what is interesting in the Chern—Simons—Higgs context is that the electric charge
Qe is also quantized topologically. Such a property is naturally expected since the finite-energy
condition (8.31) for the equations (8.26)—(8.28) implies the vanishing property

AAgdzx = 0. (8.40)
RZ

Thus, integrating (8.28) and using (8.24), we arrive at Qe = KQm, which gives us (8.36).

Combining the above existence theorem with the Julia—Zee theorem, we arrive at the con-
clusion: The Abelian static Chern—Simons—Higgs equations (8.26)—(8.28), which are the Euler—
Lagrange equations of the minimally coupled action density (8.19), have a nontrivial finite-energy
solution if and only if the Chern—Simons term is present, which is characterized by the condition
Kk # 0. In such a situation, electricity and magnetism must co-exist.

For extensions of this study to the case of existence of non-Abelian Chern—Simons—Higgs
vortices, see [28].

i) "o . gl o el
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Related to the Chern—Simons theory and relevant in modeling electroweak interaction, Rubakov
and Tavkhelidze [116] introduced in 1985 the ‘Abelian Higgs energy functional’
1
E(A,u) = / {EW x A2+ |Vul|? + ¢*|APu® + A(u? - v2)2} dz, (8.41)

over R3, governing a vector field A and a real scalar field u, subject to the prescribed Chern—
Simons charge

2
g
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where g, v, A > 0 are coupling constants. The Euler-Lagrange equations of the problem are

Au— g2 APy — 22 (u? —vH)u = 0, (8.43)

VX (VxA)-§VxA)+25°0°A =4, (8.44)

where ¢ is the Lagrangian multiplier associated with varying the functional

7T2
I(A,u) = B(A,u)— ¢ <89—2> Neg(A, ). (8.45)

See [118] for a recent study and [114] for some discussion in the context of a survey. So far,
a rigorous mathematical study of such an Fuclidean three-dimensional Chern—Simons problem
has not been carried out yet.

It should be noted that the model (8.41) lacks gauge invariance. In order to recover its
gauge invariance, we may replace the real scalar field u by a complex scalar field ¢ and use the
gauge-covariant derivative

Da¢ =V — giAd (8.46)

as before. Since _
IDAo]® = [Vo* + ¢*|A[*[6]* + 29A - Tm(¢V ), (8.47)

we see that the Rubakov—Tavkhelidze energy (8.41) is the real-scalar-field version of the Ginzburg—
Landau energy [51]

E(A,¢) = / {%IV x A|> +|Dag* + A(|¢|* — v2)2} dz. (8.48)

In other words, we may say that the model (8.41) is the Ginzburg—Landau model (8.48) stated
in the unitary gauge. Hence the equations of motion (8.43)—(8.44) are modified into

Di¢ = 2X\(|¢[* —v?)¢, (8.49)
VxVXxA = ig(¢Dad — ¢Dad) + £(V x A). (8.50)

In the purely superconducting limit when |¢| attains its maximum value v everywhere, the equa-
tions (8.49)—(8.50) are reduced into the single one governing the gauge potential A:

VxVxA=-2002A+EV x A). (8.51)
In the special case when there is no Chern—Simons invariant present, ¢ = 0, and we are left with
V xVxA=-2¢%°A. (8.52)

Finally, recall that the induced magnetic field B may be expressed as B = V x A. Thus, in
view of (8.52), we arrive at
AB = 2¢%°B. (8.53)

This equation is known as the London equation [83], discovered by the London brothers,'* which
clearly indicates that the induced magnetic field in a superconductor becomes ‘massive’, and
thus, fades out exponentially fast inside the superconductor. Such a statement gave the earliest
mathematical proof of the Meissner effect.

“Fritz and Heinz London, German-born physicists. The full set of the London equations, although linear,
actually are slightly more complicated than (8.53), and give rise to (8.53).
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The idea thge elementary particles may be described by continuously distributed fields with
localized energy concentrations, also called solitons, has a long history. As a result, it will be
interesting to know whether there exist static solitons describing particles at rest or in equilib-
rium.

¢

9 . I ( > Y >
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We start from the standard Klein—Gordon field theory whose Lagrangian has been defined earlier
with an arbitrary potential density V' > 0. In the static limit, the equations of motion become
a semilinear elliptic equation

Au =2V (|u)u, (9.1)

which is the Euler—Lagrange equation of the Hamilton energy

B(u) = /R <%|Vu|2 + V(|u|2)> dz. 9.2)

Therefore, the solutions are simply the critical points of the energy functional.
Suppose that u is a critical point. Then up(z) = u(Ax) is a critical point as well when \ = 1,
which leads us to the assertion d
—F =0. 9.3
taxee ] )

On the other hand, if we use z) to denote Az and Vj to denote the gradient operator with
derivatives in terms of differentiation in xj, then

E(up) = / {%|VU>\|2 + V(ux)} dz = / {%A%VWAP + V(ux)} dz
= [ {5eenatan) P+ viato) frran = [

Combining (9.3) and (9.4), we obtain the identity

{%/\2_”|Vu|2 + /\_nV(u)} dz. (9.4)

n

(2 - n) / Vul2do = Qn/n V() da. (9.5)

Consequently, we see that there is no nontrivial solution if n > 3 which rules out the most
physical dimension. This statement is known as the Derrick theorem. (Mathematicians also
called the above integral identity the Pohozaev identity — see below.) Besides, the case n = 2
is interesting only in the absence of potential energy, V' = 0. Only when n = 1, the potential
density function V' is not subject to any restriction and locally concentrated static solutions can
indeed be constructed (which are often called kinks or domain walls).

The Pohoz.-¢v identity .1 e cursion
This is a clever and sometimés very useful tool in analyzing semilinear partial differential
equations. To see what it is, we consider the elliptic boundary value problem

—Au=\NulP'u inQ, wu=0 ond, (9.6)

where 2 is a star-shaped bounded domain in R" with smooth boundary and A > 0.
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Multiplying Au by z - Vu, integrating over €2, and using u = 0 on 952, we have
/:Ejaju@k@kudzn = —n/uAud:E—/:Ejuakakajud:E
Q Q Q
= —n/uAud:E—l—/5Jku8k81ud$+/:n18ku8k81ud:n
Q
= (1—n)/uAud:E—|— /81 (3| Vul?) dz — /|Vu| dzx
Q
1
= (1—n)/uAud:L"—|——/ [Vl (V(:E)':E)ds——/ |Vul?dz
Q 2 Joa 2 Ja
—9 1
_ M/ |Vu|2d:13—|——/ Vul2(v(z) - 7) dS, (9.7)
2 Q 2 Jaq

where v(x) denotes the unit outward normal at the boundary point = € 9). Besides, multiplying
|ulP~!u by - Vu and integrating, we have

1 n n
\Y P~lyde = —— V P+ q ——/ P+lq :——/ P .
/(:L' uw)|ulP ™ ude o (z|ulP™) dx | Q|u| T T Q|u| T

Multiplying the differential equation in (9.6) by x - Vu and using (9.7) and (9.8), we obtain

L;m/Q|Vu|2d:E—I—%/09|Vu|2(u(:n)':n) ds = /|u|p+1d:n (9.9)

p-l—l

which is called the Pohozaev identity. When (2 is star-shaped about the origin, we have x-v(x) >
0. Therefore, we get

A / 1
< ——— [ juPttda. (9.10)
(r+1) Jo
On the other hand, multiplying the differential equation in (9.6) simply by u and integrating,
we have
/ |Vu|2d:13:/\/ ul|PT dz. (9.11)
Q Q
Combining the above two results, we arrive at
-2
<(” )__n >/|u|"’+1 da <0, (9.12)
2 (r+1)) Ja
which establishes that the only solution is the trivial solution v = 0 when
—2
=2 __n__, (9.13)
2 (p+1)
or 49
n
>3 . 9.14
nz3 p> (9.14)

In other words, nontrivial solutions are possible only when n = 1,2 or n > 3 and p satisfies

2
the subcritical condition: l<p< %, (9.15)
2
or the critical condition: p= nt 5 (9.16)
n —_—
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The Derric, the&‘ in presence of g.. 1,1ge £ds

We con51der again the Derrick theorem over “the Minkowski space R™. Of course, a finite-
energy static solution (¢, A) in the temporal gauge Ag = 0 is a critical point of the energy
functional

Blo)= [ {3+ 510308 + ViloP) ) .

We may use the same argument as before with ¢*(z) = ¢(Az) and AMz) = NA(Az) to arrive at
the new identity

(4—n)/nFj2kd:E—|—2(2—n) /Rn|Dj<;5|2d:n:4n/Rn V(|¢]?) dz

Therefore, with a gauge field, the allowance of spatial dimensions is extended to n < 4.

The interesting individual cases are listed as follows.

(i) n = 4: The matter field sector must be trivial, V. = 0,Dj¢ = 0 (j = 1,---,n) and
only gauge field is present (pure gauge situation). Solitons in this situations are called gauge
instantons.

(ii) n = 3,2, 1: All these are allowed with total freedom for choosing V.

Thus we have seen that the presence of gauge field component enhances dimensionality for
the existence of static finite energy solutions of field equations.

9 4 . (R ¢
!.l ﬁ»fz'y‘ e "'ode

The Skyrme model [127, 128, 129, 130] is one of the most important particle models in physical
three spatial dimensions without gauge fields. In the static case, its the energy functional reads

/_ DG+ Y 1056 A ko) de, (9.17)

1<j<3 1<j<k<3

where the ‘wave’ function is a map from R? into S2. It is easy to see that energy has the scaling
property

E<¢A>=/R O3 Bl A Y 1064 o) da (9.18)

1<j<3 1<j<k<3

so that the corresponding Derrick identity reads
L0 aeae= [ (3 100000 de, (9.19)
RY 1<j<s R <j<k<s

which renders no objection to the existence of nontrivial critical points. In fact, we may assume
that a finite energy map ¢ has a definitive limit at infinity so that ¢ can be viewed as a map
from R3U {oo} =~ S2 into S3. In other words, ¢ can be represented by an integer (the homotopy
class) in the group

73(S%) = Z. (9.20)

In fact, such an integer, called the degree of ¢ and denoted as deg(¢), has the following elegant
integral representation,

deg(9) = 55 [ det(6. 046,000, 010) ) . (921)
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From (9.21), we have

jk#i  bca

ZSEOIIEND DD SID SIND Sl WL

1<i<3 1<a<4 1<j<k<3 1<b<c<4

05 PPk 9° — 05k P| da

< %/R% S loeltde+ Y g ndel | do, (9.22)

1<i<3 1<i<j<3
in view of the Schwartz inequality, which leads to the classical topological lower bound
E(¢) > 127%| deg(9)|- (9.23)

An important unsolved question asks: does the Skyrme energy have a minimizer among the
prescribed homotopy (topological) class

Cn = {¢| E(¢) < oo, deg(¢) = N} (9.24)

defined by each integer N7 This problem is only solved when N = 41 [77]. A relaxed question
asks: Does the Skyrme energy have a finite-energy critical point in each given homotopy class?
This latter problem is solved for radially symmetric maps [41, 151]. Problems of this type are
numerous in field theory physics.

2% .LK);? n i fa ddee, liode!
L

In 1997, Faddeev and Niemi [44] published their seminal work on knotted solitons arising in
a quantum field theory model, known as the Faddeev model [42] which may be regarded as a
refined formalism of the Skyrme model. This work suggests that knots may indeed be used as
candidates to model elementary particles, a proposal first put forth by Lord Kelvin in 1860s.
Today, we know that the concept of knots has important applications in science. In the past 100
years, mathematicians have made great progress in topological and combinatorial classifications
of knots. In turn, the development of knot theory has also facilitated the advancement of
mathematics in several of its frontiers, especially low-dimensional topology. In knot theory, an
interesting problem concerns the existence of “ideal knots,” which promises to provide a natural
link between the geometric and topological contents of knotted structures. This problem has its
origin in theoretical physics in which one wants to prove the existence and predict the properties
of knots “based on a first principle approach” [100]. In such an approach, one is interested in
determining the detailed physical characteristics of a knot such as its energy (mass), geometric
conformation, and topological identification, via conditions expressed in terms of temperature,
viscosity, electromagnetic, nuclear, and possibly gravitational, interactions, which is also known
as an Hamiltonian approach to knots as field-theoretical stable solitons. The Faddeev knots are
such structures based a first-principle [8, 9, 43, 44, 100].

In normalized form, the action density of the Faddeev model over the standard Minkowski
spacetime R3! reads

1
£ =046+ "6 — S ()™ (9), (9.25)
where the field ¢ assumes its values in the unit 2-sphere in R? and
Fv(¢) = ¢ (Oud AN 9). (9.26)
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Since ¢ is parallel to Ou¢ A Oy, it is seen that

Fuy (9)F¥(¢) = (0ud A o) - (OHd N 0" 9), (9.27)

which may be identified with the well-known Skyrme term [127, 128, 129, 130, 154] when one
embeds S? into S% ~ SU(2). Hence, the Faddeev model may be viewed as a refined Skyrme
model. In what follows, we shall only be interested in static fields which make the Faddeev
energy

3 3
_ o 112 l ] 2 T
B6) - [ {;w,«m #3310 b (9.28)

finite. The finite-energy condition implies that ¢ approaches a constant vector ¢, at spatial
infinity (of R3). Hence we may compactify R? into S3 and view the fields as maps from S? to
S52. As a consequence, we see that each finite-energy field configuration ¢ is associated with an
integer, Q(¢), in m3(S?) = Z (the set of all integers). In fact, such an integer Q(¢) is known as
the Hopf invariant which has the following integral characterization: The differential form

F = Fjk(¢)dad Ada®,  j,k=1,2,3, (9.29)
is closed in R3. Thus, there is a one form, A = Aj dad, so that
F =dA. (9.30)

Then the Hopf charge Q(¢) of the map ¢ may be evaluated by the integral

1
= ANF 9.31
Q) =35 [, ANF. (931)
due to J. H. C. Whitehead [145], which is a special form of the Chern—Simons invariant [30, 31].
The existence of the Faddeev knotted solitons are realized as the solutions to the problem

En = inf{E(¢)| E(¢) < o0, Q(¢) =N}, NEeZ, (9.32)

referred to as the Faddeev Knot Problem.

Thus we encounter a direct minimization problem over the full space R3. In such a situation,
a typical difficulty is that the minimizing sequence may fail to “concentrate” in a local region,
which reminds us to look at what the concentration-compactness principle of P. L. Lions [81, 82]
can offer. A careful examination of the Faddeev Knots Problem indicates that we cannot make
direct use of this method due to the lack of several key ingredients in the Faddeev energy (9.28)
and in the Hopf-Whitehead topological integral (9.31).

The Faddeev Knot Problem was partially solved in [77]. A key tool we used was called later
by us as the “Substantial Inequality’ [78] which may well be explained by what happens in a
nuclear fission process: When a nucleus fissions, it splits into several smaller fragments. The
sum of the masses of these fragments is less than the original mass. The “missing” mass has
been converted into energy according to Einstein’s equation.

On the other hand, in our general framework of minimization of a physical energy functional
FE subject to a topological constraint given by an integer invariant class Q = N, we may
similarly expect an energy splitting of the configuration sequence into finitely many substantial
constituents of topological charges @ = Ns (s = 1,2,---,k). We expect that the charge is
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conserved and the energy of the “particle” of charge N splits into the sum of energies Fy, (s =
1,2,---, k) of the “substantial particles” of respective charges Ns (s = 1,2,---, k). Therefore,
we expect to have

N = N;+ Ns+---+ N¢ (charge conservation equality), (9.33)
En > EN, +En,+ -+ EN, (energy conservation inequality). (9.34)

Note that (9.34) is read as an energy conservation relation since possible extra energy may be
needed for the substances or constituents of energies En,, En,, - -, EN, to form a bound state
or composite particle, of energy E\N, and, as a result, the composite particle may carry more
energy than the sum of the energies of its substances or constituents. Hence we collectively call
the above two relations “the Substantial Inequality” which spells out a first kind of topological
growth law describing how energy and topology split in a general minimization process. The
importance of this inequality is that it characterizes the situation when concentration occurs for
a minimizing sequence. In other words, the charge-energy splitting above is nontrivial (k > 2)
for a certain charge N if and only if concentration fails there.

To see how (9.33) and (9.34) can be used to quickly deduce an existence theorem for the
Faddeev minimization problem (9.32) in 3 dimensions, we recall the topological lower bound

3

E(¢) = ClQ(e)|3 (9.35)

established by Vakulenko and Kapitanski [141] where C' > 0 is a universal constant. Hence
EN > 0 for any N # 0.
Define

S={N €Z\ {0} | the Faddeev Problem (9.32) has a solution at N}. (9.36)

The Faddeev Knot Problem asks whether or not there holds S = Z.

As a first step toward the above question, we have:

The set S is not empty.

The proof of this statement [77] amounts to establishing the Substantial Inequality for the
Faddeev energy (9.28) and noting that if S is empty, then the splitting expressed in (9.33) and
(9.34) will continue forever, which contradicts the finiteness and positiveness of Ey for any N.

With (9.33), we can learn more about the soluble set S. For example, choose Ny € Z \ {0}
so that

En, =min{EN | N € Z )\ {0}}. (9.37)

Then we must have Ny € S because a nontrivial splitting given in the Substantial Inequality
will be impossible by the definition of Ny. Thus we can state [77]:
The least energy point in the Faddeev energy spectrum {EN | N € Z \ {0}} is attainable.



The set S is an infinite subset of Z.
Here is a quick proof of this result.
Otherwise assume that S is finite. Set

NY = max{N € S} (9.39)
and let Ny € S be such that En, = min{En |N € S}, as defined earlier. Taking repeated
decompositions if necessary, we may assume that all the integers Ny, No,- -+, Nk in (9.33) and
(9.34) are in S already. Hence |Ni|,|Nal|,---,|Nk| < N°. Thus, in view of (9.33), we have

N < kNY in view of (9.34), we have EN > kEN,



which is a knot invariant. Naturally one expects the energy and the geometric complexity of
the knot K to be closely related. Indeed, the combined results in [20, 26] lead to the relation

CiN(K)P < L(K) < CyN(K)P, (9.43)

where C1, Cy > 0 are two universal constants and the exponent p satisfies 3/4 < p < 1 so that in
truly three-dimensional situations the preferred value of p is sharply at p = 3/4. This relation
strikingly resembles the fractional-exponent growth law for the Faddeev knots just discussed
and reminds us once more that a sublinear energy growth law with regard to the topological
content involved is essential for knotted structures to occur.

The F;qlde&‘ ode” in gener.” Hopf&‘ ensions
‘ ‘

In the Faddeev Knot Problem, it is the underlying property and structure of the homotopy
group 73(S?) and the Faddeev energy functional formula that guarantee the validity of the
associated sublinear growth law. Generally, it seems that such a property may be related to the
notion of quantitative homotopy introduced by Gromov [56]. For example, we may consider the
Whitehead integral representation of the Hopf invariant and the “associated” knot energy ala
Faddeev. More precisely, let v : R~ — §2N (n, > 1) be a differentiable map which approaches a
constant sufficiently fast at infinite. Denote by 2 the volume element of S?" and |S?"| = Jszn .
Then the integral representation of u in the homotopy group m4n_1(S?"), say Q(u), which is the
Hopf invariant of u, is given by

1
N |52n| Ré4n—1

Q(u) v AU (Q), dv=u"(Q). (9.44)

We can introduce a generalized Faddeev knot energy for such a map u as follows,

B(u) = /R <|du|2 + %|u*(ﬂ)|2> dz. (9.45)

For this energy functional, we are able to establish the following generalized sublinear energy
growth estimate [79, 80]

01|N|(4n—1)/4n < EN < 02|N|(4n—1)/4n’ (946)

where

En =inf{E(u) | E(u) < 00, Q(u) = N}, (9.47)

and C1,C5 > 0 are universal constants. In particular, we are able to see that the fractional
exponent in the generalized growth law is the ratio of the dimension of the domain space and
twice of the dimension of the target space.

7 ] k} &
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In this section, we present a brief introduction to relativistic strings and branes. We first discuss
the relativistic motion of a point particle. We then generalize this discussion to consider the
Nambu—Goto strings and branes. We next study the Polyakov strings and show that their
quantization leads to the critical dimensionality counts of spacetime.
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Let m be the mass of a free particle with coordinates (z') in the space R", depending on time
t. Recall that the Newtonian action and Lagrangian of the moving particle are

LI . df
S:/L% L:§mZ¥$ﬁ f=q (10.1)

On the other hand, relativistically, the motion of the particle follows the trajectory that
extremizes the action

S = /{/ds, (10.2)

where k is an undetermined constant and ds? is the metric element given by

n
ds? = 2dt? — 2:(dzni)2 = nuydazMdz, (10.3)
i=1

with ¢ > 0 the speed of light, 2% = ct, and ny, = diag(1, —1,---, —1) the standard Minkowskian
metric tensor. In view of (10.2) and (10.3), if we consider the motion of the particle in terms of
time ¢, we have

S = (10.4)
It is clear that (10.2) gives the dynamics of (10.1) in low speed when k = —me. Thus, we arrived
at the relativistic action and Lagrangian
sz/Lw,L:—mé (10.5)
As a consequence, we can compute the associated momentum vector
OL ;!
p|:$: i 3’ izlv"'vnv (106)
i X
1=, O
which leads to the Hamiltonian
A - mc?
H=> pi'— L= —, (10.7)
- XZ
i=1 1-— Zin:1 (CQ)
which gives us the relation
n
H? = m264—|—622pi2. (10.8)
i=1

In particular, when the particle is at rest, we obtain the popular-science formula F = H = mc?.
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For simplicity, we set the speed of light to unity, ¢ = 1, use the notation 2 = Zin:p and
v(t) = ! Then the action of a free particle of mass m over a time span [t1, to] reads

to
S=-m V1 —vZdt (10.9)
L8]

We now consider the motion of a free string of a uniform mass density, pg, parametrized by
a real parameter, s, with the spatial coordinates given as a parametrized curve,

(= !(s,t), 51 <5< s9, (10.10)

at any fixed time ¢. Following (10.9), the action for the motion of the infinitesimal portion

d¢ = %1; ds=|'|ds, s1<s< s9, (10.11)

!

is given by

t
—pPo d/ V1 —v2dt. (10.12)
81

In the Nambu—Goto theory [52], the internal forces between neighboring points along a string do
not contribute to the action so that the velocity vector v is perpendicular to the tangent of the
string curve. Thus, we have

d 0 0 0
v="o _[_at + a(s,t) —I’—as, v —1’—68 0 (10.13)

From (10.13), we can determine the scalar factor a(s,t) and obtain v as follows,

ot 0s
v = Qp—igp. (10.14)
S

2
ds

Integrating (10.12), we obtain the total action for a Nambu—Goto string,

to So a 2
S = —po/ / (5{—> (1 —v?2)dsdt. (10.15)
t S1 §

To appreciate the geometric meaning of the action (10.15), we recall that, for two vectors,
= (zM) = (29, !) and y = (y") = (v°,y), zy stands for the inner product

n
zy = aty, = My’ =20 =) aly' =200 - Y (10.16)
i=1

in the Minkowski spacetime R™!. Thus, with the notation

of of

Ev f/: %7 (1017)

f=
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we have

o o . 0
b’ = = £ ) ==L . L )
o (1’ 8t> (0’ as> gt 9s’ (10.18)
o \? o \?
2 = 1— (=L 2o (2o ,
z 1 <8t> , T (83) (10.19)
Therefore,
o \? N> (N> [0\ [0, 0.\
- —-v3) = [Z£) — = - . L
(83) (1=v7) (83) <8t> (83) +<8t as>
= (i2')? — @222 (10.20)

Hence the Nambu—Goto action becomes
A=—po / V (z2')? — 222" dsdt. (10.21)

Besides, we may calculate the line element of the embedded 2-surface z¥ = zH(s,¢), in the flat
Minkowski spacetime R™!, parametrized by the parameters s and ¢ by

ds* = datnyydz’
= (&Mdt + 2™Mds)nuy (2Vdt + 2V ds)
= 22dt? + 242 dtds 4 2'*ds?
= hapduddu®, a,b=0,1, (10.22)

where ©¥ = t,u! = s, and

i/,l,/ ;U/2

(hap) = ( A > (10.23)

From (10.21) and (10.23), we see that the Nambu-Goto string action is simply a surface integral

A= —po/ V|h| dtds = —po/dS, (10.24)
) S

where |h| is the absolute value of the determinant of the matrix (10.23) and dS is the canonical
area element of the embedded 2-surface, (S, {hap}), in the Minkowski spacetime.
As a comparison, the action (10.21) for a point particle is simply a path integral,

T2
A= —m/ ViZdr = —m/ dc, (10.25)
T C

where dC' is the line element of the path C' parametrized by ¥ = zH(7), 71 < 7 < 79, in the
Minkowski spacetime.

Therefore the motion of a point particle follows an extremized path, the world line, and the
motion of a Nambu—Goto string follows an extremized surface, the world sheet.

Of course, both (10.24) and (10.25) are parametrization invariant.

Returning to (10.21), using the generalized time and string coordinates, 7 and o, with

of of

t=1t(r,0), s=s(r,0), fo=0f= 97 fo=0sf = 90 (10.26)
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and setting Ty to unity, we see that the Nambu—Goto string action becomes

S=-— / V (z116)? — (21)2(26)2 drdo. (10.27)

Using PJ and PS to denote the generalized ‘momenta’ where

oL oL
PJ = a—:lj-li-“ PS = a—l'g, L= _\/(:L"I'ZEO')2 - ($T)2($0)2' (1028)

Then the equations of motion of the Nambu-Goto string obtained from varying the action

(10.27) may be written in the form of the conservation laws

OPY OPY
SELSE 0 =01, (10.29)

or, more explicitly,

(ZU'[ZUO')OO'ZE“ — (;Uo)zaTZE“) ((ZL"[ZUO')O'[ZE“ — (;Uo)zaoZE“) .
O 0% = 0. 10.30
( \/($r$0)2 — (21)%(z0)? " \/($r$o)2 — (z1)?(20)? ( )

0% prgne
More generally, consider an embedded (p+1)-dimensional hypersurface, or a membrane, parametrized
by the coordinates (u?) (a = 0,1,---,p), so that the induced metric element is given by

OxM OxV

d82 = habduadub, hab = ’I’]uv%w.

(10.31)

The action of a p-brane is given by the volume integral of the hypersurface as follows,

S =-Tp, /de+1 = —Tp/\/|h| du’dul - - - duP, (10.32)

where T} is a positive constant referred to as the tension of the p-brane. In particular, a point
particle is a 0-brane, and a string is a 1-brane.

We now consider a ‘time-independent n-brane’, M, in the Minkowski spacetime R™!, which
may be realized as a graph of a function depending on the spatial coordinates only given by

2 = f(zt, -, 2"). (10.33)
Using (10.31), we see that the metric tensor (hij) of M is
hij :nwai:n“aj:c" =0ifoif —dj, t,j=1,---,n. (10.34)

It can be checked that
|h| = [ det(BifO5 f — 6ij)| = 1 — [V fI?, (10.35)

where we have assumed that M is spacelike, |V f| < 1. Hence, ignoring the coupling constant,
the action of an n-brane which happens to be a graph is

§=_ / VIV da, (10.36)
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whose Euler—Lagrange equation reads

v. (%) 0. (10.37)

A well-known theorem of Cheng and Yau [29] states that all solutions of (10.37) over the full
space R" satisfying |V f| < 1 must be affine linear, f(z!,---,2") = Y.L, aiz' + b, where ai’s
and b are constants.

Mm .5 hypersurf.-ges
‘ J

It may be instructive to compare the above study of an n-brane with its Euclidean space
counterpart where we replace the Minkowski spacetime R™! with the Euclidean space RM!
so that the inherited metric of the embedded n-hypersurface M defined by the graph of the
function (10.33) is given by

hij = 5p\,6i:c“8j:c" =0ifoi f +dj, t,j=1,---,n (10.38)

Consequently,
|h| = det(hij) = 1 + |V f|%, (10.39)

such that the canonical volume of the hypersurface M reads

Vm :/\/Wd:n:/\/l—l—Wde:n. (10.40)

Minimizing (10.40) gives us the classical equation

Vf _ n

known as the minimal hypersurface equation for non-parametric minimal hypersurfaces defined
as the graph of a function. The Bernstein theorem for this equation states that all entire solutions
are affine linear for n <7 (cf. [101] and references therein).

It was Calabi who first observed that the equations (10.37) and (10.41) are equivalent [24]
when n = 2. A proof of this fact is as follows.

Let u be a solution of (10.41) and

D= alf, q = agf (10.42)

Set w = /1 + p? + ¢%. Then (10.41) reads

o) (%) + @(%) = 0. (10.43)

Hence, there is a real-valued function U such that

ou=r=-L oUu=0Q=
w

e

(10.44)

Therefore, we have
1
1-PP—@Q°=—>0 (10.45)
w
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and U is space-like (i.e., [VU|? < 1). Inserting the relations p = Qw, ¢ = —Pw, and w = 1/W
where W = /1 — P%2 — Q2 into the identity dyp = 01q, we arrive at

a(2) () o o

Thus, U solves (10.37). The inverse correspondence from (10.37) to (10.41) may be established
similarly.
The above equivalence theorem of Calabi can be extended into arbitrary n-dimensional set-
tings [152] which give rise to a rich range of open problems.
» . .
i 5 f %y o, N ¢¢'ng con‘or N, nol iy, nd crifg !l d T o1t *on
Consider a map

¢: (M, {hap}) — (N, {gw}), o’ ut, - u™) = (2° 2!, 2"), (10.47)

where (M, {hap}) and (N, {gu}) are (m + 1)- and (n + 1)-dimensional Minkowski manifolds
parametrized with the coordinates (u?) and (zV), respectively. The Polyakov action is simply
the ‘harmonic map’ functional defined as

S=— [ (D$)?dVh, (D$)? = guh®0azdpz’, a,b=0,1,---,m, (10.48)
8}

where dVj, is the canonical volume element of (M, {hgp}) given by dVy, = +/|h|du’du’ - - - du™,
or customarily, for a p-brane,

S = /Eth = —Tp / V| det(hap)| gpvhabaaa:“@bznv duldul - - - duP. (10.49)

where we have attached the constant 7, > 0 to account for the Polyakov p-brane tension.

When p = 1, the action (10.49) defines the Polyakov string [110] action which is conformally
invariant (i.e., the action is invariant under the conformal transformation of the metric, hap —
Ahgp). Such an invariance property is also called the Weyl invariance. The obvious advantage
of the action (10.49) over (10.32) is that the former is quadratic in zH’s and gives rise to linear
equations of motion for the branes. Thus, the theory is much easier to quantize.

In the special case when (M, {hap}) is regarded as a submanifold of the spacetime (R™1, {nuw})
so that the metric hgp is induced from the map (10.47), we have

hap = npvaalﬂpablﬂ\), (10.50)

which leads us to
h®ny Oatdpz = p + 1. (10.51)

Consequently, we see that the Polyakov p-brane action (10.49) reduces into the Nambu-Goto
p-brane action (10.32) when Tp = (p + 1)7p.

There is another point of view regarding the relationship between the Nambu—Goto strings
and the Polyakov strings: Extremizing the metric tensor hgp in the Polyakov p-brane action
(10.49), we obtain after neglecting the constant factor 7 the vanishing stress tensor condition

Tab = 2gpvaal'“abl'v — habﬁ = 0, \V/a, b, (1052)
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which gives us the solution for hap as follows,

. 29“\) aa$“ab$v

2

Inserting (10.31) into (10.49), we have
(p—1)

S=—(p+ 1)¢p/\/| det(Daz - Op)| (%) i du, (10.54)

which is clearly seen to become a pure volume integral exactly when p = 1. In other words, in
such a context, the Nambu—Goto and Polyakov string actions are equivalent.
Quantization of the Polyakov string leads to the string partition function [110]

7 = /D¢ exp (-ﬁ(% — D) / {%(aago)z + f-eze‘*’} d2u> , (10.55)

where D = n 4+ 1 = 26 is the spacetime dimension, the metric hgp is Euclideanized into e®dap
through a Wick rotation u® — iu®, k > 0 is constant, and | Dy denotes the path integral over the
space of all possible conformal exponents. Note that, as already observed, the Polyakov string
action is conformal invariant. However, the partition function (10.55) clearly spells out the fact
that such a conformal invariance is no longer valid when D # 26. Such a phenomenon is called
‘conformal anomaly’ and the vanishing of conformal anomaly gives us the unique condition

D = 26, (10.56)

known as the critical dimension of bosonic string theory. Furthermore, when fermions are
present, Polyakov’s computation [111] of the partition function of quantized supersymmetric
strings, or superstrings, gives us the unique condition

D = 10, (10.57)

to avoid conformal anomaly, again. These results about the critical dimensions of spacetime
are now standard facts in string theory [155]. Physicists [25, 68, 155] further conjectured that
our 10-dimensional universe, Mg, is a product of a 4-dimensional spacetime, My, and a 6-
dimensional compact manifold, g, curled up in a tiny but highly sophisticated way, following
a formalism called the ‘string compactification’ [37, 53], so that the spacetime My is mazimally
symmetric (which implies that My can either be Minkowski, de Sitter, or anti-de Sitter)® and
K is a Calabi-Yau manifold [22, 23, 153].16
Note also that, the action stemming out from (10.55), given by

L= / {%aagoa% - Iizeq)} d%u, (10.58)

and the associated wave equation
ot — oo = —k2e?, W=7 Wl =g, (10.59)

as the equation of motion, are jointly known to define the Liouwville field theory [34, 48], which
is integrable [152] and of independent interest as a toy model.

15 A manifold is maximally symmetric if it has the same number of symmetries as ordinary Euclidean space.
More precisely, a Riemannian manifold is maximally symmetric if it has 2n(n+1) (n = dimension of the manifold)
linearly independent Killing vector fields which generate isometric flows on the manifold.

16 A Calabi-Yau manifold is a compact Kihler manifold with vanishing first Chern class.
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As a natural development of the topics covered in the previous section, it will be interesting to
present an introduction to the Born—Infeld theory [11, 12, 13, 14] formulated in the 1933-1934
and revived over the last 20 years due to its relevance in string theory.

] ,.ﬁ [a ﬂ
fOl a \

Recall that one of the major motivations for the introduction of the Born—Infeld electromagnetic
field theory [11, 12, 13, 14] is to overcome the infinity problem associated with a point charge
source in the original Maxwell theory. It is observed that, since the Einstein mechanics of special
relativity may be obtained from the Newton mechanics by replacing the classical action function
L = 2mu? by the relativistic expression

— =
E—mc (1— 1——U2> b (1— 1——2m'U > b mc (11 1)
= 2 1} = 2 , = , .

so that no physical particle of a positive rest mass m can move at a speed v greater than the
speed of light ¢, it will be acceptable to replace the action function of the Maxwell theory,

L %(EQ—BQ), (11.2)

where E and B are electric and magnetic fields, respectively, by a corresponding expression of

the form
1
E:b2<1—\/1—b—2(E2—B2)>, (11.3)

where b > 0 is a suitable scaling parameter, often called the Born—Infeld parameter. It is clear
that (11.3) defines a nonlinear theory of electromagnetism and the Maxwell theory, (11.2), may
be recovered in the weak field limit E, B —g - Note that the choice of sign in front of the
Lagrangian density (11.2) is the opposite of that of Born and Infeld [14] and is widely adopted
in contemporary literature. This convention will be observed throughout the notes.
Intrinsically, if (11.2) is replaced by £ = —%FHVF“V, then (11.3) takes the form

1
E:b2<1—\/1+2—b2FWFPV>, (11.4)

where

is the electromagnetic field strength curvature induced from a gauge vector potential A;,. More
precisely, if we use
E = (F',E* E%, B=(B' B B (11.6)

to denote the electric and magnetic fields, respectively, as earlier, then there holds the standard
identification _ _ N .
FOU— gl pi = _dikpk ik —1 2.3, (11.7)
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which has the following matrix form,

0 —-E' —-E* —-E°
E' 0 -B* B?

(FW) = E2 B3 0 _B! (11'8)
E3 -B* B! 0

The dual of FH reads i )
w WV = PRV — 56“VO(BFO([3. (11.9)

From (11.5), there holds again the Bianchi identity
O™ = 0. (11.10)

On the other hand, it is easy to find that the Euler-Lagrange equations of (11.4) are

P = 0, (11.11)
PV = i (11.12)

\/ 1+ 5tz Fop FOP

Corresponding to the electric field E and magnetic field B, we introduce the electric displacement
D and magnetic intensity H,

D = (D', D? D%, H=(H' H? H?), (11.13)
and make the identification
PO = _pi pU=_dikgk k=123, (11.14)
which has the following matrix form,

0 -D' —-D? —-D3
D' 0o —H? H?
D?> H? 0 —H!
D3 —H? H! 0

(PM) = (11.15)

Inserting (11.8) into (11.10) and (11.15) into (11.11), we obtain the fundamental governing
equations of the Born—Infeld electromagnetic theory,

0B
oD

which look exactly like the vacuum Mazwell equations, except that, in view of the relations
(11.8), (11.12), and (11.15), the fields E, B and D, H are related nonlinearly,

D - b , (11.18)
\/1 + (B2 - E?)
B
H — (11.19)

1+ & (B2 - E?)
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Hence, the Born—Infeld electromagnetism introduces E- and B-dependent dielectrics and per-
meability ‘coefficients’,

D=<(E,B)E, B=u(E B)H. (11.20)
If there is an external current source, (7*) = (p, j), the equation (11.11) will be replaced by
ouPW = 5 (11.21)
and equivalently, the equations in (11.17) become
oD
~Gp FVxH=j V.-D=p (11.22)

We now examine the point charge problem.
Consider the electrostatic field generated from a point particle of electric charge ¢ placed at
the origin. Then B - H and the Born-Infeld equations become a single one,

V-D:47Tq5([), (11.23)
which can be solved to give us
D= |£[|5’ (11.24)
!
which is singular at the origin. However, from (11.18), we have
E
D=—+ (11.25)
1- B2
which implies that
D
E =
1+ D2
- 9 : (11.26)

4
ﬂwﬂ+

In particular, the electric field E is globally bounded. It is interesting to see that, when | | is
sufficiently large, E given in (11.26) approximates that given by the Coulomb law, a consequence
of the Maxwell equations.

As for the energy, we obtain from the Lagrange density (11.4) the energy-momentum tensor

v_ PR

u
\/ 1+ 5tz Fop FOP

which gives us in the electrostatic case the Hamiltonian energy density

%‘§<¢———‘ )

_ b2< 1+<%>2W—1>. (11.28)

— 0L, (11.27)

H =



From (11.28), it is seen that the total energy of a point electric charge is now finite,
E= [ Hd, <. (11.29)
R3

Similarly, we can consider the magnetostatic field generated from a point magnetic charge g
placed at the origin of R3. In this case, D B E B and the Born—Infeld equations become

V-B:47Tgc5(!). (11.30)
From (11.30), we have as before,
9
B = 3, (11.31)
H = (11.32)

| I\/I *+

Thus H is a bounded vector field. In view of (11.27), the Hamiltonian density of a magnetostatic

field takes the form,
H:b2<\/1+ b2B2—1> (11.33)

Inserting (11.31) into (11.33), we see that the total energy of a point magnetic charge is also
finite in the Born—Infeld theory.

We note that it is not hard to extend the above discussion to cover the situation of multiply
distributed point electric charges or magnetic monopoles.

7
i

ﬁ.l r Born™ nfe d & £OYa nd, geney '‘zed Berit te’n pro de T
L L

We now study sourceless static solutions. With E = V¢ and B = V x A, the equations of
motion of the Born—Infeld theory, (11.16) and (11.17), become

. V¢ _ '
! <¢1+b%<|wA|2—|v¢|2>> § e
V><< V<A > = - (11.35)

V1+ gV x A2 |VoP)

From (11.35), we see that there is a real scalar function 1 such that

A
v X = Vi, (11.36)
V1+ &V x AP = [Vop2)
which leads us to the relation
1 V|
|V x A|* = (1 - b—2|v¢|2> (11.37)

(1 - —|vw|2>'
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Inserting (11.37) into (11.36), we obtain

VxA=Vy'



As a ‘warm-up question’, we ask whether the solutions of (11.42)—(11.43) of finite action,
A(f,g) < oo, are constant. See [126] for some further discussion.



Thus, (11.53) may also be recast into the form

V- (%vm) = p. (11.55)

Use , to denote a point in R3. To study the electric confinement problem, we consider the
situation where two point charges of opposite signs, () and —(@Q), are placed at the points /1 and
(29 80 that the electric charge density is given by [73]

o) = QU(, — 1)~ 3, — ) (11.56)
The ultimate goal is to establish that the potential energy of the solution of (11.53) or (11.55)
where p is given by (11.56) depends on the separation distance | 1 —  of linearly, at least

asymptotically, provided that the function e(F) or f(D) is suitably chosen.
In [2, 4], the dielectric function £(F) is taken to be

e(F) =

0, when FE < Ej,
(11.57)

€oln (%) ,  when E > Ej,

where €y > 0 and Ey > 0 are constants, and asymptotic analysis and numerical approximations
are carried out to show electric confinement. In [73], the function f(D) satisfies

Inf(D) _
dim = =1 (11.58)

Another well-known confinement model [32, 33, 50] is called the MIT bag model, which is
purely based on linear electrostatics instead.
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